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Workers Action — what we stand for

Workers Action is it Marxist tendency in the labour meve-
ment.

In the present situation, afler two decides of deloats, with
strike action at o very Tow Tevel and a Teadership all too
happy 1o accommodate to the pro-free markel climate,
Workers Action helieves that the most important task is a
struggle 1o renovate the existing labour movement, politi
cally and industrially, so that it can lipght elfectively i its
OwWn Interests.

This means a steaggle in e Tabour movement as itis, with
all ils problems and weaknesses. Most workers continue
to suppott the Labour Party in elections or by umon aftili-
ation. AL present, attempts to get round this politcal fact
by mounting clectoral challenges to Labour are, most
cases, Tatile and seetarian, and are ikely to lead to preater
demoralisation. Most importantly, they represent an aban
donment of any serious political struggle apaist the ©a-
bour leadership. Workers Action supporters are therefore
active in the Labour Party as well as the trade unions and
political campaigns.

Capitalism condemns millions to exploitation, poverty, dis-
case and war, so that when its leading international bodies
meel. they have to do so behind dines ol police. However.
Workers Action believes that the relative importance off
the anti capitalist movement over the ast few years is a
sign not ot the strength of the left, but ofits weakiess and
marginalisation. The new (ree market world order is based
on 20 years of defeats Tor the mternational working class.
Protests outside the conferences ol organisations such as
(he WTO are important, but must not be o substitute for
building a sociahist leadership o the working class.

Workers Action supports all progressive national strug-
gles apainst imperialism, without placing any contidence
i thie leaders ol such movements. Neitlier bourpeois na-
tionalism, nor petly-bourpeois guerrillaison nor religious
fundamentalism can advance the interests of the oppressed
workers and peasants. We are for the building ol a social-
ist leadership on an international seale.

The collapse of Stalinism in 1989, compounded by the move
to the right of the Labour Party and the Furopean Socialist
partics, has resulied in an ideological crisis for the leli.
Somie, like the SWIL deny that such aerisis exists mndeed,
they clainy that this is the best period for a generation
which to light for socialism. Others question whethey the
sociabist project. fought for by the working cliss and its
allies. is still viahie. Workers Action believes that it is. but
that to rebuitd a fighting feft relevant o the concerns of
workers nicans rejecting the methods ot seet building and
sel=proclaimed vanguardism.

However, Workers Action has a non-dogmatic approach
1o s erisis of (he et We see it as an opportanity (o
evaluate critically many of out previously held conceep-
Gons in the light of experienee. Marsism is a entical ideol-
ogy or it is nothing. Socialists cannot march into the 21st
century with their programme lrozen in the 1970s.

IF you are interested m joiiing us or discussing further,
wiite to us at PO Box 7268, London 106 TX ore minlus at
workers.actionie blinternet.com




Editorial
Top up the

opposition
to Blair

When Tony Blair announced that he does
not have a reverse gear, he was, for once,
1clling the truth. New Labour’s right-wing
juggernaut rambles on and on. The Labow
leadership lost the vote at Conference on
toundation hospitals, despite a crude at

tempt hy John Reid to divide health work-
ers trom health service users, and survived
the Commons vote with a majority of only
[7, yet as il to goad its growing number of
opponents, immediately announced that
fresh wave of hospitals were to get foun

dation status.

Following the Queen’s Speech, Blair
looks likely 10 provoke the third huge Com-
mons rebellion inside a year, this time on
university top-up fees. Despite New La-
bour’s utterly eynical use of the Linguage
of egalitarianism to defend top-up fees
(middle class students should pay for their
cducation, and without these fees, fewer
people will be able o have a higher edu-
caton), this measure s an atlack on the
welluare state, thigher education will be
once again the preserve of the well off or
the lucky, with the best teaching and re-
search concentrated in an clite of rich uni-
versities. Top-up Tees are an atlempt to
fund higher education other than by taxa
tion. They can also be seen in the comext
of the World Trade Organisation rules con
cerning liberalisation ol the marketan serv-
ices, the aim being to creale a top tier of
universities that are internationally com
petitive, with a sccond tier for domestic
consuniption,

The attacks on civil liberties are just as
alarming. New ©abour’s asylum policy 1s
driven by the Daily Mail, although even
some Mail readers might choke on their
cornflakes at the prospect of the children
of "failed” asylum seckers being tuken into
care alter their family's benefits have been
withdrawn, as a little incentive for their
parents (o leave “voluntarily™ for Kosovi
or Afghanistan. The chances of being frog-
marched onto a plane will be greatly in-
creased by the government's plan to “mas-
sively restriet” the flow of legal aid w asy-
lum seckers.

Blunkett’s blandly titted Civid Contingen-
cies bith will increase the government’s
cmergency powers, widening the definition
of a state of emergeney 1o include threats
to the ‘political, administrative and cco-
nonic stability of the UK™. People in the
USA wre starting (o wake up to the lact
that the *war on terror’ s a smokesereen
for an attack on civil rights. Their hopes
of unscating Bush will have taken a Knock
when Blair, taking time off {rom his usual
jobas a procurer for dadgy builders Jarvis,
or the biotech industry, did a three- day stinl
as George Bush’s election agent. The TV
pictutes of Bush at Buckingham Palace
will be bearned from sea to shining sea be-

tween now and November 2004,

BBut as New Labour steps up its attacks,
the resistance steps up as well. The largest
demonstration on a working day for dec
ades told Blair exactly what he could do
with the “special relationship’. The senes
of massive parliamentary rebellions be-
trays the anxiety of Labour backbenchers,
and that of Labour Party members, thou-
sands of whom are sick of having a gov-
ernment that they have to apologise for. In
this 1ssue ol Workers Action, we analyse
critically how the light was taken o the
Iabour leadership at the 2003 Conference,
looking at the successes, but also at where
lessons might be learned for the future, and
Vince Mills shows how Gordon Browa, de-
spite his conference speech pitching lor the
Old Labour constituency, is up to his neck
in the New Labour project, and offers no
alternative should Blair's health problems
offer him the excuse for a dignitied exit.

As well as opposition to New Labour on
the conference floor, we are seeing lurther
signs of a fightback in the workplace. Al
the Royal Mail, nanagement tried to im
pose new working conditions and resorted
to crude inumidation of union memnbers,
The response was a wave of unofficial
strikes, spreading out from Loadon, thn-
der pressure from the government to set-
tle, management agreed that changes in
working practices would be subject 10 na
tonal negotiations, with no victimisation
of union activists. This victory should give
confidence to other unions that they can
defend their jobs and their union agaiunst
management and New | abour.

In this issue ol Workers Action we also
look at the resistance mel by the Bush-Blair
neo-liberal agendainternationally, whethe
it be privatisation at the point of a gun in
I, or at the point of a pen at the World
Trade Orpanisation, as well as trying 1o
engage critically with the ideas of anti
globalisation activist George Monbiot. In
Workers Action No.23 we examimaed the
growing resistanee in Latin Americi to the
domination of the US and the IME In this
isste, we look at the spectacular uprising
which ¢jecied Bolivia's US puppet of a
president. We also consider wn issue which
New Eabour, preoceupicd with the inva
sion of lrag, has allowed to diift that of
the curo. We look at the crists besctung
the reactionary Stability and Growth Pact,
and arguce for Labour movement opposi-
tion (o the whole project.

‘The government’s continuing ditliculues
with Europe and the curo are causing
eracks in the New Labour coulition. The
Murdoch press says it might ditch new La
bour because it is too pro-curo and not suf-
ficiently hostile 1o the constitutional
changes currently heing debisted in the EUL
Sections of big business, on the other hand,
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are getting frustrated because New Labour

is delaying curo entry. The middle class is
angry about top-up fees and GM foods.
‘Tradle umonists are sick ol being treated
with contempt and the services they run
and use being treated only as a potential
profitable opportunity for multinationals.
They, and socialists in the Labour Party,
would prefer alittle less of New Labour’s
Big Conversation, and a little more action
an the defence of public services and the
repeal ol the anti-union laws,

Although Labour wifl probably win the
next election, the coalition between Ta
bour’s natural voiers and sections of the
middle class and business community,
which brought the last two thumping vic-
tories, may be falling apart at the scams.
The thing is, the more the opposition to
the povernment gathers streagth, with even
tormerly toval MPs tining up i the no
lobby, and the more unpopular the govern-
ment is in the country, the more determined
Blair and his clique appear, [1is almost as
il Blair is determined to saw off the branch
on which he's sitting.

Socialists in the Labour Party who are
thinking ol tcaring up their cards need 1o
consider their options. Chasing their votes,
in Lngland af least, are the anti-trade un-
ionist, shumelessly opportunist Liberal
Desnocrats, and the spectacularly inellec
tual Socialist Alliance. The fact thatin the

Saddam Hussein
arrested

As we po 1o press, news is breaking
ol the wrest near Tikrit of Saddam
Hussein by US forces. The effect this
will have on (he situation in Trag s
dilficult to gauge, as is the real level
of support that Ba'athism retains
among the population. The extent ol
Saddam’s crimes against Kurds,
Shi’ites, trade unionists and other
opponents of the regime is such that
many will breathe a sigh of relief.

But there is dittle likelthood that
attacks on Coalition forces will fall
away since only a proportion of them
are being casried oul by Saddam’s
supporters. US forees claim to have
identilied 15 different insurgent
groups. Ly any case, Saddam clearly
has not been able to direct the altacks
while living iu hiding.

Saddam Hussein became aw C1A
contact in the carly 1960s and
remained an American ally until the
late 80s. We can be sure that when
ever he s tried. the prosecution will
not want to focus upon ¢rimes he
committed during this period.

Brent Bast by -clection the Tories managed
Lo gel almost en tones as many voltes as
the Socialist Alliance must tell us some-
thing. In cvery clection, Westminster or
council, whatever the quality of the candi-
date, wherever the seat, its vole s poor,
This is not a ceflection on the sincerity or
hard work of the Socialist Aflianee activ-
ists on the ground, but on the nature of the
project itself, Despite its thetoric, the So-
cialist Alliance actually sets its sights very
low: mopping up the socialists driven to
desert e Labour Party by Blair's policics.

However, 1o win over serious socialists,
it is necessary 1o convinee them that you
have an approach that can win over bigper
sections of the working class on a long-
term basis. Many socialists weigh up the
Socialist Alliance and find it wanting, sce
ing it as an atterupt W short-circuit by way
al proctamation and clectoralism the sys-
(ematic propaganda and intervention which
is necessary to rebuld the Teft. Tnuny case,
it is possible that the SWE, by far the big-
gest component in the Socialist Alliance,
is (urning its attention to George Gallo-

ay’s unity coalition”. If ever there wits a
castle built on sand, this s it While we
oppose unconditionally Galloway's expul-
ston {rom the Labour Party, a political al-
ternative (0 New Labour won'tbe built on
the basis ol Galloway's oratory and the
anti win movement,

We have never argued that carrying out
afightapainst New Labour within the party
wis poing o he casy. Against us we have
a well organised cligue, with its hands on
the apparatus of power. Il knows exactly
what it wants, and if 1t cannot usc the ma-
chine it has created to get it, it will make
up the rufes as it goes aang. However, in
the words ol the last British right wing
leader with delusions of political immor-
tality, ‘There is No Alternative. wA

DWP dispute
brewing

Chivil servants an the largest government
departinent, the Department for Waork
and Pensions (DWI), have voled by an
overwhelming majority 1o reject
wage-cutting ofter. PCS, the larpest
anion with 90,000 members, voted by
04 per cent to 6 per cent (o reject an
offer worth less than 3 per cent to most
members. They alse voted by aneven
higger isarginio reject anew perform
ance management system. Even muoe
remarkable were similar votes Loy re-

jection by the specialist prades union

Prospect and FDAL the senior civil
service ubion.

The DWE's notoriously hardline
manapement also proposed that stafl
who take any time off apart from an
nual feave and bank holidays —even if
it ts {or bercavement or maternity —
wobld receive a lower pro-rated per-
formance pay award. [t has proceeded
o impose the offer on the department.
Union members tesponded o the
provocation magnilicently with hun
dreds walking out ol work on Novem
ber 21.

PCS will hold a two-week ballot ol

its members in the DWE, starting. on
December 29, 1is recommending sap-
port for a two-day national strike on
January 27 28, lolfowed by various
other forms of industrial action.
& 'CS members in the Home Otlice,
whoe have been oflered a 1.3 per cent
cost of Livingr increase, hiave voted hy
81 per cent to reject the ofler

‘The centenary of Andrés Nin

leader Juliin Gorkin.

Workers News Theoretical Supplements

The Fourth Internationad and Yugoslavia (1948-50)
Correspondence from Jock Haston on behalf of the RCP (o the TEC of the
Fourth International, with an introduction by Bob Piut.

“The open letter of the Communist Left and the party congress” by Nin. lirst
published in March 1932, and an account of the murder of Nin by POUM

How Stalin aborted the Chinese revolution
Max Shachtian's 193 Uintroduction 1o the coblection of Trotsky’s wrilissgs on
China, Problems of the Chinese Revolution.

Vietnam: Stalinism versus revolutionary socialism
An outline of the struggle of the Trotskyists against the Vietnamese Communist
Party written by Al Richardson (Richard Stephensony in 1972,

£1 each or £2.50 for all four, including postage, from:
Workers Action, PO Box 7268, London E10 6TX
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Say no to
the euro!

Laurence Barrett calls for
socialists to step up their
opposition to the single currency

Given the wmultuous events of the pasttwo
years, itis diflicult to imagine how, at the
start of Tony Blair’s second (enn, the curo,
and whether or not Britain should join it,
was scen as a major test ot his credibility.
The issue has become rather Jost, resur-
{acing bricily over the summer with the ad-
mission that there would be no referendum
i this parliament. This announcement bas
caused some demoralisation among the
pro-curo faction 1y New Labour and in big
business. But this is not a sign that the anti-
curo camp i the Labour Party and the
wider labour movement has won the argu
ment, more a recognition by the Labour
leadership that a referendum now would
notdeliver a yes vote. I and when that yes
vote appears attainable, the live ‘eco-
nomic” tests would be “passed’, and be re-
vealed for what they are, u blatantly pofiri-
cal manoeuvre.

Divisions over Lurope appear to be at the
heart of the latest instalnient of the Blatr-
Brown feud. Brown’s lecturing the other EEU
governments on the need to make their
cconomies more ‘fexible’, and on the evils
ol tax harmonisation, reflects a degree of
caution on his part towards the earo, as well
as a need 1o prevent his position being un-
dermined by criticisms of the cconomy, and
resentment at Blair’s plan to make the pro-
curo (and pro Blair) Peter Mandelson New
Labour’s man i Brussels.

Recently, there have been signs that the
opposition o the curo within the tabour
movement has rather lost its focus, with the
tone of the opposition campaign being set
by right-wing Tories and the United King-
dom Independence Party. However, support
in the Jabour movement for the curo is wide
spread, with many trade unionists being con-
vinced by the argument that euro-entry will
help manulacturing industry and result inthe
higher living standards enjoyed Tor decades
in Germany and the Netherlands. No doubt,
many are being driven to supportentry into
the single currency, or at least to abstain on
the guestion, by the arguments of the British
curoseeptic right which range {rom senti-
mental nationalisim to open preference for
the US over the EU as an cconomic maodel.

Many basce therr position on the mistaken
beliel that there is something inherently
progressive about a single currency. They
see only whal appear o be the positive as
pects: ease of travel and the breaking down
of harriers between nation states, Most im-
portantly, currency unification is notseen as
an immediate danger by workers in Britain
hecause those attacks on jobs and the wel-
tare state which threaten workers in France,
Germany or Ttaly have, in Britain, alecady
been successtully carried out.

The no vote i the Swedish referendunim
September was highly significant. In favour
ol the curo were the big beasts of Swedish
politics and big business. Against were the
feltand the Greens, with voters of the ruling
Social-Democratic Party splitting 50 50. 11
is true that the Swedish tae right 1s also
against the euro, but it was the left that set
the tone of the no campaign. Many of those
interviewed by the Brittsh media gave as
their reasons for voting no the danger posed
by entry to the curo to Sweden's still gener-
ous welfare state. The lesson British social-
ists can draw from events in Sweden is that
it is possibie to campargn against the curo
{from it non nationalist, socialist standpoint,
despite the existence in Britain of a wider
culture of opposition to the curo, and the EU
as a whole, in the mainstreaim right ol Brit-
ish politics.

The tocus ol that socialist oppesition to
cuta-entry is the stability and growth pact
(SGPY. This was agreed at the Dublin sum
mil and enforces the Maasteicht treaty s con-
vergencee crteria for monetary union. Gov-
ernents are prohibited trom ronning aded]
cit ol more than 3 per cent of pross domes
tic product, The penaliies for non-compli-
ance are huge fines, Thus, even if they want
1o, govermments are prevented from borrow-
ing money, above a certain level, to spend
on public services, welfare und job creation,
And it they don’t want 1o spend money on
these things, governments have a gilt cdged
excuse, which is that they are not allowed
to, The SGP makes liscal austerity and de-
flution a corotlary and a precondition [or
monctary union, setting m stone the
Thatcherite creed that governments should
not spead themselves out of a recession. It
is therefore no mere detitl, which could be
awnended out of existence (although al the
rmoment, maybe some French and German
politicians, beginning to realise what they’ ve
signed up to, wish that it could be). but is at
the heart of the monetary union project.

Why? Because the euro, W serve its pur-
pose as a competitor 1o the currencies of the
other two economic bloes, the dojlar and the
yen, needs to be a “hard” curreney. For it to
be viable, in these terms, currency union re-
quires attacks on public services, wellare,
social security, and the right 10 organise. 1l

involves privatisation, the liberalisanon ol

markets, casualisation, and ‘flexibility®. In

short, it requires the dismantling of a whole
swathe of vatuable pains made by the work
tng class across western Ewrope sinee the
Second Wotld War,

What is more, the existence of a single
currency over most ol the LU has aggravated
already existung uneven cconomic develop-
ment. Advanced production is being con-
centrated more and more in certain aeas —
the ‘golden trianple’, taking in northern
F'rance, western Germany, the Low Coun-
tries and south cast Lnglind, and the "polden
banana’, extending from Catalonia across o
northern Jtaly. The consequence s a rela
tive and, in some cases, an absolute decline
intother arcas, resulting in an increase i pov-
erty there, nn increase in inequality through-
out the LU, with the poorer regions ending
up as exporters of migrant tabour. These
problems, bad enough already with the EU's
existing weaker economies such as Portu-
pal, Greeee, and parts ol Britain, will only
worsen with the accession ol the likes of
Poland, Slovakiu and the Baltic States next
Yo

Of course, you won't Hind any of these ar-
guments against the curo being used by the
curosceptics i the Tory party, or the Daily
Mail and Daily Telegrapl, On the contrary.
the British eurosceptic ight, as well as its
frec market fundamentatist co-thinkers in the
USA, sees the EUs social chapter and, in
particubur, Tony Blir's least favourite picee
ol Buropean Jegislation, the working time
directive, as proof that the EU s at Jeast semi-
socialist, This view is given plausibility by
the struggle waged by Blair and Bertusconi
within the LU for flexibility ™. in other words,
Lo reduce labour costs and social provision,
making the EU more like the *Anglo-Saxon’
ceonomies of Britain and the USA.

However, the varions liws and regulations
operating in the 1U do not contradicet the
free market, they merely give it a fegal and
institutional basis. They reflect the strong in-
fluence of Social-Democratic and Christian
Democratic parties in the foundation ot the
original EEC. In the contextof the cold war
they wanted to defend the market cconomy,
and, in the case of the Social-Democrats,
their own position i the labour movement,
against the perceived threat of communism
(s1¢)  hence the erphasis on welfarisn and
full employment. This in taru was made pos-
sible by the pump-priming policies of recon-
struction following the Second World War,
aided by the US dollar, in the form of
Maushall Aid, in the context of the long, post
war, cconomic boom. The boom disguised
to some extent the fundamentally free-mar-
ket mature of the EEC and its successor, the
EC.This nature was laid bare by the end of
the post war boom which pushed to the fore
the deflationary and deregulatory pature of
the project. Inany event, as Will Hutton dem
onstrates in The World We're In, it is possi-
ble 1o believe in capitalism, while recognis-
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ing the damaging ctfects on a capitalist
economy of low taxution, poor inlrastruc-
ture, poor education and health care provi-
sion and high rates of poverty. such as exist
in the USA. In giving the LU “soctalist-
democratic” eredentials, its apologists in the
British labour movement show only that they
have accepled the curosceptics” propaganda

But if the European capitalist model, with
the project of currency convergence at its
heart, is just a different way of mamntaining
capitalisim, why should we be opposed 1o
it? Shouldn’t we be neutrat belween two dit-
ferent modes of exploitation”? One obvious
answer to this question 1s that if anywhere
in the BU, gains made by workers are threat-
coned by the eftfects of the SGP. then those
pains must be detended and the austerity
measures enforeed by the SGF opposed. An
analogy is privatisation: we do not have to
helieve that nationalisation represents soctal-
ish in order W oppose privatisation, as pri-
vatisation clearly damages the interests of
warkers and users.

There is. however, another reason why we
should actively oppose the curo, and that is
the democratic deficit. British eurosceptics
harp on about the handing over of the pow-
ers ol parliament and the judiciary to
unclected burcaucrals, Clearly, the *mother
of parliaments” and the (unelected) judpes
did not do i great job in defending jobs, liv
ing standards and public services from the
ravages of the Thatcher and Major povern-
ments, But just because the right-wing
curosceplics raise this issue {or their own
cynical ends, 1s no reason for the left o ig-
nore at. Voters throughout the LU are not
being xenophobic stimply because they stll
see polities and citizenship as being in a na-
tional context, despite, or possibly because
of, the efforts of the EU o create pobitical
institutions as counterparts to the economic
and lnancial ones. Vofers see themscelves as
having power to influence developments in
that context. or at any rafe to protest that that
power s being taken away from them. The
Swedish relerendum showed that they want
the right to clect a government which prom-
ises o borrow money to spend on job crea-
tion and welfare, and if that takes the budpet
deficit beyond 3 per cent of GDP, that's just
00 bad. Of course, we must not be blind (©
the dangers of the far right raising these is-
sues in support of the idea that verers should
be able to vote for an anti-immigration party,
but soft-pedalling on the curo won’t make
these dangers go away.,

The establishment o a European Central
Bunk 1o take the management of the euro
away from elected politicians is no mere blip,
or administrative accident. Over the past 50
years, the process of European integration
has involved the establishment of non-ac-
countable supra national institutions, in rec-
ognition of the Tact that capitalist property
relations could no longer be adequately de-

fended purely within the framework of o
French, German or [alian state. Buropean
integration has, from the outsel, been an elite
project, seeking to reconcile formal democ:
racy with fechnocratic government, by which
real decision making ts effectively insulated
from the democratic process — henee the
fairly limited powers of the European par
[tament, This is not to say that the EUis un
popular. With the partial exeeption of Brit-
ain, itis generally popular, but this popular-
ity is bised to adarge extent on people see-
g itas representing international co-operi-
(1on, the free movement of goods, case ol
travel, and an alternative 1o war. After the
ravages of two wars in 30 years, European
unity, in any form, had enormous reservoirs
of goodwill 1o draw on.

The idea of an independent (e, non ac-
countable) central bank comes from Cer-
many. One ot the central ideological pillars
of the German Federal Republic is that the
hest way to avold rampant inflation is to keep
financial policy away [rom pohitictans. A
sizn of the Blai povernment’s commitment
to the euro project, despite not joining in the
first wave, was Gordon Brown's handing
over the control of interest rates to the Bank
of England, in line with the requirements ol
the convergence criteria. biven New La-
bour's enemies on the right hailed this as 2
“masterstroke’. Suddenly, ‘unelected bureau
crats” did not seem so threatening! Thus Eu
ropean technoecratic povernment converged
with New Labour™s managerialisim: what is
important is nol ideology, but *what works'.
While no states are keen (o allow too much
democratic accountability in their financial
policy, there was at least a measure of for-
mal acconntability. Tory chancellors were
atleast elected politicians. Now, formal ac-
countability is replaced by formalised un-
accountability. Whether in the curozone or
nat, the sacred business of tinance has been
clevaled ahove mere politics.

