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About Workers Action

Workers Action is a Marxist current in the labour movement.

Workers suftered a series of heavy deleats under the Tories
from 1979 onwards. The Labour movement is only now
beginning (o show signs of recovery both in terms of the
tevel of strike action and lhe election of left-wingers to lead-
ing trade union positions. But the Labour Party leadership is
resolutely pro-free market and pro-business, and has yel 1o
see a real challenge to its authority inside the party.

Workers Action helieves that the most important task at the
moment is a slruggle to renovale the existing labour move-
ment, polilically and in the workplace, so lhat it can fight
effectively in its own inlerests.

This requires a struggle in the Labour movement as it is,
with all its problems and weaknesses. Workers continue to
support the Labour Party far more than any other party in
elections and by union affiliation. At present, attempts to gel
round this political fact by mounting electoral challenges to
| abour are, In most cases, futile and sectarian, and are: like-
ly to lead to greater demoralisation. Most importantly, they
represent an abandonment of any serious political struggle
against the Labour leadership. Workers Action supporters
are thercfore active In the Labour Party as well as the trade
unions and political campaigns.

Capitalism condemns millions to exploitation, poverty, dis-
ease and war, so lhat when its leading international bodies
meet, they have to do so behind lines of police. However,
Workers Action belicves that the relative importance of the
anti-capitalist movement over the last few years is a sign not
of the strength of the left, but of ils weakness and marginal-
isation. The new free market world order is based on 20
years of defeats for the international working class. Protests
outside the conferences of organisations such as the WTO
are a positive development in that they show that there is
opposition, but musl not be a substilute for building social-
ist leadership in the working class.

Workers Action supports all progressive national struggles
against imperialism, wilhout placing any confidence in the
leaders of such movements. Neither bourgeois nationalism,
nor petty-bourgeois guerrillaism, nor religious fundamental-
ism can advance the interests of the oppressed workers
and peasants. We are for the building of a socialist leader
ship on an international scale.

fhe collapse of Stalinism in 1989, compounded by the
move to the right of the Labour Party and the European
Socialist parties, has resulted in an ideological crisis tor the
lell. Some, like the SWP, deny that such a crisis exists —
indeed, they claim that at the moment lhere is a realislic
possibilily of a serious electoral challenge to Labour. Others
question whether the socialist project, fought for by the
working class and its allies, is still viable. Workers Action

- helieves that il is, but that to rebuild a fighling left relevant
to the concerns of workers means rejecting the methods of

sect-building and self proclaimed vanguardism

However, Workers Action has a non-dogmatic approach to
this crisis of the lefl. We see it as an opportunily lo evaluate
critically many of our previously held conceptions in the light
of expericnce. Marxism is a critical ideology or itis nothing.
Socialists cannot march into the 21st century with their pro-
gramme frozen in the 1920s.

If you are interested in joining us or discussing further, write
to us at PO Box 7268, London E10 6TX or e-mail us al
workers.action@btinternet.com.




Editorial

Bush v Kerry:
what’s at stake?

Should socialists in the United States break with
tradition and vote for John Kerry on November 27

Election time in the United States of America means that (worich
right-wing men spend millions of doliars in pretending that the
political differences between them are much greater than they
really are. Anything up to 50 per cent of those eligible to vote,
and a higher percentage of African-Americans, refuse to dignify
this nauscating spectacte with their participation.

Outside the United States, it is usually o malter of supreme
indifference to millions in the Middie East, Africa and Latin America
as to which brute will have the privilege of bombing them, sup-
porting their local military dictator or looting their niatural resources.
For as [ar back as anvone can remember, it has never really mat-
teredt who wins.

But not ths time, In this clection miflions of peopte all over the
world are desperate for chanpe, and millions in the Unrted States
are preparing to vole for the lirst time. What they want, above all
clse, is the end of the most repulsive regime ever seen in the
United States, or indeed in any democracy. There are two ques-
tions. Are these people right in placing so much importance on
simply changing the occupant of the White House, rather than
the system which placed tum there, and how should socialists
relate 1o the phenomenon known as Anyone But Bush?

To answer both questions, we need to ask further questions. 1s
the Bush regime merely business-as-usial US capitalism, atheit
with some particularly unpleasant teatures? Ts it simply the cold
war combination of paranoia and overwhelming military might
updated lor the modern era? Or is it something worse?

The nature of the Bush administration

A number of factors indicate that the Bush regime 18 not a busi-
ness-as-usual administration. The prominence of the neo-cons
suggests that while previous US administrations harboured
crazies, such as Senator McCarthy in the 1950s, this adminisira

tion are the crazies. The neo cons, who occupy key government
positions, believe in the doctrine of pre-emptive war. They intend
1o develop tactical nuclear weapons, o be used on a lirst-strike
basis. Their attitude 1o international law, and treaties, is one of
rampant lawlessness, as evidenced by the string ot US pulags, of
which the one at Guantinamo Bay is only the hest known. The
Patriot Act could have been dralted in Brezhney’s USSR,

The refusal, by a country that with five per cent of the world’s
population produces 25 per cent of the pollution, to ratily Kyoto
or indeed 1o 1ake seriously any environmental issues, could, over
several decades, condemn millions of people to death and cause
catastrophic damage to the planet. The violation of the Clean
Air Act and the Clean Water Act could leave the USA with dec-
ades of environmental damage. The regime’s hostility to con-
doms as prevention against AIDS threatens the lives of mitlions
of Alricans. This policy is just one manilestation ol the Tash-up

between the neo-cons and the fundamentabist Christian right. So
15 the threal posed by a second Bush term to the right to abor
tion. Uneritical support for Israel, which threatens a Middle
Fast bloodhath, does not merely reflect US strategic interests
hut the bediet among millions of Bush's core supporters in the
literal truth of the Book of Revelation. In a cranking up to a
hitherto unknown intensity of the USA's long-running “culiure
war® there is a relentless, and increasingly lerocious, offensive
by regime supporters in Congress and in the media against *lib-
crals’ - which means everyone other than the far right of the
Republican Party - environmentalists and socialists as “un-
American’, who are, in a thinly veiled incitement to murder,
cquated with ‘terrorism’,

The leadership of the Republican Party is dominated by those
who never aceepted the Clinton presidency as legitimate, de-
spite the fact that Clinton was by no stretch of the imagination
liberal. 11 Kerry wins, they will first aim to have him impeached
or destabilised, and then think of the reasons why. Linally, Bush
and his cronies rigged the 2000 election in Florida on blatantly
racial grounds and then, in a judicial coup d'étar, had the result
verified by judges nominated by Bush’s lather, o his father’s
hoss. Thatcher never did this, and neither, so far as we know, did
Nixon or Reagan.

When the Republican Party was content merely to be one of
the twin partics ol US capitalism, it had a sizcable liberal wing.
Civil rights for black people, the right 1o abortion and gay rights
presented no problem so long as they did not get in the way of
making money. 1t was Nixon who reached oot to southern whites
when the reforms of Kennedy and Johnson won American blacks
10 the Democratic Party, and it was under Reagan that the coali-
tion between neo liberalism and social illiberalism was ce-
mented. The often forgotien Independent candidate in the 1980
clection, John Anderson, was in fact a liberal Republican, Now,
those liberal, or pragmatic (as they would preler to be called)
Republicans are utterly outshouted and marginalised, their [ast
significant representative in povernment, Colin Powell, going
ahsent without leave during the convention.

Fven il the above analysis of the Bush regime is a correct one.
does it justify an clectoral position of Anyone But Bush, which
for all practical purposes, and norwithstanding the candidacy of
Ralph Nader, means i vote for the Kerry-Edwards ticket?

