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AboutWorkers Action

Workers Action is @ Marxist current in the fabowr movement.
Workers sulfered a series of hieavy deteats under the Tories
from 1979 onwards. The Tabour movement is only now
beginning to show signs of recovery hoth in terimns of the level
of strike action and the election of lefl-wingers 1o feading trade
anion positions. But the Labour Party leadership is resolutely
pro-free market and pro-business, and has yet to see a real
challenge Lo its authority inside the party.

Workers Action believes that the most important task at the
moment is a strugple lo renovate the existing labour movenment,
pohtically and n the waorkplace, so that it can fight ctteetively
N 1S oWl Ierests,

This requires a struggle in the Labour movement as it is, with
all its problenis and weaknesses. Workers continue 10 support
the | abour Party far more i any other party in clections and
by union affiliation. Al present. atlempts to pet round (s
political fact by mounting cleetoral challenges o Labour are.
in most cases, tutile and seetarian, and are likely to lead 10
greater demoralisation. Most impontantly, they represent an
abandonment of any serious political struggle apainst the Labonr
Jeadership, Workers Action supporiers e therefore aetive i
e Tabour Party as well as e trade unions and political
CHtpais.

Capitalist condenms millions to exploitation, poverty, discise
and war, so that when its leading, international bodies meet.
ey have to do so behind lines of police. However, Workers
Action helieves that the relative importance ot the anti-capitalist
novement over the last fow years is a sign vot ol e strength
of the Telt, but ol its weakness and marginalisation, The new
free market world order is based on 20 years ol defeats for th
international working class. Protests outside the contereneds
of organisations sueh as the WO e a positive development
i that they show that there s apposition, but nist not be a
substitute for building a sociatist leadership i the working cluss.

Workers Action supports adl progressive national struggles
against impertalism, without plactyg any confidence 1m the
teaders of such movements. Neither hourgeois nationalism,
not petty bourgeois oucrrilaism, nor religions fundamentalism
can advanee the interests of the oppressed workers and peasants.
We are Tor the buitdmg of 4 soctalist leadershiip on an
intermanional scale.

The collapse ol Stalinisin in 1989, compotinded by the move
fo the right of the Tabour Party and the Fusopean Socialist
partics, has resulted inan ideological crisis for the left. Sone,
like the SWP deny it suelia erists exists indeed, they claim
that at the moment there s a realistic possibility of a serious
lectoral challenge to Fabour. Oers question whether the
socialist project. fought for by the working class and its allies.
is still viable, Workers Action believes that iU, but ihat to
rebuild a fiphting left relevaot to the coneerns ofworkers means
rejecting the methods of seel-building, and seli-proclaimed
vangardism.

[owever, Workers Action has o not-dognatic approach to 1his
crisis of the left, We see 1t as an opportunity (o evaluate
eritically many of our previously hekd coneeptions in the hight
of expericnce. Marxisn is a critical ideology or it is notbing,
Socialists cannol march into the 2Ist eentury with thery
programme frozen i the 1920s.

If you are witerested in joining us or discussing further, wnte
1o us ot PO Box 7268, London 15106 FX or c-mail us at
workers.ichoni bunternet.eom




Editorial

Pressure
mounts on
Blair

The more Tony Blair tries to "move on’,
the more his past keeps catching up with
him. He assumed that Hullon was jroing
(o get him oft the hook, but the report
proved to be such an outrageous white
wash that it lacked any credibility. The
extent of Hutton's whitewash surprised
Blair's fricnds and foes atike. Many as-
sumed that Geoff Hoon had only kept
his job atter the body armour scandal in
order to be oftered as o human sacrilice
to Hutton, but he's got off scot-free,
for now. The Butler inguiry looks Tike
another stitch up. Blair was eflectively
hounced imto holding this inquiry by the
revelation by the US-appointed weap-
ons tnspector David Kay that there may
never have been WMDs in trag. By ask
ing this farcical enterprise to consider
onty ‘intelligence failures’, and not how
he and the restof the New Labour clique
mterpreted and acted on thal intelligence,
and ignored intelligence that showed that
Irag hitd no WMBDs, Blair insults the in-
telligence of all of us.

Blair was then forced to admit that he
wats not aware (hat the famous 45 min-
utes’ reference referred only (o battle-
ficld weapons, not missiles, which sug-
gests that he had not bothered to read
his bricting papers property. Then, in the

space ol one week came the collapse of

the triat of GCIIQ whistleblower
Katharine Gun. the revelation by Clare
Short that the British government, on
US jnstructions, had bugged the UN
(was this what Blair meant by his being
4 histening government 7, and the news
that the Altorney-General, under pres-
sure trom politicians, hid changed his

stitl seeret legal advice on the legaltty of

the war.

In this issue ot Workers Action, we
took at how the project to liberate” frag
has unravelled, both in Iraq and in Brit-
ain. The effect of the constant drip-drip
of information about the run-up to the
invasion of Trag is proving more corro-
sive by the day on Blair's eredibility and
the loyalty of his alhes. 1tis embolden-
ing Blair's prowing number of cocmies
in parliament, the Labour Party and the
country, who have come to realise thal
the Labour Party is saddled with a feader
who, far from being a “pretty straght
kind of guy'. is & narcissist with a
Churchill complex. a compulsive larand
a war eriminal.

Blair's domestic agenda, on which he
would like us to concentrale, is hardly
likely to win friends and influence peo-
ple. other than the Daily Mail and the
BNP. Strengthening the suspicion that

Home Olfice policy is written at dicta-
ton speed in the editorial offices of the
Eapress and the Mail was the announce-
ment limiting the rights to benelit Tor
citizens ol the new EU countries, a
shamefud and appalling capitulation (o the
racist hysteria whipped up about “casl
Furopean gypsies” (sic). A Labour gov
ernment is now being attacked, from the
left, by the Lord Chief Justice, who has
criticised the proposals to limit “failed’
asylum scekers™ right o appeal against
tribunal decisions as fundamentally
contlict with the rule of law’,

The scule of British connivance at the
legal black hole that is Cinnp Delta shows
how authoritarian this government is.
Britain still has its own mini-Guantananio
Bay in Belmarsh Prison. Blunkett's re-
cent tanti-lerrorist’ proposals appear to
he dircetly influenced by the US Patriot
Act. And then there is 1o be drugs test-
ing in schools. [n this atmosphere, there
s almost a ‘revolt at will” mentality
among some Labour MPs. Given the
size of his majority, the "victories” Blair
wan on Toundation hospitals and viri-
able top up fees represent a hupe polin
cal farture for him. Fhere are now ru-
mours of serial rebels facing deselection
by the NEC, or of them having to swear
[oyvalty vaths to keep their scats.

According to an opinion poll i the
Guardian (February 24, 2004), 39 per
cent of Labour Party members say Blair
should stand down before the next elec-
tion: 33 per cent say that the party has
gone oo lar o the rights 31 per cent
say the Hutton report was a whitewash;
38 per cent say thit the party has fared
to deliver its promise to be a party “tor
the many and not for the few’ (what-
ever that means); 60 per cent favonr an
increase i the top rate of Gix (o pay lor
public services; and 41 per cent say that
Biair's continued support Loy the Trag
war s the greatest threat 10 Labour
victory at the next election.

What do these [gures tell us? Tt de-
pends on which end of the elescope we
look through. The Blirites could argue
that a majority, albeit nota huge one,is
broadly in support of the govermment
47 per cent of members say that Blair
has not taken the party too far to the
right but has got it “about right”. They
could also point to the 55 per cent sup-
port for the leader. But it is a hollow
triunph, in the middle of a second term
with a huge majority. o ¢luim that a bare
majority ol your own members would
support you in a leadership vote, or that
a mere 56 per cent say you should not
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stund down before the next election.

On the other hand, solid opposition to
the Blairite leadership appears to be coa-
lescing at only 30-40 per cent ol the
membership, which tells us that the
struggle against the leadership stll has a
long way 1o go. Some of those who
would vote for Blairin a feadership con-
testare saying one thing (o the pollsters,
and something else in party mectings or
in private. Four successive clection de-
feats have imbued some members with
a tparty patriotism’ which prevents pub-
fic eriticism ol Blair, for the time being.
A continuing, and bloody, occupation of
Iraq, further kow towing to the Bush
regime, and more ‘victories” such as
those on (ition fees may change more
minds.

So although the battie agmnst Blair is
well and truly ong it has not yet been
wor. It would be trresponsible to pre-
tend that it has been. But that1s the mes-
sage {ront the Tounders of the Respect
Coalition: that a scrtous electoral chal-
lenge to Labour is possible at the mo-
ment. This issue of Workers Action con-
tains two articles which cast a criical
eyeover Respeet and the politicat method
hehind it It is possible to sense the frus
tration in the minds of Respect activ-
ists: this government is so right-wing,
so dishonest and so incompetent, surely
all it needs is just one more push lorat
1o be replaced by Respect (or the So-
cialist Athance, or whintever) as the party
altracting the most voles from working
class people and trade umonists.

One reason why potitics tn Britain as
more complicated than that is the events
of 20 years ago. We look at the miners’
strike of 1984-85 and why il was de-
featcd. We arguc that that defear has had
an eftect on the political Tandscape of
Britain which it is difficult 10 overest-
mate. The present situation is a conse-
quence of that defeat, and a reflection
ol that changed tandscape. One tinding
ol the Guardian pol) is that those who
joined the Labour Party at the time of
the 1997 tandslide were the fivst o leave,
and that most existing members joined
before Blair became teader. In other
words, those still prepared to give Blair
the benefit of the doubt are more likely
10 be Old Tabour than New - not ob-
noxious Blairite careerists but people
who regard themselves as socialist, and
are just grateful Tor a Labour govern.
ment, of any kind.

In our analysis of the recent confer-
ence of the trade union left, we argue
that however understandable the anger

felt by its members towards the pov
ernment, the expulsionof the RM'T rom
the Labour Party because some of its
branches alfiliated to the Scottish So-
cialist Party is not the liberation that some
on the left think atis. For o start, the
Labour leadership has arguably acted
agatnst its own rules. There as no rule
against affilizted organisations (as op
posed o individuals) supporting candi-
dates against the Labour Party, Social-
ists should be demanding (hat the RMT
be readmitted. Unless you are an RMT
member in one of the six branches af-
filated o the SSP this development is a
step towards disengagement by unions
from politics, leaving RMT members i
England and Wales without any fever-
age against the government. The fact
that all the trade union delegates present
at the NEC mecting except the RMT's
voted for the expulsion tells us how
much more work needs to be done.

Rather than launching yet another
doomed, sectaran electoral challenge o
Labour, one way eftectively to chalienge
Blair and Blairisnt is to build up the mo-
rale and organisation ol the (rade unions
by developing action against low pay,
cuts and privatisation. In tis issue,
Waorkers Action supporters in two un-
wons, PCS and the AUT, look at how
those unions” disputes with the govern-
ment can be developed and won.

As we go Lo press, at least 200 people
have lost therr lives and some 1,500 have
heen injured in the explosions in Madnd.
It searcely need sayving that all socialists
should regard indiscriminate attacks on
innocent civilians as acls of barbarism,
without any justification whatsoever.

But as the dust settles. some conclu
stons can be drawn. Bush and Blair will
use the Madrid outruge as an excuse the
jrck up the “war on terror’ o a new
fevel, involving further attacks on civil
liberties and, possibly, further pre-
emptive strikes on the Middle Rast The
Spanish government was a supporter of
the Bush-Blnr invasion of Lrag, but no-
where in Europe was the war imore un-
popular than in Spain, where around 90
percent ol people were opposed o what
the gaveroment was doing. The 11 il
lion who demonstrated all over Spain
against terrorism must have incloded
millions who also opposed the war,
Many ol those demonsirators showed
their anger at the government, which,
forits own reasons, quickly blamed ETA
lor the bombings, when most available
cvidence indicated otherwase. Other dem-
onstrators said that the outgoing Span-
ish prime minister, Jos¢é Maria Aznar, 1s
rcaping what he has sown i supporting
the war, Placards held up by demon
strators in some cities said “peace”. They
died not say “homb Lran”.

Three days after the bombings, vot-
ers, in @ higrher than usaal turnout, pun-
ished Aznar by putting the ant war
PSOE mlo office, thus weakening the
Rush BlLurcoalition. All this scrves asa
rebuttad of the Bush Blar line that any-
one opposed o them must be “solt” on
al - Qaida, People 1 Spain, and all over
(he world, are easily able to separate the
issues of the US invasion and occupa
tion of Trig and the activities ot al -Qaida,
They know that terrorism is real enough,
but that the “war against terrorism’ s 4

(raud. WA
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War on
Irag, one
year on

Simon Deville looks at some of
the reasons why Tony Blair hasn't
had a good war

Just over a year ago, between one and a
hall and two mitlhion people marched
through central London in the largest po-
hiucal demonsteation in British history, forin-
ing justone section of the largest simulta
neous demonstration in the history ol hu
manity. By then evea Tony Blan must have
had an inkling that he was in trouble. His
potitical instinets have locked him into an
athance with George Bush that has led him
from one disaster 1o anather. Having
burned s bridges he cannot buikl alli-
ances elsewhere, buthanging on to Bush's
coal Lails has proved absolutely cata
strophic. New Fabour dogma could not
have conceived the way the last year has
panned ot for the project. Deep down,
Blan must surely wish for us not to “move
o, but (o turn back the clock two years.

Priorto the war on Uik, Blair had made a
virtue of going out ol his way to face down
any opposition to his left. His strategy
hus always been to appease the right by
torcefulty promoting Thatcherite policies
and weakening any democratic control
over his government, all in the name of
‘modermsation”. 1 this meant taking on
section of the left of the Labour Party or
the trade union movement, so much the
better — the left has nowhere else 1o goin
clectoral terms and the more Bliur could
show that be hus tamed the workers” move-
menl, the more he could convinee big busi-
ness that Labour is o sate pab of hands
for Brinish capitalism. This strategy had
paad off — hatt way through Labour's sec-
ond terin Blair's opinion poll ratimgs were
sUll very high, and there were hittle signs
ol a resurgence of struggles. Those sec-
tions of workers that were involved in dis
putes were a very small minority and could
still be portrayed as dinosaurs clinging
onto a bygone age ol industrial nulitancy.
These might have been some warning
signs as one Blarite trade union leader
alter another was toppled whenever they
had to face election, but by and farge Blair
wits stifl seen as teflon Tony ",

Sea change

The war and the anti-war movement have
created an absolute sea change in British
potitics, however. That one year on from
the start of the war Bla is stll unable to
shift the focus 1o the domestic agenda is
something that neither Blair nor any of his
advisers coukd have anticipated. Accord
ing o thew view of politics, most of the
population should have suddenly col-
lapsed into jingoism as soon as the war
started. or else opposed the war and hen
quickly forpotica about it. Indeed, by any
standards 1t s unuseal for mternational
policy to take centre stage so consistently
and over such a long pertod of time. The
reasons lor this need some anulysis.

New Labour s paments throughout the
Jead-up to war, during the war, and i its
aftermath have only served to underline
precisely how shilty Blair really is, Blair’s
appeals to trust e’ were already wearing
thin before the start of the war, but alinost
cvery single one of Blair's appeals iniela
non 1o Irayg have rung hollow, Firstly, we
have had his dodgy dossiers, one fuiling
1o convinee and the other exposed alimost
imnedately as being over a decide out of
date, and stolen [rom the interonet rather
than being based on genuine intelligence
material, Blar's nextdrasdulent claim was
th relation o the UNL Blair snd numerous
senior front bench MPs had smd tme and
agaun that the government would not go
to war without a second UN resolution ex-
plicitly authorising it to do so. and sup
ported Labour Party policy explicitly say-
ing so. This always looked rather shabby
as the US made it elear it was going to war
repardless, and that its war aims were litte
o do with weapons ol mass destruction or
the UNL As soon as it became clear they
wouldn't get their seeond resolution, Tony
Blair “drew a bine” under this commitment
and moved omn,

The claims that the Tragi people would
welcome the invaders with open arms
could be torgiven as being wishul think-
ing rither than outright deception. Cer-
tainly, few Tragis would have shed many
tears Tor the end of the Ba”athistrepime,
but no sooner had the regune been top-
pled than many raqis were wlso making it
clear that they didn™t want Britwn oy the
US 10 outstay their welcome.

While the US claims that Iragi oit will be
for the fragi people, it will be necessary o
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use o1l revenues to pay for the rebuilding
ol the country’s infrastructure by compi-
nies directly linked o the Bush adminis-
tration — a debt which the occupying
forces wilt frave imposed on Iraq contrary
to international Luw.

Probably the most stgmficant and per
sistent lies about lrag are in relation o
weapons of mass destruction, Firstty,
there was plenty of evidenee that Saddam
Hussein had destroyed most of Trag's bio
logical and chemical weapon capability

shortly after the fivst Gull War. Most of

the stocks unaccounted Tor would have
degraded quickly and would certinly not
have posed a threat a decade later. Sece-
tions of the US intelligence services are
putting forward the line that “we i got it
wrong';, that is, that they alt genuinely
belicved that Trag stith ad WMDY This Jine
is rather fmplausible since numerous
sources had pot forward substantial ¢vi-
dence reluting WMD claims, not least
John Pilper and the Campaign Against
Sanctions on Trag (CASD. Even betore the
staet of the war, Britain and the US were
responsible {or the unnecessary deaths

of atound halt a million liagis because of

the non-existent WMDs. Alongside this,
Britain and the US were blocking goods
agpreed under the UN food for oil pro
graunme, arguing that everything from Pa-
racetamol 1o wheelbarrows could have
dual use and sceretly be made mto WMDs,

With a detinition of WMUDs this broud.,
wisn'tsurprising that Blair believed trag
posed a threat o the rest of the world. In
contrast (o the US line that “we all got it
wrong’, Blair persists in arpuing that Irag
posed a threar, though he has become
more vigue about what the threat was,
shifting from WMDs to WMD pro,
prammes, 10 WMID programme capabili-
ties. While neither the US nor Britiin was
prepared to give the TN weapons inspec-
tors more time, Blaie insisted that the
ClIA-appointed [rag Survey Ciroup be piven
more tme to find evidence of WMD pro-
gramies in post-war Irag. When the 18G
found nothing, it was of course time to
draw a line under this episode and move
on agam,

The revelations ol Katharine Gun,
backed up by Clure Short, that the US was
bugging the UN offices as it tried to bribe
and blackmail its way 1o a second resolu-
ton make Jack Straw and Blair's latest
claim that the war was o defend the au-
thority of the UN beyond parody

The government scem o be dotng all
they can to avold publishing the legal ad
vice ol the Attorney-General precisely be-

cause they know Uit any legal advice they
had Tor authorising war is decidedly shaky
and wouldn’t stand up to much public
serutiny.

The last year and a halt ot govermment
clinms over lrag should have taught them
what most simad! children know — that of
vou start telling fies you need 1o ell ever
bigger ones 10 try and cover your tracks.
Lar from moving the debate on, the pov-
erament have ding themselves into a
deeper and deeper hole, serving 1o rein
torce exactly how untrustworthy they wre,

Shoulder to shoulder
When the most right-wing Republican ad
aunistratiot i living imemory ook overal
the White House, it was only natural for
Blair to seck to ally homself to it Blair's
political agendais clearly one of neo-hb
eral imperialism that sees mainstream b
rapean politics as harkimg back (o w post-
wur consensus of large public sectors and
welfare systems, and an anternational
iramework of laws hammered out throuph
the UN. [t is not yust in relation to Furo
pean social detnocracy that Bl is right
wing: even conservatives such as Jucqgues
Chirac can appear to be 1o the leftol Blais,
From carly onan the Bush adnunistea
fion, it was clear that the neo cons had
lile repard for international aprecments,
with Bush abandoning the Kyoto apree-
ment soon alter taking odhice. At the time,
however, few paid much attention to the
policies of key individuals around Bush
(he objectives of think-tanks such as the
Project for a New Aunerican Century
would have seemed just plain loopy. But
post September L it became clear that
the Bush administration intended Lo use
the apportunity (o pul its plans for workd
donunation o ctfect. Hoasnt clear
whether New Labour knew what i was
letting itsclt in for when it wligned staedf
with the Bush administration, but while
this alliance has gone a long way towards
aiving credibility to Bush’s cliim to have
international support for his policies, it
has done nothing but damage Bl

International outlaws

Whilst it would be foolish 1o place 1oo
much hope in any kind ot international le-
el framework  and it is important to rec-
ognise that the previous framework was
established by the victors of the Second
World Wir in their ownnterests
clear that the war in frag has gone way
beyond the established consensus. Tt s
clearly in the interests of the antt war move-
ment o oppose the “tight’ of countries o
wage war as i pre-emplive strike L and to
maintain that any country going o war
should be held to account for its actions.

TS

I is extremely unlikely that Bush orany off

s alhies will see (he inside of a courtroom
lor therr actions i Lk, but this is the crux
ot why we cannot and will not draw a line
under the war and move on,

ity there needs to be some account-
ing as 10 why the governent fed Britm
to war afongside Bush. Alrcady the anti-
wWar movement h;],\ '\Cﬂl'L‘(l SOMNC S
cesses i this tespect. Any future govern
ment contemplating going (o war will
look at the example of Blawr and have (o
decide whether it s worth it in terms of
the opposition it might generate The
cotmnon-sense notion thal going 10w
will anmomatically win suppott loraprime
winister has been well and vuly dis-
proved. The greater the pohitical price that
Blaic pays. the more reluctant o Tuture
covernment will be to engage in a siondar
imperiahist adventure

End the occupation of Iraq!

The second reason we will notimove on s
that Britwin and the LS are still occupying
Drag. They arc administeniog a military re
giie 1 which Traggis are beaten, tortured
and Killedh with impunuy. The US clearly
hopes that it can maintain ils oceapialion
long enough to deave Trag so deeply i debt
to LIS companies that the puppet egnne
they mstall will not contemplate anytlhing
that mipht theeaten US interests, The best
way we can discourage this kind ot think-
mg ts Lo do all we can 1o ensure that the
veeupying powers are withdriswn from
trag., und that Tragis are genuinely able 1o
determine thew own future, The Betehels
and Hallihurtons must also be withdrawn
and made to pay for their profiteering. In
addition to holding Blair to acconmtin Bt
am, the anti-war movement must adso e
building diect binks with Tragh movements
and organisations not aligned 10 the occn-
PYENE POWCTS.

Firstand toremaost, the fabour movenent
here should be helping to sebuild o truly
independent labour movement in Irig that
can defend the interests of workers and
the oppressed throughout the country.
Once we have achieved all of s, then
maybe we really can deaw w line under it

WA

and move on

Anti-war contacts

Stop the War Coalition
PO Box 3739, London ES 8EJ
WWW.Stopwar.org.uk

tel: 07951 235 915

omail: office @ stopwar.org.uk

Labour Against the War
PO Box 2378, London ES 9QU
tel: 020 8985 6537

fax: 020 895 6785

email: fatw@gn.apc.org
Attiliation/sponsorship of LATW 15
£10 tor organisations, £5 for
individuats
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Missing the
point . . .
again

Neil Murray looks at the Respect
Coalition in the light of recent
developments in and around the
fabour movement and the left

On January 25, Respeet - The Unity Coali

tion' was founded at a conlerence in cen-
wal London. 'This was the culmination of
a longer process. Rumours circulited last
summer that the Socialist Workers Party
wias having seeret meetings with central
tigures in the Muslim community in Bir-
mingham about forming a new clectoral
coalitton. This was never denied, although
attempts by others involved in the Social

st Alliance, of which the Sociatist Work-
ers Parly was  and iy the largest com-
ponent, to find out what was poing on were
brushed aside. Then in October of fast year
a manilesto’ was published by Salng
Yaqoob, the chair of the Bumingham Stop
the War Coalition and a member of the
Birmingham centrd mosque, and the en

vironmentahist George Monbiot for this
vear's elections 1o the Furopean parlii-
ment. Later that month George Galloway
was expelied by the Labour Parly and this
mmmediately becume a bloe of three,
Monbiol has since distanced himselt
from the project, saying: ‘1 cannot con-
tinue to betong o a purty which stands
against the Greens in the European elec-
tons, particulinty as tis nught endanger
the seats of two ol the best elected repre-
sentatives in Britain: Caroline Tucas and
Jean tambert.”

All this is an attempt o transtate the un-
precedented opposition o tie war on iy
and the demonstrations against 1t into
electoral form. Both the authors of the
manifesto and the SWI beheved that this
was possible and that the Socialist All-
ance was not the vehicle for domg so. A
wider formation was necessary, retiect-
ing both the diversity of the anti war
movement and its tess developed politics.

The SWP's frustration with tre Social-
ist Alliance was becoming patpable. Over
a period they attempted to remove or st
fence eritios within the Alhanee’s strue
res, believing they were holding back its
development. This was a “clearing of the

decks” 1o enable them to make wider alli-
ances without the burden of those who
might ruise awkward questions.

Having encouriged this new manifesto,
the question remained as (o whether the
SWP could persuade the Socialist Alliance
tersupport i, Or, rather, there was no ques-
ton. With its domination of the Socialist
Alliance and having walled oft the erities,
there was never much doubt. As faras the
SWP was concerned. the SA had 1o accept
Respect wholesale and any attempt 1o
amend the Respect platform had o be
seen off, The SWEs totally uncrineal ap-
proach to Galloway in particutar and
Yaqoob meant that it was in no mood to
aceept that the SA would argue for even
the most basic of amendments. Attempts
to argue that the SA should do this were
duly defeated.

The Respect “conference’ itsell was not
much more than a rally to endorse the ex-
isting “draft’ platform. Amendments were
defeated with SWP members arguing: |
entirely agree with this policy, but s
too Lar advanced [on this coalition.” Anex-
ceutive was clected ol SWP CC members,
non-critical idependents from the So
clalist Alliance, i token comrade from the
Interonational Socialist Group - Alan
Thornet, added at the kst minute Gal-
loway, Yagoob, and a few new faces from
the Muslim community. The only new face
ftom the Lehour movement was Murk
Serwotka, general secretary of PCS (ina
personal capacity). Predictions that Bob
Crow, general seerctiry of the RMT,
would also sipn oup weren’t realised. In
fact, the conference was pretty much the
‘usuil suspeets’ of the lefto the much
vaunted new forces certainly weren'
present at the conference, nor have they
been parucularty evident at the initial Re-
spect mectings ground the country.
Whether they cun be attracted to this new
formation remains to he seen.

Respect may be a new formation, but its
attitude 10 democracy s certainty old-
fashioned, At the launch conference those
moving amendments to its dratt platform
were heckled and shouted down, white
candidates were announced lor the Buro-
pean elections before ¢ven the launch
conference had taken place, let alone re
wional mectings supposedly charged with
selection! (Those who denounce the ack
ol demacracy in the Labour Party should
note that candidate selection 1s self
more democratie than this.)

The final blow Tor those who want 1o
keep the Socialist Athance alive came ot
its national conterence on March 13
when it voled 2 1 ihat the Sociadist Alli
ance would stand no candidates in this
Junce’s elections, even where Respect is
not standing. The bulk of the minority lelt

the conterence at this stage, vowing 1o
keep the Socialist Alltnee alive. The difi

culty (hey have is that the majority have
not yet voted to kill oft the Alhance, thus
preventing its nime being used in clee-
tions by anyone else. This was despite the
candid admission by Alliance chair Nick
Wrack, supporting the majority. that “Re

spect nray well fall flat on its face”. Perhaps
the most telling scitement was that by SWP
national organiser Chris Bambery that the
Furo clections were notborng atalb They
were the chance lor Respect to break
through (he barrier imposed on the left by
the pereeption that it s not electable. 110
Respect should fanl by one per cent or so
to reach the score required fora Euro seat
(cight or nine per cent 10 SOIE areas, un-
der the proportional representation voting
system), then he, Bambery, would know
who to btatue: the fuinthearts who had criti-
cal reservations about Respect. or wler-
ated other political ventures alongside it

Nostalgia for the Socialist
Alliance

These votes mean that the Socialist Work-
ers Party has progressively lost the sup
port of all those previously involved ex-
cept ISCG/Resistance and a few mdepend
cnts. with the CPGR hanging onin for en-
tirely opportunist reasons {(wanting to talk
to the largest audicnce). The Sociatist Party
walked out when the Alliance adopied u
constitution it disagreed with, and Work
¢rs Power when it became obvious that
the Alliance was pomg to dissolve inta
non socialist forces. The Alliance for Work-
ers Liberty has made it edear that it will not
participate o anything in which George
Gulloway is a figurchead, and muny inde-
pendents involved in the Socialist Alliance
reject Respeet as being non- socialist,

There has been uch debate amony the
far lelt about the platform ol Respeel
whether 1t is socialist, whether tt can at-
tract the support that the Socialist Allance
has been unable (o atiract.,

For Workers Action, this debate. while
not unimportant, completely misses the
point. Whether or not Respectand the So-
ciahist Alliance wre soctalist, and the extent
(o which they manage to draw small torees
around then, is ol fut less sipniticance than
the fact that they Ll (o adidress the main
barrier to creating a substantial force for
socialisin in Britain  the Lubour Party.
Whilce the SWP, trustrated with the lack of
progress of the Soctatist Alliance. looks to
Galloway and *“Mushims” toerack the prob-
lenn and others blame the SWI for the fail-
ures of the Soctakist Alliance, they refuse
to learn anything from history, Was the
failure of the Socialist Tabour Party and
the Socialist Alliunce (and of niany others
belore them) o make thar magic break-
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through purely down (o the Faults of par:
neular individuals and organisations, or s
there a more fandamental problem?

Many within the Socialist Allianee
blame its inability 10 grow mote substin:
tially on various aspects of how the SWP
has behaved - primarily its unwillingness
to promote the SA outside ot clection
campaigns, to make itan ongoing “party .
The most quoted example is the refusal
of the SWP to give the Socialist Alliance
any profile un Stop the War marches,
Undonbtedly true, and stemumning, largely
frot the {act that the SWI? sees itself as
the party and does nol want o set up an
alternative, this might explain some ol its
shortcomings, but i1 would take a preal
[eatp of faith 1o believe thatmaking the SA
more of a patty would make the differ-
ence between a formation which obtained
on average 2 3 per cent in elections and a
serious Torce which could mount a myjor
challenge from the left

Internal critics often cite the Scothish
Socialist Party, the Partito della
Rifondazione Comumista (PRC) of laly,
and the French Gar left groups Lutte
Ougvricre and  Lipue Communiste
Révolutionnaire, sizeable orginsations
that have made an clectoral breakttnrough,
as examples of what the Socialist Allance
ought to become. Yot this ignores the con
crete circumstances in each ol these
cases which have made then growth pos-
sible. In every case, proportional repre
sentation in elections (purliamentary. and
in some cases Jocal) his made it possibic
for these parties 1o pet representatives
elected who then gave it a higher profile.
ln several cases these are organisations
which have a long history of stunding in

clections before making any kind of

breakihrough, In the case of the PRC 1
was a major sphit from the long standing,
and mass, Commumst Puity, not a purty
ercated from nothing. In several cases the
class struggle is at a much higher level,
and in Scotland the nationat question also
plays a particulac role. In parallel with the
Latter, even tn Wales we have seen Labour
votes transter o Plaid Cymeon, rather (han
any socialist alternative,

A vacuum on the left?

Supporters of the Sociabist Alliance (and
now Respect) repeatedly assert that there
is a space” to the feft of Labour that they
aim 1o i1l OF course, on one level this s
atruism - with the Blar povernment com-

mitted o neoliberalisny and the pursuit of
imperialist wars, nothing exists to il the
vacuum it previously oceupied in i
{(theoretical) commitment to the redistr-
bution of wealth, public ownership and
cven socialism,

Thousands., il nol millions, of previous

Labour voters are indeed disillusioned
with thie government and would like to see
ditferent  policies, such as the
renationatisation ol the railways, How
evet, the queshions tacing sociadists are
whether such disitlusionment is active ai
passive, and how far it goes, and conse
(quently whether it is translatable into sub-
stantial support for a new left organisa
tion,

Qutside of the massive anti-war move-
ment, the level of struggle i Britun is
Ul pretty jow. Although stike statistics
fuve improved mothe last few years, this
is in companson with all time lows of the
previous period. When there were stories
in the media fast year aboul a pew “winter
ol discontent’, after several strikes 1ok
place or were threatened, much of the Jelt
hetieved them Rather than welcoming the
strikes and attempting (o butld on them,
bul warning against over-optimisin, they
went overboard, While there have been
small snecesses in these struggles, none
has grabbed the consciousness ol the
wider working cluss to the extent of mak-
ing such struggle immediately attractive.
The working class has not managed (o de-
feat any of the major privatisation, deregu-
lation of marketisation initiatives of the
bosses and thea governmentindeed, there
s been little serious resistance o any
of them - virtaally every dispute has been
about inumediate issues of pay, terms and
conditions. Opposition 1s on the level of
grumbling discontent rather than active
resistance. At the same time, anciploy-
ment is at a low despite there being some
bluckspots, and cconomic stability has
meant increased prosperity  which does
not contradict the fact that the gap between
the wealthiest and the rest iy abso grow
ing. Opinion poll opposition to policies
such as continued priviste ownership ot the

ratlways does not mean people are pre
pared to go on the streets 1o profest agains
thentr. A further indication ot the Tow level
of struggle v the tack of involvement in
trade union stuctares. Leltists outside the
Lahour Party are more than keen 1o poin
to the fact that there is litte Tfe in many
of its structares. They are less walling to
acknowledge that the same is true within
the unions.