Logically, ought we not to oppose not just
the euro, but the whole shooting match?
Shouldn’t we be calling for withdrawal from
the EU? Inthe 1970, some on the Lar leftin
Britain attempted 1o give the withdrawal
demand a socialist coloration with the slo
gan ‘Down with the bosses” imarket”. While
it certainly is a bosses” market, in Britain
the campaign for withdrawal is generally
found in the most reactionary sections of
society, and in much of Wales, the EU is
popular among workers, partly because it is
thought o be providing the economic as-
sistance not provided by London. So where
10 the labour niovement would a campuign
lor withdrawal gain any resonance? If some
workers lake at face value the social chapter
and see the EU as a lifeline to rescue them
from the brutality of US-style economies,
they won’tbe convineed siply by a call o
wilhdraw,

Instead, sociists should be trying to builld

solidarity with other workers thronghout the
Lib), against the eftects of the common cur-
rency. A key demand on govermiments st
be that they should ignore the convergence
criteriac when setting budgets, and when
threatenced with fines, refuse to pay them.
The French economy 18 threstening to go
into recession, but prime mumister Ratlarm,
defending a projected 3.7 per cent deficu
budpet this year, has stated that his main pri-
ority is the French ceconomy und that the
curozone budgetary rules should be applied

more flexibly. In Germany, Gustay Horn, of

the German Institute for Economic Reseawrch,
has declared that the SGP “docesn’t work?
whien economic growth is weak: “Who looks
at the stahility pact”? France neglects i, Haly
negleets it und Genmany will neglectittoo
because you can’t go on with i, .. iU's the
wrong stratepy.” Obviously agreeiny with
lim, the EU finance ministers agreed on
November 25 ta tear up the rule book and
not impose fines on France and Germany
tor their breaches of the convergence ente-
ria. Governments in Spam, Finland, Aus

tria and the Netherlands, which did stick to
the convergenee enteria, now have the job
of explaiming to thenr populations why it was

all worthwhile,

Raffarin ts not even asoctal-democrat and
his stance, and that of his coumerparts cise-
where, is iotivated by national interests
rather than support for the working class,
but their reaction to the ditticultics of the
SGP shows the potential for opposition to
it. This opposition can und should be broad-
cned out from “national interest” to encom-
pass other demands. We must be clear that
our internationalist of workers” solidarity
his nothing in common with the ‘interna-
tonalism” claimed tor the EU by its apolo-
pists. The Schengen agrectnentyemoved all
customs controls between a number of EU
states, which sounds an attractive enough
proposition, but it strengthened the external
borders, reinforcing a fortress Europe. What
kind of *internationalism’ involves support
for the LU inats present torm, a form which,
lo its creators, is fundamental o s very ex-
istence? Support for the curo, and theretore
support for right-wing cconomic policies and
astilling ol democracy, on the grounds that
it is beuer than narrow nationalisim, is surely
the internationalism of tools,

W No to the single currency!

@ Scrap the stability and growth pact!

M Fight for the defence of johs, services,
benelits and workers' rights throughout the
B8

@ No to tortress Europe! Down wilh the
Schengen agreement! Equal status and lult
rights for all immigrant workers and asyfum
seekers throughout the EUY

B No support for Bush’s wars! Lind the oc-
cupation of Irag!

B Fora workers’ Europe, not 4 bosses” Fu

rope! WA
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Hard Labour in
Bournemouth

Cardiff West CLP delegate
Darren Williams looks back at
the Labour Party conference

The 2003 Labour Party conference dem-
onstrated the complexity of the political
situation in the party and the broader [a-
bour movement, delivering mixed mes-
sages about the extent of Tony Blair's con-
trol and the strength of the opposition. The
well-publicised vote against foundation
hospitals delivered w welcome rebuke to
the government and gave the lie 1o the
clatms of the Socialist Alliance er af that
the fight in the party is over and Blair has
won. On the other hand, there were signs
that Blairite control over Constituency
[abour Partics (C1.Ps) had been further
tightened and the orpanised left kept safely
on the sidelines. 'The unton ‘awkward
squad” deserves most of the eredit for such
victories as there were, yet even they
played an equivocal role, suggesting that
they might be readicr to compromise with
the government than many had assumed.
If this were an inquest. # would bave to
return an open verdict.,

Vacuous debates

The conference — which outwardly resem-
bled a trade Tuir held inside an armed camp
—lasted for tour and a hall long days, from
September 2R to October 2, For most of
this time, uts agenda comprised “debates’
that were remorselessly bland and vacu-
ous. In keeping with the ‘Partnership in
Power® set-up introduced in 1997, these
were, of course, organised not around uc-
twal motions, but around lengthy sections
from the Nationul Policy Forum report,
grouped under a series of cateh all head
ings, some of theny almost Orwellian: ‘De-
mocracy, Cittzenship, Political Lngage-
ment and Equalities™; *Prosperity for Al
‘Britain and the Global Economy’; ‘Sus-
tainable Communities, Better Transport’:
*Enhancing the Quality of Tife’; “The Best
Fducation for All"; "Improving Health and
Social Care™; *Britain in the World™; "A

Modern Welfare State’; Justice. Scecurity
and Community’. With cach section of the
agenda covering such a broad remit, the
debates were not just inconclusive, but me-
andering and unfocused, with consecutive
speakers often addressing unrelated issues,

With the exception of *Britain in the World’
(of which, more later) there was almost no
disagreement expressed, and many speak-
ers simply reeled off lists of the govern-
mient's achicvements, sometimes in lan-
guage that possessed a suspiciously famil-
iar ring - as il copied {rom party briclings,
oreven written to order by party officials.
Consensus was achieved, painlessly and
repeatedly, on (1o give just a few exam-
ples) the need to challenge the far right;
the importance of engaging more young
people in politics; the need to consolidate
the government’s gay rights reforms; and
the need to offer greater protection 1o those
sutfering from anti-social hehaviour (al-
though in this last debate, one speaker
dared 1o sound a discordant note by argu-
ing that criminalising children might not
be the best way of addressing such prob-
fers), To maintain the semblance of con-
ference sovercignty, every debate ended
with i vote on the refevant section of the
NPF report cach conducted on a “tuke it
or leave it basis (unsurprisingly, therefore,
there were usually no votes against), Del-
cgates” only opportunitics (o make a mean-
ingful choice and exert some influence
were contemporary and emergency reso-
lutions; constitutional amendments; and the
clections to the National Policy Forum
(NPF), the Conference Arrangements
Commuttee (CAC) and (for the unions) the
National Exccutive Committee (N1:C).

Priorities ballot
Under the rules as they then stood, the four
‘contemporary issues’ under which reso-
lutions could be discussed were determined
by a prioritics ballot on the first day of
conlerence, The issues that quatified -
‘Health™; *Occupational Pensions™; "Manu-
facturing and Industry ' and ‘Employment
Rights’ - were those collectively chosen
by the big four unions (Unison, Amicus,
the T&G and GMB) - who conspicuously
excluded Trag from their list, having report -
edly struck a deal with Blair, Jeshould also
be borne in mind, however, that following
adecision made kast year, a fifth issue could
have been discussed 1f more than 84 per
cent ol the CLPs had voted for it, thus otf-
setting the capacity of the major unions to
determine the outcome ot the ballot by
voling en bloc. The fact that Irag was not
among the subjects chosen was therefore
not simply the responsibility of the big four
unions, but of the majority of CLP del-
cgates (only 39 per cont prioritised lraq).
There were various stories chiculating
around conference which sought to explain
this in terms of the kind of pressure which
was put on CLP defegates especially first-
time detegates — by the bureaucracy. Del-
egates were old at regionad briefings at the
start of conference that there was no need

10 prioritise Iraq for coptemporary resolu-
tions, as there would be o debate in any
case, under the *Britain in the World® docu-
ment. Some were taken (o meet (unelected)
Party Chabr Jan McCartney, who impressed
upon them the need to put the party’s in-
terests first. And in at least one case, o help-
ful officia! reportedly explained thatit was
against party rules (o vote against an NIEC
recommendation!

What kind of CLPs?
Such experiences sunply beg the question,
however, what Kind of people are repre
senting CLPs at conference? And, Tor tha
matter, what Kind of CL.Ps are sending
them? Even allowing that several CLPs
give every GMC member a torn as del-
cgate, one would surely expect them (o
offer some friendly advice to the uniniti-
aled — and, above adl, 1o give them a clear
mandate on every major decision. If
GMCs" wishes were not frustrated, on this
occasion. by the inexperience ol their del-
epates and the unscrupulousness of the
burcaucracy, then a disturbing number of
constituencies must have been comtent for
their delegates 1o support the leadership.
The other factor that may have played a
part is the number of CLPs that were not
represented atall, In the case of Wales, {or
example, only 30 out of 40 CLPs had sent
delegates. There were, no doubt, w variety
of reasons for the absences, including sim-
ple disorganisation - but many CLPs wall
have concluded that a conference in which
there is so little scope {or genuine deci
sion-taking does not represent a defensi-
ble use of constituency {unds, or of mem-
bers” time und effort.

The big unions, for their part, argued thi
Irag was no donger i priority and that they

Stop the War Coalition

Third Annual
Conference
Saturday February 28
Camden Centre
Bidborough Street
London WC1

Registration from 9am
Conference starts 10am

£10 per delegate or
observer

Contact details page 15
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had prioritised issues ol direct relevance
to their members. This argument was de-
livered most unapologetically by Derek
Simpson of Amicus — whao last year was
the left's hero of the hour after beating
Blairite Ken Jackson in the gencral secre-
tary’s election. Simpson used his speech
on manufacturing to rebuke scathingly
those who had been impudent enough to
reproach him and his fellow burcaucrats
for their actions. Yet the ostensible ration-
ale for dropping lrag holds little water
when one considers that even when con-
ference approves a resolution these days,
this rarcly produces any results. It makes
more sense, ol course, 0 argue that the
value of debating an issuc at conference is
to rehearse the arguments in front ot the
entire labour movement and the media-
waltching public. But even in these terms,
the impact of the untons” “strategry” is ques

tionable. With the exception of foundation
hospitals, the resolutions they Tavoured
offered generous praise for the govern-
ment's achievements and anty very mild
admonitions for its failings. The same was
true of Simpson’s speech moving the
manufacturing resolution, for all the
bombast accompanying the national dem

onstration of munufacturing workers staged
by Amicus at conference that day. The
measures called lor — improved employ-
ment rights for UK workers, a review of
government procurement policy, a cabinet
minister for manutacturing, and support {or
long-term investment — were worthy but
hardly radical. Similarty, the resolution on
employment rights, moved by Bill Mor

ris, called on the government to take a
number ol measures o build on its " Fair-
ness at Work” legislation  most notably
by ending emplovers’ right o sack sirik-
g workers after eight weeks of indusirial
action. And on occupationul pensions,
moves to provide greater seeurity to work-
ers were welcomed, and a list of further
measures suggested by which this might
be built on.

The health debate

All the above resolutions were carried nem
con, so that the only really controversial
resolution bused debate was on health.
Here there were two composite resolutions:
one (composite 4) from (among others)
Umison, which acknowledged the govern-
ment's investment in public services but
raised strong objections 1o the proposal for
foundation hospitals and catled for the rel
evant section to be defeted from the Health
and Social Care Bill, 'The other resolution
(composite 3) praised the government's
achicvements without making any direct
reference to foundation hospitals, Dave
Prentis's speech clearly set out the many
objections to the policy, which threatens

o underming the principles of the NHS,

and the wellbeing of patients and staff

alike, through introducing marketisation
and competition. He received strong sup-
port lrom, among others, Bill Morris, in
his last conference speech as T&G pen-
cral secretary, which won him a stunding
ovation. In defending the government’s
policy, the Health Secretary, John Reid,
caused widespread unger (and provoked
the conterence’s {irst instance ol heekling)
by accusing the unions ot sellishness and
suggesting that those who opposed the pov-
crnment’s policy were indifterent o the
sultering of elderly people waiting lor op
crations, Composite 4 was overwhelmingly
curried on a show ol hands, while com-
posite 3 went to a card vote and was de-
feated by 56 per cent to 44 per cent (al-
though it was cinried in the CLP section).

Real divisions
The other policy debate that exposed real
divisions was, of course, on Iraq. although
with no clear propesition to vote on, the
best that could ever have been achieved
was 1o altow views to be aired, without con -
ference coming toacolleerive conclusion.
I the event, there wasn't even an authen
tic exchange of views, as the vast majority
of speakers called supported the govern-
nent’s actions - the exeeptions being Alice
Mahon MP, Ty Elsby of the T&G and
Mick Hoygg from the RMT. (The RMT had
attempted theoughout much of the confer-
ence to have an eriergency motion on Trag
debated - this ultimately failed after key
unions quictly withdrew their support.y At
aseminar on CBritain in the World® that
morning, almost every speaker from the
floor had opposed the war, which suggests
either that speakers in the plenary debate
were chosen in advance (as scems likely),
or that anty-war delegates saw hittle point
in speaking when there was nothing to de-
cide. (Inan intervention timed o influence
any delegates doubtiul of the justice of the
“war against terrorism’, the debate had
been preceded by an address from the “in-
ternational fraternal speaker’, the puppet
President of Afphanistan, Hamid Karzai,
who expressed gratitude for the ‘tiberation’
ol his country.) Ultimately, few delegates
bothered to vote against the *Brituin in the
World" documents, which had been made
its bland and uncontentious as possible 10
avoid presenting a credible 1arget.
Tronically, there was arguably more evi-
dence of dissension in the conference ses
Sion on constitutional amendments than in
most of the policy ‘debates™ put together.
Thirteen rule changes had been proposed,
some by the NEC, others from CLPs, and
under the rules, all had (o go o a card vote,
Many were uncontroversial, although there
were a few notable exceptions. One was

an NEC recommendation (supposedly on
the basis of undisclosed legal adviee) that
people in Northern Treland be allowed to
{oin the party, which threatened a further
implicit endorsement of the Unionist
agenda, but was nevertheless passed. An
other was a motion from Glasgow Kelvin
CLP calling for the Scoutish and Welsh
conferences 1o be able o decide the ar-
rangements for electing their respective
leaders. This would have been no more
than fotlowing devolation through w its
natural concluston, but the NEC thought
otherwise and the motion was duly lost,
Another defeat for democrucy was the Laul-
ure of the proposal to increase the number
of CLP scats on the NEC from 600 10, On
the other hand, the most important devel-
opment was the success of it long sought
rule change enabling the top tour contem-
porary vesolutions chosen by the unions
and the top four chosen by the CLPs 1o be
debated i future, This was passed, aginst
the NEC's reconunendation, with the sup-
port of the unions - although romcally a
majority (58 per cent) of CLP delegates
voled against giving themselves more say.
This Tast was the only constitutional vote
where the NEC didn’t getits way: indeed,
I most cases it won more than 95 percent
of the vote.

The elections held ar conference pro-
vided further evidence of the patchy rep
resentation of the left among constitnency
delegates. The National Policy Forum elec-
tions, divided up peographically. saw
Grassroots Afliance candidates elected
only in the South-Fast, Yorkshire and the
Last Midfunds. And to the Conference Ar-
rangemernts Conunitiee election, the two
Cirassroots candidates — Alice Mahon MP
and Georpe McManus  were beaten by
the incumbents, who were both iministers:
Yvette Cooper and Stephen Twigp (hardly
offering much hope that the committee will
be independeit of the government). Nev
ertheless, the gap was closer than last year:
Mahon, in third place, polled 77 980 votes,
while Twigg got 91,185 to come second
hardly an unbridgeabte gap.

Fringe meetings

The left was in s element al the vatious
fringe meetings that were held throughout
conference week. These consistently al-
tracted a healthy turn-out - a minimum of
50-60, going up to 200-plus for Labour
Agpainst the War on the Sunday and for the
Campaign Group rally on the Wednesday
everimg, Lett MPs like Jecemy Corbyn and
Diane Abbott; union leaders ltke Mick Rix
and Billy Hayes: and - of course — Tony
Benn delivered a series of often quite pow-
ertul speeches designed to raise the spirils
of the fuithful, and provided a sharp and
wilty cominientary on developments on the
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conference floor, not least the two lead-
ers” speeches’ by Brown and Blair (Alan
Simpson responding to Blair's statement
thit he had “no reverse gear” with the oft-
repeated observation that a car with no re-
verse gear would certainly tail its MOT),
These meetings were heavily platform-
dominated, however, with little debate
from the toor, and while there was wel

come talk of moving beyond a puely de-
{ensive posture to develop an alternative
policy agenda, it seemned that this job wis
10 be left to the “professionals’ (the left
MPs and umion feaders) while the activists
goton with being active. The only organ

sational initative o emerge from the left
leadership — a much-heralded announce

ment by Mick Rix of anew Labour Repre-
sentation Committee  seemed 1o have fiz-
7led away by the end of conference. Con

versely, the CLPD/Save the Labour Party
mecting al the end of conference was
stiong on learning lessons in terms ol or

ganisational tactics, but didn’t sitvate this
in a broader political analysis. In luct, the
Labour left, trom the elected politicians 1o
the GMC uctivists, needs to become more
adept at linking the claboration of social-
ist policies with the development of the or

ganisational strength necessary 1o pursue
them through the party.

Ephemeral victory

The mood ot the left at conference swung
from anger and disappointment following
the “priontes bullot’ result, to @ more up

heat outlook atter the foundation hospitals
vote. The latter, although it otfered wel-
come evidence that the fight within the
party is lar itom over, has already proven
a somewhat ephemeral victory  just hike
the similar voie on PF last year, The 4
plus 4° rule change on confemporary reso

Iutions should, however, have a more last-
ing impact. Iis welling that its suecess re-
lied so heavily on the unions, and the fail-
ure of the majonty of CLPs to uphold their
own interests 1 this instance vnderlines the
need for fefl wing constituency activists o
organise much mote thoroughly in future
it the opportunity created by the potential
for extra debates is not to be Jost. And while
(the importance of the party-union link was
reaftirmed ina positive way over founda-
tion hospitals und *4 plus 47, the Irag de-
bacle demonstrated the ever-present dan-
ger that the hurcancracices on both sides ol
the miovement may do deals behind the
hacks of the rank and -file. The lesson here
is that even “left” burcaucrats cannol be
trusted too Tar, but must be held rigorously
o account by those who elect them and
that campaigns on issues like the war bave
to be fought on a number of {ronts: in the
party, in the unions and outside the tradi

tional labour movement altogether. WA

FIGURING IT OuT

WOMEN AND EMPLOYMENT: In (984, 58 per cent of women ol working age
were in work comnpared with 77 per centof men. Today. the proportions are /0 per
cent of women and 79 per cent of men. The proportion of women with chifdren
under the age of five who work stands at 54 per cent, up from 41 percentin 1990, A
report by the Chartered Institute of Personnel and Development shows that women
carn on average 20 per cent less than thetr male counterparts, and work an average
39.6 bours a week. The Fawcett Society, meanwhile, reports that women carn 72 per
cent of male salaries. Another report, {rom Datamonitor, suys that British women
are on average paid a third less than men. This year, the average pay of women
working full timne has risen above £20,000 per yoar for the [irst time. This amounts
to an hourly rate of £10.56. At 82 per centof male carnings — compared with 8O per
cent five years ago  the gender gap is now at its lowest since modern records
began. [Cremains, however, the widest gap in the EUL The difference between male
and female carnings appeirs to be preatest in well-paid white collar occupations,
where women carn less than hallas much as thew male counterparts,

TWO NATIONS: The richest T per cent of adults owns 23 percent of the country's
waealth.

INTERNET ACCESS: According to tigutes from Oftel, half ot atl homes in the
UK 12.5 million houscholds — are now connected to the internet. This higuie
includes 750,000 homes which had been connected between July and October,
HOUSE PRICES: According to Cinnbridge Econometies, the average house price
to curmngs ratio in London has soared higher even than in the property boom ol the
late F980s. Then, house prices were typically six times carnings. They are now 7.5
times caraings. Despile predictions ol a slowing down, house prices across the UK
rose by 19 per centover the past year, with those in the north increasing three times
faster than those in the south, according o figures (rom the Haditux. However, pov
ernment tipures put the annuad raie at 14 per centin the year o August, down from
14.6 per cent in July and 22 per cent m February. The cost of owning and running a
house has risen four times faster than the rate of inllation over the past ten years,
partly as aresult of soaring counail tax bills, Since the 1993/4 tax year, the average
council tax bill in England for a Band 12 property has inereased by 94 per cent. ot
£534,

JORS FOR LIFE: A job for life is increasingly a thing of the past. A siudy by
Mintel has found that the average person now stys inoa job lor just two years,
However, the number of people working above the age ol 65 is rising sigmificantly.
Over the past year the nunber of people working beyond the normal retirement ape
has risen by 16.2 per cent to 339,000, This relects not only an clement of choice,
but also the pensions erisis and kibour shortages in sume branches of the cconormy.,
CALL CENTRES: Call centres employ about 500,000 people in the UK, amajor-
ity of them women, However, 10,000 jobs have already moved abroad. with India
cerging as the favourite place for companices to setup new call centres. HSBC has
moved 4,000 jabs to India, China and Malaysia. The TUC has called on the govern
ment o set up a commission Lo investigate the outsourcing, of jobs to Asia
MIGRATION: Onc in 35 people world-wide is a migrant, and. in 2000, Britan
haed the cleventh highest number of international migrants. In 2001, an estimated
480,000 people arrived (o live in the UK Torat leasta year, while 380,000 defi 1o five
clsewhere,

PUBLIC SECTOR EMPLOYMENT: About 86,000 new jobs were created in the
public sector in the year 1o June 2002, Over 20,000 of these were permanent civil
servanls, whose nombers rose 10 312,400 in the year to April “The aumber of top

jobs in the public sector that pay £100,000 Tor senior managers has risen sharply,

while some now pay (wice that figure. Figores refeased in October show public
sector wages rising by 5.6 per cent conmpaned with 2.9 per centin the private sector.
But according to PCS, the main Civil Service union, over a quarter of civil servants
arc paid less than £13,250 per annum, The Equal Opportunities Commission has
decidued 1o support PCS’s claim tor equal pay across government departiments.
‘Empiricist’
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Blair or
Brown:
organ
grinder or
monkey?

There's nothing much ‘Oid
Labour’ about Gordon Brown’s
commitment to neo-liberalism,

argues Glasgow Kelvin CLP
member Vince Mills

To understand the current debate about
whether Gordon Brown would shift the
party lelt, it is necessary to remind our-
selves about the formition of the New La
bour project. The New Labour yovern-
meat, elected i 1997, came 1 power on
the back of aconsiderable ideological shilt
in 1the Labour Party — at [east as Far as for-
mal policy went. As Panitch and Leys point
out in The End of Parliamentary Social
ism, this process was a long one covering
the leadership of Kinnock and Smith. In
particular, the abandonment of the goal for
full employment lrom the party’s 990
policy statement Looking to the Future
marked a clear abandonment of classic
sociul democratic policy ohjectives. [a-
bour were no longer itent on a strategy of
intervention in the cconomy by creating
cmployinentand therefore linking skitls 1o
employment inevitably depended much
more on market conditions than govern-
ment action,

Smith's death and Blair’s accession to
teadership led 1o even more profound and
more rapid change. Essentially it meant
thiat New fabour, while sull i opposition,
aceepted that cconomic globalisation
meant amacro economic framework hardly
distinguishable from that of the ruling Con-
servative parly — low inflation. low sociat
costs, no boundaries to the movement of
capital or labour. Low taxation was an in-
evitable corollary since globalisation
works on the assumption that the enterprise
culture — reward for work and risk — musi
incentivise those who are most enlrepie-
acurial and punish those who are nol. This
underpinned New Labour’s pencral think
ing on social cohestveness. There were to
be no rights without responsibilitics. How
ever, there was a strong desire to attack
the effects of poverty through worklessness
by increasing the capacity of the uneni-
ployed to find work.