Why socialists don’t like voting Democrat

There are three basic objections among United States socialists
{o the breaking of the taboo aguinst voting for the Demucratic
Party. The firstis aversion 1o what is known as ‘lesser evilism®, in
other words, voting {or the party or candidate which presents the
lesser evil. But what is wrong with this? In the absence of any
significant workers’ party which can intervene in the political
process on its own terms {in other words, most of the ume!y the
history of the warkers™ movement has been, in part, it history of
tactical choices based on lesser evilisnt. Bourgeois democracy
against fascism? Most workers were happy to have bourgears
democracy, with all its faults, every time, and socialists who in the
Second World War adopted a position of newrality between Nazi
occupiers and the nationad bourgeoisic-led resistance pencradly
consigned themselves o inelevance. Another example: imperial -
ist occupation against a national liberation movement? No con-
test, surely.

Taking the arpument onto the plane of parhamentary politics,
we advocate voting Labour in Britain in the first place because
Labour is a parly based upon workers and their organisations,
and at least contains the possibility of a fight for socialism within
its structures that could potentially change the policy of the party.
But there is an element ol lesser-evilism® involved here 100, since
both Labour and Tory governments stand lor varieties of bour-
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seors democratie rade, and under both chiss celations are funda
mentally the same. When workers vote Labour, they vote, or think
they are votng, Loraseries of reforms that wilt make their condi-
tions of Tile berer than those offered by the Tories, who are his-
toricatly the most divect representatives of the ruling class. Work-
ers would hardly form the bedrock ot Labow s voting strength i
their social oulcomes were consistently worse under Labour pov
crnments than uoder Tory ones.

The preference for capitalism ptos democtacy plus soctal re
forms over just capitalisnn and democraey s surely asign of class-
hased “lesser evilism”™ atwork.

The second objection is that the Democratic Party is nota work-
ers party but a haurgeais party, one ol the twin parties of the US
ruling class. no less. Histotically, its record ol opposing human
rights and democraey in furtherance of US interests is as bud as
that of the Republican administrations. Would socialists have
voted Tor the Democrat Adlal Stevenson in 1950 because of the
McCarthy purges and the overthrow of Mossadeg in Tran”? Shoald
they have vored MeGovern in 1972 because of Vietnam? 0 was
Nixon who got out ol Vietnwsn, shook hands with Brezhney, and
went to China. It was Kennedy who went in 1o Vietnam and
tempted o mvade Cuba,

Socialists should not be advocating a vote Tor non-workers”
party. so the arpument rans, but be attepting (o build a US Ta
bour o Workers™ Party, But whit about the Cireens, or vanous
nationalist or poputist Totmations? They are not workers™ par-
ties, but socialists have in the past advocated o vote Tor them,
and quite rightly too, i some cases. As Tor the US Labour Party,
s currently dormant and s not fielding candidates in this clec
tion, nor died 10 the last one, At the moment, theve appears to
be notnng there 1o vote for or o buld.

The third objection is that e Ketry-ldwards tieket 1s not par-
ticulrly liberal even by the standards ol the Democratic Party.
Much has been made by the Bush regime ol Kerry's “hiberal”
record inthe Senate. He's more fiberal than some in the Senate,
and fess than others, He supports o wonman's right (o choose. He
opposes Bush's tay lieaks foe the very rich. He's made some
noises aboutl heath and education, and Edwards has reterred to
the “two Amenricas” withoul, of course, coming up with anything
that remotely bepins (o tackte the USA'S appalting poverty and
incquality. Keery s inore diberal thin Bush, but that™s not dilli-
cult. However, Kerry voted Tor the war on lvag, althonph now,
along with a number of other Demociats, he claims he was nis
ledd intor doing so. He voted for the Patriot Act, as did alimost all
Democrats in Congress. He ds putting at the centre of his cam
paign his record ina previous blood spattered escapade. the Vi-
ctiien War, Therelore, ssn’tan Anyone Bat Bush position sim-
ply & way ol building support tor someone who sopported the
policies that are apparently so exceptional that they justity a
vole for the Demoerits?

The case for voting for Kerry

faking all these arguments together, there is nevertheless u case
Jor voling for Kerry on the grounds that tour more years ol Bush
represents a real, innmediate threat o the lives of millions of peo

pleall over the world, cither through starvation. disease, environ

mental disaster or wir In the USAtself, the right o abortion will
be fucky to survive natil 2008 A Bush second werm threatens stll
further the United Stites’s bastered and corrupted version ol bour

veors democtacy, the vighn 1o demonstrate, the right to pubhish
and the right to dissent. The miflions who intend to vote agamst
Bush, and the mallions more outside the S who hope he foses,
even il they have no ilfustons at all in Kery, e right to see Kerry
as the Tesser evil. The thing is, many of those who refuse o vote
for Kerry are seeretty crossing their fingers hoping that he wins,
But that is notan henest position. Either you want Kerry to win,

in which case you say so. or you genuinely don’t care, but you
can’t have it both ways.

The important argument is fess schoot whether there is an actuad
difference between the two parties thian about how key sections
ol class conscious warkers and the anti-war movement perceive
these to be differences, Fven i we took the view that the two main
partics were exactly, or almost exactly, the same as cach otler,
how should socialists relate 10 Class-consciousness amongst
those who betieve that from the point ol view of the US working
class, the most important task at the moment s geting md ol
Bush? 11 we stund on the sidelines, we wall never geta hearing.
and the present state of the US lett does not say i great deal fon
the mierits of the abstention position. I soctalists go through that
expericnee of getting rid of Bush with those workers and activ-
tsts, even i they do not see the question in quine the same way,
then they might disten when the [eltwies to convinee them that a
Labout Party, and not the Democrats, s the answer.

Advocating avote for Kerry does not mean that socialists should
caspaiga for him. Netther does itimply any pobtical support for
the Kerry Edwards platorm. Tt means that sociahists should, on
this vecasion, vole to put Bush out, which means voting for Kerry.
1t 15 permissible o hold the nose while doing so. or o walk throuph
disinfectant after leaving the voting booth, as did those voters in
France who preferred the crook Chirae to the fuscist Le Pen.

N s dilfiealt 1o predict what will huppen to Nader, Tie s stand
ing as an ndependent, not on a Green Party tickel as be did in
2000. Then, s campaign was a Labour Party campargn in all but
nanmie, atttacting support from many socialists and trade mmon
ists. Because of the pressare 1o get Bush out. lie’s unlikely 1o pick
ap as much supportas fast ume, but he is stll a genuine altetna-
tive to the two big parties, and the only one that is likely to trou
ble the scorers. One problem is the amount ol bad blood between
Nader and the Democrats, including hiberal or lelt-wing Demo
crats, over allegations that in standing Tast time Nader took votes
from Gore und helped Bush win, These do not hold a lotot water,
siven that many ol Nader's voters would not have voted Bemo-
cratanywiy, and that Bush only “won™ by the imervention ot the
Supreme Count,

17 Kerry does win, what wili happen? There 'l be an alinighty
hacklash against the neo-cons, who are afready regarded i see
tions of the military and the State Depastment as a bunch ot -
natical, mcompetent chancers, or, as Colin Powell prthily put it
uckiug crazies”. Creneral Tommy Franks, not, so faras we know,
a part ol the US teft, has referred o leading neo con Douglas
I'cith as the “fucking stupidest gay on the lace ol the carth’, The
Project for the New American Century will requoire some e
deafting. With two one-term presidents, the political credibiity
of the appaliing Bush tamily will tuke a nose-dave. Saddled with
a wur he supported but was not his ideacin the first place. presi.
dent Kerry will probably attempt a withdrawal ol troops fiom
liig on the best possibie terms, leaving behind a puppet regime
It won't be Vietmnn style defeat, but it might be i while before
the USA attempts another invasion. Kerry will be under pressure
to repeal of modily the Potriot Act. o atify Kyoto, and to mend
fences with France and Germany. Withouthis ally, Blae will Gace
increased international solation: no Aznar, no Bush, and only
Berlusconi delt, and he is hving on borrowed time, Blaw will of
course pontifrcate about the “special relationship', bat his close
ness (o Bush may result in a frostiness between him and Kerry
reminiscent ol tie Clinton-Major period. OF course, all the in
equality, poverty and racisn which distigure the USA will sull be
there, but if sociakists have worked together with workers and
anti war campasgaiers 1o get rid of Bush, then those workers may
he more inclined o listen o what socialists have o say, and so
the conditions for building a workers™ alternative to the Demo
crats and Republicans will be enhanced. WA
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Comment

Russia
out of
Chechnyal!