The ar left has its own illusion - thin
all that is necessary 1o this situation is to
plant the red (or not so ted) lag and peo-
ple will Hlock it Thus, much Sociahist
Alliance propiygandis, while declaring sup
port tor certain key policies such as the
natiomalisuation ol pubhic services or op
position o the demomisation ot asytum
scehers, contained little about fow peo-
ple might campaign tor these things be-
vond joining, or just voting for, the Ath
anee.

With all major umons stith alfilated 1o
the Labour Party (even after the RMTs
expulsion), and this unlikely o change o
a major way in the near future, the Labour
Party temains the niain site for the stug-
ole over the future of working class poli
fies, The expulsion ol one union, o eae
anti-war MP. does not change this any
more than the hacmorthagmg of members,
mostly to inactivity, since 1997,

The SWI among others, have been lowd
in their proclumation that the government
was nearly brought down over the war
an exaggeration in this writer’s view - ind
that Blair is in trouble after the votes on
foundation hospitals and tuition fees and
the backfiring ol the blatant whitewash of
the Hutton report. Yet the logic of such a
view demands that it is necessary to keep
up the pressure within the Tabowr Paity,
acconipanied, of course, by activity out-
stde.

The centenary of Andrés Nin

Juliiin Gorkin.

Workers News Theoretical Supplements

T'he Fourth International and Yugoskavia (1948-5)
Correspondence trom Jock Haston on behalf of the RCP o the [EC of the
Fourth International. with an introduction by Bob Pt

“Ihe open tetter of the Communist Leftand the party congress” by Nin, first
published in March 1932, and an account of the murdey ot Nin by POUM Jeade

How Stalin aborted the Chinese revolution
Max Shachtman’s 1931 introduction 1o the collection of Trotsky's writings on
China. Problems of the Clinese Revolidion.

Victnam: Stalinism versus revolutionary socialism
An outline of the struggle of the Trotskyists against the Viemamese Communist
Party written by Al Richardson (Richard Stephenson) in 1972,
£1 each or £2.50 for all four, including postage, from:
Workers Action, PO Box 7268, L.ondon E10 6TX
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In o cackbanded sort of way this ix ac-
knowledged when the Socialist Allianee
sitys iU s for ‘democratisation” of unjon
political funds, but not their disaltiliation
from the Labour Party. or when it called
for opposttion 10 Galloway's expulsion
from the Fabour Party, or protests at the
Fabouwr Party NEC™s decision to expel the
RMT. Yetit cannot see that there 1s i con-
tradiction in cach ol (hese cases — it it s
necessary to maintain the struggle in the
Labour Pacty, then itis necessary for nili
tants o lght that struggle. Instead, they
are happy 1o leve 1t 1o others whom they
accuse at the saine tme of deluding them-
selves about the potential suceess of such
a fight, even going so tar at times as (o
accuse the Labowr left of being the main
obstacle to the butlding of anew left foree.

In the absence of these [actors, and with
a sl Jarge Tabour Party, it takes o sig-
niticant dose of wishlul thinking 1o be-
lieve the Socialist Allnee could simply
grow mnto a najor force.

Respeet elearly hopes to win the sup
port of those opposed o the war itnd gieta
stzeable vote in the elections on June 1),
aming to win a seat in the Buropean par
lament or the Greater TLondon Assembly.
What are its prospects? Given the general
fuck ot enthustasm for Euro celections and
the disillusionment with Fabour and the
other purties, this should not be ruled out,
provided Respecteuan getitself known. The
latter 15, though, a tall order in massive
multi-member constituencies within a
few months, The number of votes requined
(o get o Respeet member clected o the
Greater London Assembly (about [2.000)
iy rouphly the same as the Soctalist Alli-
ance gained in the whole ot England i the
last general election!

The SWP obviously believes that the

drawing power of Galloway and the hook-
up with sections of the Mushim conunu
nity witl overcorme this. It could be that a
sulficient protest vote is mobilised
clect Gatloway, although this scems less
than likely, but would this translate into
substantial growth of Respect as a party?
There are many expoeciences of protest
votes, bul much tess of them represent
ing something Lasting. Even many Labour
members have been known 1o register
their objection o Blurite candidates and
policies by voting for others, without any
intention of leaving the party. What is
necded is not just @ ete 1o garner votes,
but o steategy to build a substanual social-
ist opposition. ,

There is no indication that, for imstance.
Fabour members wre flocking (o join Re
spect, even to the extent that some did
when the Socialist Labour Party was
formed. Galloway s not quile the charis-
matic and adored figure that the SWP be-

lteve he is. Indeed, (o buld him up they
have had to distort history somewhalt.
They have downplayed the role of many
other Labour MPs m the anti-war move-
ment (such as Jeremy Corbyn, who has
probably spoken at s many anti-war meel-
mgs and rallies), portraying Gulloway as
almost the only anti-war MP; they have
ipnored the B that, while Galloway was
clewdy expelled for his opposition 1o the
war, the reason he, rather than others,
could be picked oft was because of the
addinonal excuses he gave the party lead
ceship (such as the declaration that he
would stand against Labour thexpelledand
his dubious relationship with the Saddam
regime); and discounted his isofation
within the Parhiamentary Labour Party -
Cilloway never joined the Campaign
Crroup, Tor mstanee Gndeed, he discour
aged others from joining), and has a much
poorer record of rebefling than imany oth-
ers. The SWE declared, with Galloway's
expuision, the rectuim the Labour Party
project’ 1o be dead, withoul recognising
that he had never been part ol such a
project.

The appeal lor support [ron the Mus-
Hm community is also fraught with prob-
fems. The appeal is 10 Muslims as M-
fims, vather than atlempting, s sociahists
should. to win them away from relipious
inflnence. This s inlerent to the approach
ol seeing Muslous as o community, rather
than seeing this community as containing,
the siume class divisions as any other Thas
absurdity would be obvious if socialisls
appealed w the *Christian communiy” or
the “white community” o fact, by appeal-
ng o “community leaders’ as Respedt
does, 1t is pot likely 1o attract those e
belling against precisely those leaders and
looking to the left for answers. Moreo
ver, to the extent that Respect appets to
be appealing 1o one “community” above
others, it will as likely as notrepel others.

Despite the Sin Respect,itis difficaltto
see Respect as o socialist formation. So-
cualismy, rather than being scen as an
overarching ideology which unites the
other aspects, ts seen merely as one of
several strunds of thought, There s no dis
tinclive appeal o warkers as workers:
rather they will be appealed Lo as part of
an amaorphons mass. Indeed, Respect’s
platorm as really opposition to the war
with othier issues tagged on. Yel there iy
little indication that the mudlions opposed
to the war have drawn sociahst conclu-
sions from such opposition. The Breat
tast by clection showed, i anything, the
opposite - that i voters want 1o protest
against the way they will voie for the party
which they percetve as both opposing the
war and having a chance ol wainning the
clection, The Liberal Democrats’ decision

o boycott the Butler enguiry will no
doubt serve them well in maintaining this
pretence.

Respect, and the Socialist Alhance, talk
of “pving Bluir a slap’. Some around the
Soctdist Afliance welecomed the Tiberal
Democrat victory in Brent Last for pre-
cisely that reason, But sociadists should
not only be concerned to delecat Blair and
his policies, but to do so with a socialist
alternative, rather than by any means, It
the objective s merely to "diteh Blae' then
vounyg anything but Labour will do.

Many have pointed out that, with his ex-
pulsion from the Labour Party, Galloway
ought to have resigned and cassed o by-
clection in his Glusgow Kelvin constitu-
eney 1o prove the pomnt that his stance ot
the war 1s more popular than the govern-
ment’s. That he has not stems from the
et that his supporters i his Constitu
cney Labour Party, while opposing his
expulsion, retused o tollow him out of
the party, and [rom the beliel gt he nught
lose, which woubd cause considerable
cmbarrassment. He has chosen o stand
in London, rather than Scotlawd, 1 the
Furo-elections partly because hus base s
more among the metropolitan felt. but
also because o s differences with the
Scottish Soctahist Party, Galloway would
not join the SSI Gnd they would not have
him) at Jeast in part because ol his rejec
tion of their policy of "o workers™ repre
sentative on i worker's wiage’, climing
he needs an income several nnes this. Al
the same time he recognises he would
make himself a lot of enemnies in the
wrong places i he stood in Scotland in
the Huro -clectons,

Electoral anti-fascism

While the Lar lelt has been enpaging in
these failed projects, the British National
Party has been winning council seats, par
ticularly in depressed northern towns, It
has been capitalismg on disillusionment
with Labour’s national policies, the bys
wrta caused by the media and government
around asvlum seckers, and Labour coun-
cils® neglect of ther constituents. The
BNP has adopted “pavement polities” a la
Liberal Democrats, aking up people’s
Jocid concerns directly, bul. of course,
wilh a ‘rights for whites /anti-asylum
seeker edpe 101 The BNP has been stand-
ing in places it hadn't previously touched,
and s looking to grow ftom this in June.
There ace predictions that it could win a
Liuro-scat in north-west England, as well
as w lurther swathe of council seats (s
expected o stand Tor about 500).

There has been much discussion on the
Jel1 as 10 how 1o respond to the neo-fas-
cist threat. Mach has been sind ol the need
tor the lett to be taking up in a consistent
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Lushion the concerns of Tocal communitics,
whether it be housing, the council tax, or
whadever, and showing there is acsoctalist
answer on (hese issues. Some small suc-
cesses have been registered in this by the
Socialist Party (mainly i Coveniry and
Lewisham} and the Independent Working
Class Association (IWCA), though the Tt
ter is not explicitly sociabist and appears
10 make sume concessions Lo ricism
when, for instance, its whole emplisis
relation 1o asylum seekers is on e con-
cerns of the local imhabuants, with fiule
attempt o address racism and the riphts
ol asylum seekars,

Unite Against Fascrsm has recently been
tormed by the commg topether of the Ant
Nazi League and the National Asscinbly
Against Racism, bringing together a hosi
ol celebiities, unton leaders, politicians,
cte. While this should be welcomed, and
local campaigns work within the orbit of
UAL wherever possible, its plattorin s lib-
eral ruther than socialist. Ts founding dec
Liration states: “The BND is now trying 1o
present itsell as a respectable™ pobtical
party. In fact they we a taserst party, Cur
rently they seek to attract votes on the hi-
sis of racesm, Islamophotaa, ann
Semitism and the vilification of relagees
and asylum seckers. But fascists also stand
for the expulsion of Black and Asian peo-
ple from this country, the destruction of
the trade unions and the elimination of
basic democratic rights. We believe that
this dangerous situation reguires anew and
united response [rom all those dedicated
10 freedom and democracy. Now s the
time for all of us 1o combine our forces
and unite in w broad and common front
against this connuon threat.” Signatories
1o this statement include Teddy Taylor, the
vight-wing Tory MP. While the statement
and the campaign should be supported,
there needs to be a note of caution. Past
expericnce shows that both the ANL and
NAAR have run campaigns on the busis
notonly of “don’t vore BNP', bat have gone
further to argue “vole anyone but BNP'
NAAR even went so lar as 10 condenm
the ‘Tories Tor not standing candidates in
somge ¢lections.,

Two problems underlie this approach to
anbi-fascism. Firstly, simply to describe
them as nasty and “beyond the pate’ of
democratic polities is oy misunderstand
the very nature ol Tascism. Fascism is a
moveinent reserted (o by the ruling class
when it ix unable o suppress working
class revolt by aother. “normal’ means,
While the British ruling class sees no need
1o reach Tor the lascist alternative at the
current ume, it woukd be no less willing
(o do so than the Ll or German ruding,
classes were should the need arise. But
this mcans that, while parliamentary de-

mocracy shoudd be defended against fas
cisnn, it needs to be detfended by the ta
howr movement with working cliss, so
cntlist politics. Encouraging people 1o
vote Tory oc Lib Dem is no basis Tor op-
posing the tise of fascism,

Secondty, as outlined above, the prowth
ol the BNP s partdy due 1o disiliusion-

ment with the mamstream parties and their

neelect of basic amenitics and services,
Socialists need to recognise this and be
part of campaigming asound such hasic s
sues, not just the big national and interna-
tiomt) anes. And sociahists must. of
course, challenge the policy of the gov-
crnment. and the myths perpetrated by
sections of the media, agamst asylum
seekers,

But noue of this means e socialists
fiveve 1o stand clectonal candidates against
the BNE as some on the deftargue. Within
the nationad vibrella of UTATE, focal cam
paigns will have a degree of autenomy 10
deaide then own direction, and certainly
need not endorse the line of “anyone bul
the BNP', Canspatgns around focal ameni
ties, defence of asylum seekers, ete, are
anyway often undermined it they are per
catved as being the property of one par
tcular poliical organisation,

Among those who arguce that iCss essen-
nad ke stand “socialise candidates agaimst
the BNP there is, o a greater or lesser
extent, a behet that Tabour is “no ditfer
ent’ (o the other mainsticam parties, thus
1ejecting the wdea that ant Tasaists can
even call for a Labour vote,

What's the difference?

This is the argument undetlying much of
the fae lett's current confusion, i clee-
nons, the irade unions and clsewhere. It
the Labowr Party s simply another bour
peots party, hke the Liberal Democrads
or Tories, then it should get no support
Irem soctabists. This argument often
stems Tronn a superlicial analysis which
only looks at the programme of the gov-
crmnent — war-mongering neo liberalisnn,
[0 that were the only criterion, the con
clusion would be correct, and there would
even he some pustification for those on
tse ettt who argoe that a vote for the Lib-
cral Democrats (and, even more so, the
Gireen Party) is preferable o a vote for
Labour, their progrimme being consider-
ably “1o the {eft” of the government’s on
key issues.

The probiem with this analysis s that it
only looks at eae part of 1the equation
prograonue alone. [Uignores the question
of the class base of a party and, in fact in
relation to Labour, fooks only at the gov-
croment and not the party. However, the
fact that the major umons are atfiliated to
the Labour Party at every fevel and have a

magor say inils policy-making s wlhi
makes the difierence.! That is why, lor
Workers Action, Labour remains, lor all
its massive shift to the right, a bourgeols
workers” parly. distinguishing (it from the
other mainsiream parties,

A lurther eritetion has to be mroduced
when looking at smaller parties tsuch as
the Cireens and Plod Cymra), Whide then
programmes may be well tothe leftor
bour's, and they may appeal to the work-
ing class, (i some areas at keast, that ap-
peal is as individuads rather than as a col
lective force that can change society, e,
on a socialist basis,

Those who pronounce the Tabour Party
“dead” and [ull of the Blante middle class
would do well to read the opimon poll pub
lished in the Guardian.? This showed that
[abour remains an overwhelmingly work
iy class party, with 60 per cent ot mem-
bers in the social proups covering semi-
skitled manual jobs and those dependem
on benetits. Two [ilths of purty members
sard Blane shoudd stand down betoe the
next general ctection, a thicd believe the
Hutton report was a whitewash, inore than
two- thirds would prefer 1o see the lop rate
of tax ncreased on oincomes over
£100,000 to pay Tor inuprovements i pub
fic services, While these results might not
be as goad as the left would hike, they
hardly paint the picture of a party o love
with ity Jeader and bis polictes.

The readmission of Ken Livingstone to
the Tahour Party, the “hig conversation’
and Peter Han's recent statements about
party democracy, while motivated by
cynicism, are all signs of - recognition
by the party leadership that they e in
trouble.

Squaring the circle
While those such as the Socialist Paty
and the Scottish Socialist Pacly. who ar-
pue that the Labour Party s now just an
other bourgeois party, can avoid all con-
tradictions by never calling for i vote tor
Labour, and calling for the disaffilaition
ol the unions from the Labour PParty, oth-
ers, particulaely aound the Socialist Al-
liance, altempta mote nuanced” position.

Their attitude is more “pood huck to
those ighting i the Labour Party, but we
think they we wasting their time”. Yet the
contradictions of this are beconnng more
and more exposed, most paricularly mthe
unions. Alhance-dominated branches end
not 1o vote in Unison for political com
mittee positions, allowing the nght wing
10 win: SWPers block the nomination of
anyone in Labour Party selections, and
they preet with cuphoria the RMT s dear
sion 0 stand firm”™ against the abour
Party's “diktat’,

While declaring their opposition to Gal-
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loway's expulsion from the Eabour Party,
and organising hall bearted lobhics ot the
hearings, they did Hittle 10 orpanise oppo-
sttion o the expulsion m the unions, and,
of course, nothing in the Labour Party. The
nnpression was given that while wanting
o appear opposcd 1o the expulsion they
rather welcomed 1t

The RMT’s expulsion - a leap
in the dark

The ruling by the Labour Party's National
Exccutive Comimttee in iebruary that the
Rail, Maritime and Transport union had
‘disaffiliated nsedt™ was hardly unexpected.
At lastyear’s Annoal General Meeting the
union had decided that in future ts
branches and regions could decide (o sup-
port alternative parties to Labour, subject
1o the endorsement of tts Council of Ex
ceutives. At the same time it had written
into its rulebook, for the first 1ime, that the
national union was aftiliated 1o the Libour
Purty. Thus it became the first union 1o
adopt the “disaggregation” policy pro-
moted by mueh of the fae feft.

Subscquently, several Scottish brianches
ol the RMT, followed hy 1ty Scottish Re-
gronal Council, voted 1o atliliate to the
Scottish Soctalist Party. Labour Party ol-
ficers announced that if 10 went ahead the
RMT would put itselt outside the party
The RMT exccutive called a Special Gen
cral Meeting with the same delegates as
fast yeur's AGM. ot which the only item
tor discussion was whether to endorse the
2003 decision.

[y the vun-up to this SGM, whilde relus-
ing to allow an RMT delegation to meet
the full Labour Party NEC, ameeting took
place between delegations (rom the T.a-

bour Party NEC and the RMT's Council.

of Executives. lan McCartney, the Labour
Party’s chatrperson (as yimposed by T.
Blair), wrote to RMT Labour Party mem-
bets for the Tirst time ever. The Lithour
Party NLEC declared that if the RMT con-
tinued with us policy it would have disaf-
fiiated wself. The SGM did so anyway,
by the overwhelming majority of 42 10 &,

None ol this was very surprising. Within
the RMT there is widespread dispust at
the policies pursued by the Labour gov-
crnment, and the votes of the AGM del-
cgates broadly retlect this, In fact, given
atree vote, the AGM would probably have
voled to disafTitiate directly from the Ta-
hour Party. The move by Bob Crow, RMT
peneral seerctary, (o write atftliation into
the rulebook was widely viewed as a ma
nocuvre (o pre-empt this and to attiempt
1o ride two horses at once.

The Labour Party burcaucracy was in
capuble of pointing to i specific rale that
the RMT hud broken. While the Fabour
Party’s rulebook specitically states that

pedividued members may not support the
candadivies of ather parties, it s silent on
the ssue of alfiliates, beyond a vague tor-
mulation about them supporting the Ta-
bour Party’s policies (one wonders if this
apphies to anyone else). Indeed, this s as
it shoutd be: trade untons are independ-
ent. autonomous, organisations, and the
Labour Party shodd not be able to dic-
Late their rules.

Opponents ol the RMT s expudsion have
puinted out thut several unions supported
Ken Livingstone when he stood as an i
dependent tor London mayor last 1ime
around and had declared they would do the
same this year betore he was re-admitted
10 the Labour Party. One branch of Ucal
las been aifiliated to the Sociatist Tabour
Party almost since its formation, and there
may be brunches ol other unions in the
saie position. No action has ever been
taken against these unions. The Labour
Party stands accused ot hypocrisy.

According to its own rules, the Labour
Party had no basis for effectively expel-
Hug the RME, and this deciston should be
opposed lor this reason, along with con-
demmnation of those NEC members (in
Cludimg all those tade umion represenli-
tives present. except the RMT'sYy who
voted (or this policy. However, at s not
surpresing. The other examples have nol
been written imto the rulebooks of the
unions, and i the case of support for Ken
Livingstone, the 1abour Pasty bureaucracy
clearly ook a political decision not 1o act
apainst those supporting him, io the ree-
opnition that many London Labour Purty
members, and members of unions not ex
plicitly supporting him, voted for himy. Any
attempt at disciphinary asction would prob-
ably have bucktired.

But the RMT decision was, ol course,
rikdled with contradictions. In elections,
cundidates ol the SSP, supported by some
RMT branches, would be opposed by can-
didates from the Labour Party, to which
the uwmon was nationally athlated, and
possibly supported by other branches ol
their union. The RMT might be willing to
hive with this, but (o expect the Labour
Party burcaucracy to do so under its eur-
rent intoferant regime would be o sireteh
credutity. The only way it would do so s
il other trade anion leaders felt that 1o do
otherwise would be more damaging.
Clearly they think not, it only because the
“hig tour” feel that they can clamp down
on such moves, i necessary by bureay-
cratic meuns,

However, the opposite is more likely.
Already, in advance of the NEC's confir-
mation ol its decision, the Scotland No.2
branch of the Communications Workers
Union (CWL, representing about 4,000
delhivery statf, counter statt and mail sorl

ey in BEdinburgh, Lothians, File, central
Scotlund and the Borders, voted at ats
AGM that il the RMT was “disatfihated’
by the Tabow Party, it would wifiliate to
the SSP (although quite why such a sup
posedly progressive step should be de-
pendent on the Labour Party™s actions is a
mystery). This shows the tactical inept
ness ol sections of the teft al ils worst.
The RMT decision s in tine with its con-
ference decisions, rightly or wrongly.
CWLU conterence has made no such deci-
sion, and this move is onty likely wo bring
the branch and s olficers into conllict
with the nationat union, hardly a great step
forwanrd for the lelt,

Supporters ol disaggregration will use the
Labour Party’s dectsion as a futther ex-
ampde ol s undemaocratic nature 1o raise
the stakes at this year's round ol union
conferences. Already. i1 is possible thas
the ire Brigades Union will vote to dis-
affiliate trome the Labour Party, Several
repions have submitied resolutions 1o (his
cifect, though the FBU NEC seemys 10 he
ustng the rulebook to attempt o stop them
being taken. The national leadership’™s re
sponse Is o propose o cut an the atfilia
tion rate (e, membership payments). but
this may be a concession which does nol
help the arpument, not least because there
i also a fight within the FBU over the
[eadership’s disastrous handling of Last
yaar's disputce.

Contradictions will continue within the
RMT. lis national executive has endorsed
Lucy Anderson as Labour Party candidage
it the Greater London Assembly elections
(she has committed hersellnto backing key
RMT pohicies), but moves are tikely by
the London Fransport Regional Couneil
1 pive endorsement o Respect, standing,
i the same clections,

Meanwhile, apart from a handtul ol
Scottish branches, RMT branches e no
longer affiliated 1o any pohtical party.
Bob Crow showed his conlusion on this
when he wrote in the Morning Star a lew
days after the RMTs conlirmation of its
decision, ‘there are stilb many unanswered
questions, For example. it RMT ceases
(o be affihated nitionatly, questions artse
i respeet of RMT bodies arall fevels who
may wish to remain aflfiliated 1o the La-
bour Putly”. There s no such “unanswered
question” — o umon not atfiluted o the
national party cannot aftiliae, or send
delegates, 1o the party at any other level,

Tt s elear that neither Crow nor the bulk
of those arguing (or democratisation” of
union political funds have anything ap
proaching a coherent strtegy. While the
RMT s continaing to send its chegue for
national afliltation o the Labour Party in
the Tortorn hope that it witl pet aceepted,
there is no discussion within the RMT of
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a serious attempt 10 put pressure on other
unions to get the expulsion decision re

versed. The basis for such a campaign al

ready exists, the CWU NEC having op-
posed the expulsion, and sufticient sup-
port exists in other unions 1o make a fiyrht
over the issue. But, ot course, withoul
RMT backing such & campaipn is a non-
starter, Tnstead, there has been vague talk
of alegal challenge w Labour’s interpre-
ttion of 1s rulebook.

Crow has talked in the past of possible
support Tor Plaid Cymru and the Gieen
Party, and the RMT gave national support
to John Marek standing as an independent
for the Welsh Assembly after he was
deselected as a Labour candidate. Marck
has now founded a new purty, Forward
Wales (almost exclusively based in his
constituency of Wrexham), which Ron
Davies has now also joined. But in both
cases, this is primarily personal expedi-
ency dressed up as political principle,
neither having shown political consist
ency or a willingness (o build an opposi-
tion to New Labour.

This ‘prck and mix" approach, likely to
lead in the hunds ol others 1o an even more
cclectie mix ol parties, significantly
weakens the abihity of the RMT (and pos-
sibly the FBU) to fight alongside other
aftiliated unions against the policies of
the government. For those on the far left
who applaud the RMT’s stance, this is not
an issue: they are merely concerned with
getting union backing for their projects.
not the bigger pictare.

Other atfiliated unions have done little
1o express this fight 10 date. While at fast
year’s Labour Party conlerence the “big
four' (Unison, TGWU, GMB and Amicus)
did call joint public meetings and declured
that they were going to conduct a joinl
campaign for ‘Labour policies’, at the
same time they refused support for the
RMT’s attempts to get a substantial dis
cussion of the war on Irag onto the agenda.
Since the conference there has been Tit-
tle evidence of such a campaign. Nor, be:
yond occasional verbal opposition, has
there been any attempt by the union lead-
ers 1o organise serious action against the
government’s neoliberal policies.

The far left in confusion

1t1s not only Respect that is floundering in
its attempt to find a niche in the electoral
market Toritself. Having left the Socialist
Alliance, the Socialist Party has been say-
ing its pohicy is 10 found a new workers’
party. without explaining how this would
come aboul. However, it recently held a
meeting in Liverpool, addressed by ex-Cov-
entry Labour MI?, now a councillor, Dave
Nellist, and attended by sacked Liverpool
dockers and lormer Liverpool councillors,

which adopted a declaration tor the estab-
Jishment ol a new party based around La-
hour's ald Clause 4.7 However, although
we respect and supported the past strug
gles of the dockers against casualisation
and the councillors against rate-capping,
this hardly sounds like the basis for any
more of a breakthrough™ than the rest of
the far left has made. containing as it does
all the same problems.

Within (he unions, beyond the issue of

the future of the politcal funds, the tar
left hardly shows a consistent approach
cither. With few exceptions, stable demo-
cratic campaigning lelt orpanisations have
not been built in the unions which can take
ap industrial as well as political issues,
with much of the left seeming to have
trned its back on the basic issue of build-
iny up workplace union structures.

We also see within the unions that out
side of the Labhour Party does not always
mean (o the lett of those tighting within
it The Teft on the CWU postal exceculive,
including SWP member Jane Loftus, re
cently voted for the Singie Delivery
Agreement which invelves somewhere
between 7,000 and 30.000 job lossces.
Hardly surprising then thut Poshworker,
the SWP's paper tor rank-und-file posial
workers’, failed to produce an editon tak-
ing a position on the ballot on the agree-
ment. one of the most erucial issues lac-
ing postat workers over pay and condi
tions. In the PCS Civil Service Union, the
Department for Work and Pensions Group
Executive voted to defer sterkes on the pay
deal alter pumagement offered a 002 per
cent increase on their previous ofler, de-
spite the fact that strike action was heing
co ordinated with other sections. Al
though they later reinstated the strikes
atwer talks broke down, momentuim wus
Jost. Members of Telt Unity, including
members and ex-members ol the Social-
ist Party, dominate the Group Executive.

Broad Left members of the CWU Ex
ceutive have excluded from their caucus
a member who has refused to accept “cau-
cus discipline” to vote tor a productivity
hased scheme in BT on the executive. This
despite the tuet that the Broad Lelt AGM
has called for her o be readimitted to the
cavcus and the membership in BT has
thrown the scheme out ina ballot! Now
the caucus has aceepted that the scheme
will be implemented by BT withouta fur
ther ballot! Among those responsible Tor
such actions are several members of the
Socialist Party.

Labour Representation
Committee — a new start

A more substantial straw in the wind is the
campaigning by Mick Rix, ex-general see-
retary ol Aslet, for a Labour Representa-

ton Comnnttee. hringing together the un-
wons, CLPs and others. However, having,
announced the laonch at tast year™s La-
hour Party conference, 1o dide there have
been only a couple of organising imectings
in the House of Commons. While these
were well-attended by activists including
NEC members of several umons and the
Labour Party, plans were stalled for sev-
eral months while Rix pursued his belief
that he could convinee at least some of the
*big four” to come on board. Having hita
brick wall on this (hardly surprising, since
it would involve these unions aceepting
the deocracy of a widermovement), plans
are now underway 1o hold a Toundimg con-
ference in July, building on the support
which already exists, such as from the
CWLH naionally.

Such a step is desperately needed. What
has been missing from the fight within the
I .abour Party s a significant foree thitap-
peais to he putting up astrugple. While an
opposition exists it every level, ths is dis-
persad among several orpanisations
(sometimes compeling, sometimes co op-
erating) and individuals and CLPs that feel
isolated. A unddying organisation, with
some weight behind it in the unions, could
bepin to act as a pole of attraction hoth
within the Labour Party and o those who
have leftout of disdlusionment. Socialists
should do all they cin to build support (or
the conference and for the LRC iself,

NOTES

FRespect (now refened 1o as a party on ity
website) is said o stand for “Respect,
Fquahity, Socialism, Peace, Envitomment,
Community, Trade Unienesm. 1s Tull
nuailesto can be seen af
www.respecteoalition.com/index. phpite=3
“lhat they rnely exereise this right is not the
point here.

"Those wha argue that trade anions also
support the LS Democrats miss the point ol
alfiliation and the role in policy-making, 11s
not even possible to join the Democrats!
*Guardian, Febouary 24 full resolts at
www.gnardian.co.nk/guardianpolitics/story/
0.3605,115:+484,00.html

“Phe fulf statement can be tound it
wavwsoctalistpant v.org.uk/ 2004337/

index htralZid=ppd.htin WA

May Day March
Saturday May 1

Assemble 12 noon
Clerkenwell Green
London EC1

March to Trafalgar Square
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Dialogue of
the deaf

The Convention of the Trade
Union Left was an opportunity
missed, says Pete Firmin

On Saturday February 7 around 700 union
activists [rom 250 organisations attended
the *Convention of the Trade Union Teft,
originally calledin the pame of the Social-
ist Alhance, although subsequently spon-
sored by many trade union branches and
regions. Of those present, most were prob-
ably Socialist Alliance supporters. with a
majortly of them {rom the Socialist Work-

ers Party, though with a good spread of

[ abour Party members too.

Catled around the issues *“Who should
we vole for in the next election?’, "What
can we do about political representation’”
and “What should we do about the polin
cal fund’” | the convention had come i for
sonie criticism in advance tor failing to
address many other crucial issues facing
trades unionists in Blair's Britain. Clearly,
however small the words *Socialist Alli-
ance’ became on the leatlets, the conven-
tion was organised around its priorics.

With the opening and closing plenary
sessions being rablies, the only chance for
discussion and debate was i the union
caucuses and set piece debate on the un-
1on link.

The main speaker in the opening rully
wits Bob Crow, general secretary ol the
RMT. fresh from the union’s Special Gen
eral Mceeting which had confirmed the
decision to allow branches to affiliate to
political parties other than Lubour, thus
triggering the decision 10 expel the RMT
from the Labour Party.

In a defiant speceh, Crow declared that
the RMT would not be dictated 1o by the
Labour Party and Lan McCartney. that it
was 4 free trade union making its own de-
cisions. He said he felt liberated by the
Labour Party’s decision, thouph the RMT
would still be sending its affiliation cheque
1o the Labour Party and it was up o them
whether they cashed it He went out ol his
way to praise the Campaipn Ciroup of -
bour MPs tor the support they had grven
the RMT, but also said the union’s Scot-
tish full-timer would be gomng on (o the
Scottish Socialist Party's exccutive.

Crow’s speech was received with a stand
ing ovation and enthusiasm, including from

one of the other platform speakers, Linda
Smith, London region treasurer of the Fire
Brigades Union, who said the RMT's degi-

sion wits magnificent. She argued that if

the unions” only link 15 1o the Labour Party,
the torthconung votes on political funds
could well be lost, She denounced several
government ministers (John Prescott, dim
Fitzpatrick, Alan Johnson} with arecord in
the trade unions for their current anti- un-
ion policies. She compared the union-!a-
bour Purty link to thut ol & woman in an
abusive relationship.

Siobhan Logan (Leicester College
Natthe) spoke on their all out strike and
the support they are receiving. Paul
Machney (pencral seeretary of Natthe,
the college Tecturers™ union, and Labour
Party member) attacked government pol
cies on education and the war. He made
some important points about the need for
aclivists not just to caplure unjon struc-
tures but to be active in the workplaces,
and the need for activists at the base to
hold the "awkwurd squad” to account. How-
ever, he failed 1o address the issue of the
link, simply arguing that we are all on the
sanne side really.