Within these strictures then, New Labour
had o sctout a strategy which both ditfer-
crbiated it from the Conservative Party, &
task which commentators and sometimes
supporters found increasingly difficult, and
which was also compatible with the new
realities as the New Labour feadership
would have seen them. Blair declared that
e had a passion for education, and educa-
tion atd traaning measures were promaolted
as akey supply side policy area for the new
gaovernment. Indeed, supply side solutions
were largely all that was on offer,

The aims of these measures were em-
ployabilily and social incluston — a re-
spotise to the accusation that the govern-
ment was impotent in the face of the
globalisation agenda and that nothing sepa-
rated the two main parties. New Labour’s
recourse to supply side approaches as
defining difference not only sought to dis

tnguish them from the Conservative Patty
but also the Social Democratic and Social-
istaspirations of previous leaderships.,

Of course, the concepts o globalisation’
and “emplovability” are both hotly con-
tested, although they wre often presented
as unproblematic by the New Labour gov
ernent and (s supporiers.

F would wrgue that “globadisation” used
hy New Labour is not so much a deserip-
tion of a sct ol relationships, but a politi-
cal construct. consciously designed to pen
craie the best possible conditions for the
development of international corporate
capital while presenting thes setof relation-
ships as necessary. According (0 Robert
Kutiner in his contnibution 10 On the Edge
(2000}, New Labour accepted the version
of globalisation promoted by the neo lib
eral right:

There is one true path o the etfivient
allocation of goods and seevices, 1Uin-
cludes above all, the dismantling o
bartiers o fiee commerce and lree Hlows
of financial capital. To the extent that
there 1s aremnant regu Iamry role 1o pro-
lect property. both tangible and
intellecual; to assure epen, non-dis-
artminatory aceess: o sllow any investor
1 purchiase or sell any asset ot teputri
ate any prohit anywhere in the world: to
remove and prevent subsicics and other
distortions ol the Laissez Fane pnicing
systern; to dismantle what ensins ot
rovermuent mdustey albances,

This set ol arrangements s not an -
mutable law of cconomics. Tt s a political
choice. From this perspective, when
Mandelson and Liddle wrote tn The Blair
Revolution,

- the new intermational economy has
preatly reduaced the ability of any single
rovernment to use the traditional tevers
of cconornic policy to mantain high em-
ployment .

they were both aceepting unnecessary fev
cls of construtnt and contributing o the
curreney of the notion that, short of sup-
ply sidde remedies, there was little that could

What Next?

Marxist discussion
journal

Subscriptions: £10 lor 6 issues
(£12 overseus)

Sterling only cheques payable to
‘What Next?/R.Pite’ please.
24 Georgiana Street
London NWI1 OEA

hip://mysite.freeserve.com/whatnext




Labour Party

9

be done w intervene in the cconomy. Fur-
thermore, ‘globalisation” is no longer used
in a deseriptive but in a normative way by
New Labour ministers, 1tis not only that
this is how the world is, but that this is how
the world should be. Wendy Alexander,
Minister for LEnterprise and Lifefong
Learning in the Scottish parliament till
2002, stated in a Sunday Herald newspa-
perinterview:
The role of government is to say that in-
stead of providing a safely net —we can't
suaaniee you a job for life — we can
provide you with a trampoline that
makes you feel contident and inakes you
feel secure enough to move between
jobs. My entite skills strategy 15 aboui
making that trampeline.

Alesander is a fervent supporier of
Gordon Brown and her words expose a
political shartsightedness in some com-
mentators, including some on the feft, that
the ideological shift towards neo-liberal-
ism, which | have just deseribed, has less
than the full hearted suppost of Brown,

[n this they are much mistaken. T s
Brown who is the architect of New La-
bour's version of neo liberalism, Tt was
Brown who unfettered the Bank ol Eng-
land, the better to atlow capital o decide
how it would like the rate of interest set,
{ree from democratic control. A decision,
incidentally, which has meant that, as un-
der the Tories, a period of apparent growth
and stability has actually been sustained
by exeessive borrowing. Here is Michael

Coogan, director general of the Council of

Mantgage Fenders, writing in the Sunday

Herald:
The recent prowtls in credit (or debt, de-
pending on your viewpoint) has been
nothing shoit of phenomenal. The miort-
gage market has growa (rom Jess than
£493 bitlion at the end of 1999 10 around
£750 billion by the end of this year - a
S0 per cent increase in four years. With
£168 billion of consumer credit on top
ol this, UK borrowers owe more than
£900 billion, That is nearly £20,000 for
every adult in the UK.

{tis Brown who has insisted on workfare
approaches — the notion that workers
should receive support o get them into
work - no matter how poor the wages or
demcaning the job. Here he is in 1998
launching a New Deal scheme in Tayside,
Scotland. This and other speeches can be
accessed at the Freasury web site:

From now on in Britain, young people
will have new opportunities and a new
contribution they can make under the
New Deal, Righis go band in hand with
responsibitities and tor young people
offered new responsibilities from (oday
there will be no option ol simply stay-
ing at home an full benetit doing
nothing,

And of course we have Gordon Brown’s
adamant support for PFL Notonly that but
in advance of last year's conlerence he
made it clear that no matter how conter-
ence voted on PEL (it did, in fact, support
areview), it would go ahead. Brown's in-
sistence that the private sector has imagor
stake and extracts nuyor profits from pub
fic sector investinents, and his refusal to
comnsider. tor example, changing the rules
along the lines of the General Government
Financiat Delicit (GGED)Y, demonstrate 4
commitment to the dominance of capital
at least as fierce as that of Blair. (The
GOFD s the accepted aropean standard
ol public sector borrowing. It excludes net
horrowing by the public sector for invest-
ment purposes {ron its tucasure of debt and
hence would alfow public bodies o bor-
row without altecting the Public Scclor
Borrowing Requirement.)

Brown's rhetoric is that of social democ-
racy. His conlerence speech this year em
phasising ‘Labour vatues” and arpuing lor
‘equity’ is a pood example. Tn fact, it dis-
puises an econormic phitosophy which puts
capital in the driving seat and consequently
denies the possibilities for the economic
intervention that is necessary to achieve the
very goals Brown argues are important.

That is not to say that a successiul chal
lenge on Bluir would not ereate some op-
portunities (or the Labour left. Depending
on the balance of forces, it might be possi-
hle to wring some concessions from Brown
on say, party democracy.

But in terms of political philosaphy, by
replacing Blair with Brown we would only
be substituting the ocgan grinder for the
monkey. WA
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Scottish
nuUrsery Nurses
demand fair

pay

Tower Hamlets Unison nursery
nurse steward Lizzy Ali reports
on an impressive demonstration

in Dundee

Two thousand striking nursery nurses and
therr supporters trom across Scotland dem-
onstrated in Dundee on December 11, They
have been in dispute since April and have
heen seeking regrading, a recognised ca

reer structure and wage parity since 2001,

Atthe rally tollowing the march, leaders
ol Scotland’s 5,000 nursery nurses, who
are mainly organised in Unison, stressed
that they would continue the dispute until
they wou, There was also an enthesiastie
response o solidarity [rom parents and
from nursery nurses in cast London, who
won a historie victory in July (reported in
Workers Action No.23).

Since April, Unison members have been
working to rufe and taking selective action.
Adeatlet from the Rentrewshire Locat Au
thority branch pomts out that:

W The job of nursery nurse has not heen
reviewed since 198K,

B Since then, the job has gatned signaf
cant new and increased responsibilities.
Numerous policies and responsibilities
have been introduced by the Scottish Lix-
ccutive and by loca councils.

B Belween January 2002 and lanuary
2003 the number of local authority pre-
school places increased by Tour per cent
yet staffing dropped by 13 per cent.

It atso points out that there are major in
cqualities in pay between dilferent local
authorities in Scotlamd: *“What we cannot
understand is why we cannot pet the saime
wage for a nursery nurse in Edinburgh an o
nursery nurse in Highland or a nursery
nurse in South Lanarkshire. A nuisery
HUEse is a narsery nurse no matter where
they work, and their value toa child’s edu-
cation is exactly the same no matter which
part of the country they work in. Wage
parily will not be achicved through local
bargaining, which is why we launched 4
national claim.”

There is growing pressure among Uni-
son members for all-out action which, along
with community support, proved decisive
in the Tower Hamlets dispute. WA
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Safety
down the
tube

The part-privatisation of the
London Underground system will
seriously compromise safety,
says Charli Langford

On Sunday October 19, anorthbound Ton-
don Underground Northern line train de-
railed entering Camden Town station. The
rear car separated from the train about 30
metres nto the tunnel. Seven passengers
were hospitalised, one suftered o broken
thigh. The suspected cause of the accident
was a faulty set ol points which had been
iaintained hy Tube Lines. a private con-
tractor, the previous night.

Two days previously a Piccadilly line
train derailed between Hammersmith and
Buron's Court. 'This accident was caused
by a broken rail, one which the interim re-
port on the incident deseribed as ten yeurs
old and having been degenerating lor the
fast twa years. The rail had been inspected
by Metronet, a private contractor. the pre-
vious night.

On January 25, 32 people were tuken to
hospital after the Tast four cars ot a Cen-
tral tine train derailed at Chancery Tane.
The cause was a traction motor which hud
{allen from the underside of the train atter
the mounting holts had sheared. Central
line trains are 1992 stock - the newest on
the underground.

All these incidents were caused by fail
ures of essential equipment which should
be subject 1o [requent imspection,

On October 23, ata crisis meeting of the
Greater London Assembly's transport com
mnttee, Tondon Underground (LU claimed
that track 1s nspected every 72 hours and
that the number ol broken rails and derail
ments has dropped. But the RMT union
challenged this, claiming that no figures
were kepl, and pointing out that the number
of stafl making track inspections has
dropped — from 26 people 1o 6 on the Cen-
tral hine between White City and Ealing
Broadway, for example.

F'our days later, confidential documents
dated last May from the Health and Safety
Exccutive were leaked to the BBC pro-
granune Kenvon Confronts. 1t seems that
the HSE had served an improvement no
tice on the tube Lruck network bhecause it
believed that the standard of engineering
safety breached regulations and that there
were ‘thousands’ ol incidences of non-
compliance. The HSL deseribed the situa-
ton as “staft struggling 1o maintain and
improve an inherited asset in poor condi-
tion ... Large amounts of resources are
diverted for patching up substandard com-
ponents. This erodes resources availuble
for preventive maintenance and contributes
to a eycle of deterioration’. LU admurtied
that there were 15,500 examples of non-
compliance, and swd it could not inspect
track as ollen as required “due to the Tack
of competent staff to perform the inspec-
tions™. LU said that record keeping is atso
poor. with some records “only held in the
memory of inspectors and maintenance

personnel’

LU sad after the Hommersinith and
Camden Town derailments that it would
increase altrasonie testing o track, which
would increase the likehhood of broken
tails being detected. The HSE report shows
that LU was bemg ureed 1o do this six
months ago.

The traction motor bolts which ciused
the Chancery Lane accident were a known
problem. Tn September 2001, two motors
fell off a train at Hainault — an incident
which led to LU scheduling mounting bolt
checks every 90 duys. Twelve months later,
at Foughton, another motor fedl off and
derailed a tratn. The check frequency was
increased  every hve days, and was ex-
tended 1o cover salety bracket bolts as well.

However, it scems that despite ordeting
these cheeks, LU was extremely negligent
i performing them, The RMT documents
many probiems, includings:
 hnadequate training of agency and
cusual staff doing the checks;

B Tools supplied did not it over the bolts
because of the retaining wires and tab
washers and, due w the tught angles 1
volved, were too cumbersone o reach the
top bolts;

B Tools were cut down n length, which
meant they could not supply enough force
1o tighten the bolis;

B Ring spanner heads had pieces cul out
of them 1o (it over the tab washers and
around the refaining wires, which caused
the spanners to Tl to prip the nut;

& The expected work rate ol six trains per
shift pave only 24 seconds to check cach
bolt.

The RMT clatms that the poor quality of
the cheeks is due to them being cartied out
under heavy time pressure by too stall o
number ol stall. many of whom are non-
umonised and infimidated by management.
The blame for this is put on staft-shor
apes created in the run-up 1o privatisation.
Recruitment is on hold until BCV
(Bakertoo Central Victoria lines) is taken
over by the Metronet consortiun, and this
safety-critical work has gone out to inex-
perienced contractors,

Prior to the Chancery Lane deraifment.
maintenance staff carrying out the checks
were o mixture of ex-LU employees and
agency stafl. The experienced stadt Touad
many motor bolts loose and complained
ahout the 10ols, procedures and the time in
which they had to cheek the bolts. By con
trast, no agency stafi are on record as hav-
ing complained, or of finding loose bolts
during this pertod.

I'be three incidents described show whal
happens when safety on the tube is
downplayed. They have 1o be seen agamst
a background ol anti-safety praclices by
LU. Last January RM'T general scerctary




11

Bobh Crow accused LU of running a ‘re-
gime of lear”, where train drivers are rou-
tinely bullied and threatened with discipli-
nary action if they refuse (o move trains
on safety grounds. The performance
scheme on the tube, where drivers are fined
for late running, also exerls a very strong
pressure against satety.

1t 1s not just passengers that are threat
ened by 1.U's attitude to safety questions.
In January 2002 LU was fined £225.000
and had (o pay £15.600 costs atter being
prosccuted for breach ol workers™ safety
standards, when it ordered frack mainte-
nance stall 1o work in the dark, often while
it was raining, with the track current
switched on. One of the workers who was
electrocuted as a result was detained in
hospitat Tor nearly four hours wired up Lo
a heart monitoring machine,

The factor behind this kek of concern
with salety is the part-privatisation of the
tube. The povermnent's intention is that the
publicly owned London Underground will
run the trains, but the inlrastiucture - track,
signals, stations  will be privatised.
Metronet, whao tailed (o spot the two-year
degencration of the Hammersmith el are
one of the private companies in line for
the contracts,

Tube Tines, who were niantaining the
points a4t Camden Town, are parl owned
by Jarvis, the company which has just
ended its maintenance contracts with Net
work Rail (the suceessor to Railtrack ). This
fotlowed an incident in which a Glasgow
express leaving, King’s Cross on Septem-
ber 16 derailed beeause Jarvis had left a
sct ol points switched to a track section
where the rails had been removed. Jarvis
was also the track maintenance contractor
responsible tor the taully points that caused
seven deaths and scores of injuries in the
Potlers Bar disaster on Network Rail on
May 10, 2002, Steven Notris, the Tory
candidate Tor London mayor, was ap-
pointed to the £100,000 per annum two-

days-per-week job ol chairman (sic) of

Jarvis on November 25. Norris has said he

will step down from the chairman post it

clected mayor next year. He has not com-
mented on what he will do if he remains in
the London Assembly, nor has he indicated
whether he will resign the non-executive
directorship of Jarvis whuch he has held
since before the Poters Bar incident.
Bob Crow says:
Oven the last tour years LU's established
structures and chain of conumand have
been systematically dismantled and re-
placed with chaos and constant bickering
hetween Bntraco BCV/Metronetand E1
Toduy we are no longer even sure ox-
actly who owns or controls parls of the
ifrastructure and therefore who is re-
sponsible tor is safety.

We warned that these companies were
being handed guaranteed., nsk-hee su-
per-protits worth billions. Now we are
told that, however badly they pertorm,
however shaddy their work — and pre-
sumably however many lives (hey
destroy —the private infrastruciure comi-
panies will be limited (o fines of L4
million.

That is not a partnership — it is e
spansibibity bordering on the criminal,

The RMT has just won a ballot for ac
tion on safety, with 81 per cent in favour
ol action and 55 per cent willing to go as
far as strike action. ts demands are i re-
turn to daily track safety inspections, speed
restrictions applicd for wny fault discov-
cred, and all rrack maintenance and re
newal to be done by qualified LU stafl. The
third demand is in direct apposition to the
government's tube (rack privatisation
policy.

While the RMT decision deserves Tull
support, we have o go much further, The
national rail network has shown what hap-
pens when transport syslems wte privatised,
considerations of safety and even function
are secondary to profit. Repairs are costly
and are theretore not done, leading 1o speed

restrictions and delays. 'The catalogue of

accidents above shows that the same 1s
lappening o London’s tube.

On national rail, cven the private wam
companies joined the chorus demanding
renationalisation ol Railtrack. To be sure,
their reason was simply that they wanted
the repairs necessary (o be paid tor by taxa
tion rather than by themselves in iereased
costs for using the track - but hearing Brit-
ain's eading capitalists demanding nation-
alisation should indicate that something is
wrong 1o even the most enthusiastic

We should not aceept any of this, The
effective renationalisation of Railtrack by
the back door is not in the interests ol work-
ers in Britain, [tis a means of boosting train
operittors” profits. The operation on Lon-
don Underground — where the trains arce
kept public and the infrasttucture is priva
tised — is also not in workers™ interests,
L.ondon Underground will simply be
charged proportionally far more for track
usage that the national train companies
were, and so the balance of prolitability
will swing to the infrastructure companies.

A rail [ransport systemn is iunitary sys
tem, Trains and all the elements of infra-
structure — signals, track, stations, bridges,
tnnels —are needed and are dependent on
cach other for the system to function. At-
bitrary distinctions and splits of responsi
hility are tricks perpetrated by capitalists
in order to create profitable sub-systems
by artificially assigning overall costs o
other parts of the systent. Transport sys-
tems are a service, and the fares chinped
are tower than that required to pay lor the
systemn. Most users o the system are work
ers travedling to and from work, and so the
artificially low tares are a subsidy from the
owners of the transport system to the e
ployers who make profit trom those work-
ers. That 1s why the world over most trans -
port systems are state-owned.

‘The London Underpground — and also the
national rail network — st be kept wholly
state-owned, The safety and upprading ol
the networks should be funded trom an
increase of tax on the companies that ben-
efit trom the subsidised fares. At present it
is only a matter of time before London
Underground emulates national ral with a
spectacular accident tat costs many leves,

Privatiser. WA
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Iraq

Operation
Iraqi
privatisation

The US-led invasion promised
freedom and democracy.
Richard Price looks at the
attempt to asset-strip the Iraqi
economy

[0 the run-up to war, the Bush administra-
ton strenuously denied it had any eco-
nomic motives in targeting Irag. Journal-
ists and academics were wheeled out o
ridicule any idea of @ war for oil. To un
derline the altruismm of itall, it was stressed
again and again that Trag's oil revenues
would be used tor the beactit of the Tragi
people.

The rhetorsic spoke repeatedly of an ab-
stract freedom, but what the neo-conserva-
tives in the Whiie House had inmind was
the iinposition of tuthless free market eco
nomics under a military administration.
While litde planning went into how lragis
would be supplied with food, water, power
and medicines, senior US officials were
plotting how they would carve up Traq’s
post-war economy behind the smokescreen
of ‘reconstruction’.

Laying out the ideological agendain ad-
vince was the Heritage Foundation - a
right wing think tank with close links to
the Bush administration. At a conference
held in September 2002, it claimed: "To
rehabilitute and modernise its cconomy, i
post-Saddam government will reed to
move shnultiancously on a number of eco-
nomic policy fronts, utilising the experi-
ence of privatisalion campaigns and strue-
tural reform in other countries.” This was
echoed by the Thatcherite Adam Smith
Institute in Brituin in a paper issued in
March 2003, which asserted: *Privatisation
is o sine qua non {or successful reform in
lrag . . . In Traq there is much to privatise,
s a considerable part of the economy is
state-owned.’

Hirving subjected Irag to a massive bom-
bardment there was no thought of restor
ing Iragi institutions. The physical degrad-
ing of much ol Irug’s public sector infra-
structure was folowed by a purge notonly
of Baath party senior cadres, but of nomi-
nal members, which displaced much ol the
professional and managertal strata. At the
same tme, widespread looting, largely
unichecked by the oecupying forees further
undermined the ability of indigenous forces
O mount any recovery.

Al of this suited the US game plun. With
1ol rehuilding costs estimated at anything
up o $100 biltion, and an uacertain eco
nonsic situation in the US, what better tonic
than to channef contracts into the very cor-
porations that are political allies of Bush?
Under the guise of reconsteuction, US
multinationals were able to get their claws
into Irag’s cconomy atan early stage, and
size up ways and means to asset-strip it In
April, with the war still taking place, Naomi
Klein wrote that 'Rather than rebuilding,
the country is being treated as a blank slate
on which the most ideological Wushing-
ton neo-liherals can design their dream
economy: fully privatised, foreign owned

and open for busimess.”

The Bush administration has reportedly
sctup ten task forees to plan the privatisi-
tion of major seetors of the bragi cconomy,
from agriculture and banking to airports,
schoals and hospitals.

The United States Agpency for Interna
tional Development set the bull rolling by
invitng US multinationals 1o bid tor a host
ol infrastructure contracts, The US com-
pany Stevedoring Services was awarded
one of the first, worth $4.8 million, to re-
store the port of Umm Qasr. The biggest
players are Bechtel and Halliburton, who
are acting as planners, consullunts, contrac-
tors and accountants. Bechtel is a world
feader in the privatisation of water serv-
ices, and one ol its subsidiaries was active
in Bolivia untit the popular rebellion up-
serits plans to massively bike water prices.

Halliburton is virtually joined at the hip
o the Bush administration  Vice Presi-
dent Dick Cheney was its chief executive
from 1995 until the 2000 presidential elee-
tion. When he stood down, he pot a 530
million polden handshake, and has since
received deferred payments of $180.000
per year.

The UiS Army Corps of Engineers — the
agency charged with oil restoration work
— has so tar awarded Trag reconstruction
contracts currently worth about $2 hillion
10 Halliburton, und they could rise in the
future. In 2001, the company won a ten-
year “lield service” contract worth $1 bil
lion. In March this year, its subsidiary
Kellogg, Brown and Rout was sccretly
awarded a contract to repair dinmage to oil
tnfrastructure initially worth $600 million.
Despite o furore over the lack of competi-
tion, the contract was conlirmed in Octo-
ber, again without being put out o tender,
andd its value rose to $948 million. KBR
tras previously heen fined $2 million for
fraud at a US air base. By Septemiber,
Halliburton was said to have recetved pay-
mients ol $247 mailion.

In December, a Peatagon audit found that
Halliburton subsidiaries had overcharged
the government by $61 million for deliv-
ering petrol to Iraq and $67 milhon for
building army canteens there. KBR de-
lended its price of $2.64 per gallon - more
than twice that charged by other supplicrs
— on the grounds that importng fuel by
road {rom Kuwait was dangerous.

As if this level of cronyism wasn't
enough, in August Bush appointed one of
his chiel fundraisers, Tom Foley, as diree-
tor of Trag’s public scctor development.
Loley is the charman of NTC Group —a
ventare capital compuny that specialises
in Jeveraged buyouts. He is charged with
drawing up a plan to privatise liag's 200
public scctor enterprises that curreatly
cmploy half a million people. The initial
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scrutiny witl be of 52 companies and 186
factorics across seven sectors — textiles,
lood, construction, chemicals, petrochemi-
cals, pharmaceuticals and engincering —
and is headed by Yaqub Shonia, a tormer
Iragi official brought out of retirement,

Among the lirst sectors 10 tace privat-
sation 15 the Tragi pharmaceutical indus-
try. Originally a privately owned firm,
Kimadia provided cheap medicines undor
the oil for food programune, under which
Iraq was allowed 10 sell oil in exchange
{or food und humanitarian supplics, includ-
ing medicines. Under the Coalition Provi:
stonal Authority (CPA), Kimadia has been
administered by Colonel Scott Svabek.
With most oil for food contracts expiring
in November, new private contracls have
replaced significant parts of ils work, al-
though some exisling confracts run into
2004. The prospects are for more expen-
sive medicines for a population already
suffering from high levels ol unemploy-
ment and discase — a prospect described
as a disaster by the NGO Meadecins Sans
Fronticres.