The horror of Beslan is the price
of Russia’s brutal ten-year war
against the Chechens

‘There is no point looking for a justilication
for the hostage taking in Beslan, because
there can be no justification. 'Fheee are rea-
sons though.

Over the pasl ten years the Chechens
have had plenty of practice at burying their
own children. lu 1993, before the first of
the two Russian invasions of 1994 and
1999, the poputation of Chechnya was two
million. Now itis 800,000, Al least 200,060
Chechens are estimated 1o have died in
the ten-year contlict, although it is hard to
gct reliable (igures. Hundreds of thousands
more are retugees, many having survived
torture or gang-rape by Russian soldicrs,
Playing unwilling host to 300,000 Russian
soldiers, Chechrya must be the most in-
sensitively occupied country in the world.

Viadimir Putinis the second Russian poli-
ucian who has made a carcet out of being
“tough® on Chechnya, Because Chechnya
wits not a constituent republic of the USSR,
but an autonomous republic of Russia, it
was not allowed (o goits own way in 1991,
Instead, it sutlered as a result of the deter
mination of first Boris Yeltsin and then
Putin that the Russian cuipire would not
fall apart. Yeltsin used the destroction of
Chechnya as the micuns of securing his re-
clection in 1996, before he finally retired to
spend more tinke with his vodka habit, From
the start of the Chechen rebellion against
Russianrule in 1991, the West, and in par-
ficular the USA, allowed successive Rus-
sian governments generous credit Tacili-
ties, and therefore effectively subsidised
the Russian military campaign. As
Chechnya ties between the Black Sea and
the Caspian Sca, it is a potential obstacle
o any pipeline tiking newly extracted Cas:
pian Sea o1l westward. It suited Western
wil interests to have this part ot the Cauca-
sus in ‘safe’ hands, Western support for
Boris Yeltsin involved turning a blind cye
to the invasion of Chechnya, the destruc-
tion of Grozny and the killing of thousands
of Chechens.

September 11, 2000, was a godsend o
Yelisin's successor, Putin. Now he could
ctanm the Russian occupation of Chechnya
waus a part of the ‘war against terror’, and
calne the occastonal Western unease at his
brutality by pinning the blame for the
Chechen struggle for independence on
Osama bin Laden. With no one else in the
world prepared 1o support them, is it any
wonder that the Chechens accept money
from Saudi Arabian charities, provoking
further claims that they are the puppets ot
ab-Qatda?

When speaking to journalists recently
(Guardian, September 8), Putin justified
his brutal tactics in Chechmya. saying tha
i Iskamists (sic) detached Chechnya from
Russia, o ‘domine effect’ would ensue, with
other parts of the Caucasus following. He

is sclling himself as a guarantor of stability
and integrity of the Russian empire, warn
ing western Liuropeans that should they
feel gueasy about Chechnya, the conse-
quence will be half a dozen Afghanistans
not too far from their precious pipelines.
Despite their dilferences over Irag, Putin
obviously sees Bush as a man he can do
business with, strongly indicating (hat he
ts hoping Bush is re-clected in November,

However, there is a twist, The Chechens
may not be completely without Western
Irtends. A number of prominent US neo
cons (Richard Perle, Kenneth Adelman,
Michael Leeden — the usual suspects, in
other words) are heavily invotved in the
American Committee for Peace in
Chechnya (ACPC). Rather (han advocat-
g that a free hand be given to Putin, this
body prefers a “politicat solution’, and criti-
cises Putin’s vielaton ol human rights in
Chechnya

I is surely no coincidence that some of
the most voctferous eritics within Russia
of Putin’s policies are Boris Nemtsov and
Viadimir Ryzhkov, both pro US, both ad
vocales of neo-liberal cconomics, both
associated with the Yeltsin eraand there
fore both less than enamoured with Putin.
Is there a plan to recreate Chechnya in the
image ol a Baltimore suburb, just like the
plan for Iraqg that has been such a roaring
success”? Is this what Putin meant by his
obscure reference, reported in the samne
Guardian article, 10 attempts by outside
powers to tear “juicy pieces ofl Russia’™?
With ‘{riends’ like this, the Chechens need
all the real friends they can get.

What governments vilily as ‘terrorism’
is in general a method of struggle employed
by the weak ayrainst the strong, the op-
pressed apainst the oppressor. We have
to recognise that, however unpalatable or
objectionable their methods, and however
confused or wrong-headed their political
views, the aim ol the Chechen separatists
in this case was the basic human right of
self-determination for Chechnya, Iree [rom
Russian domination or interference. The
{1nal responsibility tor the errible events
at Beslan lies at the door of Putity and the
Russian state.

Socurhsts must defend Chechens agamst
their demonisation in the media, demand
Russtan withdrawal from Chechnya, and
support the Chechens” right to self” deter
mination. But they should also be utterly
opposed Lo lacties such as hostage-tak-
g, indiscriminate bombing and all other
attacks on civilians, even when they are
carried out in the name of self-determina
tion. The Chechen action at Beslan was
notjust morally indetensible. it was politi-
cally inept — it will make the struggle for
Chechen independence even more difficall
and protracted. WA
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‘Big four’
get Blair off
the hook

Despite being out-manocuvred in
Brighton, the Labour left is
polentially in its strongest position
for some time, argues

Darren Williams

Lubour conferenees are the supreme (est
of the party leadership’s stage-imanage-
ment skitls, 1t was Tony Blair's detmon
stration of his ability 1o outilank the letl
and stifle dissent that fiest won him the
canttous endorsement of the right-wing
media. Now, he has to repeat the perforn-
ance on an annual basis, like a jaded co
median reprising a well-loved routine to
satisfy a restless andience.

In the course of his ten years as patty
feader, he has proven adept at finding new
ways of routing his erities, At tirst he was
able to play on the anxicety not Lo jeopurd-
e Pabour's chances of dislodging the
Tories. Then, in the year of the first elec-
tion victory, the “Partnership in Power’
regime came into foree, diverting incon-
venient debates aver policy through the
circuitous channels of the National Policy
Forum. The challenge for the left became
nol so much to win voles at conference
as to get the relevant issues on the agenda
in the first place. Nevertheless, there were
upsets for the leadership: over PELin 1999
(resolved by the ingenious method of get
tung conference to lake the vote again in
order 10 arrive a1 the right answer on its
sccond attempt): and over pensions in
2000, Three years ago, the shock of 97114
provided a ready-made excuse to close
down debute. The two subsequent con-
terences, however, saw inconvenient votes
against the plattorm over PEL (again) and
Foundation Hospitals  albeit votes that
the leadership pledged to ignore,

This year's gathering in Brighton, as the
last before the expected general election,
was particularly important for the audi-
ence beyond the conterence hall By
rights, it should have been an uncomfort-
able week for the leadership. June's To-
cal, European and GLA clections wore dis

astrous for [abour, which was pushed into
third place by the Liberal Demnocrats and
lost control of councils like Newcastle and
Swansea that it had held for several dec-
ades. Party membership is now at hall its
1997 level, following mass resignations
over the war and @ host of other issues,
and the level ol activisnn ts at a historically
low ¢bh. Blair’s craven connivance with
LIS aggression has brought such dishon-
our upon his party that the Liberal Demo-
crats are winning “safe’ Labour scats like
Brent Fast and Leicester South at by-elec-
tions (the narrow “victory” it Hartlepool i
the end of conference week was a huge
refiel for the leadership), and even the de-
spised Tories are beginning to make a come-
back in the opinion polls (notwithstand-
ing their disastrous fourth place resudt be-
lind the UKIP in Hartlepoaol). Moteover,
the continuing conflict in Irag - and. in
particufar, the plight of the British hostage,
Ken Bigley — meant that Blair would have
sore difficulty in presenting the invasion
and occupation as a suceessful war of lib
eration.