Then to the union caucuses. B the CWL
caucus was anvihing o go by, these were
rather shambolic and definitely o missed
opportunity. No-one had been asked 1o
organise the meeting, but it was made clear
by Socialist Alliance supporters that s
purpose was 1o discuss how o move the
CWU to the same position as the RMT
whereby branches could decide to affiliate
to other organisations. This did not go
unchallenged and whal followed was
small-scale version of the main debate and
a discussion on where the CWU stood.
Despite some people rasing them, there
wits a mivked reluctance 1o discuss the in
dustrial issues facing postal and telecoms
workers, 4 major fatding i a meeting of 20-
odd militants.

So to the main debate. Both of the
speakers billed to kick 11 off, Muark
Serwotka, peneral seerctary of PCS, and
Billy Hayes, general secretary of the
CWLL sent apologices, so the chiar an-
nounced that the debate would start with
contributions from the floor of the con-
vention, and proceeded to call the author
of this articie as the first speaker — tough
Jobh, bul somceonce had 1o do !

To give credit where it's due, unlike
sinilar conferences in the recent past, il
was a balanced debate, with alternale
speakers from the duTerent sides,

Content wise, it was a bit of a diadogue
of the deal. Many of those defending the
Iink stressed the unaccountability ol un
ion reps i the Labour Party — for exam-
ple, all biw one trade union representative
on the Labour Party's NEC had voted for

the expulsion of the RMT. T didn’t hear a
single proponent of “democratisation” ve-
spond o that; they all just talked of how
tervible the government s, Some talked
of how ‘we want democratisation, not dis-
affiliation’, even though the situation
wround the RMT showed this 1o be pretty
untenuble in the short term. They certainly
weren't willing 1o address the contradic-
tions of this postton, even when others
pointed out that their position was for the
tragmentation of the unions” political in-
fuence. Much of the argument trom those
favouring ‘disaggregation” did not get be:
youd ancedotes about their workplace,
unon branch or dispute. 'Thus when one
speaker talked ol the victory of tenants
over Camden Council in a ballot over the
future ot housing in the borough, it was
obvious (o many ol us that this fight would
have been strengthened Hithad also been
taken faro the Labour Party. While the de-
bate probably didn’t change anyonce’s
opinton, it was worth having il only to con-
firm the lack of serious argument comiiag
from those favouring “democratisation”.

Speakers in the final plenary were the
I ondon region convenor of Unison, Geoft
Martin, Sue Bond of PCS and George
Galloway MP Geoff Martin spoke of the
dreadful policies of the government und
Labour councils, such as Newlham's at-
tempts to derccognise Unison and the
London weighting issue. He stressed the
need tor debate on the assue of the link,
strongly eriticising attempls by Unison
gencral secretary Dave Prentis (o prevent
him speaking at the convention. Pointing
out that it those in favour of a fight in the
Labour Party weren’t willing to debate
they would be ceding the argument (o their
opponents, he also talked of the need for
people on the lefl, whatever position they
took on the link, 10 work together aound
issues they agreed on.

However, while Mackney and Martin
made many important points, and it was
rood that they took part in the debate, they
were not really willing to tackle the alf
filiatton issue head on. Working together
on industiial strategy and campaigns re-
pardless of views on the political Tunds s
obviously cruciad, but it hardly amounts
1o a political strategy. WA

Check out the
Workers ACTION
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www.workersaction.org.uk

for a selection of articles
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Leftina
vacuum

Richard Price finds out what
Respect means to him

Fvery couple of years, L sceins, i new,
bold and inspiring left of-Labour coali
tion comes to town. The Respect/Unity
coalition is the third sueh initiative to hit
the borough o Waltham Forest in north
cast London in recent times. First it was
the Socialist Labour Party  that cutious
hybrid of ofd-time Stahinism and ultra
leltisime - with a packed imeeting i excess
ol 200 people. The voud left by the SLI'S
rapid descent into micro Stahinist irrel
evance was hifled by the Sociahst Allance,
which kicked oft locally with a 150-
strong faunch. On February 23 the atl new
improved  Respect/Umity  Coalition
pitched up in Walthamistow.

Respect is essentally @ less is more
version of the Soctalist Alhance. Out have
sone most ol the toublesome Trots, The
CPB won'( play ball, the Greens have re-
fused un electoral pact fos the Buro clec
tions, and the Socialist Party clamms ivs
all insulficienty socialist. In thewr place,
the SWE has made a preh for big names
and big forees - the anti war movement,
the anti capatalist movement. George Gal-
lowiay and the Musiin community,

While we wint for people to turn up,
someone hax uselully puton one of those
‘classic soul” tapes containing Respect by
Arctha Franktin, It underlines just how
down with the youth tonight's meeting will
be. Here we ate i Walthamstow™s Asian
Centre, in one of the most diverse parls
ot Tondon, and Respect is making a big
pitch tor the Muslim contmunity. But
whien the people turn up, there’s nota sin
ghe representative from the tocal Astan
population and the demographic ol the 58
strong audience 1s overwhelmingly white,
30-something o SO0-ish, and drawn alniost
cntirely Irom the public sector.

This isn't o put down, In fuct, it's nol
surpwising. This same layer of activists has

been in evidence at all the fulse dawns of

recent years, L represents a proup of sur
vivors from the struggles of the 80s and
90s that has doggedly sustained trade un
ion branches wnd campaipns through the
darkest days of Thutchensi and the dis
appointments of New Labour. Appatled by
Blairism and buoyed up by the strength ol
the anti war movenment, they cling dog-
puedly 1o the notion that there is a1 vacuum
waiting to be filled 0 the feft of Labour.
The problem they can’t get their beids
vound is the Tact that the rest of society
doesnt share all ol their concerns al
present, and they don’t have astrategy
beyond doomed electoral interveations
to reach out W thase beyond e mnmedi-
ate periphery of this embatied public-sec-
o lefr,

While the talk is of many different
strands coming wogether o torm Respeat,
the top table tetlects the SWE's contiol-

hing mterest. The chair and two out ol fow
speakers wre SWE members, as is nely
hall the audience. The vmty on show s
very much the unity ol the SWIE with s
own periphery

Linda Smith ol the FBBU London Region
Kicked off, asking vhetorically where the
voices ol e two million people who
mirehed against win an frag were te-
(lected in parliament. Cleary. tor her, the
first of the three massive parlianentary
rebellions didn'tregister, even as a dis-
tant echo of the movement outside. As for
building Respect, she spoke o aking its
message into people’s own local networks
and communities. much 1n the way thd a
Liberal Democrat Focus teany might

SWE member Sue Bond, who is viee
president of the civil service union POS,
warmed to the tieme of the vacuum that
exists 1o the ledt of Labour, without yel
ting bogped down i the tncky business
ol explaining why not only nature but the
vast magorily ol the clectorate abhorred
the Socradist Athanee™s atterapt to fillar,
{0 arder o sustain what we sladl call Tor
convenience the theory of the vacuum, all
vou have to do s repeat the mantra that
New Labour s eviland ignore the unpleas
ant [act that the defeats of the 805 and Y0
led 1o Targe sections of workers and the
otgantsed left withdrawing from polites.
Meanwhile, some proups of workers hase
henelited directty from the uneven ceo-
nomic boom of the last decade. And while
(he Tast two years have seen a tnodest re:
vival of trade uniou struggle, in compait-
son with the 705 and 80s, 1t temains low.

Another essential part of the Respeat
outlook consists tn seemy the trade un-
ions simply as victims of the New Labowm
steanmroller. Sue Bond believes that the
Labour feadership was 1esponsible for
keeping tuag off the agenda at Labour
Party conlerence. In tact, it was the bade
union leaders who ensured that no motions
on Liag were heard, I relation o the ex-
pulsion of the RMT, there was no men
tion of the inconvenient lact that a key
role was played by a Unison delegate to
the NEC. As for the trade union-1 abour
Party link, the impression was given that
without its corrupting mflucnee, most
things in the trade union parden would be
rosy. Quite how members of non-alfili
ated unions tike the PCS under Barry
Reamshottom, the NUT onder Douy
McAvoy or the NAS UW T under Nigel de
Gruchy have benefited from the absence
ol a link with Labour s, of course, never
spelt out.

Filim director Ken Loach was al least
more teasired, and attempted to pive his
posiion sone historical context. But wr
puing that the contradiction inhierent in
[abour relormism has tinally been unay-
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elled. and that Labour s now a patty of
cupital, pure and simple, has strong ech
ocs of the ‘revolutionary socialisi” he
first encountered around Gerry Healy's
SLL over 30 years ago. Opposition, he
argued, now came [rom the (rade unions,
not the Labour lelt. But i ignoring the
tens of thousands of Fabour Party mem-
bers who vote for the Grassroots Alhance,
marched wpainst the war, and oppose foun-
dation hospitals. top-up fees and privati-
sation, isn’t he guilty of the sectarnianism
he sees Respect as overcoming? And as
lor arguing that *We cunnot go on support-
ing the Labour Party il it embodies pro-
war policies’, isn't he aware that the [a-
bour leadership has supported every war
fought by Britain in the Jast 10O years with
the sole exception ol Suez?

Last up, 1's John Rees, a teader both of
the SWE and Respect. His job is o rally
the troops, and he gives 1t his best shot.
Labour reformisny is finmished, the Labour
Party has been reduced to a mere shell,
and the mass anti-war movement, backed
by the Musitn community, has created a
space to the left of Tabour.

But Rees ulso has wnore elaborated
version ol the theory of the vacuum. Not
only does Respect have a general duty o
titl (hat vacuum, hy virtiue of its superior
polites. It's more serious even than that.
It Respect didn™t act 1o fil} that vacuum
by standing n the Foropean elections,
don’t Jaugh - the BNP would rapidly oc-
cupy it. The time o break with Labour is
of course now. But since Rees’s organt-
sation hasn"tset Toot in the Labour Party
since 1968, this only serves to raise more
questions than it answers.

Interestingly, another SWPer ook up the

issue of the BNP in what passed for dis-

cussion. Some people, she said, arpued that
it wrong for the left to stand agwinst La-
bour and sphit the anti-BNP vote in areas
in which the fascists are strong. But it was,
she said, correet tor Respect to stand,
because it had clear anti-racist policies
while New Labour’s policies were fuel-
ting racism. 11's apparently a matter of in-
dilference whether a right-wing Blairie
or a4 BNP candidate is elected.

Rees spoke of turning the European and
GILA clections into a referendum on the
Blair government, But the reality is, that
with barely one in five expeated to vole,
nobody expects the LEuropean elections to
be a referendum on very much. But you
can bet that Respect will claim a viclory
whatever happens, using its special multi-
purpose togic. I, by « miracle, Respect
won a single Luropean seat, it would be
claimed as o historic victory. ven poll-
ing something crap like three per cent on
aJow turn-out would doubtless be hailed
as a real step forwiand, But at the same

ume, a low turn-out will be interpreted as
part ol the mass anger buifding up against
New Lubouar.

Having provided hall the main speakers,
the SWI decided to hog the discussion
oo, with seven out of 14 speakers from
the tloor. The speeches and the discus
sion transported me back over 25 years
o a stnular sized meeting held 1 north-
cast London by the WRP. The same ring-
ing denunciations ol a Labour govern-
ment, predictions of its carly demise, calls
for the trude unions to break with Labour,
and appeals to butld the necessary teader-
ship in the briet window of history that s
available,

T could in retrospect plead youlth and
inexperience. Ultra-leftism 1y a natural
part of growing up. But what excuse have
the assemblod activists at thas meeting pon,
with ten, 15 and 20 yewrs of expenence
already under their belts?

Of course. the presentation is different.
There's no talk of imminent military
coups or Bonapartist governments. But the
world outlook ol Respect, on this show-
g, is astrange brew, and no mistake, The
perspective is courtesy ol wild-cyed 70s
Trotskyism, with new added ant-capital-
ism. The langauage is homely Old Labour

common ownership, good public sery
ices, cqual opportunitics. commumties,
peace and decent treatiment. No (o priva
tisation, war, racism and a society based
on preed. The delivery s carly twenticth
century socnlist propagandist: the betray-
als of the Labour leaders, the evils of capi-
tidisin, and Tony Blair — he’s very, very
had. Rejoice, tor the pood news of social-
istmis al hand!

1 course, there 1s nothing wrong with
conscionsly lowering your sights, ac-
knowledgimg that working class political
consciousness has dipped, and raising de-
mands that are within reach ol ordinary
warking people. Deep down, the leaders
of the SWP know that political awareness
and activity remain at a fairly fow ebb, in
spite of the anti-war movement. Why clse
would they be keeping all their revolution
ary vanguard party stult under wriaps?

The trouble is that Respect doesn’™t ac-
knowledge that there has been a decline
i cither consciousness or combitlivily.
Menth in, month out, the SWEP maintatns
the fiction that the Blair government is
teetering on the brink of collapse, and thi
the working class is on the oflensive.

Ruespeet clings to the idea that the unti-
war movement is a pledge that can be
cashed in come election tme. If only half
ol the two milhion people who marched
against the war vote for Respect, wonders
Rees aloud ... But if one thing has be
come clear over the last two years, il 1s
that support tor the anti-war movement

does not transtate into anti-Labour votes
for the left. Indeed, while the anti-wayr pro
fests grew enonmously, voles for parties
t the left of Tabour tended o decline
from even their previous very modest Jev-
cls, und the protest voles have mainly gone
clsewhere.

Respect may be chasing a milhon vot-
ers, but i it wins aomillion votes, | shall
have to give serious consideration not
only Lo cating my hat, but slowly ingest
iy several volumes ol Theories of Sur-
s Value 100.

One comrade did manage to argue tha
Respect’s seenano lacked any clear siral
cgy. and that what was needed was a strug -
gle within the structures of the Labour
movement. I the working class couldn’t
force the Labour leaders to carry oul
maodest reforms, was it more Likely that i
could form a government led by Respect”?
Full marks, however, to John Rees for a
top bullshit response. The speaker {rom
the floor, he fel, had illusions that New
Labour way carrying out progressive re-
forms, This was clearly not the case.

I would be lying it T didn’t say that the
level of political debate was depressingly
bud, amd the prospects Tor Respeeet hipghly
milated. Respect witl, in all hiketihood,
waste the time, energy, talents and money
ol many pood activists. Jike other intti-
tves inrecent years, it will probably dis-
perse more than 1t brings together. The
withdrawal of George Monbiot from Re
spect, and the retusal of the Mushine As
sociation of Britain o support it has re
moved two of the key plavers wooed by
the SWP.AL this rate, the canipaign tene
from the Arctha Franklin songbook won'(
be Respect. More bike Say A Lintle
Praver. WA
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Hero or
villain?

Simon Deville assesses the
contradictory politics of London
mayor Ken Livingstone

In April 2000, Ken Livingstone wis ex-
pelled from the Laboar Party inan attemp
by New Labour to prevent the one candi-
date with overwhelming support amongst
London party members, trade unionises
and broader layers of the electorate from
becoming niayor. This [ailed spectacniarty
when Frank Dobson narrowly avotded be-
mg pushed into fourth place as the offe-
cial Labour candidate. Having claimed
that Livingstone would not be readnntied
for at least Tive years, Blair has now been
forced to make a humiliating climb-down
without Livingstone having 1o make any
concessions (publicly at least) o the Ta-
bowr Teidership.

Tony Blair's chums that Ken would be it
disaster for Fondon only served o under-

line how little Tondoners took notice of

Bhar, and how popalar Livingstone was
amongst Londoners. Whereas the RM
have been expelled rom the Tabour Party
for allowing Tive ot thew Scothish
branchies o support the Scottish Social-
ist Party, the bafance of torees did notal-
fow that 1o happen over the London may-
oral electon.

Throughout the (riade urpon movement
and wiathin the Tabour Party at a grass rools
level there was overwhelming support lor
Fivingstone as mavor. whether as a Labour
candidate or as an independent. London
Unison voted overwhelminyly to support
I tvingstone for mayor even after he had
been expelied from the party. though un
on rules would not allow financial sup-
port, and the nationasl union gave Tunds 1o
Dabson's campiign agamst the express
wishes ol Tondon members. Those unions
that did support Labour did so withoul
comsulting their members, Throughout the
clection campaiyn party activists boy
cotted any work {or the Labour campaign,
and many actively campaigned ot
I.ivingstone, though Livingstone and lis
capatign team were carclul not to pro-
voke it head-on confrontation that might
have precipitated mass expulsions from
the London party.

Fiair

Having been expelled from the Labour
Party. Ken Livingstone has continued (o
pursue his own agenda through the GLA
Diespite ultimately Tosing his battle against
the PP on Loandon Underground, he
pushed his struggle s far as he could
withien the constratints ol acampasign in the
courts. He has again demonsteated his flair
tor risk -taking with the introduction ol the

congestion charge that has clearfy paid oft

both interms of the results it has achieved
and in winning public support, despiic a
widely predicted reaction against the
charpe. His two big successes as mayor
have clearly been w improve bus scevices

throughout Loadon, and 1o reduce con-
sestion without facmg a massive backlash,
Fven as Livingstone was reapplying Lo
party membership, he relused o back down
over opposition to the war in lrag or George
Rush's vistt to London

Ken has gencrated deep hatred Trom -
ures across New Labour, mcluding
Margaret Hodge, Clive Soley, Gordon
Brown, David Blunkettaond John Prescott.
Such is Prescott’s hatred of Ken that he
even allowed his normally unswerving
toyalty to his Teader (o tike o back scal as
fie voted against Ken's readmission o the
party, For many of us on the left of the
Labour Party #thas been aiunusing sieht
10 see right-wingers who have spent the
st lew years vilitving Ken squirm as they
try 10 cxplain their Paoline conversion to
the ranks of his supporters. With creden
tials like this, by tighis Livingstone shouald
be hero-worshipped by swathes ol the left,
Lustewd he appears o bejust as muach @
hate figure amony sections ol the elt as
he s amony the right.

Readmission

Witly a bizarre mterpretation of Ken's re
almission meo the Labour Party, and de-
spnte clitiming 1o want to work with and
support the Labour fett, George Galloway
wrote in the Guardian that Livingstone
had crawled back 1o the party on his hands
and knees. Left-wing organtsations such
as the Alltance Tor Workers Laberty have
supported Galloway's stance, desceribing
Kenas being partol New Labour. With the
axeeption of the small, tghtly koit circle of
advisers and rescarchers cioployed by i,
Ken Livingstone has made susprsingly fow
friends.

To try and understand why Livingstone
creates such strony feelings bothe Tor and
against him, ic s necessary (o look at
number of inter related Tactors: his role
as leader of the GLC, his refusal 1o col
Lupse 1o the right in the way that many ol
lis contemporaries have, his relationship
with the Telt and the pereeption ol all of
this in the eyes of ordinary Londoners who
are not deeply involved i the left.

Pragmatic

In many ways Livingstone's politics wen't
spectacularly radical - his politics could
hest be described as a pragmatic, old-style
Keynsianisin. His political style is prob
ably both the thing that has won hiin
degree of support and has helped himmiake
so many cnemies, He has shown an astute
ability tor using the media, and lor launch
ing populist ciunpatgns, usually in support
ol progressive ciuses. At the same tine
he has shown hitle iterest i working as
partofateamy let alone as part of donass
movement.
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Between 1981 and 1986 in the GIC he
won a pieat deal of popularity for his
Pares Fair® pohicies ammed at keeping
down the cost of travelling by public eans-
port. Having made a manilesto pledge to
cut bus und (ube taves by 25 per cent, the
GLC cut them by 32 per cent, reducing
I.ondon tratTic by 15 per cent. Even when
this was defeated. he was able to portray
this publicly (and quite correctly) as the
GILC beinp forced 10 raise lures by a Tory
councit  Bromley —taking them to court,

Abolition

Another imaginative use of publicity was
as the GLC campaigned against its aboli-
tion by the Tory government: a turge ban

ner was hung across the length of County
Hall (opposite parliament) bearing T.on-
don’s unemploviment figures.

The GLC pohcies that brought on the
most vehementattacks from the Conserva-
tive government and the press have now
become part of mainstrewm politics - a
commitment to anti-racism, anti-sexism
and to Jesbian and pay rights, While the
discourse has Tess of the radical edge i
had in the 1980s, even right-wing Tories
now by and Targe pay Hip service to an equal
nghts agenda. Livingstone’s overall
agenda was denounced by the ripght wing
ol Labour as being about gesture politics
and lacking o realistic perspective. How-
ever, when you compare his record to that
ol the Labour leadership it's hurd not to
draw the conclusion that many of the
GLC’s battles acted as a rallying point
against Thatcherisim, whercas the Labour
right have conceded so much that New
Labour has become the true heir of
Thatcherism.

Rate-capping

It was the battle against rate-capping, how-
cver, which fed to Livingstone falling out
with many (at the time) left-wingers on the
GLC. The rate bad gone up from 2 1p under
the Tories in 1980 to 39.7pin 1983 and then
36.9pin 1984, In March 1985, the GLC led a
campaign against setting cither a rate or a
hudget, although Livirgstone eventually
caved in at the eleventh hour. The leader
of the GLC was denounced as selling out
not only by John MacDonnell bul also by
latter-day Blairite MPs such as Tony Banks
and Paul BBoateny.

Livingstone further distanced himseit
from the Jett by writing for the Sun news
paper when the overwhelming majority of
the left was boycolting Rupert Murdoch’s
titles following the year-long print dis
pute at Wapping,

Atvarious points Livingstone has found
alties amongst the far [eft, though he could
never be deseribed as part of the revolu-
tienary lett. In the 1980s, he Taunched the

{abowr Herald newspaper alongside Ted
Knight and the Workers Revolutionary
rarty. Labour Herald broke with Ken
over rate capping, but Ken continued Lo
defend Gerry Healy after the WRP im
ploded amid allegations of rape. violence
and mtimidation of comrades.

This odd mixture of politics has feft Ken

hated by the right wing as a reminder of

thuch that Labour once stood for, and that
most Labour MPs cither never aceepted
or broke with in order to pursue their par
Hamentary carcers. Most MPs view
Lavingstone with a degree of nustrost,
whether front the [eltor right they see him
as it loose cannon whose 1ain motivation
is seH-promotion.

Manoeuvre

Doubts about him on the teft may in part
be because of his role in the rate-capping
struggle, but are more generally about his
political method of wchieving results
thiough the cunning manocuvre rather
than through pubtic campigning. Since
being ctected as London mayor he has
spent a lot more time developing u rela

tonship with the City and lurge develop-
crs than he has relating to the labour move-
ment. He has supported projects such as
the bridge across the Thames in east Lon-
don which appears to serve litle uselul
purpose 1o the local populiation, but which
will bring considerable sums of money o
construction companies. Despite his op

position 1o PPP on London Underground,
the mayor didn’t call oy ongiense a single
demonstration (o oppose privatisation. His
strategy was always one of hinmy highly
pard experts and taking the challenge
through the courts. At a recent London
policy forum, when asked how Labour
Party activists could support his agenda
lus answer seemed to he to demand more
moncy and power for the mayor. The cur-
rent 7.5 per cent rise in the GLA part of
council fax as almost entirely for more po-
lice — hurdly leftwerrain, His close support

ers attempt 1o argrae both that Livingstone
ts the best thany that could possibly hap-
pen o London, and that he has no real
power and can’t be held responsible for
anything that happens in London.

Popularity

While Ken can hiredly be sand 1o be idoel-
ised by anyone, his personal standing s
much hugher than almost any other indi-
vidual politician. Despite the views of many
leltactivists, Livingstone has a popularity
amongst Londoners that stretches across
the political spectrum. Many see hin as
representing London's stand against
Thatchernsm in the 1980s, wherceas others
like him as mayor precisely because he is a
maverick who ensures that the GLA isn't

going 1o act as i Blairite machine in the
way that parliantent does, While he has
number of fanlts for which he should
rightly be eriticised, his project is tar to the
leit of New Fabour and needs (o be de-
fended against New Labour, Some left-of-
Labour socialists argue thar Ken won mass
support as mayor precisely because he
wasn't part of the Labour Party, and that
this support witl now collapse as he is seen
as bemng part ol the Labour machine. While
aosmall section of the tar left inay have
voted tor Ken because he had been ex-
pelled, it doesn™t hold water as o serious
analysis of previous elections. Centrally,
when Livingstone stood for mayor, (he
modest support for the Socialist Alliance
GLA candidates proved fairly conclusively
that there wasn ™t i tide of anti-Labour feel-
g which they could piggy-back on,
Livinpstone’s support was larpely to hin
as anindividual, and he maintained the
Labour vote preaisely by doing all he could
to stay a Labour Party member.

I the forthcoming London elections the
Respect Coalition s not likely 10 win a
seul, butil it stands it may just win enough
votes o lose Labour’s majority in the
GLA. This would atlow Livingstone and
his supporters to present him as the cham-
pion of the peopte who hid been robhesd
of the power to make a real difference
(with Jess than nine seats 1 the GEA the
mayor wouldn™che able o pass a budgen),
while the Lar lett would stmply drive a fur-
ther wodpe between el and ordinary
working class Londoners. WA
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Civil
servants
face war on
three fronts

Richard Price, PCS Group
Executive Chair at the Office for
National Statistics, reports on the
unrest spreading amorig Britain's
half a million civil servants

The Largest wave of anger for many ycars
is pussing through the Civil Service. One
hundred thousand members ol the main
civil service unon, PCS, in the Departiment
for Work and Pensions, the Home Oltice,
the Treasury Solicitors, the Driving Stand

ards Agency, the Department for Consti-
tational Affairs and the Prison Service are
currently in dispute over pay. having taken
strike action in January and February over
madequate offers hanging over from 2003,

Sub-standard pay offers have also been
rejected, mainly by big majoritics, in the
Vehicle Inspectorate, the Office for Na-
tionat Statistics, the Cabinet Office, the
Department of Health, the Health and
Satety Executive and the Foods Standards
Agency.

On March 8, a two-week balloting pe-
riod for strike action and @ work to rule
began in some of these departiments and
agencics. In two ol these arcas — the Of-
fice for National Statistics and the Health
and Safcty Eaecutive  the specialist
yrades union Prospect is balloting its mem-
bers for similar forms ol action. Prospect
members are also involved in pay disputes
at three muscums and in the royul gardens,

Meanwhile, on Lebroary 6, 20,000 meni-
bers of the Northern freland Public Sery
ice Alliance, including civil servants and
other public sector workers, ook strike
action apainst a meagre two per cent pay
deal, dependent on changes in working
practices.

Pay bargaining in the Civil Serviee is
supposedly devolved o departmental o
ageney level, The muin elfect over the past
decade has been to ereate big disparities
between workers 1 different arcas who
do similar work in similar grades. Ditfer
cnces ot thousands of pounds have
opened up, sometimes between civil serv-
ants working in the same building. At the
same time, howeve, the hand of the Treas-
ury is behind every departmental manage-
ment, capping the overall vatue ol offers
i the 2003 puy round at 3.6 per cent, and
where union members have rejected pay
otters, imposing them.

Ceiling

In the 2004 pay round. the Treasury is ru
moured 1o be selting the ceiling at 3.5 per
cent. In every other part of the public sec-
tor. the cost ol Inerements or pay progres-
sion 1o ensure statl can progress from the
minimum to the maximuwmn ot the pay scale
is funded separately {from the annual pay
rise.

Civil Service departinents are expecled
to tund this element {rom their contrally
approved pay remits. The resultis thatin
many parts of the Civil Service there is no
puaraniced mechanisin to get to the maxi-
mum ol your pay scale. ILis possibie, in

departments such as my own, (o he 25
years it the same grade and still not be at
the max.

Because ol the fractured nature of col-
lective barganing -- there are now over
170 different sets of pay acgotiations in
the Civil Service each year - the griev-
ances are not identical in cach area. But
the core problems that recur in dibferent
combinations are: fow cost of living rises:
inadequate pay progression artanpe-
ments; performance pay honuses that dis-
proportionately reward senior managees
and discriminate against low paid, part-
(e and non white stadf; wnd low levels
of London pay.

Threat to jobs

Al the same tme as pay disputes are prow
ing across the Civil Serviee, the govern-
ment and the Tories are enpaging in a
Dutch auction to decide who can slash
the most Civil Service jobs. Two reviews
of the Civil Service are underway, both ol
which threaten the jobs of up to 100,000
civil servants — nearly one-fifth of the to-
tal. The Lyons Review, firstannounced in
Gordon Brown's budget stateiment last
April, aims 1o move 20,000 Civil Service
jobs out of London and the South Last
(see “Location, location, location”, Work-
ers Action No.23).

The real purpose of Lyons is 1o save
money on London pay rates and ofhce
space in the capital and the surrounding
arca, This was confivmed i the Times of
M:ch |1, which stated: *The bulk ol the
£2 billion savings {rom the initial 20,000

jobs will come from fower propecty costs,

with the rest from efficiency gains and
lower wages. Sir Michael |[Lyons) will rec-
ommend that Goverrimenlt adopts a more
“flexible salary strategy” outside London,
so that civil service pay remains in line
with local wage rates, He argues that af
civil servants are paid higher wages than
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other jobs inaregion, it may displace pri-
vate sector investiment.”
A sccond review, headed by Sir Peter

Garshon, is looking into ‘the efficiency ot

the public sector, including the Civil Serv-
ice’. Aninterim report was leaked w the
Financial Times on 'ebruary 16, threat
ening to cut 80000 Civil Service posts,
Gershon is cleanly the man for the job, He
was managing director of Marconi
Electrics from 1994-99 10 2001, Marconi
posted losses of £Sbn. sucked 6,000 ol is
workforee, and was only saved trom bank-
tuptey by linancial restructuring.

Stereotypes

The right-wing press seized on the an-
nouncement. For most of the tabloids, ¢ivil
servants are synonynious with (wo op-
posed stereotypes. On the one hand, there
are apparently legions of wasters doimg
nothing all day but counting paper clips.
On the other, there are the bowler hatted
Sir Humphreys, with well-paid jobs tor lile
and fat pensions o look forward 1o

‘The reality for most PCS members is very
different. In 2003, a quarter ol the union’'s
members carned less than £13.750, while
90,000 members carned less than £15,000,
making them one of the poorest paid
groups of public sector workers. In the
largest government department, the De-
partment for Work and Pensions, 10,000
staff earned less than £10.000. By any
standards, this is poverty pay, and many
PCS members gualify for some of the stale
benelits they administer,

On the sime day that the Gershon -
terim report was Jeaked. the Tories went
on the offensive, promising to make £35bn
public sector spending culs, and freeze
Civil Service recruitment, so as to cut
1OU,000 jobs. '

With a left wing NEC, general seeretary
and president, PCS has come a long way
since the umion finally saw the back of
Barry Reamshotiom, whose illegal attempt
to prevent Mark Serwolka from taking of-
fice failed in 2002, Real efforthas been put
into co-ordinating the pay strategy, bal-
loting periods and industrial action of
groups ol members in different depart-
ments, Membership has grown rapidly -
ncarly 10,000 new tmembers joined in the
firstiwo months of 2004 with the figure
of 300,000 being reached ahead of expec-
tation.

Derisory

But there is no doubt that the combined
effects of Lyons and Gershon, the threat
ol redundancies and privatusation, and fur-
ther attempts o offer derisory pay in

creases is a serious threat to the mass ol

low-paid civil servants. Staff in London
and the South Bast will be in the front line,

since the possibility of transterring to other
povernment departments if the Lyons axe
falls becomes much Jess likely with the
impact of Gershon.

The chillenge must be not only to de-
liver on the strategy ol a national pay cliumn
and campaign this year, but also 1o draw
up it comprehensive campaigning agenda
to combat [Lyons and Gershon. Linthusias-

¢ support tor industrial action and the
prospectof more to come shows that there
is the basis for such a campaign among
PCS members,

I needs o be centred upon members
and branches in affected arcas, and en-
compass political lobbying, public cam-
paigning and, in all likelihood, industrial

acyion. WA

Scottish nursery nurses take
all-out strike action

Tower Hamlets Unison nursery nurse steward Lizzy Ali reports
on the dispute that has swept Scotland

An b out strike by over 4,000 nursery nurses across Scotland began on
March I The decision followed an overwhelming vote by 81 per cent to
19 per cent on a 70 per cent turn-out. For the previous ten months, the
nursery nurses, who are members of Unison, had taken a number of one-
day and two-day selective strikes.

The strike is the result of a regradmg claim that goes back two and a
halt years, and tollows on from the breakthrough won by nursery nurses
in Tower Hamlets in east London, who won the butk of their demands for
regrading Tast summer. They are demanding that their pay and grading
reflects the increasingly complex responsibilities they take on. The last
review of nursery nurses’ pay and grading took place nearly 16 years
HI\ON

At present, the minimum of the scale for nursery nurses is £10,500,
rising o only £13,800 after ten years' service. Unison's claim is for a
seale from £14,000 to £18,000. The cmployers” umbrella body, the Con-
vention of Scottish Local Authorities (COSIL.A)Y, has continued 1o refuse
to meet with Unison and argues that pay has to be negotited through
individual boroughs.