Next on the list of priorities appears o
be textites and food, although Shonia says
that ‘privatisation will he opened for all
scctors, including electricity and telecom-
munications, but with the exception of vil
extraction’. It could take various forms —
sale, the creation of joint ventures, share
holding companies, and the renting out of
enterprises. The stock market, which was
looted and burnt when the Ba’athist regime
fell, is set 1o reopen shortly.

Of course, most internationd lawyers
consider the privatisation of the state as-
sets of an occupied country with narepre-
sentative institutions illegal. Yet the CPA
has enacted a law permitting {ull foreign
ownership. The main aim of the US ap-
pears 10 be (o sel in motion the privatisa-
tion process 1o the extent that by the time
any clections take place, looks irrevers-
ible, to be the only show in town. Beyond
that, US state ofticials and corporate plan-
ners hope that privatisation could take hold
in neighbouring fran. Suudi Arabia and
Kuwait, thus cnabling US oil tirms to di
rectly dominate the entire region.

‘The hon's share of contracts will be go-
ing o US companics, aithough one Brit-
ish company, Crown Agents, is working
as a sub-contractor to the US firnm Interna-
tional Resources Group i providing tech-
nical assistance to reconstruction, and an-
other, De La Rue, printed the new lragi
banknotes. Among the 10,000 personnel
working for private military and sccurity
contractors in [raq are more than a thou-
sand from the west London-based com-
pany Giobal Risk Strategies.

In a controversial move, which the EU
helieves may break World ‘Trade Organi

sation rules, the Pentagon has declured that
only companies from countries that cither
participated in or supported (he invasion
of Trag will be allowed to id for primary
contracts, and that French, German, Rus-
sian and Cunadian companies will be lim-
ied to sub- contracting work totalling $18
billion.

For the neo-conservalives, the privatisa-
tion of Iragi oil s the big prize. Another
key objective of the CPA is the destrue-
ton of the rationing system that has oper-
ated since 1990, and is an affront 1o the
iree market fundamentalists. Prior o the
war, the team of house trained fragi exiles
around Fudhil Chalabi, whom the Bush
administration hoped (o parachute into
power, openly came out in favour of oil
privatisation. The realities of post-Suddam
liaq, however, arc such that carly privati-
sation of the oil industry seems unlikely,
even though itis overseen in the meantime
by Philip Carroll, a former chict executive
of Shell. Nonctheless, with oil production
beginning to recover, it remains the jewel
m the crown for US imperialism. More
than any other factor, oil privatisation
could unite the vast majority of the coun-
try against the Coulition carpetbaggers.

The march of privatisation has only
served to further discredit the fragqn Gov
erning Council, which is widely seen as
squabbling and ineflectual on the one hand,
and as collaborating with the occupying
forces on the other. However, the transi-
tion to a wholly dependent neo-colonial
regime will be far from smooth. Daily at-
tazcks not only on Coalition torces, but on
UN personnel and NGOs are erealing an
environment that is hardly conducive to
fong-term stable investment, and itis clear
that such opposition extends well beyond
the ‘remnants of the Ba’athistregime” con-
stantly referred to in US propaganda,

By far the most progressive expression
of this opposition have been the coura-
geous cfforts to build independent trade
unions in the teeth of opposition not only
[rom the mulitary oceupation but also from
former state-controlled wrade unions and
from the [ragi bourgeoisic. Trag once the
most secular Arab country with the strong
est workers” movement in the Middie Fast

can yet prove 1o be an enormous obsta-
cle o the drive for US global hegemony.
This struggle, beset by enormous difficul -
ties, deserves our strongest support and

solidarity. WA

Gladstone on the right of self-defence
against imperialism

In 1879 80, during the famous Midlothian Campaign, Liberal feader WE.
Gladstone attacked the impertal adventures of the Conservative government led
by Benjamin Disraeli, who had recently been made Earl of Beaconsticld. The
foltowing is from a speech made in Dalkeith on November 26, 1879, Maybe
next time Charles Kennedy agonises over whether it is possible to oppose a war
once it has actualty begun, he should refer to it

‘Gio from South Africa to the mountains of Central Asia. Go into the loity hills
ol Afghanistan, as they were last winter, and what do we there see? 1 leara yel
sadder sight thun was to be seen in the Tand of the Zulus ... You have seen
during last winter from time to time that trom such and such a villape attacks
had been made upon the British forces, and that in consequence the vidlage had
been burned. Have you ever reflected on the meaning of these words? .. Those
hill tribes had committed no real offence agatnst us. We, in the pursiit of our
political objects. chose (o establish military positions in their country. I they
resisted, would not you have done the same? And when, going forth from their
villages they had resisted, what you find is this, that those who went forth were
slain, and that the village is burned. Again, [say, have you considered the mean-
ing of these words? The meaning of the burning of the village is, that the women
and children were driven forth 1o perish in the snows of winter. Is not that a
terrible supposition? Is not that a fact which ... rouses in you a sentiment of
horror and grict, 1o think that the name of England, under no political necessity,
but for a war as [rivolous as ever was waged in the history of man, should be
associated with consequences such as these? ... Remember the rights of the
savage, as we call him. Remember that the happiness of his humble home, re-
member that the sanctity of life in the hill villages of Afghunistan among the
winter snows, is as inviolable in the eye ol Almighty God as can be your owi”
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Iraq

The fall of
Saddam

The War We Could Not Stop
Edited by Randeep Ramesh
Faber and Faber 2003, 303pp,
£7.99

Richard Price

Among the first in a growing pile ol Gulf

War 2 literature, this s an altempt at in-
stant history, Essentially it's a narrative
collage of Guardiun and Observer jour-
nalism from the two papers’ numerous cor
respondents, both inside and outside Traq.
It’s a format, however, that’s not without
problems. The rush to get into print tends
1o inhibit detailed analysis, and so this is
much more about the tmpressions of those
wilnessing the lighting than it is ubout the
motives of the key players.

The build-up to war is dealt with in barely
S50 pages. There 1s a useful summary of the
neo-conservative agenda in the US and
how it seized the opportumty immediately
atter 9/11 to link Saddam to al-Qaida and
implement its long-cherished ambition of
regime change in Trag. But there’s corre-
spondingly less on the development of the
anti-war movement, and it’s atso lipht on
the diplomatic stand-off between the US,
Brittin and Spain on the one hand, and
France, Germany and Russia on the other.

Many Iragis were understandably reluc-
tant in the first phase of the war (0 reveal
what they thought of the Ba’athist regime,
for fear it would recover s it did when it
deteated the Shia and Kurdish aprisings
the coalition hadd incited in 1991, 1Cs also
dangerous 1o generilise too much about the
consciousness of ‘maost lraqis’, given the
cthnic and religious mosaic that makes up
Iraq. Nevertheless, the piciure that emerges
frous the fragments of interviews this hook
contains confirms that many opposed both
Saddam and the invasion and subsequent
occupation,

This should hardly have been earth-shat-
lering news, you might think. Yet it was
something the finest brains in the Bush and
Blair administrations hadn’t allowed for.

I atso didn’t match the seenarios tradi-
tonally painted by the left. Some on the
left fantasised about an ‘anti-imperialist
united front” of Iraqi workers with the
Ba'athist apparatus. The AWLL, in lale
Shachtmanite mode. decided that since US
bourgeois democracy was preferable to
Iraq under Saddam, then the US occupa-
tion of Irag was preferable to any indig-
enous force that might replace it in the short
terim,

Both positions have been confounded by
events, As we predicted, few outside the
Ra’athist hard core were prepared to fight
and die to delend the regime. But with the
tull of Saddam, the occupation has created
4 cauldron of opposition,

As in 1991, the Coalition cynically
played the Palestinian card. Then, Bush
Senior had used it to bring Arab states on
board. But in 2003, hardly any Arab states
that mattered could be pulled on board. The
appearance of the roadmap was aimed
mare at heading off the growing awareness

in the West that while the Coalition was
demanding [rag comply with UN resolu

tiony, it had encouraged Israel to flout them
for decades. The book quotes Aluf Benn,
writing 1n the liberal Isracli daily, Ha aretz:
“The more public opinion i their coun

tries opposes the war in Irag, the more Blair
and | Spanish premier| Aznar grasp the Pal-
estinlan issue as a political life saver . ..
‘They have to prove to their constituents in
Furope that they care about ending the Is-
rach occupation of the territories, to win
legiimacy for their occupation of Iraq.’
(p.227)

A chapter cailed *War Gatnes' stresses
Just how tar military technology has pro-
gressed, even since the first Gall War,
‘Those who seek to defeat imperialisin with
strategy and tactics derived from the carly
part of the last century would do well to
read ity since it underlines the tutitity of
much that passes {or anti imperialist poli
tics in the West today.

Just as Engels at the end of his hie felt
moved to remind fellow Marxists that mod-
ern arhillery had made barricade fighting
outmaoded, so today conventional wartare
against an enemy that can launch batde-
lield strikes from hundreds of miles away
i even more redundant.

Was Gull War 2 a war for oil, as anti-
war placards insisted”? You'd think such an
important issuce would warrant soine treat-
ment in a book of 300 pages. But the tirst
casualty of getting a war book into print
again seems to he analysis. Yet the post-
war smash and grab raid hy US corpora
tions on the lragi cconomy underlines that
whitle the war was by no means onfy about
oil, oilis without doubt a key factor in the
US drive to establish sirategic, political and
cconomic dominance over the entire Mid-
dle East.

More perceptive is a closing remark:
"Whether America chooses to remake its
cnemies or simply destroy them will shape
the course of world events for decades to
come. In doing so, it may force the pace of
European integration — ta produce a post-
national entity with cnough clout to tackle
the United States.” (p.272) This Targely
unforeseen by-product of the war appears
to have already gained some momentuim
with a report in the Guardian on Novem-
ber 13 that "France and Germany are pub
hicly discussing the possibility of a
“Franco-German unton” that would allow
them to co-operate more closely in such
arcas as education, social affairs and the
cconomy and even merge their defence and
forcign policies”.

The book concludes with a helpful chro-
nology of events and a glossary of Coali-
tion jargon, but irritatingly there's no in-
dex. Overall, it’s a book that’s usctul, but
thin in places. WA
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(Gas war
ignites
revolt

Nick Davies examincs the
background to the uprising of
workers and peasants which led
to the fall of the Bolivian
government in October

In 2001, the people of Arpentina threw out
their president in a bitter protest aguinst
his IME-dictated cconoutic policies. In
2002, the poor of Vencezacela took to the
streets (o defeat a US-inspired coup against
their elected president. In 2003, it was the
turn of the Bolivians (o rise up against neo-
liberalisin and its political representatives,
On October 17, after hurriedly offering his
resignation to Congress, President Gonzalo
Sinches de Tozada, his family and hang-
ers-on fled o that favourite bolt-hole of
discredited right-wing Latin American
politicians, Miami. The only downside was
that in order W make his exile as comfort-
able as possible, he looted $85 million fro
the Bolivian Central Bunk. _
Lozada's removal was the calinination
of an cleven-day general strike and dem-
onstrations estimated at 500,000 (Boliv-
ia's population is ubout 8 million) led by
miners and peasants from the city of El
Alto, and supported by peasants and min
ers {rom elsewhere, by workers, coca grow-
ers, taxi drivers, street-vendors, students
and sections ol the middie elass. Faced with
an insurrectionary movement as massive
in scope as this, the new president, former
vice-president Carlos Mesa, was torced to
adopt 4 conciliatory tone in his inaugoral
address: ‘T want o create a country tor all
Bolivians ... where we can respect the
equality of everyone.” Aware that he may
sutler the same fate as his despised pred-
ceessor, he admitted: *Lam only going to
be the president if T serve you because if
you end up serving me, you will kick me
out.’ Equally aware of his lack ol {reedom
to deliver any real relorims, Mesa was care:
ful not 1 promise too much. ‘the jury is
still out, the insurrcction leaders having

agreed to a 90-day truce to give him a
chunce to deliver on at least some ol his
demands.

So, how and why did Lozada get Kicked

out, and is his remmoval merely a change of

personnel, or a step forward in the
fightback against neo-liberalism in 1atin
America?

1t was pas that sparked off the insurrec-
tion. Bolivia has the second biggest re-
serves ol natural gas in South America. The
gas war began with the government’s plan
for a $5.2 biltion dotlar natural gas pipe-

line project. controlled by a consortium of

cnergy multinationals, in order to export
Botivian gas, via Chile, to the United
States. Although the media in Britain, so
far as they covered the story atall, saw sig-
nificance in the fuct that the territory
crossed by the pipeline was lostby Bolivia
following defeat in the War of the Pacific
in 1880, most of the anger sprang from the
knowledge that, yet again, one ol Boliv-
ia’s natural resources was (o be extracted
for the benefic of Rurope and North
America, leaving Bolivians poor.
BBecause of privatisation, and the rules
concerning private investinent, exporting
$1.2 billion worth of patural gas to Brazil
has brought in a mere $90 million in rev-
enue. But if the price of gas exported (o
Brazitis $1.77 per thousand cubie feet, the
price {or export o the US would be only
/0 cents. and Bolivia would receive only
EX percent of that. Itdid not take a genius
1o realise that, once again, Bolivians were
being ripped off by an international trade
system not designed for their benefit.

Mass demonstrations

Demaonstrations called by the Coordination
in Defence of Gas mobilised 30,000 in
Cochabambi, and 50,000 in La Paz. Within
a month the gas uprising threatened to be-
come an all-out civil war, Government
troops massacred 84 protestors and killed
15 conscripts who had refused to fire on

demonstrators. It was the unreliability of

some of the armed forces, and the govern-
ment’s loss of the support of sections of
the middle class, which flinally did for
T.ozada. Mesa has promised a referendum
1o consult the population on whether of not,
and if so how, the gas should be exported.
Mesa has said that he wants the petroleum
companics (o give 50 per cent ol their prof-
its to Bolivia, Fven il he is sincere in this,
the companies are extremely unlikely to
agree 1o il Instead, there is a widespread
demand that the gas industry be national-
ised.

The gas war did not come from nowhere.
It followed the *water war’ of {999-2000.
In 1999, the World Bank pressurised the
Bolivian government into privatising the
water companies. 1t refused credit to the

public company which ran the water serv-
ices, insisted that there be no subsidies Lo
mitigate the effect of price hikes, and
turned the whole supply over to a subsidi-
ary of International Water Ltd, owned by
Bechtet, the US company currently
profiteering from the destruction of lraq.
In Cochabamba, price hikes of $20 per
month (in the wealthy Washington suburbs
they only pay $17 per month!), and the re-
quirement that peasants had to buy a per-
mit (o collect rainwater from their own
wells and roof tanks were met with mas-
sive demonstrations, forcing the watcer
profitcers, eventually, (o abandon Bolivia.

Coca leaf eradication

But, in turn, the “water war’ did not come
from nowhere either. Central to Bolivian
culture is the coca leal, long used as an
appetite suppressant and to combat altitude
sickness. For several years now, coca grow-
ers have been involved in a struggle for
survival against US policy in Bolivia,
which is based exclusively on the eradica-
tion of the coca leaf, AllUS ceonotnic aid,
and aid (rom international organisations in
which the US participates, 1s dependent on
coca leaf eradication. The US’s hard line
on coca growing prevents the Bolivian
FOvVerntment granting coneessions w cogi
growers even it it wants to, and may result
in the downfall of the Mesa presidency.
Coca growers have demanded a pause in
eraddication, the modification of the anti-
drug laws and a study of legal coca mar-
kets. The leader of the coca prowers, Evo
Morales, has warned that if there is no
progress after the 90- day truce there will
be direct action.

when, in 2002, Morales ran for presi-
dent, the ex-US ambassador Manuel Rocha
threatened Bolivia with a loss ol interna-
tonal aid if Morales won. Rocha’s inter-
vention pushed Morales’s vote to within
1.5 per cent of the winner, Lozada. I Janu-
ary and February 2003, a mass-mobilisa-
tion of coca-growing peasants demanded
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the suspension ol cocy cradication, nation-
alisation of privatised industrics and serv-
ices, and an end to the Free Trade Arca of
the Americas (FTAA - the projected
Alaska-to-the-Andes playground for US
multinationals). Although the security
forces wobbled, briefly, they remained
loyal, represstng this movement, with 2()
dead. As in Colombia, there is a counter

insurgeney strategy ol coca-cradication, in-
volving the military, devised by current US
ambassador David Greenlee when he was
a CIA agent in Bolivia, and, as in Colom-
bia, this has involved the violation of hu-
man rights and resulted in Jarge-scale pov-
erly in arcas where growing coca leaves is
the only way to survive. In the meantime,
the price, purity and availability of the co-
catne snorted by Americans remains unal-
tected.

Tin miners

Many of the coci growers used o be tin
miners, Tin used to be Bolivia's chiel ex
port until the price crashed in the F980s,
partly due to the release by the USA onto
the world market of its tin reserves. The
tin muners had always been the most mili-
tant sector of the Bolivian working class.
In 1985, Victor Paz Lstenssoro privatised
the tin mines that had been nationalised un-
der his tirst presidency following the revo-
lution of 1952, His nght-hand man was
none other than Gonzalo Sanchez de
Lozada, then an up and-coming, US edu
cated technocrat, who went on to serve as
president {rom 1993-97. Neo-liberalism’s
arrival in Bolivia was swift and bloody.
The mines were privatised, the miners’
union, with a long and proud history of
militancy and courage was crushed, and
20,000 miners were Hocalised', in other
words, sacked and dispersed. Such was the
defeat of the tin miners and the thorough-
ness of the privatisation programme that it
was nol until the water wars and the sub-
seguent near-victory of Morales that the
tide began to turn.

Destruction of state sector

Bolivia was always the poorest, or one of

the poorest, countries in South America.
Unquestionably, the neo-liberal assault has
made it poorer, destroying the state sector,
increasing uncmployment and underem-
ployment, and weakening the social pro-
tection that kept many Bolivians from star
vation. Seventy per cent ol Bolivians now
live in poverty. Bolivia's rich natural re-
sources are looted by US or European
multinationals. In the name ol the “war
against drugs’, Bolivians are prevented
from making a living in one of the few ways
they can. In the name of the ‘war against
terrorism’, money in Britain's aid budge:
carmarked for, arnong other countries, Bo-

livia, has been diverted to pay for the oc-
cupation of Iraq. Tony Blair would surely
be disappointed at how stubbornly uncon-
vinced Bolivians are about the merits of
globalisation.

‘The workers and poor of Bolivia have
scored an important victory. Lozada was
certainly Washington's ntan in Bolivia, and
the US continued s loyal delence of him
until his position became hopeless. But
isn’t the USA’s recognition of the new

president a sign that he is a safe pair of

hands, and that nothing, really, has
changed? Yes and no. Itis still only a
change in personnel, but the 90-day truce
is a2 ticking time bomb. Either the masses
will turn out Mesa, or he will resorl 1o e

prassion (o stay in power, or attempt to buy
off or out-manocuvre the leaders of the in-
surrection, If Mesa makes no move on the
gas or the coca issucs, his time may be up,
but enly if the mass movement is not de-
mobilised, and il it is armed, both physi-
cally and politically. This requires the crea

tion of a movement more cohesive than the
loose coalition that has existed, based
around the minimum demands for nation-
alisation of the gas industry, for the right
to grow and sell the coca leal| for rejec

tion of the FTAA, and an end 1o the muiju

nationals' domination of Bolivia's natural
resources and public services.

Tradition of insurrection

This movement needs, as it already has, o
draw on Bolivia's rich tradition of insur-
rection, exeinplified by the tin miners, who
m 1969-1971 and in 1980 resorted 1o
strikes and occupations in support of lefi-
1st governments threatened by military
coups. The COB trade union confedera-
tion, in which the miners’ union was pronui-
nent, was itself heavily influenced by revo-
lutionary Marxism. Tt is in those traditions
in which a new movement should be cre-
ated, butlding on the victories of the past
three years. In the past, due o the mih
tancy of the tin miners and the strategic

unportance lor the Bolivian cconomy of

the tin industry, the Bolivian working class
was able o take the lead role in the strug-
gle against US impertalism and its local
agents, the Bolivian elite. Now, with there
being tar fewer miners than before, and Bo-
livia’s working class a small one, that [ead-
ing role is more difficult o achieve, but no
less important,

While the USA’s back is turned, busy try-
ing to enforee its brutal occupation of Irag,
cvents in Bolivia will have been watched
closely in Venezuela and Argentina. The
region which the USA likes to think of as
its own backyurd could be where the
fightback against Bush and Blair’s neo Jib-
eral world order really gets under way.

WA

After
Cancun

Following the breakdown of the
talks on world trade in Mexico,
Simon Deville looks at the threat
to US hegemony posed by the
rise of China as an economic
power

September’s World “Trade Orgamsation
(WTO) mecting in Canctin broke up with-
out agrecment after China, Brazil and [n-
dia led the *G21° group of poor countiies
in resisting the agenda of the richer states.
The fact that poorer countries have been
able (o resist the demands of the richer
nations 1s it very positive step that could
signal the beginning of a growing trend.

When Lula was clected president of Bra
zil, US trade representative Robert
Zoellick said that tf the Workers Party gov-
ernment did notcomply with US plans for
free wrade it would find isell  trading with
Antarctica’. But however much the US
may wish to control every aspect of the
world cconomy, there will be a growing
tendency tor states (o negotiate their own
terms of trade with partners of their chotee,

Sinee 1995, when it repluced GAT'T (the
General Agrecment on Tarifts and Trade
sigmed in 1947), the WTO has been the
body which oversees global trade relations,
Far from presiding over free trade, it has
been a vehicle for the dominance of US
and Earopean multinationals, and for the
penctration of markets in Asia, Africa and
Latin America. The growing realisation of
what the WTO is really for has resulted in
is meetings having to be conducted be-
hind lines of armed police.

The “development round’, Launched m
Dobia in November 2001, is the WTO's
atlenmpt to ook as il iCis addressing the
needs of the poor. But negotiations at WTO
meetings are dominated by the ‘Quad’: the
USA, Canada, Japan and the EUL They (ake
place in the ‘green room’, with other coun-
tries being involved on a ‘take it or leave
it" basis, Needless o say, Iminense pres-
sure is put on the representatives of poor,
small countries by teams of diplomats and
corporate lawyers from the rich world. At
Cancdn, however, China, Brazil and india
were able to make common cause in re-
sisting pressure from the Quad. Though it
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1s likely that a deal will be done eventu-
ally with the G21 countrics, the stalemate
will have almost certainly knocked the
planned timetable way ol course.

The central point of contention was the
EUW’s insistence that the meeting should
discuss investment, competition policy,
government procurement and tracle facili-
tation rather than the topics that were al-
ready on the agenda - agriculture, serv-
wes, e-commerce and the environment.
‘The intention was 1o reach agreement on
specific issues that would assist multina-
tionals in getting an even greater penctra-
tion of the poorer countries. The practice
of dumping cheap (and massively subsi-
dised) agricultural products in third world
countrics means that peasant furmers are
unable to sell their locally produced goods
and are driven oot of business. [t has al-
ready led o the ruin of a number of econo-
nuies. [1 has been estimated that two poor
cotton-producing countrics in west Alrica,
Mali and Burkina-Faso, lose more as a re-
sult of US subsidies 10 its own cotton {arm-
ers than they receive inaid.