In the run-up to conlerence Blair was
furionsly seadmg signals 10 reassare the
world (and perhaps himsett) that he was
stll in charge, alter several months in
which his control over governinent and
party secemad increasingly precarious,
Having supposedly considered resignation
over the summer, he had apparently recov-
cred sufficient confidence to award key
positions 10 two of his closest support-
ers  both widely disliked in the party at
larpe: - with apparent unconcern for any
negative reaction: first installing Labour's
resident pantomime villain, Peter
Mandelson, as Britain's European Comn
misstoner and then making a Cabinet seat
available (or Alan Milburn, who is to "mas
termind’ the electton campaign — @ 1ole
previousty reserved for Gordon Brown.

The ‘Warwick Accord’

But while Blair has dealt imperiously with
his parliamemary colleagues, he has cho-
sen (o present a more conciliatory face to
his main counterweight in the party, the
trade unions. The Tuly mecting of the Na-
tional Policy Forum at Warwick University
= surely the most widely reported meeting
of that unglamorous body inits seven year
history
a historic compromise between the party
lcadership und the industrial wing ol the
movement: the 56 point ‘Warwick Accord”.
Leaders of the bip four unions publicly
celebrated a ‘watershed” in party-union
relations, with the party leadership ac-
knowledging. and agreeing 1o address, key
urion concerns on public services and
employment rights, Addressing the TUC
in Brighton, Blair and party chair lan

was supposedly the occasion of

MoCartney reathirmed their conunitment (o
this accord.

On closer examination, however, the
concessions won by the untons, while
worthwhile, hardly seem grounds for great

jubilation. For example, employers” abil-

ity to sack stuking workers as simply o
be deterred [rom eight weeks 1o twelve.
The govermment is to extend to tempo
rary workers the same employment rights
currently enjoyed by permanent statt - bu
this was alteady demanded by an BU di-
rective. And Blair has made a further com-
mitment to end the “two tier’” workforee.
whereby companies running owtsourced
public services are able to bring in new
cmployees on poorer pay and conditions
— yet change here was first promised 1n
2001, Of course, the tult set of measures
agreed will — if a third-term Labour gov-
crnment can be relied upon 1o carry them
out-- add up to wmodest but welcome shifi
in [avour of workers” rights. But these are
policies that ¢un be adopted tairly pain-
lessdy by the party leadership  that s,
without jeopardising the hard-won conli-
dence of big business and the right wing
media. More substantial items on the un
ons” hist of demands — such as the resto-
ration of the fink between pensions and
carnings  have been flatly rejected.
Marcover, Blaw has apparently sceured
the aceeptance of the key union leaders
that his public sector ‘reform’ agenda will
continue i the same direction and that
relations in the workplace will reminn fun
damentally unchanged. Inaddition, the “ac
cord” signals o penerally improved rela-
tionship hetween party and unmions, pro-
viding assurance that union support will
he Torthcoming - not least in tinancial
terms - as the election campaign gels
underway.

The whole Warwick experience con-
firms that there is little substance left
the idea of a unton “awkward squad’, pre-
senting a consistent chatlenge to govern-
ment policy. This concept, much beloved
ol the media, always concealed awide range
of political approaches, {rom the sott fell
Peentis/Curran end of the spectrum to the
more authenticalty militant Crow and
Serwotka. Mick Rixs election defeat within
Aslel and the departure from Labour of
the RMT and (Bl has weakened what
coliesion the group may have had. The
big lour leaderships have, in any case. i
creasingly been operating as a discrete
bloe.

While they reportedly reimain unhappy
with the New Labour agendu, they arc ob
viously prepared (o present a positive face
for the beneftt of theirr members and the
wider Labour-inchined electorate. The days
ol fractious union lcaders heeding warn -
ings not (o ‘rock the boat” v the run-up to
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an election are obviousiy St with us

The Iraq debate

The conterence saga ol the debate on ray
provided further contirmanon ol the new,
constiuctive” relittionshup. Last vear's
hard-won tule change, allowing CT Py and
alhiliates cacli o choose theie own hist ot
lour topies for “contemporary” debate,
meant that the acquicseence of the g tour
unions would not be sulficient o keep g
of I the agenda. CLP delegates duly se-
lected hrag for discussion i the “priorities
hallot” on Sunday
their four preferred topies - leaving the
unions 10 decide how 1o vote on the issue,
Atthe beginning of the week, it was pen

crally assimmed that at Jeast Unison and
the TGWLU id possibly the GMB. wonld
support a compasie motion opposing the
oceupittion, to be moved by Regent’s Park
amd Kensington CLP. By the evening be-
fore the debate. however, mtensive lobby-
ing by Blair and Striaew had secured the
backing of all the big Tonr tor a mealy-
mouthed NEC statement endorsing an on-
going British military comnritment, suppos

edly inthe cause of “a tederal, democratie,
unttied and pluralist Ty,

The rebel” composite, which dared (0
call Tor s date 10 e set for roop withdrawal
=i pohicy supporied by 71 per cent of the
British people, according 10 a4 Guardian
poll published the previous week - was
duly defeated by 80 pereentto 14 per cent.
The supportof a miority of CLP delegates
wits ensured by the usual methods of but-
Iying and misinformation on the part of
ministers and party officials, which also
brought about an cleventh hour with-
drawal by the Walthamstow CLP delegale
as seconder of the anti-occupation com-
posite, An bragi Kurdish speaker wis also
cynically wheeled out o plead with con-
ference not 1o “desert us in our hour of
need”. One wonders whether Straw would
have threatened o shoot her himself un-
less conference voted the right way, had
the outconie been in question.

An illustration of the Himsiness of the
umon hurcancrats’ comminnent 1o uphekl
their unions” policies is provided by Dave
Prentis. In an article in the Guerdian of
September 28 entitted "No time (o he
heads down, gohs shat' . he weote, “The fack
of trust on Trag has deatt a body blow 1o
the Lahour Party which we simply cannol
ignore.” Alter Tony Blaie's specch that day,
however, he told the same newspaper that
Blair was “wman who has 1the courage of
his convictions and he showed that when
he talked about Trag”, praising the prime
minister for comimg “as close us he conld
w apologising on WMD'

Howover, while the Warwick Poticy
Forum helped 1o buy Blair the co opera

albert as the (ourth of

fon of the union big guns, it also be

queathed a couple of controversial issues
to be addiessed by conterence, which re-
swtted in the two big deteats ol the lead-
crship in the course of the week. These
resulted from mohions on two important
wssues, which were defeated at the forum
but gained sufficient support 10 be put
betore conference as minority positions,
These called for the introduction of o level
playing ficld with repard to council hous-
my  adlowing Jocal authorities access 1o
the sime level of funds as housing asso
clations —and for “an integrived, account

able and publicly owned railway’. ‘These
ciinently reasorable propositions, which
would command overwhebming support
lrom the general public  let alone (he
party tmembership - survived the manoey-
veing, thanks to union support, and were
adopted by conference on the Sunday and
Monday, respectively. The wetl-estab
lished rule is, however, that conterence
s allowed 1o make policy only when its
decisions are amenable o the party lead-

ciship, and ratl renationalisation was duly
ruled out by Transport Secretary Alistair
Danling alter the vote, On council hous-
g, it seems that John Prescott might al
Teast pursue o compromise that would al-
low some councils to resume house build-
ny.