Carol Ball, chair of Unison’s nursery nurse working group, swd the ma-
jority of parents in Scotland are backing the nursery nurses. This is de
spite COSLA’s attempts (o intimidate parents who support the strikers by
claiming that their child will losc its nursery place if they retuse (o cross
the picket line. She told BBC Radio Scotland: *Our job is the same across
the country. Itis determined by national standards, by the national cur
riculum documents — carly literacy, carly numeracy - these are deter-
mined by the Scottish Exccutive. We've pot the same qualification across
the country, so therefore we maintain that we do the same job, so we
don’t want local settlements.’

Although focat settlements have been reached in nine of Scotland’s 32
councils, these only cover a small minority of the total nonmber of nursery
nurses in Scotland. The strikers gave a magnificent response to attempts
(o divide them on March S, with a march of 4,500 in Glasgow. Unison had
been expecting a turn out of 2,000. ‘Virtually every one of our members
who is on strike must be here,” commented Unison general secretary
Dave Prentis, who addressed the rally. Six days later, on March T, strik-
ars lobbied the Scottish parliament, after Scotish Socialist Party tem-
bers succeeded in forcing an adjournment debate on the strike.

B Messages of support should be sent to Unison, 14 West Campbell Street,
Glasgow G2 6RX. Chegues should be miade out to: *Nursery Nurses Cam-
patgn Fund’. WA




Fighting for
accountability

Bob Wood reports on the recent
AGM of the Campaign for Labour
Party Democracy

For more than 30 years, the Campaign for
[abour Purty Democracy has been work-
ing for the democratic aceountabifity ot
the party leadership o the rank and file
membership, and lor the implementation
by the Jeadership of policies adopted at
the party’s annual copference. There has
never been atiine when the task was more
necessary or more diflicult.

The man speaker atthis year’s AGM ol
the Campaign, held on February 21, was
Billy Hayes. the general seeretary of the
Communications Workers Union ({CWLU),
He gave a brief overview of what had been
an eventful vear {or the CWUL and saud
it the key issues for (the coming year
were state funding for politicud parties, the
rise of the BNP und the manifesto for
third Labour tetim.

Wit had happened with the RMT, he
helieved, was a “backward step”. The
strength ol the Scottish Socialist Party was
overestimaled  they hidd no tirst-past-the-
post members in the Scottish parliament.
The Respect Unity Coalition had been se-

rously weakened by (he defection of

Cicorge Monbiol and their inaility toreach
an understianding with the Greens, The
CWU would stick with the TP although he
recognised that there wis o long and pain
ful” struggle ahead. The problem with dis
aflation is that it could quite casily tead
to apolitical trade unions,

Viadinir Derer, the Scercetary ol the
CLPD, repotted that five trade unions
were al filated, the Bakers, Beetu, CWU,
FBLU and the RME, as well as 63 C1Ps. In
the upcoming NEC constitueney seetion
elections, the Campaign will be support-
ing the Centre-Left Grassroots Alliance
candidates (Mohamined Azam, Ann Black,
Irene Gratham, Mark Seddon, Cheistine
Shawcrottand Pete Willsman ), as well as
Rosma McRace tor the National Constitu-
tional Committee and Alice Mahon lor the
Conference Arrangements Committee.
The CLPD retuned “triendly relations”
with Save the Labour Party.

Several resolutions were adopted by the
AGM. One on changing the leadership
noted Cthe widespread dissatisfaction
within the Party with many of the poli
cies the present leadership had been pur
s’ and accordingly resolved 1o arge
*CLPs and afhibiated organisations to ex
press their dissatistaction by invoking,
through contemporary or emergency con
ference resolutions, the constitutionil
provisions for changing the leadersing”.
Motions opposimg state funding for po
[itical parties as an attack on the unton link,
opposing "Thatcherite” top-up lees, uand
supporting Unite Against Fascisim, were
also carried.

On Parinership i Power, the AGM
noded “the growing disattecton of active

members fron paily ofgantsation ind pro
cedures that are stufhing demoeratic ex-
pression and decision-making” and con-
cluded “thae the restoration ol puatty de-
moeriey requires the serapping ol Part-
nership in Power angl the National Policy
orun'™

Howcever, anr amendinent was also
adopted that called, as a first step oward
distantling PP and the NPE Tor “the pro-
motion of tule chanpes .. . such as the
right of CLPs and affilided orpanisations
directly o amend NPE proposals at con-
ference”. Although the amendment did not
actually say so. it could represent reforim
of the constititional status quo, rather than
its root and branch demolition, and o re-
turn to a monon based conierence.

Policy making
A final motion on the current 2 Es0Centiny
Party consultation document argucd that
the “detence ol General comoutiees must
oo band in hand with a campaign demand-
ing restoration ol CLPs™ and aliliated or-
vanisations” right (onput into policy mak-
g The AGMaesolved (o
CCNCOUERLE TESPOUNSEN .
ol et party democracy, alang the Jol-
lowing lines:

mndetence

[ The supreine body within cach CLP i
the GC

2 The role of cach CLIS BC s o dis
charge organisational lunctions under the
overall directions of the GCL

3 Reducing the status or freguency of
GO mectings woukl weaken the Parny's
orgamsed activist hase.

4. Baoth GCs and brianches should nor-
mally mectmonthly -

S Hoth GCand braneh mecting agendas
shonldregularly include space for polini-
cal debate and speakers

6. GC meetngs should normally beopen
to attendance by any membes of the CLE.
7. CLPGCsshould - be able to submat
amendments 1o final stage NPE docu
ments for debate and decision by the
Party’s Annual Conference.

Towards the end of the mecting there
was soine discussion of recent events sur-
rounding the RMT. It was noted that na-
tional officials had scrupulously (or per-
haps unserupuilously) avoided stting ex
actly what rule the RMT was being ex-
pelled for inteiging. and that all the 'TU
representubives on the NEC had voted for
the expulsion - with the exception of the
RMTs representadive.

Given that two NEC members, Ann Black
and Christine Shawcrolt, were present, and
that they had voted in opposite ways over
the RMT expulsion {Ann for and Christine
against), it seems a pity that the opportu-
nity Tor a full debate on the ssue wis nol

taken. WA
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Joint action
over pay
and top-up
fees

AUT member David Lewis
reports on the recent series of co-
ordinated strikes by university
lecturers and students

The last week in Lebruary saw the first
ever joint action by students in the “old
universities and their lecturers. ‘The Na-
tional Union of Students organised a
week ol action against top-up tees. ‘I'he
Association of University Teachers calied
a week of strikes in support ol its pay
claim and against the “modernisation’
agenda of the employers. Both the NUS
and the AUT are determined 1o resist the
marketisation ol higher education,

The New Labour plan to introduce top-
up ftees was explicitly ruled out by the
2001 general election manidesto but has
been transformed by Blatr and fellow
nco Thatcherites into o flagship policy.
In the process, they have provoked the
biggest rebellion of Labour MPs yet. Al-
though the Higher Education Bill mtro-
ducing top fees has received its lirstread -
tng, by a majority of five, it has a long
way to go belore it becomes law. The par-
liamentary opponents are still determined
to sink it and the NUS has rediscovered
the ability to mobilise students. The AUT
has played a key role in ensuring that the
TUC did not cave in after Blair's conces -
sions for students from the lowest in-
come families.

While some commentators have inter
preted the campaipn against top-up fees
as a middle-class concern, the fact is that
the most pernicious consequence of their
mtroduction would be 1o deter working
class and lower middie cluss children

from entering university. The abolition of

the maintenance grant and the introduc-
tion ol the £1.200 flat rate annual fee for
all courses has already worked in that di
rection — turning back the clock 40 years.
Top-up tees will take this country back
(o the pre-history of universily funding,
with the promise of worse 1o come. Some
university heads are already lobbying for

there 1o be no litit to top-up fees. Privati-
sation of selected universities cannot be
tar behind,

Since the universities will be allowed
to vary top-up fees from subject to sub
Jjeet, up 1o a maximum of £3,000 per year,
the NUS rightly castigates this as the
marketisation of higher education. As the
head of Imperial College, Richard Sykes,
said ast year: *Why do we need differen-
tal fees? The name may change but the
answet is the sames becituse our univer-
sities are different and we all operate in
acompetitive environment.” 'The top rated
universities like 1C, the ones that students
most want to get into, will be able to
charge the maximum for all their courses,
umversities in the middle range will have
to vary their fees to {ill their courses, and
the universities at the bottom of the pile
will be lucky i they can charge the mini-
mum rate. The vice-chancelors have got
their greedy little eyes on the extra cash
they imagine they will be raking in. Bul
even that is not certain. None of the pro
ceeds of the Tixed up-tront fees that the
Labour government introduced has found
1ts way to the universitics.

However, regardless of the impact of
top-up fees on university finances, many
of them are already raking it in. Between
1994 and 2002, university stafl pay rose
by 25 per cent. In the same period, he
vice-chancellors saw their puy go up by
49 per cent, with the top 20 carners go-
g up by 70 per cent and the highest of
the [ot, Taura Tyson of the London Busi-
ness School, by 1587 per cent to
£316.000.

In contrast 10 this snout-in-the-trough
stufl, the fecturers, researchers and other
staft that the AUT organises are now be-
ing offered a 6.4 per cent deal over two
years, plus 1.2 per cent for market sup-
plements and performance-related en-
hancements. There are other strings at-
tached: a new pay ‘spine’ with three per
cent instead of live per cent increments,
wholesale job evaluation, and the aboli-
hon of national scales for all staft except
lecturers, All very New Labour, The re-
sulting variation in pay by subject and in
stitution will tead to a pernicious market
in jobs just as surely as top up fees will
lead to a market in university places.

In this context the only surprise about
the 00 per cent vote for strike action and
81 per cent vote for boycolting exams is
that the numbers are not higher.,

An unfortunate aspect of the 2003-4 pay
claim 1y associated with the fact thal all
the non-academic unions have already ac
cepted the deal offered by the employ-
ers. In December, Unison, Amicus and
T&G Taunched an attack on AUT on the
grounds that AUT had made faise claims

about the implication of the agreement,
This has tncluded a joint letter 1o the
members of the three non-academic un
ions claiming that the AUT was saying that
the deal would have a detrimental effect
on their members, when all the analysis
and criticism made by AUT has relerred
exclusively to the impact on its members.
This was followed by a leter from Uni
son's gencral seeretary, Dave Prentis, (o
all iniversity vice chancellors and prin-
cipals saying much the same. These at-
lacks are uncannily similar in nature to
those of the Univessities and Colleges
Employers’ Association. However, at o
branch fevel in most universities, all un-
ions accept each other’s position and con-
tinue 1o work together. The AUT has re
ferred the dispute with the other unions
(o the TUC.

Mcanwhile, the AUT action has now ¢s-
calated to a boycolt of assessment, in-
cluding exwminations and coursework
marking. Although this action has serious
implications for students, the NUS is sup
porting it to the ltand 1s urging students
o send their essays and project reports
(o their vice chancctlors for marking.

The campaign agatnst Blair and his
right-wing agenda for the universities now
cmbraces students, academic statt and a
large section of the Parliamentary Labour
Pacty. 11 all these elements continue to
work in the same direction, the long term
impact on New Labour could be devastat-
ing.

B As we go o press, it is reported that
Brendan Barber, general seeretary ot the
TUC, has brokered a ‘deal” between AUT
negotiators and UCEA which is little more
than a repackaging of the offer that AUT
rejected in the February ballot 1t is being
sold by AUT head office as the best that is
achievable, but the AUT Delegate Council
miay take a different view. WA
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The 1984-85 miners’ strike

The defeat
of the
miners

The landscape
after the battle

The 1984-85 miners’ strike is
widely recognised as a
watershed in British politics. Two
decades on, Nick Davies looks
back at the strike’s signiticance
and asks whether things could
have turncd out differently

[1 is often said that history is written by
the winners, Theretfore it might seem odd
that the majority of what has appeared so
[ar in commemoration of what was the most
significant event in British working class
history since 1945, or possibly 1926, and
what was, indisputably, a defeat, has ap-
peared in the left press. ‘The right, secure
in victory, sees no need lo dwell on it Some
in the media, trom a comfortable distance
of 20 years, can afford o be generous
portraying as inteligent human beings the
people they once standered as thugs. I
the Labour leadership feels the faintest
(winge ol cmbarrassment that without
Thatcher's victory there would be no New
Labour, and no Blairism, il isn"t showing,
Incvitably, much of the coverage in the
left press will be heavily tinged with sen-
timentality, remembeting the dedication
of the striking miners and the generosity
of their supporters. 10 is right thar this
should be remembered. We should con-
tast the miners, determined to deteat the
attack on their jobs, their communities
and thew union, with the desiceated, pro-
business technocrats of New Fabour. We
should contrast the rudicalisation which
produced Women Against Pit Closures
and the bundreds of support groups, many
setup by people who had never beenany-
where near a coal mine. with the clammy,
depoliticised pragmatism ol Blair and
Brown. We should contrass the solidanty
and warmth engendered by that struggle

with the anomic individualist which is the
olficial ideology of the Tories and New
[.abour. The anti-war movement of 2002-
2003, with ks size and spontaneity, gave
New Labour a nasty reminder ol what it
thought it had left behind for good when
the miners aceepted defeat and went back
10 work.

However, it is not cnough just o do this.
The twentieth anniversary ol this momen
tous event must also be an opportunity
for us o draw some lessons trom the
miners’ defeat. Famously, when Chou En
Lai was asked about the effects of the
French revolution, he replied that it was
oo carly to tell'! The remark was not
quite so fippant as it sounds. The rever-
berations from the defeat of the miners’
strike are being felt to this day. There-
fore, the lessons of the miners” defeat are
not purely a matter of recent historical
interest, Those lessons must be learned
il the struggle, newly underway, 1o reno-
vate the labour movement so that it can
agrain fight, industrially and politically, in
1S own nterests, is to be successiul,

In part, the miners were defeated be
cause they were fighting the government
atatime and in circustances which were
not of their choosing. Although the Na
tonal Union of Mineworkers (NUM) was
the most militant and the most combat-
ive unton of all, 11 could not have won on
its own. It could only have won with the
solidarity, in the form of industrial ac
tion, of other unions. However, the To-
ries had prepared well, picking oft a
number ol other enions before deciding
that it wats timie to take on the NUM. Fol-
lowing the defeat ol the steel strike in
1980, the steel industry had been devas-
tated by closures, Car workers at
Longbridge and Cowley, in particular, had
been defeated and prominent shop stew-
ards Derek Robinson and Alan Thorne
had been sacked. Railway workers had
seen their union defeated, although not
destroyed, in a dispute over the introduc
tion of flexible rostering.

Deflationary
The 1980 81 recession, combined with the
savagely deffationary economic policies
pursued by Margaret ‘Thatcher and her
Chancellor Geoffrey Howe, hud wiped out
sreat swathes of the engineering industry
all over Britain. Unemployment was over
tiree million, even on the Tories™ own
highly dubious figures. Those workers
lucky enough to have a job were terrified
ot losing it

The TUC leadership found the entrance
to 10 Downing Street locked and barred.
but had failed to Titt a coltective finger
to save @ single job, The Employment
Acts of 1980 and 1982 had, among other

things, restricted the closed shop, pick-
cting, and secondary action and the Trade
Union Actot 1984 made it compulsory to
have secret ballots for elections, and be-
fore strike action. Significantly, the TUC
had in 1983 sold out striking printworkers
who were up against the anti union laws.
1t could only offer the striking miners and
their communities tins of baked beans,
children’s parties at Christmas, and, (o case
its conscience, money. All very nice,
enough to stop the miners from starving,
but not enough 1o help then win,

Closures

The Tortes had built up coul stocks over
two years, and had weakened the NUM
with a trickic of pit closures. They had
increased the power, and the pay, of the
now semi-mititarised police. Regarding
sotne of the National Coal Board sentor
management as a bit too conciliatory with
the union, the Tories brought in an anti-
union American, lan MacGregor, as NCB
chiirman. The government picked a fight
with the NUM by closing Cortonwood
Collicry in Yorkshire, in March, just be-
fore the clocks went {orward.

Crucially, the NUM was divided, wath the
Nuottinghamnshire and South Derbyshire
arca cursed, historically. by a right-wing
union leadership (in 1984 the Nottingham-
shire leadership supported the strike but
found itsell isolated), but blessed by ge-
ology and a generous productivity bonus
system. While 1983 saw wspate of unofli
ciul strikes in the Yorkshire coallichd, Not
tinghamshire miners were persuaded, by
the government and the Natienal Coal
Board, that their jobs were safe and they
had no need o strike. For s whole host of
reasons therefore, while the striking min-
eis received considerable support from
other trade unionists and the general pub-
lic, they were also, inindusirial terms, rela-
tively solated.

The miners had no support from the La-
bour leadership. The then recently elected
Labour leader Neil Kinnock has claimed
since that he was caught in adilemma, his
solidarity with the miners vying with his
dislike of Arthur Scargill. I, in fact
Kinnock, who exploited his South Wales
mining background when it suited him,
did wrestle with his conscience, he won
hands down. The real position was thal
support for the NUM was in confhet with
fis project to move the Labour Paty to
the right. This process, which was to cul-
minate in New Labour, would never have
got of [ the ground under the leadership
ot for example, Denis Healey. The
former left winger Kinnock was crucial
to its sueeess. For the ‘modernisers’, be-
trayal of the miners was crucial for
Kinnock's teadership.
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In contrast o the Lubour Party leader-
ship, there was widespread support for the
miners among rank-and-file Lubour Party
members. There was official support on o
locat level from Constituency abour Par-
tics, which attiliated (o support groups and
raised money. There was a ot of support
for the NUM at the 1984 Labour Party Con-
ference. both {rom the floor of Conference
and in fringe meetings,

In 1984, the Communist Party still en-
joyed a meusure ol support from work-
ers in South Wales, Yorkshire and Scot-
land, and therefore had some influence
among left-wing miners. The CP was di-
vided nto two  factions, the
‘Eurocommunists” around the journal
Marxism Today and the more pro Sovict
group around the Morning Srar. The
Eurocommunists gave Kinnock's ‘mod-
ernisation’ project an air of political and
intellectual credibility. Indeed, “moderni-
sation” presupposed a conflict between
‘modern’, right-wimg politics, and ‘old-
fashioned” left-wing politics based on
class strugple and soctalism. As the state
was sending its bodies of armed men, in
the Torm of a highly paid, semi-milita
nised pohce foree, into mintng conunu-
nitics to crack the skulls of trade union-
ists, Marxism Today was burbling about
the tirrelevance” of class politics. Within
the NUM, the "Euros™ were arguing cov-
ertly for a return to work. The Morning
Star taction, which enjoyed more support
among miners, did not go as far as this,
and at pits where it was strong, such as
Maerdy in South Wales, not a single
miner tried (o rewen to work, While most
miners with sympathies for the CP nev.
ertheless went out on picket lines and
lought the police, the CP's influence
made 1t difficult for those miners’ poli-
lics 1o develop any further in o leftward
direction,

Leadership
All these factors made it difficult tor the
miners to win, However, the strike could
have been won. Part of the blame for it
ultimade defeat has 10 be laid at the door
of the NUM leadership. The leadership of
the strike, tn particutar Arthur Scargill and
his allies, was remarkable in that it was not
constantly looking for a way out, It did
actually want (o win, and tor this it carned
the implacable hatred of the British media.
However, the leadership underestimated
the effect of all the factors that had come
into the equation since the successful
strikes of 1972 and 1974, Scurgill
thought the job could be done by picket
ing out the scab coalficlds, and exhorting
other workers to show solidarity. But
since he closed down the coke depot at
Saltley in Birmingham in the 1972 strike

by using flying pickets. the police had re-
{ined their tactics, and most of the West
Midlands workers who had helped him on
that day were now signing on the dole,
Back in 1972, mass picketing had been
more effective because of the greater
role played by coal in the economy. The
successful strike of 1974 which brought
down the Heath government came in the
wake of a quadrupling of oil prices by
OPEC.

The confrontation at Orgreave in June
1984 showed that while the ruling cluss
had moved on, the NUM leadership had
not. The Orgreave defeat showed the lim-
its of the NUM policy of siinply picket-
ing out workplaces. Coke workers may
have been overwhelmingly sympathetic to
tie miners, but they were fearful for their
Jobs if they took unoffictal action, Un
due pressure was put on rank-and-file
workers, at the expense ol waging a po-
fitical struggle within the Labour Party
and the TUC, the failure to close the
coke plant had a demoralising clfect on
many miners, and after Orgreave, the
strike had nowhere 1o go.

Solidarity

Rather than simply relying on other work

ers’ instinets of solidarity with the miners,
it was essential that other unions in dis-
pute with management or the government
bring forwiard those disputes with the aim
ol building strike action in co-ordination
with that of the NUM, as a second or even
third front, cach secnon staying out until
the demands of all had been met. The
threatened stitke by NACODs, the pit
deputies’ unton, which unfortunately
came and went, showed that this was pos-
sible, as did the national rail strike, threat

ened for May 1984, but nipped in the bud
when the rail unions® leadership accepted
a small pay rise with the question of job
cuts bemng deferred until future talks. Dock-
ers in the TGWU were called out twice
over the summer over scabbing. The
TOWU feaders refused o argue clearly
and openly that this was action in support
of the miners, but also tailed to build the
strikes into a consistent struggle for the
dockers” own interests, which only con

fused matters.

Another missed opportunity for a sce.
ond front was the dispute over rate-cap-
ping between the government and o
number of Labour councils, including the
Militant-led  Liverpool uand  Ken
Livingstone’s Greater London Council.
The lack ot a united front between the
councils enabled the government (o pick
them off one by one, so that by the end of
the strike only four councils were stll in
dispute. The povernment's job was made

much casier by the failure, or retusal, of

the council leaders to mobitise local goy-
ernment workers in support of jobs and
services. While Tocal government unions
could not have actively assisted the strike
in terms ol relusing 1o move coal stocks
and so on, they would have given the gov-
ernment something clse 10 worry about,
However, Scargill and the other leftNUM
leaders did not really oppose the betray
als by these supposedly left trade union
feaders and council leaders or demand
that those Teaders realty light

While Scargill wisely avoided official
TUC involvement in the strike because
he feared a sell-out, he did not attenipt 1o
mobilise the rank and file of unions other
than the NUM. Relations with other un-
ions were kept very much on a leadership
to leadership basis. Rank-and {ile miners
should have built joint rank-and -file com-
mitiees with ruil, transport and other
waorkers o spread strike action, appeal-
tng (o other workers to co-ordinate their
claims with the miners® strike, and to con-
tol and monitor solidarity action.

One ol the weapons used by the NUM's
encmies was the fack of @ national ballot
before strike action was authorised. It was
used as an excuse by a majority of min-
ers in Nottinghamshire, South Derbysture
and Leieestershire not to support the
strike. Those working pits were a valu-
able weapon for the government. Was
Scargill right on this”? Among the miners’
supporters on the left, it was, and still is,
nothing short of heresy to sugpest other-
wise. Twenty years on, it might be worth
while to reconsider this question. Hav-
ing a ballot would not in itself have won
the strike. It would not have made the
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‘Tories o the media love the NUM. Those
intent on scabbing come what may would
have scabbed even if there had been a
ballot. However a ballot might have de
terred some Nottinghamshire miners from
scabbing, or at least misde it more dilficult
for them o do so. It would have also de
prived the media of an important weapon
in the propaganda war. Scargill didn’tmake
it any casier for himsell by vsing the sup-
poscd need Tor a national ballot as o rea-
son ot to call an inmediate national strike
in 1983 over the closure of Lewis Merthyr
colliery. In that case a Welsh NUM del-
cgate conference balloted all 33 pits in the
Welsh coalfield. Scargill’s opponents
could theretore argue that hie was being
inconsistent.

Momentum

However, if the decision not o hold a na
tional ballot was amistake. it was one that
was understandable given the mood ol the
times und the way the sirike developed its
momentum. Many activists were in favour
of striking on the basts of votes taken by
the NUM's regional and national execu
tive, as that wis seen as a rejection of the
hated anti-union laws, Furthermore, most
militant miners in arcas most threatencd
by the pit closure programme were op-
posed to a ballot on the basis that it would
delay or undermine strike action, as had
happened the previous year in South

Wales. Ina mirror image of the attitude of

many Nottinghamshire miners, a number
of miners in South Wales, for example, had
reservations about the lack of w ballot, but
they decided that when the chips were
down, the need to detend their union and
their industry was more important than
formal demaocracy. However, itis arguable,
at feast, that a ballot could bave been held
after the strike had started, as @ means of
reintorcing the executive decision,

Fven if we do see the ballot question as
a weapon used by the Tories and the me-
dia to beat the NUM (which it was), this
should not have been a way ol avoiding
the need for the NUM to democratise it
self, This was necessury il the politics
needed to win the sirike were to be fought
for. The Luct that the NUM feadership was
a cut above other union lewderships did
not excuse the fact that the union presi-
dent was elected for life, The Tact that
Scrgily wanted to win the strike did not
mean that Tus tretes should not have gone
snchallenged, ot that he should not be ac-
coumtable and subject, to recall by the
membership.

What should the NUM have been fight
ing for, other than simply tighting against
pit closures. Was every pit to stay open,
repardless of how dangerous or unprof-
itable it was to mine? And wouid the NUM

take the Coal Board's word on that? Surely
the NUM should have been calling {or the
Coul Board's accounts and geological sar-
veys 1o be opened up for serutiny by the
NUM. How miuch money was being made
out of the coat indusiry by private con-
tractors? Could, according to the NUM's
owtr experts, new searns be opened orex
isting seams be exploited further? I not,
the demand should have been that the
work be shared out with no loss of pay.
Instead, Scargill took the government to
(ask for Luting o keep its word and ad-
here 1o the previous “Plan lor Coal”, a three
way plan for the industry, agreed in the
[970s between the government, the NCB
and the NUM, based ost subsidies tor the
mining industry 1o keep it ‘competitive’
and which the government was intent on
ditching. Making these demands shoultd
nout have sugpested sectarianism towards
the leadership of the union. These de-
mands should have been made on the lead-
ership, and that leadership supported in-
sofar as it implemented any of them, At
the same time, that leadership had o be
delended when it was under attack from
the right.

Class war
Notonly did Scargitl fail to grasp how the
strike could be won, he also lacked a po
litical strategy. That Seargill was asincere
socialist was bevond doubt. Tn an inter-
view given 1o New Left Review in 1975 he
declared that: “The issue 1s a very simple
one: itis them and us, I will never accepl
that it is anything else, because it isaclass
battle, it is aclass war ... T want to take
from them for us —1n other words, [ want
10 Lake into common ownership everything
in Britain .. C(New Left Review, July-Au-
pust 1975)

As for how this counld be achieved, in

the same interview he argued that: *1 think
that the ideal way that the working class
cun achieve working class power 18 to
change the Labour Party .. . Andina 1981
interview with Marxism Today he stated
that: ... Ubelieve that we can bring about
potitical change through parliament, but
only if it is backed by mass mobilisation
ol working people desirous of change. If
we do that we've got the basis for a real
revolutionary change in British polities
that T want o see . . (Marxism loday,
April 1981)

Power

Some of these formulations may be mis-
tiken, such as the notion that changing
the Tabour Parly could enable the work

ing class o achieve power (although they
were widely atred at the time), or ambigu-
ous, especially concerning, the relation

ship hetween parliamentary and workers’
democracy, but it was not half bad for a
leader of a powerful trade union. He
wasn’t poing to be Lord Scargill of
Worsbhorough talking like that.

But there was nothing of this during the
strike. While Scarpill recognised the po-
Nowal nature ol the stuike, and saw the sig-
wificance of the physical confrontations
between the miners and the state, his strat
cgy and tactics were those ol ahiighly mili-
tant, yet conventional economic trade un-
ion struggle.

What were the political implications of a
miner’s victory? Business as usual, with
the Tories promising not to close any pits?
A Labour government headed by
Kinnock? Scargilt never said, and so with
no perspective (or bringing other workers
ont 10 open a second front and no polit-
cal perspective either, the strike settied
into a grom war ol attrition.

While Scargtll fought the strike as i it
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were @ ‘normal’ economie strugpele, the
Tories saw the sirategic inportance ol it
in terms of the structure of the British
ceonomy, future energy policy, the posi-
tion of the trade unions, the power ol the
police, and of the ‘seeret state”. With this
in mind. an agent, Roger Windsor, was in-
stialled in the NUM Jeadership, and was
the source ol amony other things, the
story that the NUM received money from
Colonel GadafTy.

Scargill™s utterances from 200or 30 years
agorepresent his political hugh point, Fven
then, having previously heen a member of
the Young Communist League, he was al -
ways hicavity influenced by Stalinism, giv-
ing short shrilt to those who, at the TUC,
tried to build support tor Solidarnose
Polund. He has since reverted to s even
more rancid version of Stalinisin, as expel-
lees from his miniature despotis, the So-
cialist Labouy Party, can testify.

What of the revolutionary left and the
miners” strike” Much of the far left was,
in 1984, in the midst ol a sectarsan phase,
whether in the Labour Pacty (Militant) or
outsude tr (Socialist Workers Party,
Workets Revolutionary Party s, However,
is inputinto the miners’” sirike was some-
what muted. It failed 1o gain much influ
ence in the coallields, which was duc s
much to the imagined selfsutfictency of
the coal field communtties as o the met-
ropolitanism of the far leftc Most of its
aclivity seems to have consisted ol sim-
ple salidarity with the NUM, and partici-
pation in support groups. I was impor
tant to be involved in the support groups.
They were a focus of support and soli
darity, arranging twinning and helping
with pickeling. At times, they were a lo-
rum for lively discussion as to how the
strike coutd be won, However, for some
reason, the Sociudist Workers Party
(SWP) refused, initially at least, to get
involved, regarding the support groups as
mere charity mongrers.

Loyalists

Some of the demands referredl 1o above
were voiced by various groups, but ofien
somewhat circumspectly, for tear ol alien-
ating any contacts they had among
Scarvgill Toyaiists. The call for a general
strike should bave been raised with care,
rather than bandied aboutin a fitololtra-
left stogancering. However, had other
workers linked their own demands (o the
miners” strike, with a view to opentng up a
second front, the question of a general
strike would have become much more sn-
mediate. But the SWE refused 1o consider
raising this demand on the grounds that
the class struggle was in a4 ‘downturn’.
How the period afier the defea of the strike
became an “upturn’ in the eyes of the SWP

feadership has never been satisfactorily
explained. The Workers Revolutionary
Party (WRP) refused to look reality in the
{ace, nraintaining that the miners hud been
‘hetrayed but not defeated’, a formulation
litted from Scargil], of whom the WREP had
hecome, over the course of the strike, in
creasingly uncritical.

The rio was completed by Mititant who
solemnly assured anyone who would is-
ten that as the class straggle intensificd,
workers would “objectively ' pourinio the
Lubour Party. 1o fact, within a few years,
il was its own members who would be
potring ot of Militant, The point s that
if the far left was unable to interpret the
reality of the miners® strike, the chances
are that i1 1s unable (o interpret the reul-
ily of its defeat also, In some ways, the
defeat of the ninners ushered inoa crisis
for the fur left. Within six months of the
end of the strike, the WRE had imploded.
The Labour Party leadership now had the
confidence to start purging leading, sup
porters of Militant, a process which
would end with an exodus of Militant sup
porters from the Labour Patty, and the
eventual loss by Militant of the majority
olits membership.

Privatised

Following the miners’ return to work, the
Tories wasted no time in making them pay.
The first wave of pitclosares came shortly
after the strike, the second in 1992-93. The
remaining hapdful of pits was privatised
and the NUM was reduced o arump, Fven
those miners in the Fast Midlands otpan-
ised in the seab Democratic Union of Mine-
workers were not spared, having outlived
their usclulness. In some of the pi vil-
lages ol South Yorkshire and South Wales,
the only discernible economic activity was
heroin deaking and tattoo parlours, The
fourth biggest economy wn the world still
has pockets of poverty worse than alinost
anywhere in the BU, with only the acces

sion of the likes of Lithuania and Slovakia
likely to Tt them olt the bowom of the
league.

Britain has now somce of the most restric-
tive anli-union laws ol any democratic
country, with all secondary action unlaw-
[ul. fn the 19908, the number of strike days
was the lowest since the [8Y0s. As yet
more centres of working class mithitancy
were wiped out, and in the public secto,
Best Value led 10 what was elfectively a
second-tier workforee, the level of union
membership continued 1o serape along at
around seven million throughout the 1990s
(as opposed (o around 13 million in 1980).
In 1999, (he average age ol a worker was
36, but the average age of a trade umonist
was 45 it appeated that a whole genera-
tion of younger workers accepted the ef-

fective outlawing of union activity as the
norm. The collapse of Statinism from 1989
o 1991 reinforeed this process. There was
no other way (o organise socicly, so the
relentless propaganda went, Socialism, or
even busic trade unionism, was a waste of
time, of merely historical interest, or pos

sibly something rather retro and quaint,
like Some Maothers Do "Ave "Em. Onto this
blighted landscape emerged Tony Blair, o
promote his toxic blend ol ruthless neo-
liberal capitalisim and bland apoliticisn,
aiming to transform the Labour Party into
a version of the US Democrais and irs
wembershipinto asupporters” elub, Blair
chimbed onto the summit of the Labour
Party trom the shoulders of Margaret
Thatcher and Tan MacGregor.