‘The significant thing about the Canctn
talks is that for the first time the poorer
countries felt able to work together in op-
posing the proposals ol the rich countries.
While the governments of India, China,
Brazil and other G21 countries undoubt
edly have their own reasons for acting to-
gether, the fact that this has huppened at
all should be welcomed by socialists. Tt
marks a new stage in which the US, de-
spite its status as the world’s only super-
power, may not get such an casy ride as it
attemnpts o advance its own economic in-
terests at the expense of smaller capitalist
states. This is compounded by the Bush
administration’s lendency for self-serving
unilateralism, whether in refation to the
Kyoto agreement, steel tariffs or its illegal
wars.

Many commentators, including many of
Bush’s key advisers, have pointed out that
the US may nol continue o maintain its
absolute domination in the economic and
political fields. Underpinning the Project
for a New American Century is arecogni-
tion that precisely because it is losing its
grip in these arcas, the US needs 1o main-
tain its dominance through its overwhelm-
ing military superiority. By taking control
of the world’s oil resources, by torce if
necessary, the neo-cons believe they can
secure prosperity for the US well into the

future. But such acts betray a degree of

desperation. Motivated by the threat of
China’s growing economy overtaking the
US. the White House is now taking the risk
of encouraging the growth of new alliances
against the US in order to consolidate its
own power,

Throughout the capitalist world, the 20th

century was truly the *American Century '
As the European empires declined through-
out the first half of the century, the United
States ermerged as the dominant power in
the economic, political and military fields.
Following the Second World War, it re-
mained unchallenged in this position for
the next half a century. It is important to
note, however, (hat it did not achicve this

position primarily through coercion, Of

course, every US administration has used
violence and cocrcion wherever and when-
cver US interests have been threatened, but
thar is only a small part ol the story.
Capitalist elites around the world have
deferred teadership to the US because they

hive seen it as being able to delend their

inlerests as well us its own. Throughout the
cold war, the US held the line aganst the
"threat of communism’, defending capital-
ist property relations world-wide. A whole
series of international agrecinents and in-
stitutions have been set up o ensure the
stable accumulation ol capital, from the
Bretton-Woods agreement to the World
Bank, the lnternational Monetary Fund and
the World Trade Organisation. Through
these organisations, agreements are estab-
lished between ruling clites to ensure thewr
respective prahis are sifeguarded.

The downside of deferring to US leader-
ship is that it s clearly not an equal rela
tionship; these organisations were not set
up to eslablish stable rule in the abstract,
but in the interests of the US. Trade rules
are established to benefil the most power-
ful nations at the expense of the weakest,
although even in the latter the indigenous
ruling class gets a small slice of the cake
to win its support. They are reintorced
through investment with strings attached,
(o ensure that weaker states structure their
cconomics in a way dictated by the more
powerful countries — primarily, but not
only, the US. This world system of inequal-
ity is mediated through the IME the World
Bank and the WTO.

Neo- liberalism has ternporarily helped to
resolve a general erisis of over accumula
tion of capital in the West by forcing poorer
countries throughout the world Lo open up
their cconomies both to an influx of goods,
and to the creation of new investiment op-
portunities for otherwise idle capital. This
in turn has placed the burden of economic
erises in the West upon poorer countries.
Thus US- and European-based farming can
sell off its surptus of state-subsidised pro-
duce to third world countries, undercutting
indigenous farmers and leaving them un-
able to sell their produce and impover-
ished. Al the same tlime, poorer countries
are forced to open up their cconomies
sclling off national assets and welfare serv-
ices, und giving multinational corporations
new markets in which they can invest their

surplus capital to generate greater prolits.
Countries that do not go along with this
system are threatened with withdrawal of
aid, capital {light or economic blockade.
This imperialist system does contain con-
tradictions, however; it is not an uncotn-
plicated, one-way power relationship. In
order to open up the economies of poorer
countries, governments are given loans
through the World Bank and the IMF on
the condition that they develop the infra-
structure necessary (o allow the multina-
tionals to thrive, This in turn generates a
strengthened internal economy that can
enable a country 10 force itself onto the
world stage as a capitalist power, and de-
velop trade relations with countries other
than just the hnperialist superpower.
Since China has opened its markets to
capitalist investment, its economy has
grown massively. While it has a Jong way
o go to catch up with the US, there is every
indication that it will do precisely that, and
that the US will then have to face an even
more serious capitalist rival than it does in
the LU, Japan or Russia. ‘The meore the US
tresorts to mititary foree rather than politi-
cal leadership, the more the likelihood of
blocs forming among its competitors.
Socialists must recognise the importance
of the sitvation that is now emerging. OF
course, our task is not to choose a lavoured
capitalist power to support. But if the world
cconomy is no longer dominated by a sin-
gle power shuping the rules of engagement
in its own nterests, there is far greater
space for countries (o break out of their
cconomic straightjacket and plot their own
course. And greater divisions between
capitalist classes around the world will
provide more space for the workers’ move-
ment Lo intervene and impose its will on
the course of events. WA
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Obituary

Al Richardson
1941-2003:
historian of the
revolutionary
movement

The sudden and unexpected death of Al
Richardson on November 22 at the age of
61 comes as a great shoek to his friends,
comrides and the readers ol Revolution-
f:ili\' History, both in Britain and interna.
tionally. As an authority on the history of
the revolutionary movement in the 20th
century he had fow, il any, rivals, and he
leaves a pap that will be almaost impossi
ble to il

Al was born in 1941 in Barnsley. His fa-
ther held a supervisory job in a colliery.
Despite failing his 11 plus, Al attended
grammar school and went on to Hull Ui
versily where he gained a first class hon-
ours degree. By his own account in an ar-
ticle for this journal on the 30th anniver-
sary of 1968, he tirst came into contact with
Marxist ideas in 1964, while he was o re-
scarch student.! After a short period of lec
turing al Exerer University, he moved to
London, where he jomed the SLL Young
Socialists organised around Keep Left. He
stayed for about six months, by which time
he'd had enough ol the SEL's dogmatic
sectarantsim, and met up with the Interna-
tional Marxist Group, then operating in the
l.abour Party. He found the IMG, though
much smaller, altogether more interesting
and dynamic. From asmull base, the IMG
managed to launch the Vietnam Solidarity
Campaign, whose influence rapidly mush-
roomed, and Al became one of its lcading
lights in north-west London.

The IMG put on a growth spurt, but one
that led it out of the Labour Party and into
the radicalised student and middle class mi-
licu. trom this his disillusionment with the
IMG was to grow. In May 1968 he went 1o

Yaris 10 witness the revolutioniary events
untolding there. Profoundly unimpressed
by the role of the main Trotskyist groups
in the May Junc events, he returned 1o 1.on-
don, where his difterences over the IMG's
onentation deepened. By 1964 he was out
of the group, the result of organisutional
manocuvres he remained bitter about for
decades.

In May 1970, he became a founder mem-
ber of the Chartist group, which was com-
posed of small numbers of ex-members of
the IMG and Militant and a sprinkling ol
independents. In contrast to the prevailing
trend on the left the Chartists aimed to
orient o the Labour movement  although
in retrospect they too seem to have had a
dose of ulra-leftism, and were given to
making strenuous denunciations of
‘Pabloism’. Nevertheless, they produced
some interesting material, including AP's
pioncering  study  of  Vietnamese
Trotskyism, published under the pscudo-
nym Richard Stephenson in 19727 In
1973, Al lett the group he had helped
found, appatently disillusioned by its fail
ure to make significant progress. This
seems (o have been the last time he took
part in organised activity on the left.

thad he left i ar that, it would have been
adest and fairly short-lived contribu
tion to left politics, Butit proved to be the
aunch pad for a vast amount of historical
research. One carly result was aslim pamn-
phlet containing five unpublished letters
from Trotsky to Reg Groves. ' Together
with Sam Bornstein, who had joined the
maovement in the fate 1930s, Al set about
excavanng the history of British
Trotskyism. Over the next decade, con-
vinced that history couldn’t be understood
merely tnferms of the documentary record,
they interviewed dazens of Trotskyists who
had been active in the 19305 and 40s. They
keptin touch with a wide cirele of pioncer
"Trotskyists, from members ol the Bathmn
CGiroup to casualties of the break-up of the
RCTP inrhe late 1940s. A number who had
dropped out of activity decades carlier
were encouraged to write about their ex
periences and debate with the younger gen
cration.

Path-breaking volumes

From this work flowed three co-written
books: it history of the Communist Party
from 1935-45* and two path-breaking
volunies covering British Trotskyism from
1924-1949.% The impact of these volumes
shouldn’t be underestimated. Until then,
aside from a short effort hy lim Higgins,
there was no history of the movement ac-
cessible to the thousands on the left who
considered themselves Trotskyists. All that
those who adhered to one group or another
had to go on were the highly partial ac-
counts handed down by the leaders of the
different fragments of the Fourth Interna
tional, most of whom had a vested interest
in covering up various aspects of the his-
lory.

When [ first picked up The War and the
International in a somewhat shell-shockexd
post-Healyite frame of mind, some of its
ideas struck me as outrageous — in particu-

lar, the claim that *“Trotskyism™ is merely
the form taken by Marxism during the ep

achof the defeat of the world proletariat™.”
and its insistence on the futility of attempt-
tng to by pass a unttary Labour movement
by “independent” party building. Yet, when
Lread it properly, its account of what had
happened with the break up of the RCP in
the late 1940s lifted scales trom my cyes,
and chimed with my own tentative aftempts
to reckon with the ‘IC tradition” from
which Healyites, Lambertists, Morenoites
and Spartacists claim deseent.

Sute enough, neither volinme won many
iriends among the leading liphts of the
Trotskyist left The preface 1o The War and
the International didn™t pull any punches:
L itseens o have been missed by prac-
tically all the Trotskyist groups that our first
volume was written to hold up the past as
an accusing mirror © their present poli-
tics”.” Yetthe two books did achieve o wide
circulation, and became recognsed as the
starting point for serious study of the pe
riod. All these years larer, with the lelt
much simaller but for the most part even
more convinced of its messianic role, the
wirning scems prophetic.

Parallel to his analvsis of the crrsis of the
Rritish Trotskyist movement, Al developed
the view that the Fourth International had
1o alt intents and purposes collapsed as a
revolutionary organisation in the 19408

Revolutionary History
Al helped Torm Socialist Plattorm, which
operated both as a vehicle to gather to-
gcther the many old-timers he had be-
fricnded and as an independent Trotskyist
publishing house. In 1988 the firstissue off
Revolutionary History appeared. with Al
as editor. It was concetved as a collabora-
tive journal of the left, aimed at activists
rather than academics, and initially at least
Al managed to persuade some of the most
incompatible groups on the lett to partici-
pate in its editorial board. Over 15 years,
it has become the most authoritative jour-
mab of us Kind in the world, and in the
course of some 30 issues it has provided a
host of rare archive material illuminating
many aspects ol the revolutionary move-
ment internationally,

tn recent years, Al's output as an editor
was phenomenal. Inaddition to taking the
lead role in cditing 1ssues of Kevolution-
ary History, many of them book length, he
produced a steady stream of books under
the mmprints of Socialist Platform, Porcu-
pine Press and Francis Boutle. All of this
work was done in the spare time his job as
a schoolteacher allowed

Al hated hagrography as much as he
loathed pomposity and pretentiousness. In
this spiril, i°s lair to say that Al wasn't al-
ways the casiest ol people o coexist with.
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e cultivated a grult, curmudgeonly exie-
rior that was part defence mechanism and
part sell-parody. Where others hid bent the
stick towards sexual politics, black nation-
alisin, Third Worldism and ccology, he
hentitin the opposite direction. He wnded
to see popular frontisim and the dilution of
class polities Turking behind attempts to
address issucs of racial, national and sexual
oppression. He would take delight in de-
nouncing what he described as the politics
ol ‘Don’t nuke gay whates’. Needless 10
say, it wasn't always a stance destined to
make friends and influence people, and
tended towards class reductionism.

Orthodoxy

Al's distance from political activity fre-
quently led him into a form of orthodoxy,
whereby he would attempt to deduce cur-
rent positions from the Marxist classies,
even though he had warned in The War and
the International that *. . . the cultivation
of a 'Trotskyist “orthodoxy™ is the most
amusing phenomenon, for orthodoxy is a
religious attitude, not a materialist or a
revolutionary one’.” Sometimes the
breadth of his historical understanding re-
ally could dluminate a contemporary is-
sue. His eritique of seet buitding, which
he set out in this journal,' penerally left
thase around the Socialist Alliance strug
gling for an answer.

Given that his knowledge of the Marxist
classics was immense, he coudd frequently
outline well thought out strfegrie positions,
but fail to grapple with how these could be
put into practice. Lhs knowledge of Bal-
kan history led him to reason that only a
Balkan Socialist Federation could resolve
the historic antagonisms between rival na
tionalisms."* On this basis he wasn'( pre-
pared (0 give even the most critical sup
port to any side in the wars in ex Yugosla-
via. But although this was undoubtedly true
at the fevel of stratepy, it was also highly
abstract when. for instance, Bosnian Mus-
lims were on the receiving end of cthnic
cleansing, mass rape and massucres. To be
fair, though, when growing evidence
emerged of mass graves and systematic
rape, he acknowledged that his carlier view
that these had been deliberately exagger
ated by the Western media was incorrect,

Butit would be wrong to sce Al as a pris-
oner of blind orthodoxy, because in other
respects he showed a tlair for original
thinking. In 1995, his infroduction to a
volume of Bolshevik writings, written un-
der the impact of the collupse of Stalin-
ism, showed that he had moved beyond a
wooden repetition of Trolsky's analysis of
the Soviet state. " It was motivated in part
by the failure of almost any brand of
Trotskyist orthodoxy to anticipate the de
hacle. A theory that lacked any predictive

power, he reasoned, was flawed.

More recently, tn the introduction o a
book documenting the role of Frotsky’s
carly supporters in the French Communist
Party, he argued cogently that the origin
of much that passes for democratic
centrahism in Trotskyist cireles is in fact
descended from the period of Zinoviev’s
‘Bolshevisation” of the Comintern, !

On the Falklands/Malvinas War of 1982,
he held that it was correct for socialists on
both sides to oppuse the war, and disagreed
with those Argentinian Trotskyists who
supported the Junta's war. Although he did
not consider himsell well versed in eco-
nomics, he believed that European capi-
tatist integration was possible, as against
the traditional view that this could only be
accomplished under socialisim,

Beneath the blaff  professional
Yorkshireman exterior, there was a soft
interior. Although he had some pet hates,
Al valued all sorts of comrades who hid
maude some contribution, even if they held
very different views from him. For some-
one who criticised most existing torms of
Trotskyism so sharply, he was also extraor
dinarily loyalto it. He was prepared to ac-
knowledge the role that had been played
by groups as disparate as anarchists,
Bordigists and Brandlerites. Al's house (or
a suitable pub!)y was a natural port of call
for many socialists passing through Brit-
ait. In the carly 19905, Al was very sup-
portive towards the group of South Alri-
can exiles and trade unionists who were
working with the WIT. at that e

Inspiring teacher

Beyond that, Al was an expert on Egyp
tology, could read ancient languapes, and
had an extenstve knowledge of ancient and
medicval history and world religions. e
spoke French fearlessly, without the slight -
est regard for pronunciation, and, despite
latterly acquiring an ancient word proces-
sor, contimied to distrust any technology
more recent than the manual typewriter.
L'or over 35 years he taught history at Lon-
don secondary schools, the last three dee-
ades at Forest Hill where he was widely
admired as an inspiring (cacher.

One of the more distasteful aspects of
memorials and obituaries are attempis to
claim the deceased for a particular group
they didn't belong to, and T don’t want to
do that. It is true, however, that Al said on
anumber of occasions that he felt — in spite
of our disagreements on some issues —clos-
est to Workers Action. Indeced he always
took a bundie of the magazine, and insisted
those around him buy it! He contributed a
number of aricles 1o Workers Action over
the years, and before that to Workers News,
spoke at meetings and debates we organ-
ised, and would even moderate his own

views in public on some issues where we
disagreed out ol comradely loyalty.
Whether Al was cut out tor belonging to a
proup [ doubl. | tend (o think he was best
at doing what he was already doing,

Al was the kind of guy you could ring up
in search of a quotation, and who, after he
had finished his marking for school, would
spend however long it ook to hunt it down
and then rning you back with the informa-
tion. He had a great eve tor detail. For
ncarly 15 years he was a very loyal friend.
He had a very moral sense ot how people
should and shouldn’t be treated. He was
able o work with the most diverse proup
ol people in the interest, as he saw 11, of
theoretically arming socialists. More than
that, he was one of the most stimulating
people T have met in over 25 years on the
teft. Arguing with, and bouncing ideas oft,
Al pave you endless (ood for thought. |
shall miss his bospitable, irreverent, iras-
cible self enormously. He was aoreal one
off,

Richusrd Price

B The tuncral of Al Richardson took
place at Mortlake Creniatorium on Decen-
ber 3. 1twas attended by about 150 Lamity,
friends, comrtades, work colleagues and
tormer and current puptls. A memorial
meeting has been provisionally arranjred
for March 13, 2004,
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Obituary

Edward
Said
1935-2003

Roland Rance pays tribute to the
Palestinian scholar and activist
who died on September 25

Edward Satd, who has died [ollowing a
fong battle with leukaemia, was perhaps
the best-known and most articulate spokes
man of the Palestintan struggle. Through
a series of books, articles and lectures, he
cloguently urgued the case for Palestintuan
rights and against the state ol Israel. His
advocacy was so persuasive that the Zion-
ist propaganda machine several times
sought, ur-uccesslully, to discredit his
character, since they could not refute his
AFgUINEDES,

Said was born i Jerusalem, to a bour
gcois Chnstian family, during the Briush
mandate over Palestine. With the establish-
ment of (he state of Israel on the ruins of
Palestine in 1948, he and his family be-
came refugees. ronicatly, the family home,
in the smart Talbieh neighbourhood, was
then seized and accupred by Professor
Martin Bubher, the theologian and philoso-
pher vaunted by Israel’s apologists as the
model of an alternative, “humane” Zion
ism. After attending school in Jerusalem
and Cairo, Said completed his education
in the USA, where he attended the Juilliard
School of Music, and gained a PhD from
Huarvard with a dissertation on Joseph
Conrad. He was thus fully integrated into
western society and academia, and when
it became difficult for his detractors o chal-
lenge his ideas, they atempted to challenge
his credentials by claiming that he was not
a Palestinian at all, but an Lgyptian. Inter-
estingly, the Zionist [obby attempted to
argue similarly agamst Yassir Aratat’s cre-
dentials; in both cases, the attempt failed.

Said wrote several books about Palestine;
notably, The Question of Palestine, After
the Last Sky (with photographer Jean
Mohr) and Blaming the Victim (with turn-
coat Christopher Hitchens). Initially asso-
ciated with Fatah and Aralat, he became
ever more eritical of the political and moral
decling of the Palestine liberation move-
ment. In powerful polemics such as The
End of the Peace Process, and Peace and
its Discontents, and in countless articles
and speeches, Said witheringly exposed the
luilure of the PLO o achieve any tangible
results for the suffering Palestinian peo-
ple, despite thewr increasingly supine re-
sponse (o Israel’s intransigence. Said ar-
gued for democracy throughout the Arab
world. as a necessary clement of the strug-
gle for Palestinian and Arab liberation,

It was this commitment o democtacy,
and consistent apposition to reactionary
Arab leaders, which made Said such an
inconvenience for Israel’s apologists. Un-
able to stigmatise him, because ol his
Christian vrigin, as a fundamentalist, they
were also unable convincingly to argue that
he was a supporter of secular dictators such
as Saddam Hussein or Muammar Gadali.
They tried, nevertheless. In 1989, Com-
mentary  a magazine published by the

Awmerican Jewish Commuttee, with close
links (o the CIA - dubbed lim “The Pro-
fessor of Terror” after he was photographed
in Lebanon throwing a stone (owatds an
Isracli watchtower. Said withstood the at-
tacks, and demands for his dismissal as
Professor of Comparative Laterature at
New York's Colutubia University.

As a literary critic, Suid made a major
contribution to our understanding ol ‘the
literary cannon’, and literature as a whole.
In lus major works Oreentalism, and Cul-
tre and Dnperialism, Said showed,
through a close reading of the texts, that
Waestern literary classics arc not value tree,
and that they reflect the political values and
ceonomic ctreumstances of the socteties in
which they were produced. He was again
attacked; it was alleped that he denounced
Jane Austen, [or instance, as an imperial-
isl. This is to ignore the great love Said
had lor her writings. His intention was aot
o condernn, but o understand and expluin
the interplay between the texts and the so
cicties which produced then.

Said's writings on culture, and his cha-
pioning of wniters trom third world coun
ties and cultures, have atfected all subse-
quent fiterary criticism, and have hetped
10 establish a new “post-colonial’ dis-
course. This, even more than his advocaey
of the Palestinian cause, may prove 1o be
his fasting fegacy.

In recent years, Sukd wrned o his first
passion, music, in an attempt to achieve
peace and justice in the Middle Last. To-
gcther with Isracli conductor Daniel
Rarenboim, he established the West-East
Divan, an orchestra for Palestinian and Is.
racli youth. Barenboim, attacked in Israel
for playing concerts in the occupied terri-
lories, and for playing Wagner in Isracl.
has movingly described how Said spoke
to an audience of Isracli, Palestinian and
German youth in Weimar, the home of
Goethe, about the lessons of the neighbour
ing Buchenwald concentration camnp,

Said was one of a number ot aclivists
wheo, in recent years, moved from support
lor two states in Palestine 1o the recogni-
tion that only a unitary, democratic and
secular state could possibly bring peace
with justice tor both Palestinians and Is-
rachis. He died at a time when this under-
standing is gaining an increased hearing.
His contribution 1o this cause will be sorely
missed; but the muny who were inspired
by his writings, his activism, and his ex-
ample, will continue the struggle. As he
said in one of his last stateients: ‘Remem-
ber the solidarity shown to Palestine here
and everywhere . ., and remember also that
there is a cause Lo which many people have
committed themselves, ditficulties and ter-
rible obstacles notwithstanding. Why'? Be-
cause it is a just cause, a noble ideal, &
moral quest for equality and human rights.”
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Orwell’s
legacy

In the centenary year of George
Orwell’'s birth, Darren Williams
assesses his contribution to
British socialist thought

1t is a backhanded compliment to George
Orwell that, at the centenary of his birth,
one of the most infTuential pop culture phe-
nomena of recent times  the TV series,
Big Brother — is based on atrivialised ver-
sion of a coneept from his tast novel, Nine.
teen Eighty-Four. A more serious mani-
festation of his enduring influence has been
the recent profusion of new books and ar-
ticles reappraising his Hic and work. These
have tended to focus cither on assessing
his qualities as a writer oron trying to make
sense ol his complex character. While both
of these endeavours are perfcetly worth-
while, and can olten make tor fascinating
reading, the maost pressing task for the left
in relation w Orwell, | would arpue, 18 to
explore the political significance of his
work and assess his contribution to social

ist thought in Britain,

Orwell never pretended to be a theoreti-
cian of any kind, yet his influence on the
pelitical thinking of the British felt has re-
muined strong more than 50 years after his
death. There are a aumber of reasons tor
this: the abseace of a strong theoretical tra-
dition on the leftin Britaing the world-his-
torical character of the events through
which he lived and on which he com-
mented; and the lively and aceessible style
in which he wrote, His resolutely independ-
ent-minded approach o politics, and the
olten dramatic changes of tone and empha-
sis that characterised his work, have meant
that his legacy has been contested sinee his
death in 1950, with not just socialists (re
tormist and revolutionary alike), but also
liberals and conservatives, claiming him
as their own.