The big specches by the leader and pre-
sumed Cleader-in-waiting” obviously al-
racted much of the media attention in
conterence week (along with Bono's non
partisan appeal on behall of the Third
World). While Blair apparently removed
the word “sorry” from his speech at the
last minuie. some commentators made
muech of the fact that he admitted he had
been wrong about weapons of mass de-
struction - although it is hard to see how
he could have done otherwise, piven the
damning verdict of the Irag Survey Group
not long before, The real issue. which
continues to be avoided, ts of course tha
WMD were never more than an excuse
Tor ananvasion that would have been pur-
sued even il Saddam has dishanded his
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arnied forees and dumped alt ther weap-
ons in the waters of the Guif, Whide Blair's
speech was less strdent than Tast year's
no reverse gear” nonsense, his stalement,
Tonly know what [believe” stil sugrgrests,
rather chillingly, that his polictes will con-
tinue o be guided by some mner ruth to
which only he is privy, and which is un.
contaminated by evidence and lacts.
CGordon Brown's speech was, as usual,
peppered with vague allusions to a more
authentically "Labour” agenda, which were
seized upon by the party's incurable opl

mists as evidence of the better tmes o
come when Blar foally steps down. As
the Blairite colamnist Martin Keltle
shrewdly observed in the Guardian, how-
ever, "Brown has become i past master at
allowing people to projecton 1o him views
that he does not hotd®, uand his speech re-
alfirmed his commiamment to “competition,
[iberalisation and reform™. Those looking
tor ashilt to the feft will have (o fook else-
where Tor leadership.

The crucial question. then, st what Kind
ol shape is the Labour left in? While it
scored few victories at conference beyond
the two (no doubt, short-hved) suceesses
on  counvil  housing  and o ratl

renationalisation, this is not an aselt

srounds [or pessimism given that conter
coce is very much the terram ol the bo-
reaueracy. I as, adter all, dithealt to win
any game in which one’s opponent has
written, and constantly rewrites, the rules,
The failure of CLP delegates (o take [ull
advantage of the rule change on contem-
porary tesolutions — choasing three of the
sanie topics lor which the umons had al-
ready guaranteed a place on the agenda -
is disappointing but unsueprising. 1tis hard
tor the bulletins of the centre-lelt to com:
pete with the “brieting” sessions and arm
twisting of the burcaucrats, The only real
solation is tor CLPs 1o ensure that thew
delegates are better brieled and clearly
mandated before they feave home,
Orpanisationally, things are looking bet-
ter for the left than they have for some
time. The launch of the Labour Represen-
tation Conwnittee (LRCY in July was an
upbeat event, and the TLRC continues to
promise much — although st obviously re-
tiains to be seen what impact it will have
i the Tonger eem Alter barely more thin
ayear of existence. Save the Fabour Paity
(SULP) has done some excellent work in
popularising issues of pacty democracy
such as calling tor the election of the paty
chanr and campaigning against state fund
ing of political partics. Morcover, it bhas
launched the "umbrella” project to bring
together the vanous lefc and centre-left
groups within the party and attempt o pool
their resourees, which has already borne
fruit i the shape of o conference news

websae and bulletin service for delegates,
In addition to S this initiative is sup-
ported by the CLEPD, the Labour Campaign
for Open Locad Government, TLabour Re
form, Labowur Left Briefing, the Network
of Socialist Campaign Groups, the Social-
ist Campaign Groop of Labour MPs, the
Centre-Telt Grassroots Alliance, Char
tist. the Campaign for Sociulistm (Scot-
fand) and Welsh Labour Grassroots, This
list is isch impressive, but in reality the
very exislence of so many groups with
overlapping aims and activities is a fuxury
the Labour felt can ill altord, when the
pool of yvarlable activists 1s so small and
steadily diminishing. Making the best use
of the available resources is the tirst step
towards reversing the decline of the et
and reinviporating party democracy.

In the meantime, bowever, the left s al
least holding its position, fn the constitu-
ency section of this year's NEC elections.
the three sitting Grassroots Alliance can-
didates  Ann Black, Mark Seddon and
Christine Shaweroft — topped the poll (al
though the other three seats were taken
by right-wingers, leaving the remuining
metbers ol the Grassrools Allance slate
in cighth, ninth and tweltth placesy. The
number of voles cast, however, was less
than 30 per cent of the 1998 ligure:
211633 (the number of members voling
presumably being roughily a sixth of this).
This retlects the decline both in member-
ship und in activism in recent years. Nev
erthefess, among the remaining party
members, the message of the centre-ledt,

1o the extent that it s elearly distinguished
from the Blarite orthodoxy. contmues to
stethe achord, Atconference, activists will
always [ace the full weight ot the pasty
burcaucracy, the spin doctors and arm-
twisters. Delegates are prevailed upon o
put the party tirst', to put aside then per-
sonal concerns and eriticisms ind work
for a “historie third teem™. In addition, the
hurcaueracy is rowadays aided by the ab-
sence of delegates from many CLPs,
which have simply stopped going to con-
ference since the Partaership in Power”
process ook awiay much of their capacity
to engage indemocrane deaision- making,
Nevertheless, the left emerpes from con-
ference bloodied but unbowed  und po
entially in its strongest posttion for some
tume. While the New Labouwr Lthiul
struggle o put a brave Tace on years ol
povernment disasters, the felt speaks for
the nority of party activists, members
and voters, TE e can get its act together
orgamsationally, and particularly it can
work eftectively with the rank and [ile
trade union ledt. then it should be able 1o
(i around the situation it the party. Ac-
tvists should resist the usual pressure to
keep their mouths shut “for the pood ol
the party ™ inthe rup-up o next year's elec
tton. In the conference hall, the
apparatchiks and spin- doctors inay be able
to ensore that Bl pets his way, bul oul
side. in the real world, it is only the activ-
ists that keep the party teking over, s
about time that that strength was brought
lo bear. WA

et battle commence

It the announcement by Tony Blair that he would lead the Labour Party for a
third terim, but not a fourth, was designed to dampen down speculation about
who would succeed him, it has proved to be a major political miscalculation.
As one media pundit wittily observed, Blair has declared open season on
himself. If the next election is, as expected, sometime next year, the next but
one will be in about five or six years. A new leader will want to be bedded in for
about two years by then. Blair's announcement has ettectively fired the starl-
ing gun on a three-year leadership contest, assuming, of course, that he is not
forced out sooner. Some MP's are already saying that he should go sooner
rather than later. Blair must be the first tame-duck leader with a Commons
majority ot 158.

The re-emergence ol Blairite Atan Milburn and Blair's announcement of his
intentions when Gordon Brown was out of the country give a flavour ol the
manoeuvre and counter-manoeuvre of the next few years. Gordon Brown’s
ability, on special occasions, to use the vocabulary of the labour movement
rather than the board room makes hirn the favourite of many socialists in the
party who are sick of Blair and New | abour. But, as we argue here, and have
arqgued previously, the Blair v Brown contestis not one in which socialists can
take sides. However, the unpredictable nature of the coming penod gives so-
cialists in the Labour Party and trade unions a greater opportunity to fight
against war, privatisation and the ant-union laws, and to mount an effective
challenge to the authority of the New Labour clique. This struggle has to go up
a gear now. After all, when a leadership election comes along, we can't say we
weren't warned.
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Has
Respect
achieved
lift-off?