Some of those on the lett of what could
be loosely termed the green movement
{ur on the "preen’ end of the left) tried (o
convinee themsetves, and us, that things
weren’t really so bad, Quiside South
Wales and South Yorkshire, most miners
had got other, safer jobs, many of the old
slag heaps had been greened over, and an
ceologically disastrous industry was in
decting, But in effectively destroying the
deep-mined coal industry, the Tories and
their New Lubour disciples did not pro
mote the devetopment of renewable en-
Crgy SOUrces.

Instead, the “dash for pas” left British
energy needs tied to long-term contracts
with North Sca gus tields, at high prices,
and for reserves which wilt Tastonly a few
decides. Open cast mines continue o
blight the landscape ol Yorkshire and
South Wales. Most importantly, the de-
cline ot the admitedly ecologically de-
structive coal industry was not al the
hands of workers themselves, making
their own decisions about the future of
the industry, or particular mines, on so-
ctal or environmental grounds. It was
something done to the British working
class by the Tories und their allies, which
left a lasting effect on its morale and its
ability to organise.

Diminished

And yet it was during this period that Mili-
tant, having undergone in 1991 a split
which was fornudised in 1992, withdrew
from the T.abour Party. Having lost mosi
ol its membership it decided to re-christen
itself tirst Militant Labour, and then, sub-
sequently, the Socialist Party ! It gathered
around 1ta number of other Fur left groups,
all severely diminished in size, calling it
sell the Socialist Alliance, and proclaimed
by its leadership as a sign of the strength
of the left! It was subsequently joined by
the SWI The election of the Labour Party
in 1997, with a huge parliamentary major-
ity, and on such a right-wing programme,
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tells us something — which was not heeded
by the Socialist Alliance - about the wis-
dom ot an ¢lectoral challenge 1o Labour at
this time.

Breathtaking

By 2000, advocates of the Socialist Alli

ance were arpuing, in the words of the
SWP. that it was the best 1ime in 4 genera

tion to fight for socialist. During Blair's
second term, they saw the anti-war move

ment and the increase of tikde vnion mili

tancy as prool that they were right. Now
the anti-war movement was breathtaking
in iis size and scope, but while it would be
wrong to underestimate this movement, i
is equally wrong to assume that because
two million people, from the SWE o the
Muslim Assoctation of Britain and Peter

borough Mcthodist Church, took to the
streets against the war they woutd also be
prepared to sign up lor und vote for a new
party to challenge Labour. That is why the
Respeet Coalition looks to be adead end.

No pulitical party can exist on the basis of

George Galloway's oratory and the anti-
war protests. [ s significant that cven
when the protests against the war were al
their height, trade unionists protested only
on a Saturday afternoon, or alter work, 1n
their own time. In other words, the ange
among trade unionists against the war did
not (other than in a few exceptional cases)
translate into working class action against
the war.

Sequestration

The threat of fines and the sequestration
of union lunds is still a powerful one. It
gives bureaucrats a powertul argument
against secondary action, which even the
militant rank and file is not yet sutficiently
organised or confident to defy. The recent
imerease in industrial action is a welcome
development, which st be buitt on, bu
s starting from an extremely low base.
With the exception of the recent unoflicial
action by CWU imembers, the action is al-
ways ofticial, following the ballot proce-
dure, und always between the employer

and the union. The clecton of critics of

Bluir to unjon leadership positions is a
positive development, but despite being
named the “awkward sguad’, their awk:
wardness is nothing more than basic trade
unionism. They are still negotiating from
a position of weakness. That is why the
idea of union disaltiliation Irom Labour is
such a mistake, Tt confuses the start ol a
fightback with its culmination, Teis a de-
velopment that, i the present situation,
1s not necessarily a move to the left. Once
the disaffiliation genic is out of the bottle,
then why notalfiliute to the Liberal-Demo-
crats or the Greens?

I the left is (o learn anything from the

defeat of the miners' steike, then now is
the time to start. [t must come o erms
with the extent of that defeat, and the eco

nomic, political and cultural effect 1t has
had on British society. [t must realise that
in the wake of that defeat, the task s still a
patient, and painstuking struggle to regen-
crate the labour movement, starting from
the need o restate basie trade union and
suciatist principles: the need to defend
public services, the need for decent pay,
the need o tax the wealthy., the need tor
cltective trade unionism, for an end (o the
amtt- union laws and foreffective rank -and

file orpanisation, and the need (o oppose

imperialist wars. That struggle must be as
broad as passible, not contined o a group
ol lar-left activists, or channelled nto
clectoralism. The place for that struggle is
in the labour movement itsell, includimg
the Tabour Party. 11 we are 1o fight Blan
and his allies in the trade unions and the
Labour Pasty, then that is where we must
he. However, those who believe that this
is no longer necessary, who believe that
the fightback trom the miners’ deteat s
almaost complete, rather than just getting
underway, demaonstrate thatadier 20 years,
they have learned nothing and forpotten
nothig. WA

Class of '84

Andrew Berry recalls the effect the miners’ strike had on his
own political development

The miners” strike had a huge politcal impact on me. | was not new o
politics in 1984, as | had been active in Bristol NI and YCOND from two
years carlicr when T was 130 In the carly 80s T marched for nuelear disiarma-
ment on what were thought at that timie to be very larpe demonstrations
although the recent anti-war marches have dwarfed them. A year later |
hecame involved in the campaign for the election of Tony Benn in the newly
formed constituency of Bristol East, mainty because of his involvement in
CND. He lost the seat. which to me at 14 seemed a masstve set back.

By {5, T was thinking more about politics and T was not keen on the Labouar
Party despite my involvement in the Benn campaign a year carlier. 1 was
looking clsewhere, mainly at those involved in CND, the Greens (then the
Ecology Party) and the Communist Party. T even gave the Liberal party
plance — they were then a bit more radical in the south west and their leading,
light was chair of our local CNI? group. The Fabour Party had supported the
Falklands War and [ found it hard (o consider a party that had done that
despite that fact that many members 1 knew had opposed 11,

Then the miners’ strike started. | wanted to support the miners but the
only people organising any solidarity were the Labour Party, and despite the
lack of support from the Labour leadership it was clear to me that without
the Labour Party membership the miners would have been starved back to
work much earlier. From the start of the strike [ would go up to my local
supermarket in Clifton Village every Saturday and collect food from shop-
pers. Despite vehement anti-NUM propaganda in the press - both “quality”
and popular — and cven on the television news, the public completely backed
the miners. Hardly anyonc attacked us lor collecting and very many people
gave food generously.

This collection was organised by the local Labour Party and Labour Partics
all over the country were doing the same. That was enough Lo convinee me
to join — the membership on the ground represented something different and
the fact that the trade unions were alfiliated o the party made the party
relevant to the working class and organised labour, despite the discrepancy
with the top. Fundamentally the relationship today s stil the sames it is true
now that a lot of those good people have leftor gone into hibernation but it is
stifh the Labour Party members in droves who oppose the Trag war and it
was Labour party members, even with a Labour government, whom [ saw
al FBU support groups and who were cssentially the core of those groups.
think the decisions that T made 20 years ago, despite Blair and the New
Labour machine, have stood the test of trme. WA
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Velil of tears

Banning the hijab from France’s
state schools will increase
racism and further alienate the
Mushm community, argues
Charli Langford

At the bepinmng of February, the Freach
parliament debated a law which will bun
the wean g of astentatious 1eligious syin-
bols in state schools.

This ban covers everyone i the school

students, teachers, carctakers, support
statt, even visitors. Reaction has been ox
treme  carly surveys suggest about 70
per centof bFrench people support the ban,
including some Christian and Jewish lead
ers, yet a Paris oppositon march drew
25.000 und there have been spontancous
demonstrations in schools agaimst it There
hive also beet demonstrations in other
countnies,

The han will cover the Jewish yarmualke
and the Sikh tueban. About 5000 families
from France’s smalt Sikh population are
saying they will have 1o congrate due (o
the bun.

But by far the greatest etlect will be on
Mustim women. Government ministers
have exphueitly stated that the law is prima-
rily aimed against the hijab (headscin().
Jamila Farouk of 1.¢ Mouvement pout la
Justice et la Dignité, interviewed i the
Observer of February |, says: "Ever since
the debate started around this taw, people
have begun oL hatass women weuning,
scarves, noljustin schools. Mayors refuse
t marry them. Banks won™t open their
doors to them for “security reasons”™.” The
relerence W banks is mmportant: the orgi-
nak draft of the Jaw would also have
banned wearers of religious garments from
public butldings.

Anti-Muslim

Leltists and fibaials 1t the rest ot Burope
have denounced this law as racistand anti-
Muslim, but there has been some support
for it wnong Mushio women on the basis
that the Ijab is one of the means of op-
pressing women. In France there has been
some support [rom the leltand also wnong
feminists. The reason for this lies in cul
wiral difterences based upon French his-
tory. The values of liberté, égalite,

Sraternie, coming from the rationalisi of

the enlightenment period and central to the
French revolution, were the background
to the French constitution, and the princt-
ple ot faicité - roughly translated as secu
tismand mvelving the complete separa
tion of church and stule - was written wto
the constitution in 1905, after w century ot
power struggle between the state and the
Catholie Chuareh, Its basic aim was to pre
vent the proselytising of children at school
into Catholicism, but even now, 100 years
later, the Catholic Church exerts ahupe in-
fluence -- one-third of French schools are
Catholic, non-state, and the anti-hijab Lrw
does not apply o them,

Today, bberal oprmon in Franee remains
that the state must be neutrud towards re

Hignon and that the relipious atlitiation of
state functtonaries — from President 1o
school-cleaner - must play no part in the
pertormance ol their doties, 10 1s purtly
due 1o this secalar principle. and the fuct
that religion has a very strong influence
on culture, that the Frenceh antitude to im-
migration is much more one of inegra-
tion into existing French society, 1ather
than multcutturalism as it is in much of
the rest ol Europe,

Pretensions

Laricird represents 4 gical victory against
religions obscurautis in France; it puls
the pretensions ol the state/church sepa-
ratiott of the US constitution to shame, and
temakes the British system - with bishops
exeraising politicad power through the
House of Lords and indirectly but more
cHectively by having Tony Blairand David
Blunkettin their pockets — look medieval

But despite being a great advance, faicite
is sall Hmated. The primary eflect of the
1905 law was (o strengthen “rational’
Irench capitalism against the obscarantist
Catholic Church. The working class gamned
through the hmting of religious influence
but the conflict of interest between the
working and ruling classes reminned. The
Chostian ifluence on French calture re-
maned strong and sull does oday.

The anti hijab Jaw has prown out of the
report of o committee led by a tormer
sovernment imnnster - the unfortunately-
named Bernard Stast, ‘The ceport recoms-
mends 26 measures supposcedly designed
10 promote stale secularism and equality
between religions. Some of the report’s
recommendations can be judged as pro
pressive, such as the teachimy of Berber
and Kurdish (both ol which are non-state
languages and are far more likely o be
languages of oppressed natonalities) und
the teaching of the history of slavery and
colontsation, Others seem strange lor a
secudar stite =t wonld surely be more
sceular o dethrone Christinas, Laster and
I'entecost, rather than o create new pub
lic holidays of Fuid al- Adha and Yom Kippur.,
The plans to “rehabilitate wrban phettoes”
Gy well with the policy ol creating amono
lithic French colture rather than encourag
ing a diverse mudticultaralism, as does also
the plan to adopt a “Charter of Laicite”
which would be used in public ceremonies,
imcluding naturalisation ates for imm
srants. But the proposal to ban “osienti-
tions religious dress™ has strred up a huge
debate.

Principle

The proposed charter illustrates very
sharply the probleny. Laicize imay beaprin-
ciple ton the ethinie proups that comprised
France from the carty part ot the twentieth
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century, but these groups had a shared,
Christian-based culture which had grown
up through the devetopment of laieité, so
the 1905 secularism law enshrined a gener-
ally accepted principle. Unfortunately,
Muslims in France (estimited (o be between
3.5 million and 7 nullion — no-one knows
the accurate figure because faiciré does
not permit the French census 1o ask reli-
gious alfiliation) are aconstituency which
docs not subscribe to faicité, where that
battle has to be fought again,

Reactionary

The anti-hijab law is clearly anti-Muslim
because it attacks a part of Muslim cul-
turc. The part of Muslim culture it is at-
tacking is reactionary, as both feminists
and lettists agree, but thit does not ex-
cuse the law. You can make a very good
case for imposing a kaw against clitoridec-
tomy because protection of young women
from the damage and agony the practice
imposes is more important than the claim
thatitis an integral purt ot a particular cul-
ture. Simifarty, you can justily a law against
swaslika armbands in view of the historic
use of the symbol and the threat implied
against other people. Hijab wearing talls
into netther of these calegories: i some
extreme cases the wearers have internal-
ised the reasons for wearing it o such an
extent that 1o be without it is akin to being
naked in the street. At the other extreme it
can be a symbol of solidarity with other
Mauslimy against & pereetved threat from
society. [n either case, banning it would
not be helptul.

Principles such as laieiré are views that
people have o be won to, not foreed into
observing. There is no pointin legisting
how an individual responds (o the princi-
ple; what you need is discussion and edu-
cation to persuade people of the princi-
ple’s validity. The situation is ditferent in
collective terms a2 religious display in a
state building in France is illegal and this
is progress, a gain for rationalism and
against superstition. But it is inappropri-
ate to legislate against individuals hold-
ing particular personal belicfs or (outside
situations where it is generally perceived
as threatening such as the swastika)
against displaying signs of allegiance to a
particular behief.

Beliefs
ft may be necessary to legislate against
the activities consequent on those beliefs
— as with non consensual genital mutita-
tion — but the beliefs themselves must not
be iflegal. Ttis on this basis - that princi-
ples should be won rather than imposed -
that we should oppose the hijab ban not
Just for school students but for everyone.,
While the proposed law is not racist in

itsell, it witl have the consequence of stir-
ring up racism against people who come
from predominantly Muslim parts of the
world. Farouk has already quoted instances
ol discrimination against hijab-wearers. 14
seems unlikely that banks and other insti-
tutions will continue to see hijab-wearers
as seeurity threats without extending the
view (o other Muslims or generally people
‘of Middle-Eastern appearance’. The mere
consideration, letalone the passing, of dis-
criminatory laws tends to validate both
casual and institutional racism, In the US
there have been many such cases of dis-
crimination as a result of the travel seeu-
ity Imeasures.

1t is also likely that the law will exacer-
bate the separation of Muslims from so-
ciety, rather than integrate them. Young
Muslim women will be cut ol froin wider
views if they are forced out ol integrated
schools. The lirst Muslim school in
France was set up in Lille last ycar as a
direel resalt ol girls being expelled front
stite schools for wearing hijab. Worse
still is the possibility that parents will sim-
ply not send thewr daughters to school at
all. The overall effect is not of promoting
laieité but of removing young Muslim
wornen from ptaces where they might be
waon (o it.

Instructed

Opposition o the anti hijab law does not
signify any support for the hijab, or for
Istam either. [n fact, there is powhere in the
Qur’an where women are instructed (o wear
any particular garment. The only require-
ment s to “dress modestly”. Of course, this
requirement is in tself classic sexism, at
one with St Paul who requires women (o
cover their heads ‘lest they should inflame
male lust'; blaming the victim, it puts the
responsibility for men's faulis onto wotien,
Butitis the religious leaders of Islam who
have taken it on themselves to promote
the hijab in particular.

The left must oppose this law. [Ewill ex-
acerbate racism; it will not liberate
wornen [rom the hijab — instead it will have
the opposite effect — and it will not de-
fend luiead beeause principles fave to be
won rather than legisiated.

While defending women’s right to wear
the hijab il they wish, we must be very
clear that we also defend the rights ol
women who don’t want to wear the hijab
against those within Islam that might want
1o cocrce them w do so. We should op-
pose the setting up of Muslim schools.
But we have to be calling clearly for the
abolition ol all religious schools, not just
Mustitm ones. We have to understand, as
the religious do, that schoolchildren are at
an age when they are most susceptible to
brainwashing, WA

Not so
sweet
smelling

Nick Davies looks at the events
which shaped Georgia's so-called
rose revolution

Al the end of Last year, the British and US
media had a great story to el It was about
how in Georgia the “rose revolution’,
headed by Mikhail Saakashvili young,
pood-looking, sharp-suited, English
speaking, and good on TV — had onsted
from power Eduard Shevardnadze, agriz-
zled, corrupt old Stalinist who had tried
(o rig the election. Surely, this was a pre-
Christimas “feelgood” story that could not
O Wrong.

However, whether they knew it or not,
the media were not giving us the full story.
A dead pive-away that all was not quite as
it seemed was the phrase “people power”
to describe the storming of the parliament
building. Usually, those who try (o storm
parliaments the BBC, ONN, and the rest
denounce as a mob. So when does a mob
hecome “people power’? The answer, in
an ccho of events in Belgrade m 2000, 1s
when the USA says so. In fact, the appat-
ently spontancous events of Novernber
and December last year were the culmi-
nation of a project, sometimes open and
sometimes covert, aimed atmaking Geor
gria a client state of the USA, and bringing
together the supposed “wart against terror-
ist’, the very real war for oil, and the
post cold war jostling for influence be-
tween the USA and Russia.

The grievances that brought so many
people o the parliament building were
very real. The Georgian tradition of
demakatsoba, or loyally to an inner cir-
cle of friends. combines powerfully with
post Stalinist mafia capitalism to produce
one of the most corrupt societies in the
world, Tt has been estimated that 60 per
cent of Georpia's GDP is "off the books™.
The local elite plunders state resources
for its own benelit, ‘The majority ot Geor-
gians carn aboul $20 per month, and staw
pensions are as low as $7. The economy
is flatining, virtually dependent for its
day-to-day tunctioning on the World Bank
and the IME Having been told that futare
loans and aid depended on tackling cor
ruption, Shevardnadze Jacked the means
or the will to root it out.
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For years, western povernments had
been prepured to stick with Shevardnadze.
Replacing the violent and erratic Zviad
Gamsakhurdii, Georgia's first post-inde-
pendence leader, in 1992, he was long
seen as a sale pair of hands. There was a
sense of obligation towards Gorbachev's
foretgn munister {or his having opened the
Berlin Wall without a shol being fired. The
USA, tn purticular, wanted a leader in
Georgia itcould do business with, because
of Georgia's stratepically important po-
sition between the Caspran and the Black
Seas. The Caspian Sew s home to the
world’s third largest oil and gas deposits,
A way had 1o be found to bring this oil
from the Caspian Sea without passing
through lran. hence the Baku-Thilisi-
Ceyhan (BTC) pipeline, now under con
struction, which will take oil through
Azerbaifan, Georgia and Turkey (through
several confllict zones, and in a
seismically active area, it has to be said).
For the B'TC pipeline (0 be viable, the USA
needed to bring the southern Caucasus
into its sphere of influence, and away trom
that of Russia. Back in 2002, the USA sent
ten helicopters and 150 military instruc-
tors into Georgt, under the pretext of
helping the Georgians combat al Qaida
militants and their Chechen alties who
were, it was said, establishing themselves
inthe lawless Punkisi Gorge. Although the
Russians expressed satistaction that thei
murderous campaign in Chechnyi had
been rebranded as part of the “war on ter-
ror’ in return for their support for the US
attack on Afghanistan, they were furious
atbeing upstaged in Georgia. The response
was closer fies between Moscow and two
of the areas lighting for greater autonomy
within or independence from Georgia:
South Ossctia and Abkhazia. The leaders
of both asked Moscow for associate sta-
tus within the Russian Iederation, thus
threatening the fragmentation of the
Georgian stale.

The Bush administration is, ncedless 1o
say, up to its neck in the BTC project.
Chevron  (former  board member
Condolecza Rice) is the principal firm
ivolved in the BTC consortium. Dick
Cheney's Halliburton, better known for its
role as o war profiteer in Irag, was bid
ding lor the engineering work on the Turk-
ish sector of the route. James Baker 111, a
family advisor to the Bushes, heads the
law firm Baker Botts which represents the
consartium of firms drilling and explor-
g in the Caspian Sea, and sits on the US-
Azerbaijan Chamber of Commerce.
Cleatly, when the toxic Texuan has Geor-
gia on his mind, he is not losing sleep over
whether five million Georgians are happy
with their government,

But why did the USA decide to abandon

its ofd ally Shevardnadze? Belore Novem-
ber Jast year, it seems that Washington was
bappy for him to stay on as president un-
til his term expired in 2005, provided he
did something about rooting out coreup
tion, and let the opposition, which had won
the clection, Torm o majority in parlia-
ment. Even Shevardnadze’s cluinsy at-
tempi (o defraud the opposition of its vic.
tory might nol, in tself, have told agarnst
[ In October, the same kind of behay
1our by the Aliey dynasty in neighbouring
Aczerbaijan, and the jailing of those who
protested against it, provoked only token
US disapproval. But the pro-western
Shevindnadze was not sulficiently anti-
Russian tor the US’s liking. The Bush ad-
mitustration was furious with the Geor-
pian povernment last year when it made a
deal with the Russian state gas supplier
Gazprom to supply gas to Georgia, The
US ambassador made the extraordinary
demand on what is supposedly an inde-
pendent state, that icinform the US gov
ernnient about such deals in advance,
while Bush’s energy advisor flew to
Thilisi to demand that Shevarduadze pull
the ptug on the deal. What tipped the bal-
ance aganst Shevardnadze was the fearon
the US's part of full-scale civil wur it
Shevardnadze resorted to force, and the
subsequent opting out of South Ossetia,
Abkhazia, and possibly Ajarta too. The last
thing the USA waunted was a - failed staie”
on its pipeline route, and no return on the
Sibn given in aid since 1991,

What was crucial was that the USA had
been grooming a client, who was wititing,
in the wings, That client was the US-edu-
cated Suakashvili, formerly justice min-
ister under Shevardnadze. According to the
Russian newspaper Rossiskava Gazeta
(November 24, 2003) he “wus specially
invited to a seminar in Belgrade this sum
mer [2003] on how to make a “velvet revo-
lution™ litke the Sertian one. Mr
Saakashvili received detated instructions

Suakashvili denonnced the Gazprom deal
last year and since becoming president has
pressed for the speeding up of the ¢losure
of the two remaining, Russtan bascs in Geor
i, His nationalist apenda makes him popu-
lar with right-wing Georgians opposed (o
any more concessions to separatist move-
ments, although this carries risks il he al-
icnates the other nationalities too much,
There has already been a sign of this when,
on January 8, the parliament of the west
ern region of Ajaria declared a state of
cmergency, alleging that members of the
Cieorgian youth organisation, Kmara, ac-
tve in the overthrow of Shevardnadze, had
been distributing featlets calling for the
overthrow of the govermment of (he
Ajartan leader Abashidze,

To the majortty of Georpians, who do not
have their snouts in the trough, Saakashvili
will bring no real improvement. The crony
capitalism of the post-Stalinist imal ia may
be replaced by, or find a form ol coexist-
ence with, the rule of western multination-
als, taking advantage of the WTO “fice
trade’ rules (o make what they can out of
Georgia’s natural resources and what is lefi
of its industry and public services. Geor-
et is valuable to those multinationals pri
marily because of where it is, and because
ol the need 1o take oil throuph its terrtory.
Saakashvili's Georgian nationalism is no
answer to the complex inter ethnic rival
rics and disputes in the southern Cauca-
sus, but then neither is the fragmentation
ol the region into numerous mini-states,
cach with its own ethnic minorines, and
steaving to be a chent state of either Russia
or the west, While socialists nmust support
the right to self-deternination, up to and
including secession if necessary, the only
way i which that right can be exercised
on any cquitable basis by aff the nation-
alines involved is through a socialist led
criztion of the Caucasus, with its natural
resources and industry uncler the control
ol its workers, not of home -grown gang-
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No escape

After his release from prison this
month, nuclear whistleblower
Mordechai Vanunu will be
confined to Israel and kept under
constant surveillance, explains
Roland Rance

Mordechai Vanunu is due o be released
trom prison on April 21, at the end of his
18-year sentence for revealing the scale
of Israe!’s nuclear weaponry. However,
supporters and activists, who plan to greet
him on his release from Ashkelon Gaol,
ave concerned that he will still not be at
liberty, but will fuce continuing restrictions
and even threals 1o his life.

In 1986, Vanunu, a former technician at
the plutonium separation plant in the
Dimona nuclear mstallation, revealed Lo
the Sunday Times the extent of Isracl’s
secret nuekear armoury, On the basis of
Vanunu's accounts, and the photographs
which hie had managed (o take at the plang,
experts estimated that {sract had mimufuc-
ured and stockpiled about 200 noclear
warheads. This showed the hypocrisy of
Iscacl’s repeated pledge not 1o be the first
to introduce nuclear weapons into the
Middle Fast. Isracl, which is nol a stgna-
tory of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation
Treaty. is believed to have developed its
nuclear weapons during the 1970s, in se-
cret collaboration with the apartherd re-
gime in South Alnica. The two states ap-
parently tested a prototype in the South
Atantic 1n 1979,

Although the existence of this armoury
was long suspected, Vanunu’s revelations
provided the first independent confirmi
tion, as well as indicating its scule. But,
cven before the story appeared in the Sun-

dav Times, Vanunu was in the hands ol

the Istacti state. Ina classic underground
operation, he was lured from Londen o
Rome by Maossad agent "Cindy' (now
known 1o be Cheryl Ben Tov, an estate
apent in Florida). In Rome he was drugged,
and smuggled in chains back to Israel,
where he was charged with treason and
cspionage.

For several months, Vanunu's fate was
not known, until his name was acciden:
tably included on a court record, and spot-
ted by a sharp eyed journalist. The ial
was conducted in great secrecy. Vanunu
was brought to court in a windowless van,
wearing boxing gloves and a motoreycle
helinet, after he wrote on his hand T was
hijacked in Rome 30.9.86" — the first con-
firmation of how he arrived in Isracl.
Vanunu's brother Meir, who had carlier
reparted this kidnapping, was himself
threatened with arrest, and forced to [lee
Isracl for severul yeass.

At the end of the trial, 10 the surprise of
some observers, Vanunu was convicted
ol aggravated espionage and treason, and
sentenced o IR years' imprisonment.
Since then, he has spent 12 years i soli-
tary confinement, in a clear, but unsuc-
cesstul, attempt to break his sparit and
drive him insane.,

The campaign for Vanunu’s release, and

for a nuclear-free Middle Last, has contin

ued almost from the time of his arrest. In
I.ondon, activists - many of theny Isracli
exiles  have organised a regular weekly
picket ol the Isracli Embassy in Kensing

ton for the past 11 years; many of them
are planning to join the delepgation to greet
hinvon his release.

While in prison, Vanunu has recerved
many peace awards, In 1987, he received
the Swedish Right Tivelihood Award (the
alternative Nobel prize), and he has since
received many others. He has been
awarded an honorary doctosate by Tromso
University and has been nominated for the
Nobel peace prize. Amnesty International,
while not regarding Vanunu as a prisoner
ol conscience, has described his treatment
as “eruel, inhuman and degrading”

Censorship ol both the nuclear assue,
and Vanunu's situation, has been intense.,
In 1987, the Alternative Information Cen-
tre in Jerusatem, which had orgamsed
press conferences on the Vanunu case,
was closed by administrative order for six
months. When it reopened, 1 joined the
Centre as editor of the Englisb-language
monthiy News From Within. All articles
on Vanunu were subjected 1o severe cen-
sorship; on one occasion, we were obliged
10 make over 30 changes (o one shoet arti
cle, and [was miysell threatened wath pros-
ceution for indicating that these changes
had been made.

This censorship now scems set to be
applied to Mordechai Vanunu himsell on
his release, Larlier press reports in Israel
suggested that he was stll such a secu-
rity threat to the state that following his
release itmight be necessary to place him
under Administrative Detention (indefinite
imprisonment without trial), but at the end
of Lebroary it was announced olficially
that, although this would not be imposed,
he would be denied a passport and sub-

ject to constant surveillunce. Any state-

ments he makes about nuclear matters, or
about the circumstances of his arrest, will
Jead to further charges against him.
Vanunu, who converied to Christiamty
it 1986, and who hus been legally adopted
by a couple in Minnesota, has no wish 1o
rentin in Isracl  where his conversion (s
viewed by many as a greater treason than
his whistleblowing. But it seems that he
will not be alfowed to carry out his wish to
settle in the USA and teach history.
Meanwhile, Nohel peace prize winnet
Shimon Peres - the man who as direcior
general of the Defence Ministry i the
1950s initiated Isracl’s nuclear develop-
ment, and as prime minister in 1986 ordered
Vanunu's kidnapping - is still leader ol
Israe)'s opposition Labour Parly, wd re-
mains free to continue his advocacy of
war crimes and ethnie cleansing. WA
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lardliners
strike back

lLaurence Barrett examines the
latest twist in the power struggle
inside Iran

Iran’s Ayatoltahs started the vear under
pressure on three fronts. Firstly, ina con
cession which they reparded as a humilia
tion, the Iskunic Republic was foreed to
suspend uraniutu enrichmentactivities and
sign the additional protocol in (he non
profiferation teaty atlowng short-notice
UN inspections of its nuclear facilities,

This climbdown, 1y the torm of a4 com-
promise with the governments ol France.,
Britain and Giermany, averted the threat of
sanctions by the UN sceurity council,
which would have followed in the event of
Iran fatling 10 meet the October 31 dead
line imposed by the International Atomic
Energy Authority, by whicli it had to prove
that it had no weapons programnte. lran
hlinked tirst, as sanctions would have
tmeant the real possibility of a US-Tsrach
attack on Tran’s nuclear instatlations,

A previous blow to the authority of the
hardiiners in [ran had been the awardiog
of the Nobel peace prize 10 human rights
activist Shirin Ebadi. This provoked a furi-
ous reaction from the hardliners because,
in awardimg her the prize, the Nobel com
mittee was taking sides against them
fran’s power stroggle. Tt was also a signal
irom the liberal west that it approves of
Ebadi’s gradualist approach to reform of
the Islamic Republic, as her conception of
human rights is firmidy within the hiberal Is-
famic radition. In a society such as Iran,
where there are virtually oo human rights,
particularly for women and girls, this nev
ertheless brings her into conflict with the
repimee, and her courage and enacity are
widely wdmired — henee the large crowds
waiting 1o greet her at the airport.

And then there was the earthquake in
Bam, from which the hardliners were again
feeling the heat. There was widespread
anger at how, ina country used to carth:
quakes, modern butldings sucly as hospi
tals were not carthquake proot, and at the
amateurish response of the govermnent,
such as its inability o cope with the rush
ol blood donors. Thie USA was quick 10
exploit the situation caused by the carth-
quake. "Larthquake diplomacy” was acon-
venient way ol ironing vut the diftferences
between the neo-cons uround Rumsield
and Wolfowitz, who are attempting o in-

ervene in the lranian political power strug-
ele, and the pragimatists around Colin
Powell, as it provided w way ol exerting,
pressure on lran without actuadly attack-
mg it. The Bush regime provided aid, and
announiced a partial lifting of 25-yewr old
sanctions  allow US citizens o make chas -
ity donations. Any further normalisation
ot relations with the USA, however, would
carry a political and cconomic price.

The hardbiners struck back, however,
when the unclected Council of Guardians,
a bastion of the hurdliners, vetoed about
half of the candidates due o light the clec-
tions held on February 20, thus purging
the refornust candidates at a stroke. The
parliament, or Majlis, is, or was, a strong,
hold of the relormists. led by president
Khatemi, Lven after the Supreme Leader
Ayatollish Khamenci had intervened, at the
request of Khatemi, over 2,000 candidates
were barred tfrom standing. Many cundi-
dates who were sitting MPs resigned in
protest,and a nuntber ol MPs staged asit-
in in the parliient building. When
Ayatollah Khamener decreed that the clec-
tion should go ahead, despite. or because
ol, over 2,000 candidates being unable o
stand, Khatemi meckly agreed. thus losing
any shred of credibility he had telt, This
surely spells the end of Khatemi's stral-
cey ol graduad relorin and liberadisation of
the Islamic Republic. It must tell even the
most optinistic ol Khatemi's supporters
that the hardliners in the theocracy were
prepared 1o altow the chuninelling of dis-
content against the regune into electoral
campuigns, ondy on the basis that there
were 1o be no politeal parties, and that the
candidutes for the election and the Taws
passed by the pactiement had to be ap-
proved by the unelected hardliners, In
other words, under no circumstances could
the fundamcentals of the Islamic Republic
be threatened.