Orwell, whose real name was Eric Blair,
carme to socialism relatively fate in life,
with no background as a political activist,
or any personal ties (o the labour move-
mentor the working class, He was born, in
1903, into a family which he meticulously
described as ‘lower-upper-middle class’,
His father was a colonial official, in the
Opium Departiment of the Indian civil serv-
ice, and after prep school and Lion, the [ 8-
year-old Blair went in 1921 10 Burma,

where he served as an olticer in the Indian
Imperial Police untl his resignation in
1927, by which time he lad o passionate
hatredt of British colonialist - as his noved
Burmese Davs (1934) demonstrates. This
shift from functionary to critic of the Brit-
ish Eripire was highly significantin teems
of his polincal development, turming his
natural rebellivusness towards a specihic
target, but at this stage he did not develop
a general critique of capitalist society. His
decision o become a wiiter was motivated
entirely by literary - not political — gouls.
Lven the poverty that he deseribed, {rom
first-hand expenence, in his first book,
Down and Out in Paris and London
(1933}, was undergone voluntanly tor the
purpose of social investigation, and was
the poverty of tramps and drifiers, not of
the working cluss as such,

It was not until 1936 that Orwell became
convinead of the necessity for socialism,
seeing itas the only hope for a world beset
by economic crises, fuscism and the threat
of another major war, Living at the ime in
tHampstead, and nixing with the middle-
class intelhgentsia, he seems (o have been
influenced by Iriends who belonged w the
Independent Tabour Parcty (I1LP). The first
literary expression of Orwell's socialism
was The Koad to Wigan Pier (1937), com-
missioned by the Left Book Club, i which
he built a critique of capitalisnm on a vivid
tirst-liund depictiion of the poverty of the
Lancashire and Yorkshire nining commu-
nities. Before the book was published, he
went 1o Spain to fight for the Republican
side in the Crvil War His actions, and the
resulting book, Homage 1o Catalonta
(1938), confirmed him as an active and
passionate iadvocate ot the socialist cause.
He responded o Britain®s entry into the
Second World War with the same vigour,
arguing in The Lion and the Unicorn
(1941 that the nulitary defeat of fascism
and the construction of socialism in Brit-
ain were mutually inderdependent. As the
course of events talsified this prognosis,
Orwell's political writing adopted a less
strident tone, and he hecame less of an
activistand more ol a commentator. In his
last years, the main focus of his politics
was negative  his opposition to Stalinism
= tither than positive, und after the publi-
cation of Nineteen Eighty Four he fel it
necessary to declare publicly his contin-
ued support for sociatism and (or the La
bour Party, to correct the contrary impres-
ston spread by his American publishers,

Anti-imperialism

To analyse Orwell's distinctive — and not
entreely coherent — version of socialism is
not a simple task. and it may be useful
summarise at the oulset its principal fea-
fures, as Isee them, Twould argue that these

are s anti-inpenialism: his consistent 1i
delity (o the principle of freedom of
thought and speech: his beliet in the ne-
cessity of intellectual honesly and clarity:
hits fwth i the ‘common decency” of ordi-
aary people; and his preoccupation with
Enghishoess, These themes tun thiough his
wotings, mtersecting in complex ways and
producing the ruther jumbled collection off
ideas and arguments that constitute his
political legacy.

Colonial rule
Chronologically, the first of these was his
anti naperialism, which pre dated his so-
cialism, and was {irst given literary expres
ston in Burmese Days. As a novel, the fat-
ter does not, of course, present a system-
atic eritique ol impertalism - rather, it ex-
poses the parasitic and hypocritical char
acter of British colomad rule by displaying
itinaction through the eyes of John Flory,
an English timber merchant in Burma —
whuose character is elearly based to a lurge
extent on the young Lrie Blair Through
Flory, Orwell insists that the Brtish are not
in Bunma ‘for any purpose but (o stead. ..
The official holds the Burman down while
the bustnessman goes through his pock-
ety
Later, Orwell’s commitment o the lib-
cration of the colonul peoples was woven
into his conception of socialisn I the es-
say, "Not Counting Niggers’, he wrote:
What we always forget is that the over-
whelming bulk of the Botish profetaria
does not hive in Britain, but in Asiicand
Atrica. It is not in Hitler's power, tor
instance, to makce i penny an hour a nor-
mal industoal wage: 1ts pertectly
novmalin bilin, and we are at grcat pains
to keep it so, One gats some idea of the
real relationship of Eogland and India
when one reflects that the per capita an-
nual income in England is something
aver £80, and in India abouwt £7. .., This
s the system which we all iveon . ¢
By no means all of the contemporary
British left were prepared to recognise this,
as Orwell noted, berating those professed
socialists who were prepared (o overlook
the nattonal oppression and super-cxploi-
tation exercised by the British over their
colonies, as long as the “preater evil® ol
lascism presented wsell. This was pub
lished in July 1939, when Orwell sirongly
opposed e coming war. By the time he
wrole The Lion and the Unicorn, two years
tuter, he supported the war eftort and. as a
consequence, had moved a little way to
wards those he had formerly criticised. ar
guing that granting inunediate independ-
ence and withdrawing military protection
from India and the other colonies would
simply lead to their reconquest by other
powers. Nevertheless, he insisted that the
existing exploitative imperial structure
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should be replaced, forthwith, by self-gov
crament within a Commonwealth, with the
right 1o seeession immediately alter the
wir”?

Undoubtedly the fuct that he had person-
ally witnessed the workings of the British
Empire at ‘ground level” assisted Orwell
in developing u critical understanding of
capitalism as a whole system, in which the
affluence of the metropotis was depend
ent on the exploitation of the colonies (al-
though the himits of that understanding are
clear from his statement that Asians and
Africans were part ol the ‘British prole:
tartad’ ). 1t was when he was able to stand
owside British society tor a while, and free
himsell from some ot Qs preconceplions,
thal he was politicalty at his sharpest,

Impassioned

The other major opportunity for him to do
this was, of course, in Spain, und this ex
perience produced his most radical and
impassioned book, Homdage to Catalonia,
Orwell went to Spain to help detend the
democratic Republic against lascism, only
to discover that there was effectively asec-
ond war taking place behind government
lines, with the Communist Party. the liber-
als and theright wing socialists on one side
and the left socialists, the anarcho-
syndicalists and the POUM?® (in whose
miling Orwell fought) on the other.

His first visit to Barcelona in December
1936 convinced Orwell that asocial revo-
lubton was taking place:

Practically every building ot any size had
heen seized by the workers and was
draped with red flags or with the red and
black flag of the Anarchists .. Fvery
shop ad caté had annseription saying
ithad been collecivized. . .- Waiters and
shop-walkers looked you in the face and
treated you as an equat I outward
appearance it was a town in whieh the
wealthy classes had practically ceased
to exist. .. . There was much tnin that 1
did not understand. 1 some ways |did
not even like it but I recognsed it im-
mediately as a state of affairs worth
fighting for.?

For the Communist Party, however, the
revolution was endangering its Popufar
tront with the liberal bourgeoisic, which
1 saw us essential 10 win the war. Whereas
the non-Stalinist left saw the war and the
revolution as inseparable, the Communists
insisted that the revolution would have to
wait until Franco was defeated. In the
meantime, private property had to be pro
tected, i order to reassure their liberal al
lies.

Street-fighting
On Orwell’s second visit o Barcelona in

May 1937 1t was clear that bourgeols “nor-
mality’ was being restored. When politi-

cal tension erupted into street-fighting be
tween the two forees on the side of the
Republic, the POUM was suppressed and
its members, atong with many anarchists
and other revolutionaries, were thrown into
prison, tortured or murdered by the
Stalinist-conuolled seeret police. Orwell
himself narrowly escaped. The experience
convineed hit that the “official’ Comnu-
nist movement was a counter-revolution-
ary force, which consistently subordinated
the interests of the world proletariat to the
dictates ol Soviet [oreign policy, with its
alhances of convenience with bourgeois
powers. Moreover, it was prepared to wipe
out large numbers of fellow socialists af
they would not abide by the Moscow line.
It was this negative expenence --as much
as the positive example of his lirst visit o
Barcelona  that rudicalised Orwell. When
he first became aware ol the contlicting
strategic perspectives of the two catps, he
admits he was more inclined to favour the
Communist line as a sensible way forward.
Yet he fought alongside men who were
committed 1o making a social revolution
here and now  many ol whom paid lor
this with then hiberty or their ives, often
at the hands ol their supposed allies.
Durig, and immediately adter tns expe-
ricnces in Span, Orwell moved as close
as he ever came towards revolutionary so-
Galism, joining the [LP in June 1938 be-
cause it was “the only party ... likely o
take the right hine either against imperial
it war or against Fascisin when this ap-
paars i its British form™.® On the eve of
the Britsh dectaration of war, however, he
shilted fairly swiftly to a position of sup-
porting the war ¢lfort. The catalyst seems
1o have been the Nazi-Soviet Pact, which
confirmed his worst expectations about the
treachery of which Stadin and his follow-
ers were capable. Subsequently, Orwell
moved steadily away from the quasi-revo-
lutionary stance that he had adopted in
Spain. Yet his hostility to Stalinism re-
mained as a sonrce of continuily — becom-
ing, indeed, the mostcharacteristic feature
of his political outtook during the last dec-
ade of his life, and providing the theme
for his two most fmnous novels, Animal
Farm (1945) and Nineteen Eighty Four
(1949). Whereas hus carlbier eritique of Sta-
linism had come clearly [rom the left, he
came eventually W a position where he saw
the USA as the lesser of two evils in the
Cold War.” Most notoriously, he corupiled
a blacklist of prominent intellectuals and
public lgures — including Charlie Chaplin
and Isaae Deutscher — whom he consid
ered “suspect” because of their supposed
pro-Soviet sympathies and handed this
over to a lriend who worked for the infor-
mation Research Department, ‘a semi-se-
cret department of the Foreign Office’ *

Orwell's revotsion a Stadinism wias mo-
tvated not only by its treachery and bro-
tality, which be had experienced in Span,
but by the zross dishonesty ol its propa-
ganda. The spokespersons of the Spanish
Communist Party and its allies justihied the
suppression of the POUM by the appall-
g slander that its members were Franco’s
Fifth Columa, deliberately disrupting the
Republican war effort with their attiempts
to promolte socialist revolution. These hes
were unguestioningly accepted by
Stalinists and thew fellow-travellers in Brit
ain, and were given credence by many on
the left who were by no means themselves
Stabinists, but weee either imelined to give
the otlicial line the benetit of the doubt, or
were willing W ovetlook uncomtfortable
facts because they did not want to hirm
the war elfort by pernntting publie eriti
cism of the Spanish Repubhican govern-
ment, its Sovietally or the “otliciul” Com-
munists, This Kind of thinking appalled
Orwell, who was prepared 1o accept tha
even socialists sometimes had o do un-
pleasant things, especiully in wartime, but
felt that it was nmportant 1o be hotestabont
this. Increasingly, his opposinon (o Stalin
s focused onits persistent disingrenuous
ness, s readiness to malign opponents and
rewrile history. 1t was not, ol course, ilone
in this: the fascists were equally contenp-
tous of any standards of objective truth
or intellectual consistency — but so (tor
example) were nationalist movements pen-
erally. and the Roman Cathotic church.

Party line
Apainst the distortions ol any srgid party
line, Orwel) defended the importance of
intellectual honesty and the nead for et
cal, independent thought, In one ot his
preatest essays, “Politics and the Helish
Languoage™. he wrote:
Pelenceless villages are bombarded
from the air, the inhabitants driven out
into the countryside, the cattle machine
gunned, the huts sct on tire with
incendiary bullels: this is called pactfi
catton. Millions of peasants are robbed
of their farmys and sent trudging along
the roads with no more than they can
carry: this is called rransfer of popda-
tion or recttftcation of frontiers, Peoplie
are imprisoned [or years without trial,
or shotin the back of the neck or sent (o
die ot scurvy in Arctic lmber canps:
this is called elimunation of nnreliable
elements. Such phiaseology is needed il
one wants 10 e things without call
g up mental pictsies of them'”

[t was in Nineteen Eighty Four, ol
course, that Orwell most memorably de-
picted this principle carried to its Jogical
concluston; indeed, it is trom tus that we
have the widely-used  adjective,
‘Orwellian’. He had long been conceried
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about the dangers of people surrendering
their capacity for enitical judgement by
adopting an all-encompassing ideology
whether it be Catholicism or Communism.
In doing so, he argued, they were ulso giv-
ing up any individual moral responsibil
ity lor any act or idea — however moralty
dubious 1t might appear - must be defen-
sihle if it was sanctioned by the olficial
line” to which one subseribed. The prob-
lem with this was not just that it was moi-
ally and inteflectually corrupting, but that
it cut one off from others who did not see
the world through the same ideological fil-
ter. In the sceond halb ot The Road to Wigan
Pier, Orwell sees this as part of the expla-
nation for the weakness of the socialist
movement in Britn. While the bankruptey
ol capitatism is plain 10 see. he argues, is
overthrow seems unattainable for the fore-
secable future, duc to the apparent inabil
ity of socialism to find favour with ordi-
nary working people: 'in the torm in which
it is now presented to us, fit] has about it
something inherently distasteful — some-
thing that drives away the very people who
ought to be {locking to its support.” '

Bohemian
The main reason for this, he says, is that
the principal feaders and thinkers ot the
left are middle-class intellectuals whose
bohemian “crankiness’ repels potential
supporters (at least, 1 the case ot the 1.0}
and/or rigid ideologues who are preoceu-
pied with abstract ideas (in the case of the
Communists). Both types are incapable of
relating to the concerns of those they seek
to win over. Even those workers who do
hecome socialists want only ‘to abolish
poverty and [do| not always grasp what this
implies™' While there is no doubt some
truth in Orwell’s deseription of the Eng
lish left in 1936 — or at teast, those sec-
tions of it that he had encountered, the ar-
gument is both spitefutly dismissive of
socialist activists and antellectuals, and
patronising, towards the “warm-hearted,
unthinking' socialist-inclined workers. It
18 ironic that Orwetl reserves special con-
tempt for bourgeois socialists who attack
their own class, when this s elfectively
what he is doing himself. Above all, his
distrust ot theory — his behet that adher-
ence o any comprehensive worldview is
incompatible with a simple love of “jus-
tice and common decency’ - is o major
weakness. In the conteat of the 1930s, it is
easy to understand a wariness of
worldviews that claim to explain (and ex-
cuse) anything, butan approach o politics
that is based wholly on *practical conmon-
sense” will only get you so tar.
Nevertheless, Orwell's nain preseription
for the way forward still carries consider-
able weight. He argues that if the cause of

socialist is 1o sueceed, its organisation and
propaganda must be rooted in the experi-
ences of the common people, taking -
count of the specific social circumstances
of cuch country. In England, this means,
tor exwmple, recognising the complexity
of the social structure and the undue sig

niticance accorded to small pradations of

rank and status in the popular conscious-
ness. Sociatists must appeal not just
manual workers, but 10 those farge num
bers of people in the intermediate social
strata who do not consider themselves part
ol the working class but who nevertheless
have an interest in the replacement of capi-
talism by socialism, Their class prejudice
will ultimately be broken down, Orwell
argues, only by involvement in political
struggles alongside the proletariat, This ar-
punent resembles the Gramscian idea that
the working class must break the other
‘subaltern’ classes [rom the sway ol the
bourgeaisie and establish its own ‘coun-
ter-hegemony ™. [Lis a shame (although not
surprising, given his dislike ol theory ) that
Orwell did not develop the idea more fully.
Another thing that Orwell had in com-
mon with Gramsci was a recognition that
sociadists had to take seriously the signifi
ciance of national culture. In Orwell's case,
however, hits preoccupation with Enplish-
ness was arguably the defining feature of
his worldview, influencing and enveloping
everything he wrote or thought or did.'-
This is clearest in his wartime pamphlet,
The Lion and the Unicorn: Socialism and
the English Genius, which is certainly not
his greatest work but is arguably his ost
characteristic. ICis {full of the kind of forth-
rightarguments and vivid images that typi-
fied Orwell’s writing, beginning with the
immortal opening hine: *As Fwrite, highly
civilised human beings are flying overhead,
trying o kill me.”" But it also demon-
strates Orwell’s weaknesses as a political
thinker and the limits to his socialism. And,
together with the experience of Stalinism,
itenables us to make sense of Orwell's shift
to the right in the ast ten years of his life.

Transition
Superficially, there are continuities be
tween Orweldl at his most radical in Hom-
age to Catadonia and the position he ex-
pounds in The Lion and the Unicorn. In
both cases, he arpues that the war against
fuscism and the transiton 10 socialism ure
mextricably linked: neither can sueceed
without the other. He even talks of ‘revo-
fution” in the context of England, 1941, as
he had carlier with regard 1 Spain. Yet this
revolution is of a very particotar sort, as
becomes clear when he unnouncas:

The Fnglish revolution started several

years ago, and it began o gather mo-

mentum when the troops came back

irom Dunkirk. FLike all else o Bngland,
it happens ina steepy, unwilling way,
but itis happening. "I'he war has specded
itup .. ."

This ‘revolution’, it transpires, amaunts
o the growing understanding, on the part
ol ‘multitudes of unlabelled people’ thai
‘something is wrong'. It is reflected in the
development of o newly inclusive poputar
culture and a political convergence of the
weas of left and right. The almost inevita
ble consequence 1S a move towards “a
classless, ownerless society”, which alone
can guarantee the cconomice and social
modernisation aceessary to defeat Hitler.
Thus, while the agency ot change must
come “from below™ and have ‘the mass of
the people behind it7, this is explicitly not
arevolution in the Marxist sense - ot in-
deed, inany recognisably socialist sense
rather, 1t is the capid moderisation of the
nation-state and cconomy, in response to i
erisis; and it is driven by a process of ne-
tional cultural renewal.

Patriotism

The tools tor this ‘revolution’ already ex-
151 i the form of the best clements of the
conntry's culture and wraditions, now reju-
venated: the distrust of unaccountable
power, the befiet in democracy and fr
play, the "common decency™ and also the
putriotsm that Orwell sees us a progres-
Sive, noticonservative foree, ‘since itis a
devolion to something thatis always chang-
ing and yet is fele 1o be mystically the
same’™ . The sk is the iemoval of the rul-
ing class, which is anachronistie and
talentless, and therefore a barrier o the
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necessary change. Itis notable that itis not
the existence of class stratification as such
that seems objectionable fo Orwetl, but the

fact that the ruling class, by its *decay of

ability”, has ceased 10 justify its own ex-
istence. Here he pays the price for his dis-
trust of theory: he does not see the origing

of the class structure in the organisation of

production; the contours ot British soci-
ety and even the state itself do not, for him,
have a fundamental class character. Indeed,
he foresees a socialist government taking
over the existing state apparatus largely
intact and ¢ven “quite probably ... not
abolishfing] the Monarchy'.® Yet he im-
agines that measures ke the ‘nationalisa-
tion of land, mines, railways, banks and

major industries’, und the imposition of

strict timits on income incquality can be
-arried oul without major social confron
tation, because ultimadely, England is a
Fumily — albeit one “with the wrong inem-
bers in control™."

Sentimentality

Wigan Pier’s perceptive observation that

a viable English socialism must reflect its

social and ciliural background it 1t s to

take rootis lostamid an outpouring of na

tionalistic sentimently:
['I'fhere is sometiing distinelive and tec-
ognisable in Enghish civilisation . .. it
is continuous, it stretehes into the lutiee
and the past, there s something in t that
persists, as i aliving creature. What can
the England of (940 have in common
with the England of 18407 But then,
wltat huve you in common with the child
of five whose photograph your mother
keeps an the mantelpiece? Nothing, ex-
cept that you happen 1o be the same
person. And above all, it is your civili-
sation, it is you, . .. Good or ewil, it s
yours, you belong to it, and this side of
the grave you will never get away (tom
the marks that it has given you ™

This, more than anything, is what under-
mines Orwell as a political thinker: his at
tachment to a misty-eyed, a-historical idea
of English national identity, which he sees
as something natural and organic, rather
than the construction of a particular his-
torical period, reflecting the interests of a
particular ruling class. While Burma and
Spain allowed him for a while 10 sce the
world through different eyes, he was ulti-
mately 1o wrapped up in the conception
of Eaglishness that he had learnt from
childhood. [t prevented him {from under-
standing the national question in the Brit-
1sh state (Scotland and Wales are given a
single, rather dismissive sentence in The
Lion and the Unicorn) or even the rela-
tionship between Britain and its Lmpire —
despite his very real and commendable
sympathy with the oppressed colonial
masses. And it left him with a superticial

conception ol ¢lass, bused on custom, tra
dition and social mores, obscuring the real
configuration of power relations bencath
the surface.

Justiticd admiration for Orwell, as a man
of courage and principle, a scourge of hy-
poctisy and a passionate and engaging
writer, has led to his being accorded o he-
roic status alinost unrivalled on the Briish
left (although the absence of many other
well-known candidates Tor the honour no
doubt plays its part). From Tribune to So-
cialist Worker, his lite and work are held
up as an example for today's socialists.
This has, unfortunately, reinforced the ten-
deney of the mainstream British left to dis-
dain theory and base one’s politics on
‘practical commonsense’ - which often
entails an uncritical aceeptance of many
ol the prevailing ideas of bourgeois ideol
ogy. In particular, the tendeney to accept a
busically liberal view of the state as a neu-
tral arbiter is one to which even the mosl
{icry radicats often eventuatly succumb.
Suuilarly, 10 attack class soctety is still
widely seen as no more than championing
meritocracy against snobbery and elitism.
And while one can agree with Orwell that
there are progressive and democratic tra
ditions within the English nationat culture
(as in any other nutional culture) his glori-
fication of English virtues has helped to
relieve his successors of the duty of com-
prebending England’s subjugation of so
inuny other nations.

Relevant

But, for all Orwell's faults, any idea of him
as an entirely negative, reactionary influ-
ence on today’s lelt would be no more ap-
propriate than to see him as some sort of
secular saint. Even buried within his sti-
fhing social patriotisi is the inarguable idea
that any credible socialistimovernent must
relate 10 its own specific national culture.
Morcover, his exposure of hypocrisy and
doubletalk s more relevant today, in the
age of “spin’, thun ever before. And these
lessons apply to the far feltas much as to
anyone else: so many papers and journals
which purport to address the working class
still speak o convoluted lunguage that guar-
antees they will never win an audience
among real workers. Morcover, the mis-
use ol language in the service of propa

ganda stll altows atrocities to be euphe-
mistically excused when they are commit-
ted by those deemed “progressive’s and the
charge of divergence from orthodoxy can
be cnough, in some quarters, to damn any

one beyond redemption. Finally, while
Orwell was wrong to imagine that it was
sufficient tor the left o conneet with the
basic instinets of ordinary people, this is
nevertheless an essential part of develop-
ing a socialism that stands any chance ol

achieving its goal.

Ultmately, then, itis necessary 1o ¢xan
ine his literary fegacy carefully and criti-
cally, in order to distinguish the many ideas
still worthy of consideration {rom those
that should be rejected. Fortunately, the
sheer quality of his writing means that the
clfort is hardly onerous. WA
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Good
questions,
wrong
answers

The Age of Consent
By George Monbiot
Flamingo 2003, 274pp, £15.99

Nick Davies

This book’s subtitle, ‘A Manifesto Tor a

New Workd Order’ tells us somcething of

the author's ambition. Arguably the bhest
known, and one of the most articulate
propagandists of the anti globalisation
movement, George Monhbiotis attempling
to set out what he believes that movement
should be fighting for.