Do recent results in east London
mean that the Respect coalition
is on the verge of an electoral
breakthrough, asks

Charli Langford

I the Junce 10 clections. the votes for Re-
spect were prey much standaed for a lelt
ist electoral challenge. Despate the partict
pation ol the Mushim Associvion of” Brit
ain and George Galloway, the hoped-for
advanees on the Socialist Alliance tigures
were i general not made.

There were o few exceptions, however. In
the Greater London Asseinbly election,
Oliar Rahman gained 19,675 votes (13.5
per centy in the City and Fast constiluency.
covering the City of London and the T.on-
don Boroughs of Tower Hamlers, Newhann,
and Barking and Dagenham. Lindscy Gier-
man gained 17,585 votes in the London
mayoral clection from that area as well.
Most ol these votes came front Tower Hian -
lets and Newhant. In the Buropean Parlin
ment election, the Respect list headed by
Georpe Galloway topped the poll in Tower
Hamlets with 10,611 votes - narrowly
heating Tabour's 10103 — and came see-
ond to Fabour's [8,078 voles in Newhan
with 11,784,

Subscequently, on July 29, Oliur Rahman
won the council by election for Respect in
the St Dunstan’s andd Stepney Green ward
of Tower Hamtets with 878 votes (Lib
Nems 754, Lahour 378 Tory 445, NIF172).
On September 8, i Tower Hamlets, Paul
McGarr gained 635 votes Tor Respeel in
Millwall ward (Tovy clected with 838, 1.4
hour third with 371, Independent 195, Lib
Dem 150),

Do these votes indicate o breakthrough
(or Respect”? Sadly, the answer mustbe "no’.
None ol the three clections can be seen as
particuarly meaninglul - the by-clections
would nor change the power batance on the
council and none of the Iune 10 clections
were treated particulirly seriomsly, so there
was plenty ol scope lor protest voting. Bug

[z more important is the natwe of the arciw

Due to the proximity of the London
docks, Tower Hamlets and (o a Jesser ex
tent Newhamn have been primaey immugra
tion arcas [or i Jeast two bundred years,
and despite the demise of the docks they
continue to be so due to family links and 1o
the clothimg trade in the aea. (Thstorically,
clothing has been a Tavoured trade for -
migrants beciuse 1t s very cheap to set up
s weelb-snited 10 homie based piecewuork,
so the snngrant capitalists have been able
o e fear of racism o super exploit their
own communily). The polities of the arca
has fora long time been an amialgaam of -
dinonal Brinsh party polities and (he poli-
tics of the ongamal countries ol the inuni
erant populations, The arca elected a com-
munist MP, Phil Picatin, during the 19349-

£S5 war, based on the Jewish ghettoes of

Stepney.

More secently, proupmgs front the Bang-
ladeshi comsmunity have colonised paris of
haoth the Tabour and Liberal parties. There
lias aalso been a racist backlash - froan the
mtd-70s to the carly 90s the arca hgured
highly in the calewdanons of the far rght,
and an the mid 80s the Lib Dems won con-
vol of the councit on the basis of the o
sentiadly racist policy known as *Sons and
Daughters', under which council housing
priority wis grven to those with parents al
ready living in the borough - which ubvi-
ously discriminated against new, mainly
Banghkudeshi, amvals.

For these reasons, the areivbas been very
politically volatile. The currentinumigration
wive - city financiers and the ke moving to
the Isle of Dogs — has now helped 1o clect
the Tirst Conservative councillor for at least
A0 years, i the arca where Paud MeGiarr came
second lor Respect and where, 12 years ago,
Derek Beacon of the BNE was infamously
clected

Today, abott SO per cent of the popula
tion of Tower Hamlets is Muslim, mamnly
from Bangladesh and Somalia, most of
whom are strongly opposed to the Wesr's
intervention in Irig, seetng 1tas a war against
Musliins.

The local Tabour Parties must bear a greal
deal of the blame Tor theit own defeats in
the council elections. Drespite every local
1 abouwr Party body votng to oppose the Irag
war  {rom the council Tabour group.
through the Local Government Conuiliee
and the General Commitiees of both con
stituencies in the arca, to many of the wards
themselves — there has been no presence
{tom any ol them at any of the anti-war ac
fivities in the borough. Less than a dozen
1 abour Party members have attended any
anti-war meetings. The most public Tabour
figares in the arca have been the fwo MPs —
Oona King and Jim FitzPateick. both oul
and-oul Blairite warmongers, 'The faet that

both MPs were reselected without a con-
test, even though they were known 1o he
proowar and (he parties had aleeady declared
agamst the war, speaks volumes for how
opportunist, unprincipled, and out-of-touch
the panties are. The elections report at the
Septeher meeting of the Bethnat Green
and Bow party dismissed the war as “just
one of @ number of issues’ that were (o
blame tor the deleats  despite e et that
Labour had been trounced by o new pary
with no history whose mujor difference
with Labour was the wai!

Some Labour Purty members have de-
nounced Respect for splitting the vote in
Millwall and allowing the Tory in. Such a
response would be reasonable if Respect
had gathered a simall pereentage of Labour's
votes. Bat sinee Respeet gained more votes
than Labour such a position s fudicrous. 1t
wontld be marginally less crazy to suggest
that Fabour had sphit Respect’s vote!

The real issue  as Workery Action i
consistently arpoed - is whether the best
tactic of the leftis to Gight mside Labour to
win it or (more likely) to ereate a spli that
would have the support of the organised
bodics of the Eabour moveimnent and at least
a sizeable nunority of the party, or o ap-
peat direcdy o the masses over the head off
the Tabour Party, as Respect s attempting
todo. Given that the direct appeal tactic has
at least three separate drawbacks - it con
cedes the advantage ol unchallenged orpani-
sation within Labous to the party leadership,
i fails 1o understand the political linkage
of (he trade union burcaucracy 1o the Ta
bour Party, and it {ails 10 understand the
level of joyalty of the working class o
‘their” party il scenins o us that fighting
within Labour is preferable. And this is with-
out considering the dangers inherent in the
Respect project itselt, the chiel of which
is that differences between the socialist ¢l
cments and the Mushim Association of Brit
ain/George Galloway axis nuay cause asplit
wihich could create the nucleus of a right
wing refigious party, i not a specitically
[slatnic one,

There are strong tamows that Galloway
will fight the Bethnal Green and Bow seat
against Oona King at the next general elee
tion. On current showings there 1s a strong
chance that he could win it H Labous 's 1e-
sponse is 1o tivialise the war issuc and to
rely on aswing (o the mam parties i agen-
cral election, they ace showing a misunder -
standing of the focality that tay prove ta
tal. However, that 1s not to say that Respect
is a senions challenge (o Labour anywhere
¢lse = in the Hartlepool by-election on Sep-
tember 30, 30 was onee again the Lib Dems
who benelited from the defection from
T abour, although not enough w win them
the seat, while Respect polled just L8 per

cenl. WA




All out for
Fawkes
sake!

Civil servants are set to strike
across Britain on November 5.
Richard Price, PCS Group
Executive chair at the Office for
Nationa! Statistics, examines the
background

On November S assumingir yes vole tina
ballot 1o be held in the first thiee weeks ot
October = 300,000 members of the Public
and Comiercial Services union will take
strike action n detence ol jubs, services
and pensions. 16 will be the bigpest Civil
Service strike sinee the one against iarkel
testing exactly [ years carher.
In July, the povernmnent’s speading re
view for the next three years anpounced
an unprecedented attack on civil servants’
jobs. working conditions and pensions.
® 54,150 Civil Service posts are 1o cut
by April 2008

® 20.000 posts in Civil Service organt-
sations linked 10 the Scottish parlia
ment. the Welsh Assembly, local gov
ernment and in Northern Trelamd are
alser 1o o

® 20,000 posts are to be retocated from
London and the South Fast;

® Plans are underway to introduce not
paying the first three days of sick
feave, (o raise the pension age i 2000
(0 65 for new entrants, and for ali civil
servants under the age ot 50 in 2012,

To justily what amounts 1o the bigyest
single attack ever on the public sector,
government propaganda has resorted to
ritual attacks on waste and bureaucracy,
and pledges 1o transfer stalf from
backroon duties (o front fine service de-
tivery, The tabtoid press has seized on this
to round on civil servants as useless time-
servers walting for [t penstons - even
though any remotely objective analysis
shows that they are among the lowest paid
public sector workers. And these cuts will
fall hardest upon Tow -pakld junior stalf,
many of whom are women or from i
notity ethnic groups - making amockery
of government cotmmitiients to cquality
and diversity, Those who retain the jobs
will be taced with increased workloads and
SUCSS.