In going along with thus fatcical election,
Khatemi s now actively propping up the
Islamic Republic. 'The targest pariamentary
faction, the Participation Front, led, ironi-
cally, by Khatemi's brother, called for
boycolt of the election. Khatenw himself
caled for maximum particepation in the elec-
tions to defeat the hardliners, but who
could people have voted lor?

Predictably, the early returns gave the
hardhiners @ substantial lead. even in
Tehran, arelornnst stronghold. The indi
cations were that the wirnont was substan
tially down on previous elections, a fact
seized on by the reformisis in the [nterior
Ministry in an attempt, oo ke in the day,
to regain the initiative.

The “carthyuake diplomacy” of the USA
showed that the divisions among the po
litical elite revolve,  alarge extent, around
hostility 1o the USA. Or at least, that is

how (hose divisions are expressed. The
hardliners call it the *Great Satan’. while
the retormists, while maintaining, lor lormy’s
sake, acertam hostility, are more concilia
tory. Neither is correet. Many lranians, ¢s-
pecialty those in contact with the Tranian
community m the USA, know that the de
nunciations of the *Great Satan” are so
much stopancering tosh from a barbaric
regime which may be approaching its death
throes. To any Iraman under 30, the con-
stant harking back o the occupation ol
the US cinbassy of 1979-801s mcaningless.
However, in opposing this thetoric of the
hardliners, the Iraman opposition imust also
avoid the opposite danger. The wellare or
freedom of Tranmans is not George W,
Buosh's primary concern. In the first in-
stance, Washinglon wants to “neotralise”
Iran to ensure that itdoces not use its intlu-
ence among the Shiacommunity i Irag (o
destabthise the USA's plai to set up a phi-
ant regime there, prior to withdrawing in
time forthe US elections in November, U
timately, by hook or by crook, the USA
would like o establisha tnesdty regime in
Tran uselt] so asto regain control ol its vil
and gas reserves,

Most recently, the agreement with the
IALA has hit trouble, with lran's toreign
minister accusing the USA ol bullying the
Furopeans on the Authoriny, He s also
inststed on Lran’s right to enrich uranium
for peaceful purposes. Muach of the rheto-
vie may be for mternal consumption, re
Hecting the recently regauned contidence
ol the hardhmers, They want 10 use the
pride many franans teel i the noelearin
dustry to try to mobilise the population
behind them.

The hardliners may have won s battle
but they have not won the war, The Is-
Lomic Republic is as crisis ridden and as
unstable as ever. As Khatemi and his re
tormist allics are not going 10 exploil the
opportuity for overthrowing it, some other
force has 10, February's oflicial celebra-
tions ol the 25th anniversary of the tound-
ing of the Islamic Republic were, by all ac -
counts, peopled mainly by pro-regime
Lardliness such as the Revolutionary
Guitrds, and by state ciployees who were
bussed in, What the official speeches did
not mention was the role of the Tranian
working class, mainly the oil workers, in
the overthrow of the Shah, Those workers
were imprisoned or killed and theie organi
sations outlawed by the newly established
Iskunic Republic. The Tranian working class
needs to regroup, rebuild its organisations
and bring behind itun atliance of all those
forces desperate Tor change, and who took
(o the streets last sumimer women, stu-
dents, intellectuals and young people —
with the aim of bringing down the Islamic
Republic. WA
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Uneasy
peace inthe
lvory Coast

Bob Wood explains the
background to the conflict in the
west African state

Once the situation in Liberia was stabi
lised, so the story ran, then peace would
descend on the rest of the west African
region. Contlict in neighbouring coun-
(ries resulted merely from the spilling
over of the Liberian conflict across po-
rous borders. Yet the root causes ol the
recent unresolved civil war in the Tvory
Coast have litle to do with Liberia.

The Tvory Coast obtained its independ-
ence from France in 1960 and was ruled
lor some 30 years alterwards by the pa-
trician President Felix Houphouél
Boigny. Originally a vepresentative of the
Aftican planter terest, and from achicf™s
Famitly, Houphouét Boigny achieved last-
ing popularity when, as a representative
at the French Constitnent Assembly in
Paris in 1945, he successtully moved the
abolition ol forced labour, one of the most
hated aspects of colonial rule. For many
years after independence, the Ivory Coast
prospered, its exports of agricultural
products, mainly coffee and cocoa, mak-
ing it the economic star of the west Atri
can region There is some offshore oil and
pincapples and cotton are wlso exported.

But in 1978 collee and cocoa prices
coltapsed. not 1o recover until well into
the nineties. The bvorian economy entered
a period of crists, and an IME-imposed
structural adjustment progranime resufted
in cuts of hetween 15 and 40 per centin
civil service salaries. Under both interni-
tional and domestic pressure (demonstra-
tions by trade uniomists and students
erupted in early 1990y, Houphoutt-
Boigny tinally agreed o end the one-party
rule of tus Democratic Party of the Tvory
Coast (PDCT)

Opposition

In the presidential elections held in No-
vember 1990, Houphouét-Boigny was chal
lenged by Laurent Ghagbo, who had a long
record of oppesition ta the regime. Origi-
nally auniversity lecturer and active in his
trade wnion, Gbagbo had been imprisoned
for two years in the carly seventies and
had then spent a period in exile in Paris,
where he had Lwnched the Fvorian Popu-
Lar Front (1P, In the presidential election
Ghagho was soundly beaten, petting only
18 percent of the vote, although there may
have been some electoral fraud.

An astute politician who had always en-
deavoured to incorporate all ethnic groups
in his party, Houphouét-Boigny appotnted
the northern bureaucrat, Alassane

Dramane Ouattara, as his prime minister.

When Houphouét-Boigny died in De-
cember 1993, Tvorian politics began to
unravel, in spite of an cconomic upturn
when produce prices reached record lev
els in 1994, Henri Kenan Bedid assumed
the presidential mantle in the run-up to

the elections due i 1995, and Guatlara
went off 1o work at the IME

Onee Houphouet Boigny's masterly and
centralising grip had been released, re-
gional tenstons began o surface, und a
sphit from the PDCT produced the Repub-
lican Rally (RDR) with support mainly in
the north and north west, When the RDR
asked Quattara 1o be their presidential
candidate, Bedic fell back on the most
scurrilous possible strategy of racisim and
cthnic hatred.

Islam entered west Africa across the Sa-
hara a thousand years ago — the people ol
(e savannah and the desert are sull Mus-
lins. But Islam barely entered the lorest or
reached the coast, Not until Europeans
began o colonise the coast did indigenous
religions begin (o be replaced by Chiristi-
anity. Thus a pattern was set, still the case
in many west African countries, ol an Is-
lamic north and a Christian south. 1n the
[vory Coast the northern people have more
in common, in both cthnic and reliyrious
termis, with the Burkinah¢ ol neighbouring
Buarkina Faso than they do with the people
of southern Ivory Coaslt.

Seehing work on the agricultural plan
Latons, iImmigeants have come to the vory
Coust from many other nearby countries,
but particularty from Burkina Faso and
Muli. Nearly a third of the population ol
some 16 million are of forctgn origin,
strangers’, and northerners are often
Ltarved with the same brush,

Ethnic tension

Fearing Ouattara's candidacy, Bedié and
the PDCT exploited ethme tension and anb-
Muslim prejudice and attempted to narrow
the definition of Lvorian nationality. And
in a scarcely veiled attack on Oualtara, an
clectoral code was introduced which de-
clared that the parents of any presidential
candidate must both he Tvorian nitionals,
and that the candidate must have hived in
the country for the previous five years, 1t
was alleged that Onattara’s lather was
Burkinabe and he had of course been out
ol the country working tor the IME Both
Ouattara and Gbagbo boycotled the elec-
tion in protest, and Cibagho declared that
the electoral law was both racist and xeno-
phobic, an opinion which as we will see
was not all that deeply held.

Bedié romped home in the 1995 clec-
tion with a cliimed 96 per cent ol the vote,
but his reign wus to be relatively short-
lived. Tn 1999 a bloodless coup fed by
Statf Sergeant Thrahim (1.13.) Coulibaly
ousted Bedié, General Robert Guet was
asked o leid the subsequent junta.

In the run-up to the presidential clee-
tions the FPLand Gbagbo opportunistically
moved to get the racist vote, and kunched
a virtdent campaign against the “lraudu-
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lent’ citizenship of foreigners. Ouattara was
once more declared unacceptable as a
presidential candidate by the Supreme
Court, but this time it was the turn of the
POCT 1o join the RDR in boveotting the
election. Howas a straeght fight between
Robert Guet and Lautent Gbaghbo,

When the goverment announnced that
Guei had won with 53 per cent of the vole,
Ghagho's supporters ook 1o the streets
and Guei was foreed into extle. Gbagbo
wis then declared the winner with 59 per
cent ol the vote. Now in power, Cibagrbo
and the P continued therr racist cam-
paign against ‘forcigners’ and the RDR.
Mosques were burnt and an estimated 300
northerners kifled in ethnic and rehgious
violence. The canpaign continued into the
following year, in spite of which the RDR
did remarkably well in local elections.

In September 2002 heavy lighting
crupted in Abidjan in an attempted coup,
and General Guer was killed. tnable 1o
immediately establish control of Abidjan,
the rebel soldiers retreated 10 Bouaké in
the centre of the country. They rapidly
established control of the northern half
of the country, and conld almost certainly
have taken Abidjan had they attacked it

French intervention

They were only prevented from doing so
by the intervention of the French, ostensy
bly in order to protect foreign nationals.
There is an exlensive French expatriate
comumunity in the Ivory Coast. A ceasefire
wits hrokered alter o month of fighting, Ji-
viding the country in twao — the soth held
by the old povernment and the north by
the rebels, with the French forces attempt-
ing 1o police the ceaselire line,

‘The rebellion quickly took on a polit-
cal face, when the Patriotic Movement of
the Tvory Coast (MPCT was formed. The
leadership of the MPCH is contested be-
tween three men - Guillanme Soro. @
young and very able former student leader
(but also, interestingly, a Catholic), L.B.
Coulibaly, the staff sergeant who led the
coup which instalted the Guei regie, and
Louis Dacoury Tabley. a former close ally
of President Ghagbo, Of these, it is Soro
who seems o be in the ascendancy, par
ticularly alter Coulibaly was arrested and
detained during a visit o France. Recently
there have been signs ol intermad conflict
in the rebel camp.

Over the last 18 months the munbers of

foreign soldiers has pradually increased.
I'rench forces have multiplied, and there
have been contingents {rom other west
African countries, Both are resented. Nes
thet side welcomes the intervention of the

former colonial power (Ivorans talk of

the need for a “second independence ), and
Nigerians would be particularly unwel

come, Ivorians are only 10 well aware of

the corrupt practices of Nigerian troops
during their interventions m the Liberian
and Sicna Leoncan civil wars. More re-
cently Hted Nations forees, small
munber, have entered the ray.

UN peacekeeping force

Thete seems to be little direction or con

sisteney in French policy towards its tori
colony, except perhaps to keep the United
States at bay. I is symptomatic that when
the French proposed at the UN secunity
council an increase in the UN presence,
this was opposed by the Americans. Afler
a period ol reluctanee, though, the US has
agreed 1o the deptoyment of a UN foree of
sote 6,000 troops, organised separitely
from the French. The peacekeeping toree
wilt begin s operations i early April. and
the intention is that it will supervise disar-
mament and the presidential elections due
in Octoher 2005, This will bring the otal
aumber of UN troops in west Africa (in
Sierra Ieone, Liberia and the Tvory Coast)
1o some 30,000 anice litte carner for the
third world countries which supply the sol-
cliers.

Followmg peace talks orgamsed by the
French, it was agreed to st up a transi-
tonal government, including ministers
from the rebel movement, pending elec-
tions in 2005, Althouyh President Ghagiso
went along with the agrcament, he has
dragged his feet in implementing ic In
these circumsiances, 1t is not surprising
that the rebels have no intention of dis
arming without political progress. They
say that “political agreements will have to
he linked o cach mujor phase ol disar
mament”. Guillanme Soro has :tlso empha
sised that ‘the disarmament ol our com-
batamts is conditional on frec and twrelec
tions'.

Urban militias

One ol the most worrying aspects ol the
Ivorian crists is the growth ol urban nuli-
tias in Abidjun and some other southern
towns and cities, bused on unemployed
youth and students - the lumpen prole-
tariat. The politics of these groups can be

judged from an interview given by one of

the leaders to an fvorian newspaper: “Na-
tional reconciliation is not going 10 hap-
pen with these divisive accords [the
French brokered agreement], you can
count on me. ... We're poing to liberate
the Ivory Coast; we want to tear the Ivory
Coast away {rom the sons of immigrants
who want to take everything away from
the Ivorians. . .. we're fighting to clean the
Lvory Coast ol its sons of immigrants ..

The president’s wile and leading mem
bers of his party have made simifar com-
ments, although Gbagbo himself in his

presidential role had pretended to be
above ‘political squabbles™ He has nev-
ertheless not prevented several thousand
young men lrom these urban militias from
beingt incorporated into the Ivorian army.
That he has any arention of reaching a
compromise is also belied by his exten
sive purchase of arms since the ceasefire,
These inchude 30,000 rilles, 5,000 ma-
chine guns, twenty tanks, three helicop
1er gun ships, four helicopters, two bomb-
ers and twao tighter planes. in the fast year
alone, Ghagho has spent about $150 nil-
lion on artns, These are not the actions of
a man bent on conciliatiorn.

Although apart {rom sporadic incidents.,
the ceaselice has beld remarkably well for
the lTast two years afong the line dividing
the north from the south, there has been a
great deal of fighting and tunmoil in the
west of the country adjacent to the Libe-
rian border. Here there has been a verita-
bie imbroglio of competing atined groups
and warlords, vanously aligned with the
southern Ivorian government, the north-
crn Ivorian rebels, the tormer Taylor gov-
crnmient in Liberia, and various Liberian
rehel groups. There have also been some
Sierra Leonean “soldicrs of fortune’, who
now know no other trade than warlaee
Phere are now some thousands o tinter
nally displaced persons’ and retugees

Apparently willimgly imprisoned by an
extremae nationalist moveinent, which op
crates with anarrow and exclusive defini
tion of what it means to be Ivortan,
Cibagho has little room for manocuvre.
Northerners are reduced 1o second class
status, guilty by assoctation with
Burkinabe, 11 the civil war 18 renewed there
is a danger that Burkina faso will be
sucked 1o a regional conthict. Lixten-
sive population transfer and bloodshed
remains a real possibility.

Impasse
Giiven the current impasse, it s lempting to
suggest that some kind of federation, with
relatively autonomous vorth and south
regrions might defuse the etlwic hostility.
But the experience of Lthiopia, where tocal
government has been parcetled outon eth-
nic lines, is not comforting. For it has led
10 increased ethnie contlict, not fess.
There is a pan-afcican sociatist tradition
which denies the sanctity of mherited co-
lonial borders, and prioritises the iden
tity of ¢lass over ethaoicity. That tradition
will need to be rediscovered, Tois certn
that the curcent western solution to Afri-
ea's wars and frapmentation — gathering
topether the warring partics into transi-
tionat' yovernments under UN tutelage.
rather like mediaeval barons gathered at
the king’s court - merely freezes the prob
lems rather than resolving them. WA
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US calls
time on
Aristide

Ten years ago, US troops invaded
Haiti to reinstate the elected
president, Jean-Bertrand Aristide.
On February 29 they escorted him
out of the country as right-wing
rebels advanced on the capital.
Nick Davies reports

Did he jump, or was he pushed” That is
the question surrounding president Jean-
Bertrand Aristide’s rapid departure from
Haiti. Berteand says he was kidrapped by
the US forces which now oceupy the coun-
try at the head of a UN-sanctioned “peace-
keeping torce. The US government says
he went of his own accord. Even i the Kid-
nap allegations are exaggerated, itis clear
that Aristide was leant on o some degree.
‘That he did not know that he was headed
for the Central African Republic untl 45
minutes hefore he landed there, and that
60 US murines were on (he aircralt with
him (as iy alleped by CAR government
sourees), suggest that he was @ man not
entirely in control ol his own destiny.

Chiven that an clected povernment was
being cjected lrom office by armed gangs,
iuch of the media coverage of the vio
lence in Haiti was stranpely ambivalent,
Many people in Britain could be forgiven
for thinking that the “unpopular’ (sie) grov
crument of Aristide and the opposition
were as pood, or as bad, as each other. The
racist assumption is that Haiti is yet an-
other “tailed state’, its people meapable
of living together, The frequentmedia ref
crenees o voodoo” reinforee the impres-
ston ot violent, superstitious people who
cannot rule themselves. However, itis not
Histians themselves bul the poverty and
inequality resulting from US iposed
cconomic policies which bear the chiet
responsibility for the present crisis. [Uis
also clear that the Bush administration
wanled nid of Aristude

Armed gangs

Much of the amhivalent media coverage
can be traced W the official atutude of the
Rush administration, Colin Powell insisted
that the US did not want ‘regime change’,
and called the armed gangs which over

threw Aristide ‘terrorisis’, yet, consider

ing that the USA is supposed 1o be m the
thick ol a SO-yeuar war against ‘tegrorisny’,
Washington was strangely relaxed about
‘errorism’ Haiti-style, treating a democrati-
cally elected povernment and goon-squads
in the pay of self-styled *patriots™ as
equivalents. Judging the Haitian govern

ment by standards radicatly different from
those observed by the US government,
Powell appealed 1o Aristide to ‘reach oul

to the t’)])])nsili(m‘. adding, with a note of

anderstated menace: "1t would be incon-
sistent with our plan (o attempt to force
him from olfice agamst his will.” While pay
ing lip service Lo democracy, the USA was
giving covert support (o the elected pov-
ernment’s anti-democratic, reactionary op-
ponents.

Jean Bertrand Aristide was, in 1990,
Haiti's first democratically clected presi
dent. Then u Catholic priest, he champi:

oned of the cause of the poor who make
up the majority of Haitian society. He re
terred to capitalism as a “mortal s,
Needless w say, Haiti's elite and the anuy
did not care for Aristide’s populist pro
aramme. In 1991 he was overtrown ina
coup. led by former CIA contacts
Fmmanucel “Toto” Constant and Raoul
Cedras. Then, as now, the US polinical es-
fablishment was facing both ways. The
CIA and the extreme right, typilied by
Senator Jesse Helms, saw Avistide as
‘beardless Castro™. Cedris reminded the
US right of *Papa Doc” Duvalier. Papa
oce was the thug and dependable US ally
who ruled Haiti from 1956 to 1971, His
was the casting vote that ot Castio’s Cuba
thrown out of the OAS. His son and heir,
Baby Doc’, (led to France in 1980, where
he procecded (o [ritter away the miltions
fir had looted from the Haitian teasury.

President Clinton, however, saw the bru
tality ot the night-wing patamilitaries in
FRAPUL active in the coup agiinst Acistide
and the heirs (o Dovalier’s dieaded
Tontons Macoutes, as a liability, and the
presence of lagge munbers of Haan relu-
peus in the United States as a problem and
decided that the best policy was a LS led
invasion 1o restore Aristide, wineh duly
happened i F9-4

Of course, there wits o cateh. Aristde
was only allowed torenim as preselenton
condstion that he accepted Washington's
neo liberal apenda: a “stractural adjust-
ment” package winch dismantled the pub
lic sector, cconomic activity geared to-
wards debtrepayment, an open investment
policy, and a pandering to the interests of
the Haitian business sector. Correctly,
Clinton figured that these policies stood
more chance of acceplance when imple-
mented by Aristide than by Cedras.
Atistide was in an impossible position.
damned if he did, damned it he didn't, and
he knew it Either we enter a plobal cco-
noimic system, in which we know we can-
not survive,' he wrote in his 2000 book
Eves of the Heart, *or we refuse and Tace
death by slow starvation.”

Free market

The results have been catastrophse Tor the
miajority of Haitians, Back in 1996 the World
Bank itself predicted that up (o 70 per cent
of Haitians would be unable to survive the
proposcd [ree niarket policies. By the ead
of the 1990s. Haiti's rice production had
halved and over half TTait’s rice sales came
from subsidised 1mports [rom the US
(Guardian April 11, 2002). luevitably,
Aristide has taken some of the blame, @
situation which bas been exploited by hus
opponents amony the elite who resented
Aristide’s continuing presence as much as
(or what he represented as for what be had




33

actually done. Cynically, they used the dis-
appointment telt by some of the poor for
their own ends. However, many of those
who voted Tor Aristide 1 the past were all
oo aware of what he was up against, and
so he continued to enjoy popular support.
He won the November 2000 presidential
clection overwhelndingly, although it was
boycotted by much of the opposition.
which had accused Aristide’s Lavalas Fam-
ily Party of gaining its May 2000 victory in
the parhiamentary and local government
clections by vole nigging and trand. Al-
though the OAS only Tound fault with the
method used 1o calcubate the senate elec

ton results, international lenders and aid
donors were happy o use the opposition’s
allegations as an excuse 1o suspend help
tor .

One of Aristide’s principal advocates in
the United States is Congress maember
Maxine Walters, If her ¢laim thal more
schools have been buittin Tt since 1994
than between 1804 and 1994 is even only
partly true, itis an achievement worth de-
fending. YeuTor all that, 10s difficult o see
what benefits there have been. Agricul-
wre, on which most Haitans depend, s
sulTering ax a result of subsdised US i
ports and soil erosion, and two-thirds ol
the population lives in abject poverty.
Whatever the pressure he was under,
Aristide was nonetheless timid and vacil-
fating 1owards his opponents i the elite,
but also a top-down politician as regards
his supporters, or potential supporters, in
that he would not mobilise the massive
support he had, or could have had, in de
fence of his programmce. for the mterests
of the poor, and against the elite. He could
not be relied upon Lo tight consistently for
his own policies. He carned praise when
he disbanded Haiti's anmy in 1995, but he
left himselt nothing to defend himsell with
Armned pro-government gangs fought back
against the insurrectionists. Obviously.
piven the circumstances, the governinent
has no option but to defend itself, but that
is not the same as a mobilisatton of the
masses in support ol the government’s
programme. Some of the charges ol cor-
ruption and vote rigging may well stick,
although il true, they we as nothing com
pared to the activities ol previous Hujtian
presidents,

Motley coalition

The opposition that biought down
Aristide is a motley coalition of the Hastian
clite, right-wing paramilitaries and gang-
sters. 1ts e, Demaocratic Convergence,
is at best onby hadl-accurate. Prominent in
the opposition is the Group ol 184, a pro

business organisation the teaders of
which, such as Andy Apaid, are sweal

shop owners. Apaid led a successtul cam-

paipn i 2003 1o oppose Anistide’s attempt
(o increase the mimumun wage. Alsoheav-
ity involved is Louis Joded Chamblain, the
head of the Duvalierist death squads
the 1980s and a leader of the FRAPH. Two
formerly wawrring gangs who have now
joined forees orchestrated the violenee in
Gonaives. The leader of one ot these
pangs, Jean "Tatoune” Pierre, was con
victed for his part in the 1994 Raboto mas-
sacre of Aristide supporiers. Also con-
vicled in his absence for this role in the
same massacre was Chamblai. While the
oppesition's political wing distunced itsell
from the ooty and marder of the armed
gangs. the Raboto allair shows that there
are connections between the two. The po-
litical leaders of Democratic Convergence
can prolit [rom the current situation with
out getting their hands dirty,

Spooks

The connechons between (he Hattian op

position and right-wing pohiticians and in

telligence spooks in the USA are many and
obvious. tmmanuel “Toto™ Constant, a
close associate of Chamblain, has admit

ted that the CTA tunds and directs FRAPTHL
Constant was involved, with a US agent,
in the planaing of the assassination of the
pro-Aristide minister for justice i 1993, 1
is significant that the US reluses torclease
the FRAPH docurments it captured during
the 1994 invasion. Those documents would
give away the extent ol co operation be

tween the USA and FRAPH. Chamblain
and Guy Philippe. the former Cap Haitien
police chiet, have attended conferences of
Haitian oppositionists in the Dominican
Repuoblic funded and attended by the eight-
wing US o1 gamsation, the International Re

publican Institute.

In the US itsell] the same old faces who
supported the Contras in Nicaragua and
have more recently been up to their necks
in the attempts o oust Hupo Chiver in
Venezuela are now hand in glove with the
opposition in Haiti. Otto Reich and Robert
Noricga were linked overa year ago to the
planning ol a secret conference which dis-
cussed possible mtervention i Haiti by
frrench-speaking nations after the depar-
ture of Aristide. Where did the opposition
get its weapons? It appears that in 1994
US troops were under orders to feave un
disturbed FRAPH weapons stockpiles.
Many of the weapons used by the opposi-
tion now can be traced to those stockpiles.
Others come fromm i consignmient given (o
the Dominican Republic by the USA i ex-
change Tor an undertaking never o use
the International Court to accuse US ¢iti-
zens ol war crimes.

There is no teal mconsistency between
the USA's declared aim of establishing
demaocracy in the Middle Lastand its ap

parent sabotage ot itin Haia. All the USA
WULLLS, T gy given country, is @ reginie in
place that suits ity interests, whether it is
democratie or nor. The differences in ap-
proach between Clinton in 1994 and
George W Bush len years on are differ
ences in tacties, and no more. The Tast
thing Haitians need is for the USA to para-
chute m and impose ‘democracy”. They
have done enough damage doing that in
Iragy. Therefore those in the liberal media
whao, correctly, Mlame the USA-imposed
ceonomic policies for the dilficulties in
building democracy in Haiti are contra
dicting themselves by blaming the USA
for not doing enough o protect the elected
government,

Generally, socialists have no difficulty
1 dedending an elected povernment, par-
teularty one that has the support ol the
working class and the poor, when itis un-
derattack from the right. In Haiti, social-
ists should have been prepared to defend
the government in so far as it was prepared
to carry oul progressive measutes, This
does not niply any political support o1
Austde or the way in which he fought for
the programme on which he was elected,
in so far as he fought ot adl. Clearly there
is i need for o third foree in Hait, led by
the working class, which defends whatever
the government has carried out which s
worthy of defence. This third torce but
must be completely politicatly independ:
ent of Lavalas, while reaching out to those
in the prass roots coadition that is Lavalas
who sce themselves as socialists. 1t must,
ol course, be implacably opposed to the
tight-wing opposition. Such a force
should fight for policies which benefit the
majority of Haitians, nat the Tlaitian clite,
and certainly not the US and European
mulimationads,

US troops out ol Haiti!

Cancel the debt! IMT hands off Hust!
B End the ad cmbargo!

8 ight back against the pangs and

paramibitaries! WA

What Next?

Marxist discussion
journal

Subscriptions: £10 for 6 issues
(L12 overseas)
Sterling only cheques payable to
"What Next?/R.Pitt’ please.
24 Gieorglana Strect
London NW 1 OEA

hitp://mysite.freeserve.com/whatnext




34

Archive

Introduction

Bob Wood

In Workers Action No.23 we published an
essay by Felix Morrow called “Religion —
its social rools and role’. The following
article by Frank Ridley is intended to com-
plement Morrow's essay. Both are relevant
in the context of the discussion which has
arisen in the anti-war movement over the
relationship between religion and social-
wm, and vver the wearing of the hijab.

Ridiey's argument has three strenglhs.
Firstly, he draws a distinction hetween
‘natural’ religion, which arises in primitive
communal societics from fear and igno
rance of natural phenomena, and “super
natural” religion in class societies, where
the {ear is largely of man- made phenom
ena like unemployment.

Sceondly, he makes a crucial distinetion
between religion in general and orgamsed
retigion in the (orm of churches, mosques
and other religious institutions, Whereas
Marrow tends 1o emphasise the way in
which orgunised religion is used by the
reling class 10 oppress other classes, (o
“keep thern in their place’, Rudley gives more
space (o the ways in which the oppressed
use teligion inorder to provide themselves
with comfort, and indeed have sometimes
engaged in social struggle through the me-
dium of religion, using religious arguments.

Thirdly, Ridley argues strongly thatveli-
grion cannot be abolished in capitalist so-
ciety. The conditions which pive rise Lo
religion are continually reproduced. To
abolish religion means to abolish capitat-
ism. *Religion is a social phenomenon in
present-day society. Henee no amount ol
merely negative and critical propagandi
can destroy it.” The religious, ike the poor,
are always with us.

This is entirely consistent with the ap-
proach taken by Marx in his introduction
to the *Contribution 1o the Critique ol
Hegel's Philosophy of Law’ (Collected
Works, Vol.3, pp. 175 6). The famous quote
that religion is “the opinm ol the people’ 1s
taken from this introduction, and suggests
outof context that refigion is administered
as adrug, rather like fluoride in water. What
Marx actually says 1s rather more nuanced,
and since neither Ridley nor Morrow quote
iin full, here itis:

The basis of irreligions eriicisin s Man
wctkes religion, veligion does not make
man. Religion is the self-consciousness
and sell-eateem of man who has cither
not yet found himsell ot has already lost
himselt again, Bul man 15 no abstract
being, encamped outside the world Man
is the world of man, the state, society,
This state, this society, produce religion,
an inverted world-consclonsness, be

cause they are an fverted world. Reli-
gion is the general theory of that workl,
its eneyelopacdic compendium, s Togic
in a popular form, its spicituadistic poind
d’honnenr, its enthusiasm, its moral sinc-
tion, its solemn vomplement. ils
universal source of consolation and jus
tification. bt is the fantastic realisation
of the hunn essence beciuse the fin
man essence has no e reality, The
struggle against religion is therefore indi-
rectly o fight agamst the world of which
religion is the spiritual arema.
Religions distress is at the same time the
evpression of real distress and alsu the
protest against 1eal distress. Religion is
the sigh of the oppressed creature, the
heart of @ heartless world, just as itis the
spuril of spiritless conditions. It s the
opium ol the people.

To abolish religion as the iffsory happi-
ness of the people is to demand their
real happiness. The demand to give up
illusions aboul the existing state of af
(s is the demand to give up a state of
affirs which needs fusions. The criti-
cism ot religion is therefore i embryo
the crintcrsm of the vale of tears, the halo
ot whichis religion.

Ridley admits that in the past there have
been revolutionary churches’ and revo-
jutionary heretics. ‘There was certainly a
religious aspect to the Peasant Rebellion
ol 13%1, in which the Tower clergy ook a
prominent role. In the mid seventeenth
century. social struggles between royal-
ists and parliamentarians, and between
these and the common people, were almost
invariably cast in religious (erms.

But is this all “ancient history”, as Ridley

suggests? In the wake of the influence of

liberation theology in central and south
America, tiis must be open to question. In
L1 Salvador, Bishop Oscar Romero was as-
sassinated for his opposition to military
oppression. In Nicaragua, three Christian
priests served in the Sandinista govern
ment,

In Bravzil, Capuchin friars played a sig-
nificant part in the emergence ol the Sem

Terra movement of the lundless, as one of

the Jeaders of the movement observes:
in the sixties, the Cathotic Chueh had
targely suppotted the nutitary dictator-
ship, but with the growing lferment of
liberation theology there was a change
of ursentation, the emergence of the CPT
[Pastoral Cormnission on Land] and
layer of progressive bishops., Before the
ting had been: *No need o worry, you'll
have your land in heaven,” Now it wis:
“Sinee you've already got land in heaven,
let's straggle [or it here as well.” The
triars played i good role in stivring up
the Tarmers and getting thesn organised
{Jodo Pedro Stedile, Landless battal-
ions’, New Left Keview 15, 2002)

In the present climate, Marxists can only

hope that some sort of “liberation theol-
ogy’ scizes hold of the Mushim world, even
while we maintain a critical atheistic stance
toward atl religion, Workers Action ias of-
ten argued that when workers and others
embark on the road of struggle, they are
likely to attempt to do so initially through
existing institutions. In farge paits of the
world this will inevitably mean religious
uphcaval.

Lrancis Ambrose Ridley (1897-1994) was
instrutnental in torming, in 1929, the Marxian
[.cague, asmall proup on the fringes of the
ILP which in some ways was the precursot
of Trotskyism in Britain, Tts leading mem-
bers were Ridley and Aggarwalia, the sec
retary of the London branch of the Indian
National Congress, and it included anly a
small proportion ol workers. It produced a
few issues of a duplicated magazine, The
New Man. in which it published its gener-
ally ulera-leftideas,

The Marxian League exaggerated the
threat of tascism in Britain, suggesting that
“The present regime in Britain is a transi
tional regime between Democracy and bas-
cism', and varivusly thought that fascism
would be established through the Nationad
Government or the Conservadive Party. It
also believed that it was a waste of time
tying to permeate” the Communist Tater-
national since by 1931 it was ‘complelely
controlled by Stalin.

Ridiey and Apgarwalla rejected the need
for work in the trade unions, regarding
them as totally embroifed in cipitalism. As
Trotsky commented: "How can the
radicalisation of the working class take
place outside of the trade unions, without
reltecting itself inside the trade unions,
without changing their character, without
calling forth a selection of new leaders”
Further. “We must look for the workers
where they are o be found today, and not
where they may be tomorrow .