What is uncontroversial is Monbiot’s
aceount of how the international organisu-
tions which hold sway over the lives of
millions, otten divectly influencing whether
they live or dic, are controlled by and op-
erate tor the henetit of a handful of rich
countries, and the multinational companics
hased in those countries. By virtue of
weighted voting, the International Mon-
etary Fund and the World Bank are crea

tures of the United States. The business of

the World Trade Organisation 1s control-
led by "The Quad’, consisting ot the United
States, Canadd, Japan and the European
Union. The United Nations is under the
control of the five permancnt members o
its security council, essentially a Scecond
World War victory parade. Even the su-
perficially attractive formal democracy of
the UN general assetnbly, with cach men-
ber state having one vote, is tainted by the
butlymg, bribing and blackmail of the weak
nations by the strong, as shown by the of-
forts of the United States to grarner sup
port Tor its invasion of lrag,

FEqually uncontroversial is Monbiot's
view that these international bodies are
characterised by wn alinost total absence
of democracy, transparency or accountabil-
ity. The free-market fundamentahists of the
IMI* can tmpose their disastrons econonie
prescreiptions on countries in Alrica, Asia
or Latn America whether their govern-
ments agree or not. IME imposed liberadi-
sation of currency markets means that
speculators can wreek g country 's cconomy
within a matter o a few days, without the
govenment, still less the people, being
able to do anything about it. Under WTO
rules, public services and strategically 1m-
portant industries in any given country are
fair game lor the profiteers from multina
tionals i the US and Lurope. In virtually
no case has anyone given his or her active
consent or agreement to this. Even libern)
democracies suffer from what Monbiot
calls "photocopy democracy’: just as in
suceessive photocopies, the tmage be
comes less distinet, so the democratic ‘i
age’ fades the further away the decision-
makers get trom the diceet democratic

Process,
Monbiot’s interpretation of the term
‘plobalisation” is possibly controversial,
His own description is of a number ol si
multancous and connected processes: the
removal of controls on the movement of
capial, the removal of trade barriers, and

the mureased power of maltinationad cor-
porations. Between them, these processes
have penerated debt, inequality, ccologi-
cal damage and the destruction of previ-
ously healthy economies, This 1s true, so
far as 1t goes, bot it s difficult o see
‘globalisation” as an accurate desceription
ol this process. Perhaps a more accurate,
but Tess elepant term is that vsed by the
cconomist Robert Weat: “tniadisation’. Far
from atruty homogenous unification ol the
world’s economies, we are seeing a verti-
cal restructuring of the world ¢conomy
around three poles, the so called triad of
the US, the EU and Japan. with the rest of
the world — the so-called third world, east-
ern Burope and the former Soviet Union —
rematning marginalised. ronically, it was
in reviewing George Monbiol's previous
book., Caprtive State, that we took issue with
his then coneeption of globalisation:

‘Monbiot is only half right in what he
says about a new era of corporate domi
nance ... he argues that they [corpora-
tons}, not nation states decide, But are
nation stales ceasing to regulate, or s 1l
simply a different kind of repulation? Bod
es such as the WO have recently acquired
sweeping powers, bul they are mide up of
representidives of nation states, and doni-
nated by the most powerful states, pre-
dominantly the USA. The USA, particu-
larly. presents its own agenda, the agenda
ol its leading corporations, as an inlerna-
tional agenda. Globalisation represents the
internationalisation of the policies of de-
regulation and privatisation pursued do-
mestically by Thatcher and Reagan dur
ing the 1980s. They pursued these policies
as the political representatives of their do-
mestic capitalist ¢lasses. So.in the WTO,
disputes are Tought out not between cotn-
panies, but between governments.” (CFlaws
in “globalisation™ thesis™, Workers Action
No.12, June July 2001)

We do not know whether George
Monbiol reads Workers Action, but
whether he does or not, he appears, in a
somewhar distorted tashion, to have been
persuaded by us! Monbiot now believes
that there is too muach internationalism —
in other words, relattons between nalion
states — and not enough read globalisation
- in other words, interaction between peo-
ple, unmedinted by the state. “Globalisation
is nol the problem,” he explains. “The prob-
feris in fact the release (rom globalisation,
which both cconomic agents and nation
states have been able Lo negotiate. They
have been able 1o operate so freely because
the people of the world have no global
means ol restraining them, Our task is
surcly not to overthrow globaltsation, but
Lo capture it, and use it for humanity s first
global democratic revolution.” (p.23) "We
must harness the power of globalisation,’
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he argues. “and, pursuing its inexorable
development, overthrow its institutions,
replacing them with our own. In doing so,
we will, whether or not this is the intended
outcomie, bring forward the era sn which
humankind ccases to be bound by the irea-
tonal loyalties of nationhood.” (p.15)

This is where Monhiot's thesis s con
woversial. Tt has caused something ol a
{allout in the anti-globalisation movement,
or, as Monbiot. significantly, prefers to call
it, the global justice movement.

Monbiot attacks both implicttly and ex-
plicitly the localisation strategy of Colin
Hines (Localisation: A Global Manifesto,
Earthscan 2000), whose ideas have influ
enced a number of national Green parties,
Hines advoeates discriminating in Favour
ol the local, by means of protectionist bar-
ricrs, import substituion and so on, in or-
der to reverse the globalisation process
which forces workers into a destructive
spiral of competition. Hines and his co-
thinkers wish to combat the “export or die’
mientality which pervades cconomic policy
in many poor countrics, and the ‘ccologi
cal footprint” made by flying imported
gouods halt way round the world. Monbiot's
reply is that this approach would benefit
rich nations tar more than poor ones, and
would lock poor countries into o system
where they produced what they could, gen-
erally raw materials and agricaltural pro
duce, inorder to raise the foreign exchange
to buy what they could not, cither because
of a lack of capital, or the lack of a suffi
ciendy large mternal market to make such
high value manulactuning worthwhile —
very like the situation which now exists,
in fact.

Monbiot's example of anti-plobalisation
activists who campaigned tor protection-
ism and at the same tme denounced sanc-
tions against Irag because they made it
poorer supgests that he has logie on his side
— in other words, are those particular ac-
tivists in favour of trade or not? On the
other hand, to {ail 10 support the struggle
in Bolivia against water privatisation, the
attemnpt by the government of Sri Lanka to
ban genctically modified crops, or the al
tempts to ban the import into Europe ol
US beet treated with growth hormones, on
the grounds that they were “protectionist’,
would amount 1o an unforgivable scectari
anism towards the struggles of millions
against the activities of the multinationals.
O comrse, Monbiot does not lapse into the
same absttact musings as [Hardtand Negri
who in their long-winded wome Lmpire ar-
gue, essentially, that national boundaries
have become irrelevant, and we should get
over it. National boundaries are still ¢x-
tremely relevant for those trying 1o stop
multinational profitcers {from wrecking
their public services, and destroywg their

living standads, where they ive. Although
ultimately, socialists are internattonalists
ind have no country, we have to come to
teems wiath the fact that, to a large extent,
political struggles are still fought out in
national context. Monbiot accepts this,
supporting, for the time being, the attempts
of poor countries (o combat the manitestly
untair teems of trade dictated by the rich
world.

World parliament

Where Monbiot has provoked the maost
controversy is in some ol his spectfic pro-
posals. Tn the book, he starts Trom those
proposals that are the most abstract and
works buck to those which are more con
crete. (On his own admisston, he has writ-
ten the book backwards!) Monbrot starts
with his proposal for a world parliament,
consisting not of representatives of nation
states but of representatives of constituen-
cies of ten miliion people, which would not
conform to national boundaries, Repre-
sentatives would nothave a national man-
date, but a *species mandate”. Presumably,
the need o seck a mandate from, say, a
constitueney conststing of” Austria and
Hungury, would help to erade the national
loyatties which Monbiotregards as so de-
structive. When o national government
refuses to allow such clections, they can
take place underground, or among the ex-

tle community. If the parliament’s rulings
are ignored, then ultimately, the (ransgres-
sor will be bound, by the parliament’s
overwhelming moral mandate, to comply.
Teis difficult to know where to start with
this. Tt is a nice idea. Maybe one day, a
socidist planet will work along these lines,
but tn any sense other than as utopian
propaganda the idea makes ittle sense,
Regarding the alleged moval imperative,
Monbiot cites the USA seeking aamandide
Jor the Traq war from the Unisted Nations,
So. the argument goes, even Bush telt that
he had to have some mandate from the in-
ternational community. But as Monbiot
himselt points out, the USA felc able o
wark within the parimeters ol the UN be-
cause it felt that it could control it
Monhiot's beliel that representatives
clected on a “species ticket” are Jess liable
to corruption and mantpulation than those
clected on anational or elass ticket s, un-
der present conditions, impossible to sus
tain. Would class considerations and eco-
nomic interests, as il by magic, cease o
have any relevance, in favour of those of
the species”? On that basis, petting vid of
the Bush repime because it is putting the
planct, and therefore the species, i dan
ger, shoutd, objectively, present no prob
lem! Monbiot complements his parlianent
iden with a replacement of the UN sceu-
ity council, consisting of national repre
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sentatives, albeit weighted according 1o
population and 1heir tevel of democracy.
the implication being that a democratic
China and India would have around one-
third of all votes between them, and pre-
sumably Finland (deinocracy, small popu-
lation)y would have a relatively larger
number ol votes than, say, Irun (neither).

Elsewhere, Monbiol presents some
slightly more conerete proposals, Oneis a
revival of Keynes's concept ot an Interna-
tional Clearing Union, proposced alter the
Second World War but never established
due to US opposition. Keynes's idea was
that creditor nations be foreed to tnject their
surplus money into the cconomies of
debtor nations. Any national bank using
more than hall'its overdrait allowance (i.c.,
going too far into trade deficit) would be
charged interest on its overdratt, It would
also be obliged to reduce the value ol its
currency by up to 5 per cent, making its
exports more attractive. Any nation with a
trade surplus would be subject (o the same
pressures. A credit balance more than half
the size of its overdraft would attract in-
terest, It would be obliged to increase the
value of its currency, If its eredit balance
at the end of the financial year exceeded
the total value of tts pernutted overdraft,
the surplug would be confiscated and. along
with the interest payments. placed i the
Clearing Union’s Reserve Fund, Moabiot
also proposes a comprehensive interni
tional system of regulation of corporations,
backed up by sanctions imposed by an In-
ternational Craminaid Court. Corporations
would lose their freedom to move about al
will, and be subject 1o common, interna
tional standards of health and safety, em-
ployment rights and environmental protec-
tion. They would thus be prevented drom
externalising the costs ol production by
using cheap. non-union labour in poor
countries, and feaving behind them an en-
vironmental disaster.

Politicai vacuum

The idea of an Internationa) Clearing Un-
ion is at least thought provoking, und no
socialist worth his or her salt would have
any difficulty at all in supporting in prin-
ciple any measure simed at the betterment
of the conditions o workers anywhere in
the world, and a1 combating the tnercas-
ingly rampant lawlessness of the mulina-
tionals. The problem with these proposals
is that they are put lorward in a political
vacuum, with no indication at all as to how,
and by whom, they would be fought for,
brought into betng and defended. Just
about the only demand (and it is a pood
one) with any resonance in today's very
difficult conditions, which involves some
thing that people cun do now, is the call
for a mass, simultancous threat by debtor

nations 10 default as a form of blackmail
against the rich nations. As a negotialing
tool, and as a demand on governments, it
has nmuch to recommend it

As tor the other proposals, the difficul-
ties with them are not accidental. The lick
of any strittegy for geting (o a sttuation
where his proposals can be implemented
retfects the streak of utopianism in
Monbiot's politics. This atopianism s be-
hind Monhiot’s preoccupation with the

Jorm ot democracy, such as in his proposal

for a world parhament, as opposed o s
content, and his enthusiasm for an inter-
national legal framework without saying
whose interests it will reflect or serve. Itis
an exhortation for people, all people, to
change their ways and be better people,
cven it they are shamed and humilinted into
doing so. Incidentally, he shares this with
his opponent Coline Hines, whose localisa
tion manifesto involves an elaborate
mechanism of checks and badances: admin-
istered by whom, however?

While having some kind words (o say
about Karl Marx's analysis of capitalism,
Monbiot rejects, with some foree, the pro-
gramme in the Communist Manifesto as a
prototype {or hurcaucratic dictatorship.
However, it is worth considering whal the
Manifester had o say, over 150 years apo,
about those 19th-century equivalents ol
Maonbiot, the utopran socialists: “They want
1o improve the condition of every member
ol soctety, even that of the most favoured.
Henee, they habituatly appeal to society at
large, without distinction of ¢lass ... For
how can people, when onee they under-
stand their systent, fail o see in it the best
possible plan of the best possible state of
society?”

Maonhiol’s enthusiasm for democrucy in
the abstract — “the least worst system” -
comes in part from his horror at the results
of ‘communism’ under Stahin or Mao,
Monbiat says that a command cconomy
doces not work, and on that evidence alone
it is diflicult 1o blume hitm, We should be
acutely aware that Monhiot, no socialist,
dominates the current thinking on
‘globalisation” issues not just becanse he
18 an articulate and al times an original
thinker, but also because of the collapse ol
Stafimism and the weakness of non
Stulinist, democratic socialism. Whiletis
not good enough for socialists o be dis-
missive of Monbiot, he is wrong when he
regards Marx’s programme as a prototype
for that of Stalin — Marx sad very littic
indeed about the nature of society after o
socialist revolution. Monbiol is also mis-
taken in attacking the class content of
Marxisii, ulleging that it attempts to sys-
tematise people by means of a binary code
defiming them as workers or bourgeoisic,
Now it is true that there are dilticulties in

reducing the social gradations in any soci
ety in this way, and many of Marx und
Lingels’s observations on those social lay-
ers which are neither bourgeois nor prole-
tarian do not stand up terribly well at the
start of the 2180 century, but Monbiot's
ohjections arc couched in purely moral
terms: if the workers are not interested in
exereising power, then Marxisim must be o
utopian fantasy, und it they are, then it will
surely go wrong, and whal is so special
about the working class anyway”?

‘Democratic impulse’
Manbtot's views represent part of a trend
away from class polities. Just as Hardt and
Negr substitute the ‘multitude’ for the
working class as an agent ol change, so
Monbiot substitutes a democratic impulse.
As against Monbiot's “least worst aption’
ol “democracy’ involviag corporations
which behave themiselves, we should pose
the best option: workers” democracy, u
democracy of those mvolved i the proc
ess ol production, distribulion and ex-
change. Therefore, the primary tocus of
any serious struggle wgainst the effects of
the processes known as globalisation, and
for a hetter society, has to be the fabour
movement, because of the relationship of
workers (o the production process. Once
the working class feels able 1o use 11s posi-
tion in the production process not only Lo
challenge the power of capital, but to eman
cipate ttsetf and those others oppressed by
capitalisnt, then there will occur what
Manbiot calts the *metaphysical muatation”
which changes the way we think forever.
The task for us is surely (o transtorm this
project from the purely aspirational, and
to give it {lesh. This involves looking criti-
cally at some of the received wisdom re-
garding how such a demaocratically planned
cconomy can be built. In particular, can
we learn anything, il only n a negulive
sense, from pust attempts (o relorm, ma
socialist direction, “planned’ cconmnies?
How are the cconomic problems and the
problems of political democracy refated?
How do socialists approach, both on a
theoretical level, and on a practical,
agitational basis, the current arguments
between neo-protectionisim, focalisation,
‘free but tair” trade, and the perspective of
‘globalised democracy” (or “democrihised
globalisation”)? More immediately, how
can super-exploited workers in Asta, Al-
ricaand Latin America buitd effective or
ganisations with which they can delend
their interests agamst the multinahonads,
and how can workers in Burope and Notth
America organise meaningful solidarity
with them? Monbiol’s hook ends up ask-
ing more questions than it answers, but
plenty of those questions are questions that
we should be asking ourselves. WA
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The real
Viethamese
revolutionaries

The Revolution Defamed: A
Documentary History of
Viethamese Trotskyism

Edited and annotated by Al
Richardson
Socialist Platform 2003, £6.00

Bill Leumer

The Vietnamese ‘Trotskyists of the 1930s
and 1940s, along with the Revolutionary
Waorkers Party of Boliviain the carly 19505
and the Lanka Sama Samaja Party in
Ceylon i the carly o mid-1960s, were the
three Trotskyist groups that suceeeded in
exerting a major political tnfluence m therr
respective countries. The Vietnamese
Trotskyists, however, distinguistied them-
selves from the two others by consistently
maintainimy principled opposition 1o any

form of class collaboration on the part of

the working class with any of the political
forces defending capitalisiu. These prin-
cipled politics were responsible Tor win-
ning massive support from the workers and
the oppressed in the southern part of what
15 now known as Vietnam. )
The Revolution Defamed is a defence of
the revolutionary integrity of the Victna-
ese Trotskyists. The book clearty docu-
ments the recognition on the part of the
Vietmunese Trotskyists of the indispensa-
ble role of a revolutionary working class
party. These Trolskyists understood that an
objective, revolutionary situation, by itselt,
will not produce revolutionary change, As
long as national Hiberation movements and
even deformed workers® parties udhere 1o
a policy of class collaboration with capi
talist or imperialist forces, the revolution
will be deraled. Only a revolutionary
working class party aimed at leading all of
the oppressed towards establishing @ work-
ers’ and larmers’ government is capable
of winning genoine national liberation,
Article after article (somne of them were
recently translated for this volume) starkly
contrasts the revolutionary politics of the
Vietnamese Trotskyists to those ol the Ho
Chi Minh Stwalinists. These articles make
abundantly clear the crucial fact that the

Trotskyists were able to win the mass sup-
port ol the workers and farmers precisely
because of their class struggle, revolution-
ary polities.

Citing a 1930 article by Ta Thuo Thau, a
central leader of the Vietnamese
Trotskyists who wus muardered 15 years
later by Ho Chi Minh's Stalinists, and by
Huynh Vitn Phuong, author Daniel Hemery
indicates the strategic point of reference
for the revolutionists, namely the struggle
was noi tor a bourgeois demaocratic revo-
lution but one that was against both the
native bourgeoisie and the French colonis-
ers. Hemery quotes them as arguing:
‘Stemming Trom the conquest [i.e.. the con
guest of Vietnan by rance in the 1R60s],
which was a real cconomic revolution re-
placing production in small plots with capi
talist production, it [the native bourgeoi.
sic] could only live and develop within the
system established by the conquest.” Con-
sequently, it was supremely important (o
matke ‘aresotute break with this self-satis-
fied elite, whose inevitable bankruptey it
is necessary to demaonstrade’. Hemery con-

cludes: ‘tor all these reasons, the era of

bourgeois revolutions had come to an end.”

‘The political significance of this analy-
SIS 18 it opposition to the Stalinist asser-
tion that Vietnam remained “feudal’ so that
the national bourgeoisic could still play a
progressive role i national liberation. This
then justified the Statinists Timiting the
struggle 10 a bourgeois stage, thereby in-
definitely postponing a socialist revolution,

Tnadater article in the book, Ta Thu Thau
attacks the Stalinists for providing polili-
cal support o the French Popular Front
governinent, which became a crucial dis-
tinction between (hese two competing po-
litical parties. especially after 1937, Prior
to that year, the Trotskyists, led by Ta Thu
Thau, had organised @ form ot united front
with the Stalinists in the Saigon area that
uphekd the Marxist advocucy of class strug-
gle and the political independence of the
warking class from the colonialist and capi-
talist torces. Ta Thu Thau's rejection of
supporting the Popular Front government
was based on the recognition that it was
meeely “another form of capitalist domi-
nution’, und he insisted that suppotting the
French colonialist government meant that
the Stalinists were prepared to subordinate
‘the perspectives for the proletanan revo-
lution to democratic abstiactions”, Con-
tnuing in this poletical attack, Ta Thu
Thau pointed out 1o his Stalinist interlocu-
tor that “the danger of fascism only disap-
pears along with capitalism’, and that he
was ‘not discussing today the nature of
revolution in Indochina. T say that it will
either be profetarian, or that it will not hap-
pen at all™.

The Stalinists argued that it was neces-

sivy o unite the workers with the peasantry
and the middle class and that 1o accom-
plish this they must join with the leaders
ol these forces in a common, multi-class,
bourgeois democratic povernment, a policy
that they attributed to Lemmn and the Rus-
sian Bolshevik Party. In response, Tl
argued that “The Bolshevik Party was able
1o gel the peasantry and the niddle classes
by struggling against thetr feaders, and by
refusing any Popular lronts.”

The Populur Front, {or the Trotskyists,
was “preventing the proletarian revolution
and by holding back the workers and peas
ants . . [was| saving the capitalist system
and keeping the fascist threat in being’
They argued that itis notanatter of break-
ing up the French Popular Eront 1t s a
question of saying to the workers, peas-
ants and middle classes: “The Popular
Front is defending the capitalist system.
You have 1o carry out the socialist revolu
ton.” Wemuast now as from today prepare
the working masses “ideologically™ und
practically for the proletarian revolution.

CTo refuse, under whatever pretext, to
prepare the proletariat and the working
masses ideologically and practically for
this means 1o betray them, and to encour-
age the victory of Fascism’.

This volume contins the defaming of
these courageous Trotskyists by Ho Chy
Minh. In a series of letters sent to the
Stalinist cadre, Ho Chi Minh accused the
Trotskyists of being in feapue with, und in
the pay of, the Japanese imperiadists and
of sabotaging the workers” movement, and
he concluded with this dire directive: “As
regiuds the Trotskyists, there must be no
compromise, no concessions. Al avaitable
methods must he employed 10 unmask
them as agents of Fascism. They must be
politically exterinated.” As aresultof 1his
policy, hundreds ol Trotskytsts were mur-
dered by the Sialtnists,

Unfortunately, the hook was unable to
deal in detit) with the Angust 1945 revo
lution that crupted with the Japanese sur-
render. There were massive demonstrations
in Saigon with demands of national inde
pendence. Over 300,00¢0 demonstrators
marched, and the ‘Frotshyists received
massive support for their slogans calling
for a workers” and farmers” governmenl,
for the peasants o seize the land and the
workers to seize the lactories. The
Trotskyisis were winning the workers (o
the revolutionary policy of opposing the
French reoccupation that Ho Chi Mish
welcomed. This revolutionary policy alone
was what led to their slaughter at the hands
of the Stalinists.

This book is w “must tead” for Marxists
who want (0 study the relation ol 1evolu-
tionary theory to revolutionary practice.

WA
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Hell on
earth

Berlin: The Downfall 1945
By Antony Beevor
Penguin 2003, 490pp, £12.99

Richard Price

Reviewing the paperback edition of a book
that has already been a best seller might
seem hardly worth it But Antony Beevor's
account of the battle for Berlin and the
appalling carnage that accompanied the
tinal months of the Third Reich is not jusl
a superb sequel to his carlier Stalingrad.
Berlin: The Downfall 1945 is primarily a
narrative history with a stronp military
slunt, which has been praised by review-
ers across the politicad spectrum. Never-
theless, it contains plenty of food Tor
thought for socialists.

Marxists are accustomed to thinking of
witr as ‘the focomotive of history”. There
can be no doubt about the fur-reaching
changes issuing from the Second World
War. Not only did the events of the spring
of (945 determine the outcome of the See-
ond World Waa; they also created the geo
political Tramework that would dominate
Eusope, und to a considerable extent the
world, down to 1989,

But for those inclined 1o use the phrase
in & benign sense — that war accelerates
historical progress - this book underlines
the extent to which “total war’ depraves
the hunan spirit and reduces human exist-
ence to the most desperate struggle for sur-
vival.