This pre election grandstanding doesn’(
add up. In many departments and agencies
not directy involved in direet service de-
livery. the distinction between (he
backroom and the front line is Tarpely
meaningless. In those with w direct serv-
ice delivery Tunction, like benefits and
pensions, the two are interdependent, as
anyone whoe has tricd © sort oul a prob-
lem clann knows,

The degree ol agreement across pany
tes in parbament has been striking, with
the main issue tor the Tories and Liberal
Democrats being whether the promised
cuts can be delivered. Most London MPs,
including some on the lelt of the parti-
mentary party, aceept the cabionale for
tansferring jobs out of London, ¢ven
though it means m most cases moving
posts Tromy an arca of higher unemploy -
ment 10 arcas ol lower unemployment.
Normally of -message Newporl West MY
Paul Flyan has hailed the transter of 600

jobs from my own department 1o his con-

stituency as a “sweet jobs victory .o a
stupendous day for Newport™ — cven
though it means the likelihood of redun
dancy tor hundreds of London civil serv-
ants, and cuts elsewhere in Wides will
tean i net Joss ol jobs,

First Minister Rhodsi Morgan also gave
ewsm Websh welcome’ o the refocation
*We have been lobbying very hard for
these jobs 10 come to Wales under the
government’s dispersal programme,” he
saich. The “clear red water” Motgan wanted
to put between Wales and Westininster
seens (o have gone  strong shade of
gree,

Challenge to Brown

Ondy o small number of MPs Ted by the
chair of the PCS parliimentary proup, Jobin
McDonnett, have been prepared to chal
lenge the rationale of Gordon Brown's dris-
tie short termism, For most MPs, the penny
doesn’t seem (o have dropped that 1t s
abinostimpossible o deliver improved serv
ices and greater efficiencies, while cotting
nearly one in five civil servants, wid tura-
ing departments upside down with
relocations, freezes onrecruitment and the
resulting collapse of morale and mereased
stress. In some departients, new “visions’
for shiny Buprovenients in output seein to
be based on business plans and costings
scribbled on the back ot a Tag packet.
PCS has faunched a broad-based re-
sponse. involving adverts, a wide range of
leaflets, fringe mectings at the TUC, La-
bonr and Liberal Democrat conferences,
a Jobby of Labour Purty conterence, and
bricfings 10 MPs and select committees.
Moembers of the Labour Representation
Commitice in PCS managed to get lour
Constituency Labour Parties to submit o

CONIPOrary motion on the culs 1o party
copjerence,

Right now, activisls have 1o cutacioss a
number of currents ol opinwon among civil
servants. Among some older workers
there s a feeling that they ve seen i all
helore. Revicws come and go and 'l
probably come w nothing, Yes Mmister-
style. Among others, there is a sense of
resipnation, that i°s afl inevitable. But
there are also very positive indicatons 1o
puild on. Union membership is growimy
rapidly, and there has beenagrowmg will
inpness 1o take strike action over pay in
the past vear, especially in the huge Be
partment for Work and Pensions, which
las seen three two-day strikes in the past
year

Campaign on all fronts
I requires i campaign on all fronts - n
dustriad action, publicity, parliamentiny ac-
tivity, and tegal chadlenges v relution 1o
employmentand equality legislation. There
are carly signs that any attempl to enforee
the mobility clause in many civil servants’
contracts when relocating posts could fail,
and departimentat managements are notice:
ably wary of the implications ol the Rage
Reltions {Amendimenty Act 2000 in rela
ton 1o the duties 1 places on public bod-
ies to uphold and promote diversity Trans
ferring larpe numbers ol posts from .on-
don to much less diverse arcas tuns di-
rectly contrary to the spirit of the Act,
Nobhody is under any iflusion that the
one day strike on November S will halt
the cuts onits own, But it will play an
important part in developing amass can
paign, and combating the negative stere
otypes of pen pushers and faceless, wasle-
ful burcancrats tostered by government.
Tacticully, attempting o calt sustained
action at this stage, when in some depart-
ments cuts will not hite for some time 1o
come. might well be counter-productive.
But further industriad action will be nec
essary. While mobilising the eatire niem-
bership of the union is important, itis in-
creastngly clear that PCS witl alse have
1o revisit whether selective action by stra
tepic proups of workers is the most ef

fective torm, WA

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

for a selection of articles
from back issues
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Blunkett’'s
law

The democratic right to criticise
religion will be threatened if the
Home Sccretary’s proposed law
against inciting religious hatred is
passed. Charli Langford
explains why

Citing as an excuse the pleas of Muslim
leaders and organisations, David Blunkett
IS again trying 1o bring i a law against ‘in-
citement o religious hatred™. His previ-
ous attempt, under the November 2001
Anti-terrorisin, Crime and Sceurity Ball,
was abandoned for fear that the entire bill
would tail in the House of Tords; the only
part to pet through was the addition of a
‘rehigiously aggravated” clause to some
existing crimes. Blunkent has acknowl-
cdped (hoasttully, some say) on the fo-
duy radio programme that this was almost
certainly by oversight, but rather than rem-
edy this he intends to take Tull advantage
of it.

This is the measure of the man. Comn-
bining New Labour authoritarianism with
personal social conservatism, contemp-
twous of those he calls the liberain’ who
raise perty questions of human rights and
unanticipated conseguences, he plays 10
the dark side - fear, prejudice and vengre-
ance. s promotion of identity cards s
fuelled by a supposed terrorist threat, as
are his continuing powers ot detention.
He wanis secret trials of terrorist suspects
with vetted defence counsel. He enforeed
the suspension of the chiel constable of
Humberside because he had tailed 1o
spread unproven altegations about the
Soham murderer, Jan Huntley. He is pro
posing 10 make all erimes arrestable of
fences, e wanis (o remaove the right 1o
jury trial lor some offences and 10 lower
the eriterion for proof from “heyond rea-
sanable doubt’ to “on the balance of prob
ability" for others to ensure more convic-
tions — at a time when the prison popula-
tion is a record levels. He supports the

televising of deportations,

Religion in Britain

Britain today is nominaily a Christian coun-
try but apart from the disputed six county
north of Irefand statelet it s in practice
secular. About seven per cent of the popu-
lation attend rehgious services regularly.

‘There is some hangover ot a Christian past
— only the Christian religion is protected
by the archaic blasphemy laws (but the
most recent successtul prosecution was

aver 80 years ago, i 1921). A daily act of

collective religious worship (not speaifi-
cally Christian) 1s required in schools, but
i urban areas a mjorily ol schools ignore
this. The monarch is head of the state cull,
the Church of Lngland, and 26 Bishops are
members of the upper government body,
the (unclected) House of Tords. No other
religious group is recognised, although
Jews and Stkhs wre defined as particular
cthnie (but not reltgious) groups under the
laws against racial hatred. The New 1a-
bowr government, in power suce May
1997, has reneged on promises (o relonm
the House of Lords (which would have
removed the Chostian clergy from then
privileged governmental role). Muslims
have attempied to extend the blasphemy
laws to cover Islam (in atteiupting 1o pros-
ceute Sadman Rushdie over his book, The
Satanic Verses) but the law has been con-
lirmed as defending only Christianity.