Ridley joined the Independent Labour
Party in the late thivties, serving on its Na-
tional Council and jointly editing its weekty
journad, The Socialist Leader. He was a
prolific if slightly cccentric propagandist.

The pamphlet Socialism and Religion
was originally published by the Fngels
Socicty inabout 1947 The Engels Socicty
was apparently a simalland inconsequen-
tial prouping, amounting to fittle more than
Ridley and a few of his friends.

tor more details about Ridley and the
Marxian I.cague, sce S. Bornstemn and A.
Richardson, Against the Stream, Socialist
Platform, 1986, Chapter 2 passing Revolu-
tionary Historv, Vol 1, No 1, Spring 1988,
and the appreciation of Ridley in Revolu-
tionary History, Vol.5, No.3, 1994, Trotsky's
citicisms of the Marxian League can be
found in Writings of Leon Trowky. 1930~
31, Pathtinder, 1973. WA
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Socialism
and
Religion

F.A. Ridley

Introduction

Socialisn is a svstem which m politics
expresses iself as republicanism, in eco-
nontics as conmnisi and oy religion as
atheism’ — Augnst Bebel

The probicem of religion is one that 1s im-
portant both in the practical and the theo-
retical spheres, How comes it that man
kind in the past has devoted so large a
portion of s energies to the imvestiga-
tion of alleged “spiritual” phenomena to the
point of neplecting his proper matenal en-
vironment? And in practice, whence comes
the cnotmous power of organised religion
—a power which has dominated what
passes tor “civitisation’ almost through-
out its entire existence? A power which,
whilst shorn ol mmuch ot its former influ-
ence, stll wiclds today an extensive au
thority throughout the world. And notonly
throughout (he primitive world of barba-
eisim but also among the “civilised” and pro-
fessedly scientific nations ol the contem-
porary world,

This important question has naturally
aroused much interest and discussion dur
ing those comparatively rare epochs in hu-
man history in which mankind has been
free o think at all about such matwers. It
soes without saying that, throughout by
far the grenter part of history, it would have
been found distinetly dangerous 1o ask
such questions, indeed impossible, with
any measure of legal and personal wnpu
nity. Such tribunals as the higguisstion saw
o that very efiectively! For that matter, in
modern Germany and Japan it would have
been the reverse ol sate 1o question the
divine origin of the “herrenvolk” (Cmaster-
race’): in Japan, ruled by the divine de-
scendunts ol the Sun-Gaoddess, it would
have been distinetly hazudouos 1o draw
aticntion 10 100 many ccfipses ol the Sun!
Not even in Furope does complete reh-
gious liberty exist woday: in Franco Spain.,

as in the Treland of De Valera, the power ol

the Roman Church stll preserves almost
mediaeval proportions,
In particular, during the 18th and (9th

centuties i extensive eritical and scien-
tlic literature was devoted to these ques-
tons, For these epochs ol capitalist growth
and progressive expansion afforded exten-
sty scope tor reliptous toleration and for
scientilic and disinterested religious mves-
tyratton. In such works us Frazer's monu-
mentul Golden Bous:h, and its Freneh and
German counterparts, the orgins of natu-
rab” relipion were subjected to an exhaus-
tve and critical survey, as were also the
“higher cosmopolitan and supernatural
religions. The origins, dognias, and gen-
cral history ol Christianity as the traditional
religion of Burope were, in particular, made
the subject of an claborate and learned cisti-
cisin lrom the tine of Voltaire down to the
latest rescarches of our own day.

As a result of these sequential investi-
gations the natural origing and chatacter
of rehigion, including Christianity, arc now
tolerably well-known. On some detals
there 15, no doubt, stll room Tor contro-
versy. But, in hroad outline, we now kunow
what rehigion is, in what kind of mentat en
vironment it originally wose and to what
kind of mtellectual attitudes it alleged
“ruths” appealed. And since this is so, can
we wonder that the rationalistic cntics of
the 1Xth and 19th centuries  the conteni-
poraries of Voltaire, Renan, Huxley, Dar-
win, Spencer, Grant Allen and Frazer — be-
licved conlidently that, its origins and mi
ture onee known und ascribed to purely
matural causes in huwman onmaturity and
ignotance, relipion wounld speedily and au
tomatically vanish from the social seene?

We now know that these too optimistic
rationalists’ were wrong: their “rational-
s’ was notsulliciently rational! For reli-
s1on has not died out. On the contrary, n
many respects, ithas increased its power.
And it has done this because religion s
not anly an intellectual but a socid prod
uct. Because, as i given society declines,
it requires sopornifies to drug the mulutude.
And religion is prinnly asocial, and not
an intellectual phenomenon. For Maex fud
buare (s essential nature in his classical
epigrinm: “Religion is the heart of a heart-
less world, the soul of soulless conditions,
the opium of the people.”

For, as a social product, and one at that
which arises tn a society divided into
clisses and based on exploitation, rehgion
dischirges anecessary role in that type ol
sociely, and cannot die out while such an
exploiling society continues to exist. Henee
the socialisteriticism of rehigion ditters pro-
foundly trom the purcly intellectual criti-
cism ol capitalist scholars. For religion is
necessary 1o the class state and o class-
society in peneral. And, as such, can only
pensh with it Hence, no amount of merely
expository or destructive eriticism, useful
and necessary as such criticism is iniself,

can fimally destroy religion. Only the com
g of a classless society can do that, by
abolishing the soclal antagonisims which
necesstiate its existence. 1t is [ron this
standpoint that the problem of religion is
cxamined in the tollowing pages.

Partl: The origins and
nature of religion

U God did not exist it wonld be necessary
to invent him' Vollaire

1. The two roots of religion
Relfipion implies the belief in the existence
of a pod, or pods, with whom human he-
ings can estabhsh relations and from whom
they canreceive benelits. Usnally, though
notquite invariably, it also implics beliel in
the namartality of the “spiritual” clement in
man: his soul, In practice, religion expresses
itsetl in various forms of worship and in-
tereession, both public and private. By
means of such rites, as the Greek philoso-
phers used to observe, mankind “docs busi-
ness with the gods” and establishes recip-
vocal relationships,

The phenomena that together make up
tehigon are unguestionably ol exireme an
tiguity. Undemably they can be traced back
far beyond the dawn of civilisation to a
very varly stagre in human soctal evolu-
ton. Indeed, it we assume magie to have
heen the carliest lonm of rehigion, which is
probable, religion must be traced back al-
most to the carliest hunman socictics,
Amongst antmals, as fae as any 1€sUis pos
sible, nothing that can be catled religion
seetis to exist; indead it is most improb-
able that any creature except an has any
capacity tor ahstract reasoning. And the
same was presumably true of the very car-
hest types of “ape-men’ who formed the
very carliest socicties that came in time to
be tully human. We are necessanly deal
g with conjectures, but religion in s
primitive magical form can be traced with
some certainty to the “neolithic” (new stone)
age, and niay well have originited still ear-
lier in the “patacolithic” (old stone) age. In
such vast periods of time dates mean noth
ing: say, anything from 20,000 (o 100,000
V\v’L'ilI'S llg(l.

The history of religion is theretore ol
vast antiguity, and is coeval nits entirely
withimany levels of cultural devetopment.
Between the witeh-doctor beating s dram
in the primitive nituals of the Congo, down
to the intricate splendour of o High Mass
in St Peter’s, Rome, a vast cultural cyele
has been spanned. T investigating the evo
lution of religion @ff these stages ol religion
must be kept in ind. Only so can we do
adequate scientific justice to the subject,

When we investigate the history of reli-
gion [rom the standpoint of the widest pos
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sible perspectives it becomes obvious that
we are confronted with, broadly, two main
species of religion. With substantial aceu-
racy we may style these as, respectively.
naturat” and “supernatural’ refigion. Inour
next two sections we will glance at the his-
torical sequence of these two miin types
ol religious evolution. Here we will glance
at their social ongins and character.
Natural’ refigion is the religion of primi

tive races: that is, of races which have not
yet attained 1o the cultural level of civilisa-
Lion, using this last word in a Marxist sense

to denominate not only a peneral level of

material efticiency and cultural attainment,
but, specilically, a society divided into
classes and regulated by the class-state.
“Natural” religion, contrarily, is the rehigion
of primitive races who have not yetreached
this last fevel; who still live i tribal com-
munitics based on common ownership of
the means of production - which fatterire
obviously very primitive in such a soci-
ety and arongst whom class-divistons are
¢ither unknown, as in the most primitive
races, or at feast are weak and undeveloped.

These two types of religion are entirely
dissimyilar both in then character and in their
motivating social causes.

In the case of “natural” religion we are
dealing with very primttive societies who
carry on an unceasing buttle with nature in
order to wrestan uncertain existence from
@ hostile envirosent, Amongst peoples
in this soctal stage religion becomes a
‘heavenly' reflex of their actual life here
betow, And, as such, it is compounded
chicfly ol Tear and ignorance. the two chiet
social features in all such primitive socie-
ties. Its gods are either personifications of
natura! forces, hefore which primitive man
trembles, but which he does not under
stand: the Sun, the Moon, the Fire, the
Thunder, etc. Or they are the ghosts of
great chiefs, hunters, warriors, perhaps
primitive agricubturahists, whose tieniory
is held in reverence hy the tribes which
have solved their problem of existence
under their leadership, or by means of their
prowess in the chase or in war, the two
chicl occupatons of all primitive races.

Hence, ‘natural® religion, the relipion of
all pre civilised races, is a veligion moti-
vated by fear and misunderstanding of
natural forees. [t is the praduct of man's
fear and 1ipnorance of nature, Contrarily,
its social roots are very leeblesand it does
not reflect social antaponisms and social
oppressions, at lcast, o any great extent,
since history for such sacieties has not
yet reached the pointat which classes have
grown up alongside the expanding means
of production, at which the class-state
presses heavily upon the enslaved masses,

We are consequently driven to this in-
evitable conclusion: primitive races pro-

[ess @ common type of religion which
springs in general from a single source:
misunderstanding, and, in direcl conse-
quence, Tear of the terrifying and unknown
forces of nature and of” natural phenom-
ena. upon which savage society depends
for existence wnd before which it is so
largely helpless.

With the expansion of the means of pro-
duction and the consequent simultancous
and reciprocal growth of a class society,
ol the class-state, and of civilisation. the
above state of things inevitably passed
away. Along with the demise of primtive
sociely there vanished concurrently the
type of religion which was the reflex and
expression of that society. Inits place there
developed a new and distinet type ol reli-
gion' the religion of “civilised man’; and
theretore i itsell the inevitable expression
of the class-divided society and ol the
oppressive class-state. which came nto
being concurrently with ‘civilisanion” itself.
To this “civilised” type of religion we apply
the term ‘supernatural,” insharp distine
tion to the naturad’ relipion of primitive
socicelies

Supernatural religion differs sharply from
natural both in its social origins and i its
generic characteristies. Like all religion, like
its predecessor. it is still based on Tear and
ipnorance: the historie twin raots of reli
gion. But on social sather than on natural
feat. As society becomes progressively
more civilised: that ts, as it simultancously
acquires more knowledge of and more con-
trol over natural processes, its dependence
on and consequent fear of nature becomes
continvously less. For example, a citizen
ol a modern state has no reason 10 expect
death by reason of the failure of the mu
nicipal water supply. unlike the dwellers in
primitive societies, where droughts stitl
take o heavy ol of human life. Nor does
he fear the thunder, nor expect the wrath of
celestial powers whenever an eclipse of
the moon Lukes place. As civilisation ad
vanees, fear of natare declines along with
prowing knowledgpe of and power over its
PTOCCSSES,

But fear and ignorance of nature e not
the only kind ol fear and ignorance. As
civilisation progressively advances and
{rees mankind from the domination ol natu-
ral forces, it concurrently enskwves it to
social forees expressed in the exploitation
of o class-society and oppression by a
class stade. All civilisation hitherto is syn-
anymous with slavery and exploitation ot
the misjority by the ruling minority,

Consequently, in civilised society tear of
man, of the rulinp-classes and of the class-
state which is their embodiment. takes the
place of primitive fear of nature. Henee, in
the *higher' supernatural retigions which
accompany the rise of civilisation social

causes predominate over natural causes.
To revert o our previous ilfustration, the
cittzen of w modern capitadist state knows
the nature of eclipses, and no longer Jives
in fear of drought, but he nene the less has
the Tiveliest fear of unemployinent, bank-
yuptey, and militny conseription: all ol
wlhich are social causes, unknown to prim-
tive and inseparable from (capitalist civi

Iised socicties.

To sum up this necessartly briet discas-
sion of the nature and evolution of reli-
gion: as a product, tor all its supernatural
pretensions, of fuman society, rehgion re-
flects the fundamental nature of that soci
ety. And hitherto human society has
passed through the primitive classless so-
ciety ol barbarism and the class-divided
socicties of civilisaton, Religion s i all
times and places the product of fewr and
ipnorance: but these tast assune different
Jorms in different societies: respectively,
fear of nature, and fear of exploitation and
of the ruling classes who direct and sym
bolise that exploitation.

To complete our prefiminary survey of
religion it therefore behoves us to glance
at these two sequentiad spectes of religion:
the natural and the supernatural, accord-
ing to our terminolopy. After which we
shall be ina belter position to mvestigate
the current problem presented by religion
inaur contemporiry workd.

2. Natural religion

In our contemporary suciety with which
we are here primarily concerned, natural®
religion, that is, the religion ol primitive
races., is merely a problem of histoteal in
terest. Consequently we only need touch
upon it brietly.

How did religion originate? OF the vari-
ous theories propounded, (e respective
merits of which stll provoke controversy,
two, in particular, stand out. Accordimyg to
the “unimistic” school. tepresented pre-
eminently by such anthropologmsts as
Tylorand Frazer, gods originally came into
existence as the personification of the
forces of nature: of the Sun and Moon,
Dusk and Dawn, Fite and Thunder: all of
which natural phenomena are incompre:
hensible 1o primitive peoples, According
10 the ghost-theory of Herbert Spencer and
Grant Allen, pods adways, ot at least usu-
ally, represent the spirits of the dead “he-
roes’, who appear to their followers
dreams and are thus conceived as stillalive
in some spirit-land. Homer expressed the
universal opinion of barbarie socicties
when he wrote that Sleep and Death were
Stwins'. and no barbarie race can distin-
puish between them. Consequently if the
dead appear in dreams, in order W appear
they must sl be alive somewhere elset
Henee the inevitability in such societies ol
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the conceptions ol personal survival and
immortality.

Actaally, bath schools of thought prob
ably contain i clement of truth, and it s
not always possible 1o decide between
them in the case of particular cults. For
example, was the Jewish Gaod, Jabveh (usu-
ally mis spebt Jehovah), originatly aprini-
tive thunder-pod from the Sinai region,
where the Jews seem to have onpinally
adopted his worship, or a prinitive Hebrew
heso, worshipped atter bis death? Similarly,
wus the Scandinavian god, Odin, whom
the primitive English worshipped, a per
sonilication of the Sky, or a primitive Norse
‘Hidhrer'. an abortginad “Hiter™ There is
nothing inherently improbable iy either
cxplanation.

Atany rate, whatever the precise orizim
ororigins of a particular barbaric religious
cult may he, there can be no room tor doubt
with regard to the social chatacter of such
particular cults. Every “nataral” religion ac-
curately reflects the primitive unsophisti
cated barbarie society of which it s the
celestial replica. In the great epice poems
characteristic of such socicties, such as
the Grreek Tiad, or the Scandinavian Sagas.,
the “gods” wre perely glontied men who
spend their existence lighting and drink-
ing - like thewr carthly worshippers; and
who periodically descend from Olympus
or Valhalla (the Norse heaven) o light men
or seduce women, And, as befits the gods
of burbaric peoples, i (the composition ol
such ‘retlex” deities, brawn predominates
decidedly over bragu!

Another point must be noted. Barburie
societies are but little troubled by abstract
ideas, and the uncertaintes and complexi-
ties of civiftsed Jife are unknown. Henee
the veligions of the nature peoples are na-
ive, unsophisticated, joyous; not “sicklied
o'er with the pade cast ol thought™; and in
theirexercise conerete visuat acts take pree
edence over abstract speculations, sinee
the theology of such primitive peoples is
elementary in the extreme, in striking con-
tradiction to the complicated metaphysics
whicl usually chiaracterise the theological
systems of the “higher™ (civilised) religions.

To sum up: the "nataral” religion of bar-
haric peoples reproduces Lithfully the el
cinentury social organisms that character-
ise such primitive social states. Above all,

itretlects as ina marror the helplessness of

such societies betore the dark and un

known powers of an incomprehensible na-
ture, Obviously, in the aivilised societies
of today such religions have litde mean-
ing. The artiticial revival of antique pagian-
ism in recent Germany and Japan is not
duc 1o natural but o political causes!t The
supernatural” religions of today are as dif-
lerent in their character as i their motivat-
ing cause. Accordingly, we propose o

plance brietly at tdus species ol religion
before turning our attention to the current
problem ot religion in present-day socicety,

3. Supernatural religion

With the advent of civihsation and con-
currently of class-society and the class-
state, barbarism began o disappear, and
along with it the type ol religion which we

have scen above to be characteristic of

barbarism. b iis place there arose, at Liest,
probubly gradually, another and quite dif
ferent species ol religion: one which re-
flected the new and radically different so-
cial conditions which ciune into existence
along with civilisaton and class society
at some unknown period before the dawn
of recorded history.

in Marxist (that s, 1 saientic) erminot
ogy words like "civibsation”, “classes”, “the
State’, ete., are used ina delinite and pre
cise sense: unlike hourgeois “seienee’, in
whnchsuch terms are used inan exoremely
vague and haphazard manner, frequently
indistingwishable [rom sheer mumbo jutibo
chigrlatinry. By the term “civilisation” we
nuply asoctal order in which the means of
production have expunded to the point
where, for the first time, they yield o sur
plus wealth over and above the lowest
needs of current society tor immediate con-
sumption. This wealth is owned and v
tised iy the form of privade property by the
ruling-class for the time bemg, which man
tains its exploitation of the subjupated
masses by the ageney ol a novel mstitu-
ton unknown in primitive society, that 1s,
the class-state: that “pasticular power of
suppression’, to employ the masterly deli-
niton of Engels. Inall socicties so consh
tuted, {ront thase of the oldest civilisations,
Ancient Egypt and Ancient Babylonia,
down to and including those of our own
Jday, this fundamental state of things ¢x
ists. I all such societies, accordingly, the
clasgs-struggle for control of surplus-value
and for the consequent rigrht to exploit, re
mains the decisive social fctor.

Against the background of o society so
constituted itis obvious that the primitive
1ype of religion (in iself the reflex of an
altogether different and more elementary
society in which social antaponisms were
relanively undeveloped and weak) could
have naconceivable relevance and would.
in fact, have been absolutely meaningless.
For ‘Man  Society —muade God in hisown
unage !t And acteivitised” god canconly be
the work of “eivilised” men! Despite the
recent ludicrous efforts of the Germaa mib-
taristic disciples of Ludendorl and Alfied
Rosenberp, along with their Japanese Shin-
toist colleagues, to revive primitive pagan
cults amid modern industrial conditions,

the incongruity between the ideology of

the machine-age and the nature myths (the

Swastika, the “Solar Wheel™, 1he (Japanese)
Sun Gaddess, ele.)y of primitive rustic pa-
ganismoas altopether (oo preat. The wble-
nanners ol the antique barbane gods are
simply impossible in a modern civitised
sociely.

Unguestionably, the fondamental ditter
ence between “nutural”  barbaric reli
srion and “supernatural’ — civilised - eli-
yion 1s to be found in the broad distinetion
already noted above: that s, in “natural’
religion itis physical natuee that predonmn-
nates; whercas i supernatural” religion it
15 soctad forces, antagonisms and contra
dictions which play the decisive role, Bar-
bacie redipion s arefles matnly of Narure,
wheteas civilised relumon is o reflex neunly
ol Socierv: the accurate mirvor of its social
inhibitions and contradicuons.

{f we turn from the purely speculative
consideration ol the subjeet to the consid
eration of the positive evolution of reli
mon tius fact becomes erystal-clear. The
catliest ‘civilised” religions arose in the eas -
liest civibisations; Egypt, Chulduaca, cte.
These religions represent the faithiul re
flex of the socicties wherein they origi-
nated. Forexample, cach city-statean Lpypt
and Chaldaca had its own local God. The
importance of the state god waxed and
waned proportonately with ihe temporal
political and military lortunes ol his terres-
tial worshippers here below! Thus, when
Assyria, by utilising iron weapons for the
frrst time i the history of war, becanie the
donunant elpire in western Asia (¢.800
BC)Y simultancously Assar, the local
Assyrian pod. was elevated (o the first
place in the heavenly hictarchy: viz,, the
social discovery ol ivon lor military pur-
poses led o alterations not enly in the ter-
cestrnal, but, equally, in the celestial sphere!
Similarly, when the Egyptian city of Thebes
became the capital of @ united Egyptian
cmpire, Amon, the city pod, became su-
preme over the other gods, Indeed,
throughout the entne history of civilisa
tion heaven Taithfully reflects the viciss-
tudes ot carth! The growth ol equadity in
heaven accompanies the growth of in-
cquality on carth!

When we tirn (o more advaneed forms
ol religion than pagan polytheism the same
phenomenon recurs. According (o the writ-
cis of orthodox textbooks on the history
of comparative religion, the broad distine-
tion in religious evolution s that between
polytheism™ - belief in the simultaneous
existence of many pods amnd “monothe-
s, that is, the beliel in one pod alone.
But. in actuality, there is no absohute dis
tinction between the two torms of heliet.
The historic Jink between polyticisin und
monotheist is found in “monolatry ™. (hat
is, the belief that many gods exist, but that
one alone (Cours’, of course), is superior to
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all others. This was for centuries the belief
of the Jews, the “discoverers” of monothe-
ism. And monotheism itsell did not origi-
nate among the Jews as o result of specu

lative reasoning, but was duc essentially
to the hostility of the sutrounding pagan
peoples at the time of the Babyloman Cap-
tivity of the Jews (¢.600 BC), the gods of
whom became accordingly quite unaceept-
able as objects of worship. Hence the Jew-
ish pod, Jahveh (Jebovah), was left the
solitary lenant i a vacant heaven.

The highest forms of religion faithfully
reflect the hiphest forms of society. This
age-obd truth s seen with particular clarity
m the case of the great cosmopolitan and
cthical religions which have artsen in Lu-
rope and Asia during the course of the last
2 500 years: Buddhism, Christianity, Islam,
and their modern off-shoots. These uni-
versal’ religions retlect with the fidelity of
amirror the social evolution of civilisanion
throughout this era. They are cosmopoli-
tan hecause society during this period had
been steadily widening its boundaries and
advancing from the tribal, tirst o the na-
tional, then to the cosmopolitan sphere.
They are ethical, since in a soctety founded
on the exploitation ol the many by the few
mere brate loree is insutficient 1o hold the
masses in subjection: for this last purpose,
an cthic is requiresd; that s, the masses
must be persuaded o do what it is againsl
thetr real interest o do, and sabmit volun
tardy 1o explottation on carth in the name
of heaven! And they all presuppose the
repime of classes, private propery, and ex-
ploitation, notas temporary social phases,
but as something fixed and eternal: “the
sacred rights of private property™ Such
universally found commandiments as "Thou
shadt not steal’, “Thou shalt not covet’,
“Thou shalt not Kill', ete.. ete., presuppose
a state of socicty based on private prop-
erty, inequality, and violence. itis one of
the most glaring puradoxes of all *civilised’
cthics thal every society based on social
theft and murder by the rich must peremp-
torily forbid individual theft and murder
by the poor as an essential prerequisite for
its existence!

Space is not, unfortunately, available to
pursue in any detail the very inleresting
und instructive question of the social evo-
Jution of the higher religions. A word, how-
ever, may he uselully added on that ol the
one which most concerns us BEuropeans:
viz., Christianity. Historically, this last may
be deseribed as the faithful reflex of the
last phase of classical society. As the Ro-
man Empire unified the local city states of
the Mediterrancan, so, concurrently, Chris-
tianity untfied the local veligious cults that
were ther dealopical expression. Forex-
ainple, the Greek writes Plutarch (2nd cen-
tury AD) went on record with the observa-

tion that every city-state (IPolis) to be
counted as such must have (wo things: *A
eod and atown hall”  viz seat ol govern-
ment. The Roman Empire abolished the
second and the Catholic (Christian) Church
the first. Similarly, itis well known that the
rise of individualistic capitalism in the 10th
century fed o new forms of Christiamty, in
the reformed Churches, which accommo.
dated themselves to the new competitive
cthics so different [rom those of feudal-
ism. For example, puncioality is pre emi-
nently a capitadist virtue. Protestantism is
the lirstreligion o make ita religions vii-
1ue: the proletarian who is late at the Lac-
tory gale cannot be intime at the door of
heaven! One could give countless sinnlar
cxamples,

To sum up accordingly the first part of

this pamphict: Religion has historically
passed through two main epuchs. The era
of burburism, throughout which rehgion
expressed chielly man's fear of and help
lessness before Nature., And the era ot crvi-
lisation, in which teligion was pnmarily an
mstrument in the hands of the suceessive
ruling - lasses and which primarily rettected
tear of these classes and of the fundamen-
tal social antagonisms which have, hith-
arto, dominated every class-ruted society.

One furthes point may be added. Under
capitlisin and, in particular, under mo
nopoly-capital, the most advanced form of
capitalisin winch brings all its contradic-
tions to a head, the first, patural root of
religron, man's awe of natural phenomena,
becomes extremiely weak, and indeed, in
the most advanced countries almost dis-
appears with society's growing mastery ol
natural forces due to the machine age.
Whereas the second, social root in inse-
curity and in socal disharmony acquires a
terrible and altogether unprecedented
power duc 1o the previously unheard of
intensity of prevailing social contradic-
tions expressed in war, crisis and universal
instability. Henee, in dealing with current
religion 1t 1s its second, social rool that
almost exclusively concerns us as, even a
gencration ago, Lenin had already specially
insisted. The second part of this pamphlet
i written from this last point ol view,

Part li: Religion and society

‘Religion is the opium of the people’ —
Mary

1. Religion and the class-war

The fundiamental and decisive tict i every
social order that has arisen since prehis-
toric times has been the class-war for con-
ol of the surplus-value produced by that
society. And the control of surplus value,
ol “the means of production’, carries with
itautomancally control of the State, ot *the

particutar power ot suppression” (Engels)
and of cultwat processes in general. His
toricudly nothing s more certain or well
establishied than thad, in tie words of Marx,
“the (dominant - FAR) ideas ol every age
are the ideay of its reling-class™. Sinee the
publication of the *Cotnnmunist Manifesio’
(1848), which st Taid the foundations ol
an exact social scienee, only prehistoric
survivals can be found to dispute this pri-
mary lactof soctal development.

The part that othicial religion has plyed
i this age-long processis evidenton every
page of the historicul tecord. As “the opium
of the people’; as a drug, a soporthe 1o
deaden the effect of an inevitable social
misery inacliss-ruled society: religion has
played always an mportant and often a
decisive role in every know class-society
that has hitherto existed.

In the very carliest civibised socicties off
which we have any exact knowledge, the
sacerdotal theoeracies of the pre-classical
archaie world prior to Greeee and Rome,
the role played by retigion in sauctifyig
social inequality and oppression was de-
cisive and overwhelming, In the oldest civi
lised socteties such as Lgypl. Babylonia,
Crete, "God and the Suate” were virtually
synonymous terms, (Though, we may add,
Bakaninand bis disciples were guite wrong
in maintatning that the ater was derrved
trom the former. Whilst undoubtedly influ
enced by religious ideas the carliest States
didd not originate from the ‘idea of god’,
but from the concrete fact of the develop
nment of the means of production and the
simultancous devetopment of classes.) The
very name ol (he ruler ol the oldest known
avilisation, that of Fgypt, derves fromre
ligious auspices: viz., "Pharaoh’ is derved
lrom ‘Per Ea’, “the Great House”, the Te-
ple. And has not the maost [earned ol an
cient philosophers, Aristotle, feft i1 on
record that the Egyptian priests, the first
lersnred class’ in history, were the erea
to1s of crvilisation?

The colossal monuments leit behind by
this carliest civihsation, the giant pyranids
which still stand in the Egyphian desert,
were about equably temples and tombs
Indecd, the tmagination recoils betore the
spectacle of the ruthless slave -driving of
whole generations necessary in i pre- ma-
chine age to crect these massive mausole-
ums. biterally, whole generations of slaves
must have perished, worn-out in the task
ol building an adequate memoral to the
ruling class of the fist known civilisation,
svinbolised in the Divine Pharaohs, (or
whom the Pyramids origmally served as
tombs: a necropolis ol exploitation!

When we turn to subsequent ages and
civilisations we are confronted with the
sanie or a closely similar spectacle. The
Ronwn Lmpire, the greatest eogime of ex-
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plonation known up to that date, wdent
fied its religion with the worship ol Caesar,

of the Emperor: and as to what sort ot

‘wods™ the frenzied Caligulad the sidistic
Nero, and 1w perverted Lilagabatus were,
even “ofhaial® history bears eloguent tes:
tirnony ' And, so far s we know, none ol the
numerous moralists tnoughout antiguity
protested against the frightful explottation
of the slave-utajority by the free minority.

Nor is it any difterent essentiatly when
we tuin to the “higher celigions’, such as
Christianity and Islans, For i, as s notat all
unlikety, Christianity aself started as a
revolutionary” mass movement agnanst
Roman society, as Lisler und others have
sought 1o demonstrile, and as some ot its
surviving carly seriptures seem o indicate
(viz., “the Apocalypse’. ctel), itis at Jeast
certain that it was soon elfectively cap-
tured by the ruling-classes of the day and
became an instrument in the hands ol the
class-state.

In that respect, the “conversion” of the
Limperor Constantine ¢hh century AD) was
the perversion ol (the original) Christian-
ity. Even reputable bourgeots historians
now adont that the Roman Emperors ol the
Dechine, in adopting Christtamty as the
state religion, were motivated primarnly by
political and cconomic motives rathey than
by considerations of a purely religious
character. They needed ‘moral cement’
wherewith 1o hold together their cracking
administrative structure, and (o urest e
decay ol their exhausted civilisation in the
era of the Barbarian Invasions. Fora time it
was doubtlul whether Chiistianty or Sun
Waorship (Mithraistny would best tulfn] this
sacial role. Eventually, however, acombi-
nution of favourable circumstances ena-
bled the Son of God 10 prevail over the
Sun-God. Both pods, in any case, would
have functioned in much the same way in
that society!

Since its official adoption as a state-reh-
gion Christianity has Buthfudly acted s the
docile instrument of the class-state; it was
always for the classes against the masses:
for the exploiters against the exploited.
Under the peculiar conditions ot the Mid-
die Ages the Chareh indeed became itsetf
the dominant force in socicty and the ex-
ploiter-in-chict, According 10 2 moderate
computation, ene-third of the land of Fu-
rope was ecclesiastical property through-
out this period: and this in an agrarian so-
crety when Land was (i feudal law) real
property, thut is, the kind of property which
pre-eminently hestowed social prestipe
and political power. 1t is well known how

during this ¢poch, the polden age of
(Catholic) Christianity, the Church waped
the most frightful wars i the so-called Cru-
sades {c.1100-1300 ADy). and that its
‘Gestapo', the Inquisition, bloodily and

most electively suppressed every tree
movement of the human mind throuwghout
this entive era, during which a “law against
dangerous thoughts’ (to cmploy modem
Japanese erminology) was i unhroken
operalion.,

And we may wdd there is strong reason
10 believe that the Inquisition was an en
eine of consctous social at least as much
as religious repression. The heretical sects
which it drowned in blood were the radi
cals of their period: indeed, some of them
belong to the category of Utopian comimu-
nistsects, The raek and stake of the Ingui
sition served both God and Mammon im-
partially. As Kaulsky has aptly remarked:
Tt was @ fanaticism of avarice masquerad
ing under the forms of fth.”

And all this transpired dunng the era of
the preatest Chureh-power: “the Ages ol
Fuath™! For icis a matter of common knowl-
cdee that mediaeval culture was entirely
dominated by the Chureh. s leading theo
logians. St Augustine and St Thomas
Aquinas, were the highest sl al authorn-
ties. Throughout this whole millennium
(C.500-1500 ALY, the word “elerk” denonn
nated equally and nnpartially cithera per-
son in holy orders, oralilerate person able
1o read and write; the two were regarded
as virtually identical in mediaeval Lurope,
as o modern Tibel,

Nor has the situation been essentially
different in modern times, even though re-
ligion has, i general, not exercised the
overwhelming power that it enjoyed dus
g the preceding era. From the fime ol thi
arcat rehel” Luther, who urped the Ger-
man princes 1o "stab and slay ™ their serls
revolting against intolerable oppression
(1525) during the “Peasants” War’
(Bawernkrie), "the social record of Chris
tianity” has been one ol almost unbroken
subservience w the rich and powerful. As
Fngels himsell demonstrated, Latheranism
reduced the free peasints of Germany o
the level of serls. I Calvinism was revolu
tionary in its social effects. 1t was only so
in the interests ol the new bourgeots ex-
ploilers. (the lards of inoney, against the
older feudal exploiters, the tocds of Tand
As Tawney and others have showno it ac-
tally worsened the lot of the poor, T is
notorous bow the (reformed) Anglican
Church has always been the obsequious
100t of the English ruling-class: "God bless
the squire and his relations and keep usn
owr praper stattons’!