In his final years, Trotsky repeatedly
dwelt on the prospects facing the Soviet
Union in the event of wir with Nazi Ger
many. He predicted that the Nazi-Soviet
pact would only delay the inevitable con-
flict in which he stood unequivocally for
the defence of the Soviet Union. This “de
fence’ didn't stem from any progressive
qualities on the part of the Stalin regime
at one point he endorsed the view that “the
Soviet burcaucracy has adopted the polin-
cal methods of fascism™ - but fromn the need
to defend the residual gains of the Russtan
Revolution in the shape of its nationalised
property. He opposed anpexalions on the
part of the Soviet Union, hut in 193940,
{uced with the dismemberment of Poland,

the annexation of the Baltic states and war

with Finland, he argued that these reaction-
ary mieasures ook sceond place to the need
to defend the Soviel state.

Trotsky's heirs, however, found it harder
Lo remain united around this central the-
sis. Sone, lor instiance, maintained that the
actions of the Red Army — as against those
of the party burcaucracy — were inherently
progressive. Others declared that the So-
viet burcaucracy and all its works were
‘counter revolutionary throuph and
through'. In any case, the einphasts on de-

Jenee left the question ol how to reict when

the Sevict army moved onto the offensive
open o interpretation.

Berlin: The Downfall 1945 pives us a
blood and guts account of the Red Acmy’s
advance from the borders of Euast Prussia
in January to the ina desperate battle for
Bertinin Apeil that year. By any standards,
the picture painted of the Soviet aomy. red
it tooth and claw, but not in politics, is
shocking.

Not for nothing did the Stalinists call it
the Great Pattiotic War, When the enemy
had been at the gates of Stalingrad, the call
to kil all Germans could be tuken as a bat-
te ery Tor survival against the faseist in
vaders. But with the rapid advance of the
Red Army, spurred on by the bloodeurdling
articles of Tlya Ehrenburg, 1t became a
Russian war ol revenge on the German
nation. Notuntil the Red Army was about
to enter Berlin was there any attempt 1o
distinguish between Germans in general
and Nazis - and by that time the idea that
all Gernans deserved to be ruthlessly pun-
tshed had burnt itsell into the conscious:
ness ol most soldiers and oflicers,

For all its iron discipline in combat, the
Red Army was totally undisciplined and
lawless in most other respects. Drunken
ness and looting were rnpant and offi-
cially sanctioned. Revenge was directed
indiscrinunately against the civilian popu
lation in retribution for the terrible acts of
the Nazis in the cast. The mass rape of
womien was its direct expression. From
girls as young as 12 to grandmothers, hun-
dreds ol thousands of women were gang
raped -+ not only German but Polish
women.  Ukrainian, Russian and
Belorussian girls liheruted from slave la-
bour, and even Jowish survivors. Rapists
were only punisbed if they caught a sexu-
ally transmitied discase, in which case i
was because their fighting capacity was
impaired. “Timmoral events’, as mass rape
was referied to, went unpunished. When
Bedin fell, Soviet troops wenton adrunken
rampage, and the total number of German
women raped has been estimated at two
nnllion, with many undergoing multiple
rapes. Within the Red Army, there was 8
proprictorial wtitude towards women, with
generals being allowed to keep ‘campaign

wives' inathinly disguised form ol pros-
titution,

The Soviet authorities were equally ruth-
less when it came to politics. Non com
munist resistance forees in Poland were
indisertminately treated as “tuscists'. Sur-
viving members of the German Commu
nist Party were arrested by Smersh unils
who demanded to know why they had
failed to join (non existent) partisan units,
Russian prisoucrs ol war were either ar-
rested as unreliable — for ullowing them-
selvesto be captured  orimmediately seat
to the front, despite their weakened health.
German civilians were deported (o forced
labour battalions or concentration camps.,
German factories were dismantled and
shipped cast.

As the Red Army pressed forwards, the
exandus of Germans tlecing westwards be
came a vast tlood, totalling 11.5 million
by the end of the war, Most left with few
or no possessions. The Nazi authorities had
no viable plans for evacuating the cividtan
papulation, with the result that the death
toH was ¢normous,

At Yalta in Pebruary, Stalin made it clear
he would control Poland in exchange for
curbing the French Communist Paity, then
emerging as the country’s most poweriul
political force, Tis unspoken message 10
Churchill was: ' . . your must not thwint me
over Poland, because T have kept the
Lrench Communist Party under control,
Your lines of communication have not been
disturbed by revolutionary activity in
Irunce by the Communist-ominated re-
sistance movement.” (p.R1)

Just published by
Socialist Platform

The Revolution
Defamed

A Documentary History of
Vietnamese Trotskyism

Edited by Al Richardson

Includes articles on:

The origins of Trotskyism in Vielnam
Trotskyism versus Stalinisim in the
1930s
The Vietnameso 1rotskyists in their
own words
Ho Chi Minh and the Trotskyists
The Trotskyists and the Indo-Chinese
workers in France

Price £6.00 plus £1.85 postage

Available from: Porcupine
Bookeellar, 5 Caledonian Road,
London N1 90X

Barry.Buitekant&@tesco.net




30

The lot ol ordinary svldiers on both sides
was appalling. With Smersh and NKVD
execution squads behind Red Army lines,
and the SS carrying out on-the-spot execu
tions of suspected cowards and traitors in
the German rear, there was no escape rom
the rerrifying slaughter. As the Soviet ar
mies rolled forward, it became clear 1o all
but the most fanatical Nazis that deleat was
tnevitable. German troops, aware of the
hestialities carried out in the cast, and the
retribution that awaited them, foughtto the
limits of endurance, with the desperate
hope that a separate peace could be con
cluded with the Western Allies. Eveninits
death throes, the German arnmy was still
capable of inflicting enormous casualtics
- losses Lo which Soviet generals were in-
different, given their vast reserves of man
power. At the end, even Hitler Youth bicy
cie units armed with an carly version of
the rocket powered grenade were sent into
action against Soviet tanks, Non-German
fascists, including menmbers of General
Viasov's collaborationist ‘Russian Atmy
of Liberation™ fought up to the end.

Stalin ¢merges {rom this book as amore
competent military leader than other stud-
1es have allowed, though every bit as ruth-
less and cunning. He stimuluted contlict
and competition between his generals, with
the ever-present threat of arrest i they
failed. The resull was Lens of thousands
more Soviel casualties as generals jock-
eyed for position. Statin's demand that the
Reichstay building be takenon May | to
coincide with the May Day parade in Mos-
cow - was paid forin huge casualties. The
speed with which Stalin demanded his gen
crafs take Berlin wasn'tonly motivated by
the needs of propaganda. Advance squads
were sent o search tor Germany’s nuclear
andd chemical weapons progranumes. In a
final act of ingratitude, shortly after the
German surrender, Stalin had Marshal
Zhukov, the ruthless it highly effective or-
ganiser of victory, removed from public
life, where he remained for the next two
decades.

The Nazi feadership meanwhile began to
disintegrate. Hitler withdrew 1o the bun-
ker and eftectively ceased to lead anything.
Instead he raged against his generals, who
he believed were betraying him, Bormann
and Himmler schemed against each other
constantly. Knowing Himmler aspired (o
military glory, Bormann arrunged for him
to take comtmand in the field. Himmler set
up his HQ tn a luxurious train; it 100k until
10.30am for him  complete his ablutions
and enjoy a proper breakfast. In a short
time, even Himmler became aware of his
own incompetence, and went back to 88
duties. 1t would be Himmler — the author
of the countless executions tor desertion
and retreat who would attempt to open

seeret negotiations with the Western Al

fics behind the backs of the rest of the Nazi
lcadership through the intermediary of
Count Bernadotte. Apart from some 53
fanatics, few ol the “golden pheasants’ ol
the Nazi leadership chose to fall in battle.
While they demanded the German popu-
lation die for the Fiihrer, most tried o save
their own skins, Only Goebbels, who regu-
larly visited Berlin neighbourhoods hit by
devastating Allted air raids, retained any
credihility.

This is an important book. The author
synthesises a large amount of material into
agripping narradive that eriss-crosses from
one side of the battle to the other, using
memaoirs and diaries, many ol which were
previously unpublished.

1t gives the Tie to the myth portrayed in
many [iims ol the honoarable Wehnnacht
olticer as opposed o the vicious Nazi, US
inteliigence officers who interrogated over
300 generals reported:

These generals approve of every acl
which ‘succeeds”. Successas fight. What
does not suceeed is wrong. It was, lor
example, wrong to persecute the Jews
before the war since that set the Angto-
Americans against Geroumy. It would
have heen right to postpone the anni-Jew-
ish campaign and begin it after Germany
had won the war, [t was wrong to boinh
Logland in 1940, 1f they had retrained,
Greal Biitain, so they believe, would
liive joined Hutler i the war against
Russia, Jowas wrang to treal Russian and
Polish [prisoners of war] ke cattle since
they will now treat Gernuns in e siame
way. [twas wrong 1o declare war against
the LUSA and Rassiis beciause they were
logether stronger than Germany. These
are not isolated statements by pro-Nazi
penerals, ‘They represent the prevalent
thoughts among nearly all these men.
That 1t 1s morally wrong lo exterminate
arace or massacre prisoners ardly ever
occurs totheny. The only horror they feel
for German crimes 1s that they them-
selves miy, by some monstrous injustice,
be considered by the Allies to be impl

cated. (p429)

In the run up to the war against Iraq. as
the Bush administration got more and more
anunoyed with opposition from Chirac and
Schrider, it came up with the idea that only
the United States had rescued old Europe

from fascism. [ anyone needed more proof

that the deteat of the German armies in the
cast was the eritical factor in deleating
Nazism, this is the book.

Pacilists portray war as senseless. The
logic of the war on the eastern front - de-
stroy or be destroyed  was remorseless.

It was o war between two incompatible
social systems, both of which had ¢x-
tremely ruthless leaderships. ‘The resulr was
the most brutal conflict in the history of
humanity.

WA

Introduction

Richard Price

The modern slate of lrag was born with
the dismemberment of the Ottoman -
pire after the First World War, With the
parcelling out of spotls (o the victors, the
I cague of Nations pliced Mesopotamia
under a British mandate. Britain simed not
only o get access o lrag's oil reserves,
but by building a transcontinental ratway
to the Persian Gult to establish u direct
trade route to indi

V.ike other Arab leaders, the Hashemite
family of Hussein ibn Al had been prom-
ised independence i oreturn for Lighting
Ouoman rule, Instead, the British installed
branches of the Hashemites as kings in both
Jordan and Iraq. Emir Faisal ibn Huossein
became the king of Trag in 1921 and Brit-
ain pursued a policy ol also supporting
tribal sheikhs against the emerging urban
population. Iraq was created by amputat-
ing three Ottoman provinees, arid Jacked
any coherence, either ethaically or geo-
graphically as a ‘nation’.

In 1927, huge oil deposits were discov
cred neay Kirkuk, and the nights were
grunted o o Batish-domimmed company,
the lragi Petroleum Company. The British
mandate ended in 1932 and Irag hecame
tormally tadependent. Faisal died in 1933,
and was succeeded by his son, Ghaei [
Three years later, the government of Yasin
al-Hashimi was overthrown by aomiditary
coup lect by General Bakr Sidgi. He inturn
was iurdered by another military faction
in August 1937, Ghazi threatened to an-
nex Kuwait —another artificial creation by
the British = in 1939 but was killed moa
car accident.

Duning the Second World War, there was
an intense struggle between rival factions
ol Trag’s ruling class. Repent Abd at Tlab
{who ruled until Faisab 1T was 18 in [953)
and political strongman Nuri as-Said were
strongly pro-British, while Rashid Al al-
Gaylani was an anti-British nationalist who
looked 10 closer ties with Nazr Germany.
Coup and counter coup succeeded cach
other, until a British army drove out Rashid
Al al Gaylani and his supporters, and re-
instated Abd al Hah as regent and Nuri as
prime minister.

The post-war regime remained firmly in
the British orbit at the point where pan-
Arab natiotalisin was beginning 1o develop
in much of the Middie Last. Differences
devetoped between Abd al-Haby and Nuri
over umon with Syria. In 1955, Nuri, who
oppased the union, ook liag into the Bugh-
dad Pact - a mutual defence pact involv-
ing Lrin, Pakistan and Turkey  which was
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aimed at isolating Nasser’s claim (o lead
the Arab world. After Egypt and Syria an-
nounced the short-fived United Arab Re-
public (UAR). the two branches of the
Hashemites cadled (or i union of Traq and
Jordan as a counterweight. Rising discon-
tent was dealt with by strongly repressive
neasures.

Such was the unpopularity of both the
monarchy's foreign and domestic policy by
this stage, that o military coup on July 14,
1958, led by w Free Officers” Movement
{maodelled on Nasser’s), was able to sweep
it away with littie resistance. King Faisal
[, Abd al Thah and Nuri as-Said were all
exccuted and a republic proclaimed.

The overthrow of the monarchy was
hugely popular in urban arcas, and was
greeted by tens of thousands in the streets,
Kurds too were enthusiastic, and exiled
Kurdish [caders were allowed 1o return.

The new regime, hicaded by Brigadier
Abdul-Karim Kassem and Colonet Abdul
Salam Aref, lacked a coherent ideology or
aplan of where it was poing. A provistonal
constitution declared that lrag was an in-
tegral part of the *Arab nation’, but that
‘Arabs and Kurds are considered partners
in this homeland’. Power vested in a Sov-
ercignty Council and a cabinet was eftec-
tively in the hands of the anny. Kassem
and Arel quickly Tell out. Arel was sym-
pathetic to Nasser, championed the Pan

Arah cause and advocated joining the
UAR.

Kassem’s opposition to union with the
UAR was supported by the lragi Commu-
nist Party and the Kurds, and he later at-
tempted to revive Irag’s Jongstanding claim
to Kuwait. Kassem carried out a number
ol progressive reforms, but his repime hal-
anced between the urban masses led by the
lragt Communist Party, and the Puan
Arabists. He released 1CP prisoners and
supporled the formation ol an 1CP-control
led militia. In March 1959, an attempted
coup by nationalists in Mosul (referred to
in the following text) was put down with
ICP support. Clashes between 1CP-led
Kurds and Turkomens in Kirkuk the same
year, however, led to i cooling of relations
hetween Kassemn and the communists, and
the militia was suspended. At the same
Gue, the Ba'athists made an attempt on
Kassein's lite. One of the would-be assas-
sins was a young Suddam Hussein,

In 1960 and 1961, Kassem moved
against the KCP, removing its members
from senior government posts, shutting
dowa its press, and acting against the trade
unions and peasant associations. Also in
1961, he passed Pablic Law 80, which took
9Y.5 per cent ol oil concessions out of the
hands of the Tragi Petroleum Company.
Relations with the Kurds had soured and
lighting broke oul between the army and

Kurdish guerrillas in September. Kasserm’s
ambiguous policies had succeeded in al-
icnating the popular base of (he revolution,
and he in turn was overthrown by a coup
in 1963, which was supported by a wing
of the army, and brietly brought to power
the Ba'ath party.
R

The article that tollows appeared as an
editorial s Fourth Inrernational, No.0,
Spring 1959, the English language publi-
catton of the International Executive Comn-
mittee ol the Fourth International, led by
Michel Pablo and Ernest Mandel. It
catches the 1P by far the largest com-
munist party m the Arab world —at the
zenith of its intluence, and the clain that
‘the further evolution of Irag is now in the
hands ol the Trag CI' was no exaggera-
tion. Indeed, in April 1959, CTA director
Allen Dulles deseribed the situation in lrag
as “the most dangerous in the world®. The
Bonapartist nature of Kassem's regime —
balancing between the army, the bourgeoi-
sieand the poor masses — is aceurately por
trayed.

The article afso contains several charac-
teristic “Pabloite’ weuaknesses — the idea
that the pressure of the masses could “push
the Irag CP further than the Kremiin now
wishes', and the notion ot an Arab “nalion’
stretching from the Perstan Gulf to the
western end of the Mediterrancan. WA
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The revolution In Irag

Under the powerful drive ol the country’s
revolutionary masses, lrag is engaged in
pradually getting rid of the after-effects of
imperialisin. Alter the country’s with-
drawal from the Baghdad Pact, 1t is an-
nounced that the Royal Air Force will soon
leive the big British base of Habbaniya.

Kassem has moreover let it be under-
stood that his government is studying the
expropriation of French capital’s 23.75 per
cent share in the Traq Petroleum Company.
This company is currently producing 35
million tons of vil per year and 13 the third
fargest oit compuny in the Middle East.

‘This measure, conceived as an aid 1o the
Adgerian revolution, should normally lead
cither to the nationalisation of the company
and the expropriation also of the shares
held by American, British, and Dutch capi-
tal, or 1w a sedistribution of the shares, af
ter u previous expropriation, this time cx
cluding Lrench participation.

Inany case, brag is hide by lide leaving
the tmperialist orbit, which cannot fait to
arouse the greatest worries among the in-
perialists,

At the same time we are witnessing the
beginning of a violent ‘anti-communist’
canpaign by Nasser, aimed mainly against
Irag. 1t was indisputably the Egyptian re-
gime which fomented Colonet Chawal’s
abortive coup d'Ctat last March.

‘fo understand these developments, itis
necessary 10 get o better grasp of the mean-
inp of events m i since the outbreak ol
the 14 July 1958 sevolution which over
(urned the pro-imperialist regime ot Nuri
as Said, ‘the Englishman’,

The July revolution was headed by ateam
of *Nasserist', viz, *national”, “anti impe-
rialist’ officers, with ideological if not di
rectly social links with the bourgeoisic.

These officers dreamed  in confused
ferms, naturatly ol w regime capable of
enabling the industrial bourgeoisic Lo de-
velop, by shiaking of T, at least partially, the
shackles that imperialisin and the native
feudalists had been able to impose on the
COUNLEY 'S Progress.

Amounyg them, at that period, there was a
goad proportion of advocates of imimedi-
ate unjon with the UAR, the most eiinent
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representative of whom was Colonel Aref,
since then arrested and sentenced to death,

But the ranks of the revolution — the pro-
letarians and the impoverished petty-bour-
geoisic of the cities, and the mass of the
landless poor peasants or sharc-croppers
working for a few thousands ol big feudal
proprictors — were infinitely more to the
left than this “head’.

Under the pressure of these ranks, and
faced with the weakness of the Iraqi bour-
geoisie, the stubborn resistance of the
feudalists, and the plots of the pro-
Nasserist clements in the army driving for
unification with the UAR, the military re-
gime ol Kassem soon developed into a
Bonapartist power.

The Jrag Communisl Party, the strongest
of all the CPs in Arab countries, with cad-
res tempered by long and sanguinary ex-
perience in the underground, had received
the order {rom the Kremlin to proclaim its
support for the country’s bourgeois strata,
holding out to them the bright prospect of
an autonomous development, owing to
Irag’s oil resources, and to ‘soctal peace’
guaraniced by the CP.

At the first stage the whole operation was
aimed at encouraging the bourgeois strata
and their representatives in the govern
ment, Tirst of all Kassem himself| to resist
the femptation of fusing Irag with the UAR.
The support of the strong Kurdish minor-
ity, organised by nuclei of leading elements
won over by the Kremilin, operated in the
sume direction. "There can be two expla-
nations for this policy of the Krenlin: ci-
ther the Kremlin might simply be trying to
bring pressure on Nasser, suspected of
moving away toward the West, or even to
bring him back into the Kremlin's orbit;
or else the Kremlin was convinced that it
could, without great risks, direet Irag along
the road 10 a genuine “Popular Democ-
racy’.

We shall come back to this aspect.

Let us for the moment Himit ourselves 1o
noting that the policy followed by the CP,
the genuine master of the masses in this
country, of unconditional support to
Kassem and the ‘patriotic” bourgeoisice, hus
elfectively stimulated reststance (o
Nasserist pressure  all the more soin that
the successive plots ol the feudalists, in
revolt against the agrarian reform (how-
ever timid it may be) promulgited by the
reginie, of pro-imperialist elements, and of
pro-Nasser officers, have in fuct rendered
the Bonapartist government more and more
dependent on the support of the masses,
over whom the Communist Party 1s now
unguestionably ruling. hmperceptibly
Kassem has become the super-Kerensky
ol the Irag revolution, The Mosul coup
d’¢tat caused the revolution to take a gi-
guntic siride forward, by facilitating the

revolutionary irruption of the masses into
the politicat arena and by disorgunising the
reactionary forces even further. 1t s now
known that Cotonet Chawal”s Mosul up-
rising, which for some hours turned tnto a
massacre of Communist elements, later ran
up against strong popular resistance.

The thousands of workers of Mosul and
of peasants irom the neighbouring coun-
tryside, the Communist newspaper /ttishad
el Chaab reports, ook arms and fought
against the insurgents. They occupied the
principal centres of the city, and penned
in, captured, and executed the chief’s of the
rehetlion.

At Baghdad itself” gigantic demounstra-
tions, accompanied by general strike ac-
tions, led by the Iraq CP, developed as a
sign of sympathy for the victims of the
Mosul rebellion and of solidarity with the
proletarian lighters,

“The Mosul rebellion,” I'Humanité of 12
March 1959 admits, "was crushed by
armed workers” militias.”

These militias in fact exist and are de-
veloping in Traq. Kassem had to reauthorise
them. They more and more form one of
the essential (orees of the country, a “dual’
power, side by side with other organisa-
tions of a soviet natare, and fucing the
Bonapartist government of Kassem, who
{inds hunself obliged o resort to their pro-
tection.

In this connection, the most important
development in April was the formation
of the first Federation of Agriculturad Un-
ions, which Kassem was forced to author-
ise. The resolutions adopted at the constitu-
ent congress of this tederation advocated,
among other things: the execution ol “trai-
tors, both old and new’, the formation of
peasant militias, and the general arming of
the people.

Under these conditions it is becoming
clear that the Turther evolution of Iraq is
now in the hands of the Irag CP and the
Krembin,

The path to total revolutionary power is
possible and even necessary. In fack of this
alternative the danger that is now lying in
wait for the liaq revolution is the follow
ing: cither the Kremlin sacrifices it as a
burgaining counter in a new compromise
with Nasser; or ¢lse the latter — profiting
by the dislocation ot the conservative
forces that support Kassem and by a diso-
tientation of the masses in case of a pro-
longed wail that does not end in the com-
plete victory of the revolution — succeeds
in bringing off a new coup d'¢at, unex-
pectedly overthrowing Kassem.

1t is to be hoped that the vigilance and
dynamism of the masses, possibly whet-
ted by a new reactionary attempt, will be
able to push the Trag CP turther than the
Kremlin now wishes.

In this case the proletarian revolution can
be victorious inone of the most tportant
Arab countries ol the Middle Last, which
would not fail o have inculeutable reper-
cussions on the development of the revo-
lution throughout this whole region. Nasser
is raging against the ragqi revolution, for
he ts conscious of its proletarian character
and of its dynamism.

The contradiction between the present
development of the Tragi revolution and the
historic task of the unification of the Arab
nation is only an apparent one. The lrg
CP, instead of defending tiselt against
Nasser by becoming the champion of the
‘independence” of Trag. onght 10 have
worked up a conerete programme for the
unilication ot the Arab nation which could
not be inopposition (o the imperative needs
of the Arab social revolution. When what
1S in guestion is a unification between two
Arab countries of the same social system,
the imperative need of unilication takes
precedence over the political character of
the regime under which the unification
would be carried out. But when itis a ques
tion of a unification between an Arab coun-
try engaged in carrving ot simultaneously
its anti-imperialist and its social revolu-
tions, and a country st under a feudo-
capitalist regime, \he imperative need of
carrving out its social vevolution can post-
pone the hour of unification into the same
national whole. This is the case al present
with Traq and the UAR, countries between
which, however, there must not be the
slighiest difficulty about immediately es-
tablishing relationships, of federative un-
on, tor example.

tivents are showing that a total, lasting.,
and progressive Arab national unification,
the aspiration ol the Arab revolutionary
masses, inreality will be brought about
only by themselves in the carrying out of
their social revolution.

April 1959 WA
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