And subscequent relipious history is the
sime. Every social revolution from the
French 1o the Russian has had to meet the
full tury of the Churches, (According to
some historians, it was the mtluence of
Methadism which prevented the French
Revolution from spreading to England ) Tn
both its ideolopy and its property-relation-

ships officiad retipion has oaly playcd one
role i the class-war: that of chaplain, apolo-
pisl, and, where necessary, active auxitiary
to the ruling-class.

The lack of real democracy on carth is
made up by a fictttious democracy
heaven,

And what has heen said above of Chris
tanity s cqually true and could casily be
duplicated, had we the necessary space,
mn respect of other religions also. For ex-
ample, Islam has always swbborly op-
posed even the bourgeors revolution: Ara-
bia and Afghamistan, still strongholds ot
Mohammedan clericalism, are alimostcom-
pletely feudid. Kemal Attaturk had o sup-
press it in Turkey in order (o carry through
the bourgeaois revolution there. Whilst Hin
dusing, by means of its doctnne of reincar-
nation, has cleverly allayed the discontent
of the Indian masses with their frighttul
conditions in this life! Bven the originally
rationahistic Buddhisi bas, in modern Mon-
pohiaand Tibet, become an obscurantist aind
oppressive priestly despotism

Tosuniup: as far as the class=strugp e is
concerned, oflicial religion 1s. and always
has been, on the side of the exploiters. In-
deed. granted its socat background, 1
coutd not have been anything else. And
the same s true today.,

2. The churches and society

In the preceding section we have sumn
rised the historical tole ot teligion through
out all earlier pertods. Tt remains to glance
at the contemporary attitude ot the
Churches in present day society.

By far the most poweriul, hest organised.
and logically consistent of the Christian
Churches is the Roman Catholic Church.
‘This originally mediacval and feadid st
twhion almost foundered i the storms of
the Reformation era which witnessad the
opening-up of the world market and the
carlier phases of the bourgeois revolution
against feudabisin and clericalism. By askil-
tul combination of terror and demayogy
the Catholic *Counter Relormation” extri-
cated the Church from its dangerous situ-
ation and, under the brilliang dircetion of
the Tesuits, made w masterly adaptation o
the rising capitittist soctal order,

Today, the Papacy is fully alive 1o the
urgency of social questions, and even
the imminence of social revolution, 1 this
ancient mstitution does not reatly know
wiuch about the next world it undeniably
Knows quite i ot about this one! Ithas not
wasted its 1900 years” historical experience.
And 1o mecet its current dilemma it pursues
atwo-faced and subtle policy: here, we only
touch upon its social aspect.

Despite its clums to Divine origin the
Roman Church s an institution witha very
strong sense of ‘survival-values'. It was
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not an accident that the biologist Lamarck.
who invented the theory ol “ereative ¢vo-
fution”. was a pupil of the Jesuits: o arrive
athis theory of “the giralie” which deliber-
ately “grew a long neck’ in order Lo sor-
vive, atl he had to do was to study the
cvolution of the famous Order! Today, the
Papacy knows that it is i even greater
danger than at the tme ol the Relormation.
For while it survived Protestantism it conld
ot possibly survive Communism, which
would necessarily be futal to all religion.
The Pope may, or may not, be “infallible’,
but he knows this only too well!

There is no doabt at ll that the funda-
mental aim of the present day Papacy is af
all costs 1o defeat Communisim. Allits other
aims are subordinate (o this one. I tiehts
for its life; and it knows it! To defeat the
Social Revolution it resorts, as at the Ref
ormation, 10 a combined policy of dema-
gogry and terror. On the one hand, the
Popes issuc encyelical fetters denauncing
the *abuses” of capitalist, and demanding
asquare deal” for the masses, On the vther
hand., whenever the masses attempl Lo se-
cure a ‘squate deal” for themselves ithacks
terrorist movements against them. It s well
known how actively it assisted Hitder and
Mussolini (o come 1o power: and how
ficreely it denounced Bolshevisin whilst
the revolutionary phase of the Communist
International endured. And the whole world
knows how strenaously the Roman Chiarch
exerted its world-wide activity on behalf ol
Franco during the Spanish Social war.

Its pronouncements keave no room for
doubt as to its inotives: it was not taken in
by the myth of (bourgeois) democracy
promulgated by the Stlinists and their al-
lies during the Spanish war. The Church
knew as well as we do that in our era the
alternative to Fascism is revolutionary
Communisin, and #of bourpeols democ-
racy. On this point, ar Jeast, the extreme
T.clt und the extreme Right agree! Henee,
i Spain, as clsewhere, the Church fought
for its life against the "Red Peril”. 1ewilt do
w0 again whenever Social Revolution
threatens and it will always support Capi
tlism with whatever mental reservations,
since the Roman Churchiis a pre capitabst
institution  when the alternative is revo-
lutionary Socialisin,

The Papacy is itsel [ totalitarian institu

tion. For it, Socialism is not i question of

politics but a “moral” question. This is so.
I is, indeed, fanlastic to imagine that ci-
ther Christian pre-scicntific doctrine or
Christian servile ethies could survive t a
communistand libertarian society. Henee,
as Cardinal Newnan predicted long ago:
whenever and wherever the Social Revo-
fution appears, it will find the Catholic
Church in the toretfront of its enemies. And
the workers of Spain, Trefand and Mexico,

N {

ete.. know this already from bilter expetienee!

We accordingly conclude that the Ro-
man Church — the one Christian Church
which is still & world-power - stands in the
(ront rank of the opponents of sociafist.

‘The remaining Churches can be dismissed
briefly since they have Title real power, and
that only local. Moreover, they are ot or-
ganised on the efficient totitarian lines
wlhich characterise Roman Catholicism.

In peneral, they can be deseribed as ant
revolutionary and anti -socialist, though
some more blatantly so than others, For
cxample, the surviving Calvinistic
Churches: the State-Churches of Scotfand
and Tolland are hotbeds of hlack reaction.
Still worse, il possible.is the South Afn-
can Churcti which wdds colour (o class-
hatted. The above is somewhat ironic when
we consider the prominent role played by
the Calvinist Churches in the bourgeols
revolution of the 16th and [ 7th centuries,
Hlowever *predestination” automatically be-
comes counter-revolutionary affer victory!

On the other hand. the Anglican Church,
whilsta hottoim probably equally reaction
ary, is so less openly inthat it penmits a
certain amount of “Leltsm™ among cven
its higher clergy: it goes withoot saying
that this presents no real danper o the
existing soctal order. Thus we have o “red
Dean” of Canterbury and have even had o
‘pink’ Archbishop! However, since the
State controls the purse-strings in the form
ol endowments, it may salely be presumed
that Anglicamsm. in the future as in the
past, will be the faithful servant ol British
capital and British fmperiadism, The recent
Fducation Bill, introduced by a Tory min-
ister, evidently predicates a closer alliance
in Britain between Churchiand State inthe
coming era for the purpose of promoting a
common reaction.

The sate poes for the others as well,
The revolutionary Church® of the "Chris.
tian Socialists” is a revolutionary myth. His-
torically. in the pre-capitalist days of such
seels as the Lollards and Anabaptists,
there were. undoubtedly, "heretical”
Churches that can accurately be called
revolutionary, having repardd for the cireunt:
stances of their time. But thatis all ancient
history. Jis a fur cry from the revolution-
ary Anabaptists ol the 16th century 10 the

smug Baptists of the 20th: {rom Jan of

Leyden 1o *Spurgeon’s Tabernacle”.

The case of the Russian Orthodox”
Church. tecently re-established by Stalin,
is & spevial case, and, as such, merits a
word. In Tsarist days the Rassian State-
Church was one of the most ignorant, tn-
tolerant, and obscurantist of all. The bru
tlity of its *Holy Synod” was notorious.
And ifs charlatan-in chict, Rasputin, had
become a bywaord. The olficial recognition
recently given tor political reasons to this

Church indicates undoubtedly the grow-
ing compromising character of the Stalinist
regime and its increasing reversion to
power politics. Every elass-revolation in
decay tenis (o compromise with religon.
The example of Napoleon's *Concordat’
with Catholicism is a wetl-known instance
(1801 Fhe latest Stalinist policy demon-
strates That even an originally socialist
revolution is liable to retrogression in the
cultoral sphere if itremains backward and
isolated. Only fnternational Soctalism cin
abolish religion.

Regarding the non-Christian world we
have afrcady atluded to ts reactionary char-
acter. For example, the pacilistrole of the
Hindu *Mahatma’, Gandhi, is amost pow-
ertul contemporary obstacie to the Tndian
Social Revolution. Whilst Eslam, as re-
marked above, is still an anti socialist bar-
rier of feudalisor, In Japan. the militaristenlt
of Shintoism was artiticiafly revived by the
Japanese wartords as a bisrier againstievo
lutionary ideas. But Bmperor-worship is
unlikely to survive the defeat of Japan. The
Deity has now becorne a Democrat!

“To sum up: as the social utility of el
grion becomes Tess, and as the Social Revo-
fution gains pround, everywhere oranised
religion allies itsellmore closcly with the
forces of reaction in other spheres The
gods forma united front” against the Revo-
lution! For the Revolution digs acommon
prave for all the gods!

3. Religion and socialism
After what has been written above it s
unnecessaty 10 devote much tme 1o the
guestion of the relations of Socialism and
Religion: they necessarily mix aboutis well
as oil and water! We have already seen
what were the historical causes for the ap-
pearance and growth of retigion and how
it arose out of fear and tgnorance; fear and
Irnotanee i savage socienies before the
incomprehensible phenomena ol nature,
fear and ignorance of the uncontrollable
forces of civilisation and of the social tyr
anny which is inseparable fron the opera-
tions of a class-dominated socicty. In this
Jast respeet, the aphorisoy of thit shrewd
hourgeois politician Napoleon, ' regard
religion not as the imystery of the incarna-
tion, bul as the mystery of the Social Or-
der’, is abundantly borne out hy history.
Indeed, before Bonaparte, Robespierte had
cxpressed o perfection the tole of religion
in a society based like all class-societies
on fundamental inequality and injustice:
*Atheisim is aristocratic. The idea ot a god
who avenges outraged innocence and
punishes triumphant crime is essentially
the idea of the people.”

O in other words, if there is no justice
here, there must be somewhere else! - an
obvious case of “wishtul thinking ™t *1f God
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did not exist it would he necessary to in-
vent him': this remark ol Voltaire is abso
lutely correct ol any society based on ex-
ploitation, even if the circomstances ot his
era prevented Voltatre himset! from draw
mg this correct concluston.

Forowe repeat: there s nothiog aceiden-
tal about the nise und historical role of reli-
glon. {tis a mere waste of time to try o Kill
it by argument or ridicule where the social
or natural causes exist that inevitably re-
sult i its reappearance, To auempt to do
this is, indeed, the cardinal error of bour
geots rattonalist which lops down the
brunches of religion but leaves its roots
untouched. Wherever mjustice and fear

exist men wil seck a remedy clsewhere, if

none exists here. Henee as an Anglican
bishop recently naively remarked: *Apes
of fear have always been ages of religion.”
For example, after the Roinan slaves had
failed to win their social liberty under
Spartacus (73 71 BC), they resorted 1o the
‘spiritual’ salvation of Christianity.

Henee, 10 seek to abolish religion in a
society founded on exploitation is futile,
‘The anciemt Greek and Roman treethinkers
such as Epicuros and ucretius demolished
cvery theofogical argament as well as their
modern successors have done, but when
Pagantsiy pussed from the scene it was
Christianity, not Atheism, which took its
phice. And. we miay add, the mediaeval free-
thinkers who perished ar the stake of the
Inquisition could testty that the change,
as far as freedom of thought was con-
cerned. was merely from “the Irying-pan
into the fire’!

If. however, it follows from the above that
religion cannot dic out or he abolished ma
class-sociaty, it follows cqually and by the

same reasoning that it could not survive

under the world order of international so-
ciatistn. Once a communist order was fully
established the twin Toundations of 1eli-
gion, ignorance and fear, would be torn up
by the roots, International Socialism. by
doing away with class exploitation and by
developing to the tullest possible extent
the unfarhomed productive potentialitics
of the machine age. hitherto hardly
touched under capitalism, would make
poverty and insecunity absolutely mean
ingless terms i an age ol untversal plenty.
Whilst war, the third partner in the unholy
capitahist trinity, would necessarily pass
into vblivion along with the competitive
capitalism and imperiadisny which is its sole
elticient cause.

All the sociad roots of religion woutd thus
simultancously disappear. And, of course,
itgoes without saying that the last remains
of barbaric ignorance and superstition
which stifl survive from pre-civilised eras
would vanish before the impact ol univer
sal free educatton based on the scientific

humanism that is inseparable from social-
1sn and no longer twisted as today by class-
dommaton into amere machine for produc
iy standwdised wage slaves, mechanical
mitders of machines, and servile robots.
Whaosoever theretore is capable of rea-
soting scientilically from cause to etlect

must realise that the aniversal areival of

scientific socialism means inevitably the
definive end of religion; which, deprived
of all reason for existence, would become a
mere anachronisim in such a socicty: a mid-
ern version of Mohammed's coffin float-
mg unattached in space without visible
means of support. Under world-socialism
we shall armive at that pleasing state of
things humorously depicted by Anatole
France inone of his novels, where the then
reigning Pope is foreed to carn his tiving
on the racecoarse whilst discharging his
official duties as aspare time occupation!
Can we wonder that the Papacy dislikes
the prospect?

What then are, or should be, the present
relations ol the revolutionary socialist
iovement with religion”? Qbviously, if and
when the revolutionary workers seize
power in a given society they will estahb-
ishimmediately the seeular stte and secu
lar cducation, according to the principle:
“The free Church in the free State”. Equally
obviously, they will rely on education and
propaganda to abolish the remnaats of re-
ligionin the new era, Despite elerical scares,
the "Red Pent™ is a civilised and civilising
force: it will not make use ot the methods
of the Ingquisttion. Of course, i, as has so
often happened. the Churches suppor
counter revolutionary movements then
naturally the workers® state will ke strong
meiisures against them as counter-revolu-
tionary agents. But such obvious muth-
ods of self-protection have notting in com
mon with the persecution of religion us
such, which would be offensive 1o the hu
nanitanan ethic that ts an intepral parn of
international socialisim. The workers” state
will rely on education, on scientilic social-
ist propapanda, and, above all, on the pro-
gressive achievement of the socialist soct-
cty which wtl make rehipion superfluous.
The Churches have more reason o fear
that than a thousand persecutions,

In the mcanwhile, prior to the conguest
of power, the revolutionary socialist party
continues ils necessary propaganda
against o/l manitestations ol capitalisim, in
cluding thase which belong to the sphere
ol religion, Whether it is necessary to at-
tack religion specilically depends on local
and on particular circumstances, hut every
reactionay movement of the Churches in
our current sociely should be duly noted
and exposed. It goes without saying that a
revolutionary party has no ofticial relations
with religion: though whether a specific

“ant-religious” test s necessary lor each
individual member s, again, a maiter for
local and particular decision in view of the
existing cucumstances. Under no constd-
cration, of course, would any party mem
ber posture on religious plivforms nor an-
ple for Chureh support.

Lo swmup: Relignon is a social phenom
cnon in present-day society, Henee no
amount of merely negative and critical
propaganda can destroy it Only the posi-
tive achicvement of a classless society can
do that by abolishing its causes. The war
apatnst the gods is, henceforth, equiva-
lentto the class-war tor a socialist socicty:
Forward to the Sociad Revolution!

Epilogue — The death of the
gods

Man iy a bridye and wotr a goal’
Nietzsche
There s hittle more (o add. Religion e its
present torm becomes ever more abviously
aparasite on the exploiting civilisation and
society of which it is the ideological ex-
pression. As the machine-age develops it
becomes more and more an absurdity, and
(s specitic dopmus approxinite ever more
closely to selt-evident mumbo junibo.
Muore and more, as his historic wle be-
comes ever more retrogressive, the priest
becames a mere witch-doctor battening un
tpnorance and fear, and droning his mean-
ingless incantitions with an ever more wea
risome monatony. Men of miellect like
Calvin or Newinan are no longer found tn
institutions the “evidenees” of which become
continually leebler. The gods are old: they
have become senile: itis time for then todic!

But they walk die no natural death. Capi-
tal will keep them alive even, if necessary,
by artificial stimulants! As the capitalist
civilisation declines, as wan follows war,
cach more “total” and soul destroying than
the Lt religion ugain plants its feet firmly
an the familiar ground of tear, and, like the
fabled giant, grows stonger with every
contact. In this society, religion will never
dic out. This is, above all, an age of fear, and
lear auxd superstition are age-long twins,

Only the Social Revolution will destroy
relipion by abolishing its effective causes.
Thereafter, man takes the place ol god. An
evolving carth succeeids a static heaven
as Humanity, now, at long last, master of
his owa ddestiny na free society, moves
ever onward from the ape man of vester-
day to the man of today, und to the super
nu ol tomorrow. Today gods and capital
s stand together: tomorrow, pods and
capitatists will fall together.

“Chase gods [rom the skies and capital-
ists from the carth.” Forward (o the Social
Revolution! Mankind comes of ape!

WA
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Memaorics of the Vichy collaboration have
haunted France ever since the Liberation
of 1944, After all, the self-imagre of the
French state is all about a sel ol core re-
publican values that are supposed to act
as a beacon of freedom to other nations
and sustain France as the centre of Euro
pean, it not world, culture, The denvand
that all citizens subordinale themselves
not only to the state but also (o ils values
is at the heart of the current furore over
the banning of overt religious symbots in
schools. Defenders ol the ban argue that
only through aceeptance of the authority
of the state do you carn the rights of
liberte, galité, and fraternité.

All of this sits uncasily with the darkest
chapter of modern French history from
(940 14, Not only were the French armed
forces routed oo few weeks. The over-
whelming majority of the National Assem-
bly ol the Third Repubtic voted to install
Marshal Pétain's authoritarian regime,
Belore the Nazis had exercised any sig-
nificant pressure on at, this government
of ‘National Revolution” was passing ils
own anti-semitic legistation, which
stripped Jews of the rights they had won
in the revolution of 1789, and went on to
play its part in the Final Solauon, round-
ing up 76,000 Jews and sending them Lo
death camps, Recent Jewish immigrants
(leeiny central and eastern Lurope were
denounced as i burden on the state and a
danper 1o ity ractal inegrity; tong estab-
lished Jowish citizens were a privileged
cabal seeking to advance itselt al the ex-
pense ol the French nation. Only thiee per
cent ol those deported came back afive.

Collaborators
How the history of Vichy has been pre-
sented in France itself has a history. After
a briet and very cursory purge of collabo
rtors after the Liberation, the case was
closed: ... in no other occupied country
in Western Europe did a smaller percent:
age ol the population receive prison terms
— 12 per 10,000, And, minor exceptions
aside, the genocide of the Jews was never
a focus in this account-setthng.” (p.h
Throughout the 1950s and 60s, the myth
was carefully fostered of a nation united
i resistance under the Nazi occupation,
one that had been farpely responsibie lor
its own liberation. Cwiously, this served
the purposes of both De Gaulle, wartime
jeader ol the Free French, and the Com-
munist Party, which gained enormous
prestige Trom its role in the Resistance.
Paratlel (o this myth was another - U
in establishing the Vichy regime, Pétain
had acted from a mispaided sense of duty
10 protect at least part of France [rom Nazi
occupation, and France's Jews from the
Holocaust. He was, in any case, a senile

old man, who only partially understoad
the implications of collaboration.

OF course, many knew the truth Resist
ance aclivities were neglipible until mid-
{941, Only three months before the Lib-
ctation in 1944, Pétain was sull popular
enough — and certatuly not senibe at tus
stage 1o draw huge crowds ona visit o
Paris. For every Resistance lighter there
had been several collaborators, and a mass
ol people ina grey arca in between.

Consensus

Post-war French polities developed a kind
of cosy consensus. Almost every ity and
town had a prominent strect or Syiue re-
pamed alter a Resistance hero, and presi-
dents doled out medals to résistants. 10was
a myth, despite the fractured niture of hoth
the Fourth and Fifth Republics, that both
Jettand right could buy into in their ditler-
ent ways, At the saime time, prominent col-
laburators continued to hold high ollice,
and the message was that rakng over the
couls of the wartime period could only hartn
the unity of the nation.

Only after the “events™ ol May-June
1968 did (his consensus begin 1o be un-
dermined, although significantly the first
breaches were made by Coutsiders™. In
1971, The Sorrow and the Piy,' a tilm
by Marcel Ophuls, was released. Ophuls
was the son of a German-Jewish immi-
prant excluded from the {ilm industry un-
der Vichy legislation, who fled with his
family to the United States in 1941, The
il detailed colluboration and anti-
semitism in the city of Clennond-Ferrand,
Origmally made for television, 1t was
promptly banned {rom the small screen
for 12 years by the Pompidou and Giscard
governments. Then, in 1972, the youny
Amecrican scholar Robert Paxton pub-
lished Vichy France: Old Guard and New
Order,) which conclusively nailed the Ties
ol Pétain’s apologists.

As ii to mock the national myth. the
main French political parties in the early
70s were led by people whose retation-
ship o the Resistance was at best tenu-
ous. Gaullist leader Georges Pompidou
had been a schoolteacher i Parts, and
tuken no part in the Resistance. The gen-
eral secretary of the Communist Party,
Gieorges Marchais, had been diatied 1o
work in Germany by the Laval government
—some say he volunteered rither than join
the maquis.

And in 1971, the Socialist Party emerged
out of a regroupment of the remnants ol
the SFIO and o tew strands ol bourgeols
liberal opinion. e was headed by Frangois
Mittertand - a ligure with a deeply wn-
higuous relationship to Vichy., As i stu-
Jdent in the ke 1930s, Mitterrand had been
associated with Cotonel de lTa Rocgue’s
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faseist Croix de-Feu. After escaping from
aprisonet of war campy, he had o promising:
career for dnee years as acivil servint i
Vichy, in which capacity he received the
Frangisgiee medal Trom Pétainin 1993 v
the consummene oppornmist, Miterriand
managced o switch sides betore the 1ib-
cration, and, despite the Communist Party
publicising his wartime role inthe 1946 cle
tions, managed to come out ol it smetling
ol roses, (In his hagiographic 1982 biogra-
phy, Denis MacShane — now serving as i
loyal Blairite junior minister — manages 1o
skate over Mitterrand’s wartime career i
F2-page chapter entitled "Resistance
leader™. )

Bui thanks to the pionecring efforts of
a handtul of writers and filinmakers and
the activities of Nazi hunter Serpe
Klarsteld, the rickle of Inerature had be-
comie o flood by the 1980s. The result, in
spite of repeated obsiruetions from
Mitterrind, who served ws presidect trom
1981 (o 1995, waxs three high profile wi-
als: those ol 8§ Lt Klaus Buarbie, “the
butcher of Lyons®, in [987: Paul Touvier,
an officer i the hated meétice (militia)
responsible for Jewish round ups, in
1994 und Maurice Papan, a Viehy bureau-
crat and budget mimister as recently as
LOR1, from J9Y7-8.

Despite ity titde, france and the Nazis
is not a formal history of France during
the wat, ‘The delinitive works in English
remain those by Paxton and his co author
Michael Marrus,* supplemented by more
recent books by Paul Wehster® and Julian
Jackson.®

Rearguard

What then does Adam Nossiter's book
add? Paul Webster (who died in February)
remarks in Perain’s Crime that *o . trying
to dissociate the wartime Head ot State 1rom
the consequences of lus abuse of poweris
aposition now defended only by an obsh:
mate and dwindhing rearguard™.” France
and the Nazis is an attempt to explore the
psyche of this rearguard and its relation-
ship to French history. The book s in three
sections that reflect the author’s attenmpts
to uncover different facets of the wartime
inhertance it Bordeaux, Vichy and ‘Tulle.
In Bordeaux tor the trial of 87-year old
Muurice Papon, Nossiter tinds a city that
is cither irritated by the past being raked
up, in denial about the past, or suffering
from armnesia. The idea that Bordeasy’s
Jews hud somehow brought their fute upon
themselves is peevasive among older more
conservative interviewees, but parndoxi-
cally the targely mythical ¢lainy that the
collaborating authorities had helped save
Jews is in wide currency. Behind s el
egant facades. the city’s wealthy commer
cial and winegrowing clite are largely un-

repentant; they don’t see the point of ax-
cavating the past of u city which was
mostly untouched by resistance. The his-
tory ol the wartime years has been largely
cxpunged from books and muscums,

In contrast to the angry and irritated ot
Bordeaux, for whom the teial of Pupon is
100 Jate and not warth it for Nossiter the
distance of the events fought over during
the proceedings throws them into sharper
relicl: *H had taken more than a hall cen
tny to measure the crsne, and its estima
tion was untuushed. Only now could the
question ol Papon’™s guilt or imnocence
hisve been raised. So the trequent com-
plantthat one heard — that 1t was coming
all oo Tate - made no sense. I was ondy
at this remave that the wial could have
taken place atall.” (p.uih

At the beginning of July 1940, the flee
ing Lreneh government headed for the spa
town of Vichy. Given the scale of the deba-
cle, the teasons tor the choice of location
were banal, France might have fallen, but
her bureaucrats needed space and a de-
grecob luxury. Vichy had 300 hotels, many
ol the of 4 high standard. Tt was quict
and conservative, had a resident popula-
tion ot only 25,000, and Lseked an indus-
trinl workimg class, At the town's Grand
Casing, 509 National Assembly deputies
voled o hand power 1o Pétain: anly X0
voted against

Belting s faded pentihity, the author
finds many for whom the wartime period
s mnsanderstood by the outside world.
Vichy has been unfinily treated by asso-
ciation with the repime, Yet o private,
many express the view that the regime it
self s also misunderstood, Pétun, tor
whonm many have warim recollections, was
only a patrior equivalent to De Gaulle.
When he ravises the suhject of Vichy's
complicity in the Holocaust, he linds that
the regime’s apologists trequently claim
1o have Jewish friends, or to have known
someote who saved a Jew. He also tracks
down a retired American diplomat who
served in Vichy up to the United States’
entey to the war - a period of umbigu-
ous and indulgent refations between the
1w states,

The histoncat memonies i Tuolle, the
smaltl industrial capital of the Corrére de-
partment, are the polar opposite ol the
bourpeors complaceney of Vichy. Here on
June 90 19401 SS wroops himped 99 local
men [rom balcomes, lampposts and tel-
ephone poles in one ol the main strects. 1t
wits onie of the worst atroeities visited upon
the trench population under the occupa
tion, but overshadowed by (he better-
Known massacre at Oradour-sur-CGilane,
where the SS murdered 642 men, wonen
and children on the day adter the murders
in Tulle.

These horribic events ok place shontly
alter whal seems to have been an
adventurist actton by a Commumist Party-
led Resistance geoup. On Jane 7, 1944,
one day atter D-Day, 400 Resistance
fighters attacked the German parrison in
Tulte, and bricily “liberated” the town. But
with no prospect of holding on o 1, with
the nearest military assistance hondreds
ol miles away, it seems to have been an il
thoaght-ont —if brave — prece of flag Iy
ingr (A the time, 1Us worth noting that
French Trotskyists, thirough their under-
vround paper La Verité, were warning
against ultra-left mititary tacties.)

When o German armoured column
rived on the scene, the tighters witliliew
to the hills, Only 1two of the townspeople
subsequently rounded up by the S8 had any
connections (o the Reststance. iven
though the CT contiolled Tulle for much
of the post-war period, and there is an an-
nual commemoration each June, the teel-
ing hat the revenge of the S8 could have
heen avoided lends s depree ol wnbiguity
(o its status in Resistance folklore.

France and the Nazis is an iteresting
departure from orthodox historical writ
iy Rother than teconstiuct events, it is
then reliacton through memories sup
pressed, distorted, falsificd or unforpel-
table  that concerns the anthor The value
ot this book lies not i a fresh interpreta
von ol the wartime years, but in the fight
it sheds on contemporary France's uneasy
and unresolved relationship 1o Vichy.

NOTLS

PThe tHustrated texe o) the film wars teleised
incbook Torne Marcel Ophials, The Sorrow
arned the Piry, Paladin, 1975,

S Robert O Paxton. Viehy France Ol
Greaared anef New Ovreder, new cdition
Columbi, 2001

tDems MacShane, Frangors Mitierrand: A
Pofitical Odvasey, Quartet, JO82, pp.25 37/

T Robett O, Paxton, ibid., and Michacel R
Martus and Robert O, Paxton, Vieky France
amd the Jews, Schocken, 19823,

*Paul Webster, Pétain's Crime, Macmillan,
2001,

*Jaliee Yackson, FPranee: The Dark Years
JOA0 1944, Oxlord, 2001

" Webster, op. cit, p 12, WA

From Syndicalism
to Trotskyism
Writings of Alfred and
Marguerite Rosmer
Revolutionary History, Vol 7, No.4
Available from Sociafist Pladtorm L,

BCM 7640, London WCIN 3XX
www.ievolutionary- history.co.uk




44

Review

Still life

Girl with a Pearl Earring
Director Peter Webber

With Scarlett Johansson and
Colin Firth

Richard Price

Depicting artists has generally been a
tricky business in the history of film-mak-
ing. Too much mundane humanity seerns
to detract from the painting, while too
many tortured genius clichés prevent the
subject {rom interacuing with lesser
mortals. Peter Webber's debut leature
film approaches the great Duich interior
painter, Johannes Vermeer, from differ-
ent perspective.

Adapted from Tracy Chevalier’s best
selling novel, Girl with a Pearl Earring
uses the large gaps in what is known about
the lite of Vermeer (1632-75) to imag-
ine a story that lies behind one of his most
famous portraits. We enter Vermeer's
somewhat harassed domestic world
through the cyes of Griet, a 17-year-old
girl sent by her Protestant parents, who
have fallen on hard times, w work as a
maid in the Catholic artist’s household.
It's hardly an auspicious moment, what

with the family’s finances on the rocks, the
master of the house suflering painter’s
hlock., and his wile pregnant yet agaim,

Webber and his cinematographet,
Eduardo Serra, depict 1 7th-century Delft
brilliantly with photography whose brown
and grey textures draw direet inspiration
from Dutch art. The minute depiction of
interior detail and the subdued colours 1
juminated by shards of light sustain the
feeling of having actually entered a Vermeer
painting.

Colin Firth's Vermeer, as befits a painter
who completed only a few dozen works
in his fifctime, isn’t going to compromise

his perfectionist principles just to pay oft

the creditors. The solution to his prob-
lems comes in the form of a commission
for a proup picture from fis wealthy pa-
ron, Van Ruijven (Tom Wilkinson). The
jecherous Van Ruijven, however, has his
eyes on more than pictures, and it's soon
apparent that he sees the servant girl as
part of the bargain.

Navigating the perils of the Vermeer
houschold is an arduous test for Griet,
There’s his imposing, scheming mother:
in law, his newrotic and jealous wife, and
one ol his daughters who delights in (ry
ing to get her sacked, I theee rival cen-
tres of female power over her aren’
enough, the male characters are in difler-
ent ways also challenges to her establish-
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ing herself as a person in her own nght.
Van Ruijven anticipates that his repular
visits 10 Vermeer's house will yield wm-
ple opportunitics to possess Griet,
whether willingly or against her will.
Meanwhile, she hesitantly tets hersell be
courted by butcher’s son, Peter.

As a servant, Griet is the only person in
the houschold apart from Vermeer to have
aceess to the painter's studio. Initially she
is only called upon to keep it clean and
keep everything in its appointed place. But
fier sensitivity to his painting is in con-
trast 1o the attitade of his family, who see
it onby as a means ol lending ot credi-
tors. When Vermeer hatches the idea of
painting a seeret portrait of her, and lets
her grind and mix his paints, the relation-
ship takes on an unconsummated erotic
charge. Things come to a head when the
painter’s wife demands 1o see the portrait
in which Griet is modelling her pearl car-
ring.

I is a il with remarkably lidte dia
logue, Thoughts, fears and longings we
conveyed by looks, expressions and body
language., adding to the sense of repressed
sexuadity and stifled emotion. At 19, Scarlett
Johansson, also currently starving in Lost
in Transtation, is already major talent, Her
reticence and innocence under siege are
the counterpoint to Colin Firth’s smoul
dering introspection. Harassed by the in-
frusions of the outside world, he looks as
if he is reprising Mr Darcy, and his side ol
the relationship with Johansson is not
completely convincing.

But it's nevertheless a good first him
for Peler Webber. 1t uses a lightly drawa
feminist narrative to explore relations of
power between men and women, privi
leged and poor, in i pre-industrial setting,
and then decorates it exquisitely. WA
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