Muslims under attack

It is elearly true that ertticism of Islam has
become muore public since the attack on
the World Trade Center in New York, and it
is also true thit there have been calls 1o
hate, attack and take revenge on "Mus-
lhms'. Neither of these facts justifies
Blunkett's proposed religious hatred law,
‘Muslims’ is a code word that carries ex
actly the same message as *Pakis’; in this
context it doesn’t mean “followers of 1s-
L™ any more than the latter means *Pa-
Kistams’. It is a term of racist abuse lor
all people from, roughly, the Indian sub-
continent, irrespective ol nationality or
religion. The only reason the word *Mus-
[im™ 18 now being used 1s to try to rein
torce vacis i others by reference 10 the
cvents ol September 11,2001,

it is already illegal 1o incite attacks
against anyone - something that makes
the existing laws against incitement on
race grounds (which serve as the model
for the religious hatred laws) fuirly point-
less. But while it might be argued that a
Law against hatred based on race would not
do actual harm, the same 18 not true for a
religious hatred law.

Personal choice

[.iheral commentators have made this point
by arguing thatone's religion is a personal
choice, unlike one’s ruce, sex, or {probably)
sexual orientatton which are genetically
determined and therefore outside personal
control. This argument is frue in an ab
stract, iealised sense but it 1s totally inad-
cquate. It does not address what religson
ts, nor does it understand the reality of the

ttves of most people. There are a huge
number of factors that prevent people mak
ing choices on religion. Some lack the in-
tellectual capacity to do so; some find the
question of no interest; some may nol want
to offend friends or relatives; some wear
rehigion as a badge of dentity or solidar-
ity; some are in fear of sanctions if they
question established religion - there are
places and communitics where apostates
are shunned, expelled and even executed.

Religion as a form of social
control
The mostimportant thing about religion is
that it s a tform ol social control. Every
religion has a sociat agenda and frequently
that agendais to be tound far more clearty
expressed in the practice of the religion
than in the doctrine. Right wing interpre
tattons of Roman Catholicism and Islam,
for example, will promote respectively
the “tuen the other cheek’ and ‘whatever
happens is the will of Allah’ fatalism tha
supports the existing sociab order, particu-
larly in a less developed country where
natural or social disasters are more fie-
quent and Jess controllable. The Protes
tint work cthic and a ‘render unto Caesar’
mentality may be appropriate in the more
advanced states. Such soctal agendus are
not always right wing — Christian-bascd
liberation theology has been a major fac-
tor insocial struggles in Central and South
America, and in Britain Quakerism and
primitive Methodism have played o sup-
portive role in the workers” movemnent,
But overall, the religious agencia bas been
overwhelmingly to support the more con
servative interpretations of the status quao.
For any democratic system (o work, cach
and every social agenda has 1o be subject
to criticism which may well be severe. It
1s perfectly reasonable to hate a creed and
to try to get others to hate that creed also;
most people hate fascism, for example.
Religions as social forees are specifically
open o ridicule because of what they
have in common — the explictt appeal to
faith, which means that the central tenets
ol the system have to be accepted with no
supporting evidence whatsoever. The pass-
ing of a law against religious hatred will
destroy this central democratic principle
of {reedom 1o criticise. The adherents of
any beliet system will be able to claim
that criticism of some aspect of their doc-
trine is an attempt to incite hatred against
them.

The law protects the
government. ..

Blunkett's law as itis currently formulated
does recognise this problem — bat has at-
tempted to resolve it in the standard pat-
romsing, authoritarian New Labour way
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and has thercfore only exacerbated it
Blunket will prevent [rivolous use of his
law by allowing only the Attorrey Gen-
eral to mitate prosecittons. This solation
canonly work if the Attorney General s a
heing of superhumar levels of principle,
honesty, and communication skills.

in fact, the Atomey General's role now
has no credibility whatsoever because the
vovernment tried to use it o provide le
aal justilication Tor the invasion ol brag,
The povernment withdrew the prosccution
of Kathertne Gun under the Official Sc-
crets Act whien it became clear that the
Attorney General's legal advice regiding
the war would have 1o be made public il
the prosecution went forward. 1t doesn™
need a bratn the size of a plimet to realise
that this advice cither i) doesn’ L exast, ar
h) is so tlawed and incompetent that while
the povernment was prepared 1o o (o war
on il 1t wasn't prepared o subject at (o
any entical examination. To give the Al-
torney Generidl — ar by extension any
ather ofticer of so dishonest 4 govern
ment - sole power o mitiade prosecutions
under Blunkett's retigious hatred law
wiakes it ahsolutely elear that such pros
ceutions would be launched agamst those
the government constders s enemies
while allowing immnuntty to s Iriends

... and attacks the left

Rut the mere existence ol the law on the
sttute book s hikely to enloree journal
istic selt censorship. i not censorship by
publishers and the distribution miedia,
Those considering making some com-
ment apainst i rediplons view or practice
would have to consider whether they or
their target were more 1 New Labour’s
good hooks before speaking. It might-he
uselul 10 consider a few scenarios, se
fected to be of particular interest to those
of a lelt persuasion:

In the light of current suggestions o
restrict the abortion vw oo the basis of
cachier foetal viability due o technolopi-
cal advunce. a re-estabhished National
Abortion Catepaign night suggest that
certain reltgious groups opposed to abor
ton were supporting the oppression of
wanien by denying (hem freedom of
choice in the maner, Said religrous groups
might then claim that labelling them as
oppressors of women would incite hatred
against them.

A gay activist carries a placard saying
‘Islam Nazis behead and burn queers”.
Muslims claim incitement to religious
hatredl.

Pro-Palestinian demonstrators ¢laim
that the Jewish bebiel that isracl was given
to the Jews by God s merely a justifica-
tion for the oppression ol Palestinians.
Jews claim incitement 1o religious hatred.

T .

A newspaper carries an article clanmuog
that freemasonry 1 wicked and corrupt
because freemasons conspire (o diserimi
nate against non-masons in business and
soctal mstitutions, Freemasons clatm
citement to religious hateed (the proposed
[egaslation refuses to define what o reli
gion s, leaving the door open 1o many
groups (o claim that they are being dis
criminated againsty,

Freedom of criticism under
attack
There are many other scenarios whete the

ledt may have fess immediate coneern or

in Jact may be exurencely apposed (o the
view heing sappressed. But it s still nee-
essary (o permi the view to be expressed
inorder to defend the principle of freedom
ol discussion and crineism, Salman
Rushdic must be [ree 1o wrile The Satanic
Verses: ban Paisley must be allowed 1o de-
cry the Pope as the “anuclwist's films Tike
Monty Python’s Life of Brian must be al-
fowed 1o be made:sand even Mel Gibson's
the Passion of the Chrest, heavily et
cised for being anti-Jewish his to be de
tended.

Blunke's a bright bloke. and even it he
tied o chuna he was notawire of the pos-
sible uses of his Lo there has been sulli-
cient media uproar 1o edify him, He's a

democrat in so far as he has to he i order

(o mamtain his position, but his et
comment indicates contempt for any fur-
ther sensibiliiies. The Antorney General
may be let loose on a number of tarpets
probably the [ar right, ess probably the
niddhng 1o tar left, almostcertwnly on Abu
fLamza, less certainly on other extreme
Muslims or Christians, He defimitely won't
be takmg onmainstrean religions,

Social conservative

As Taras s known, Blunkett is not hisell’

arcligious person. But the social conserva-
tive recognises that in general the ofticial
representatives of established religion are
likely to be his political allics. Having op
posed the equalisation of the age of con-
sent for gays, Blunkett showed himsell o
be on the far right of the cabinet io his
reaction 1o the repeil process of section
28 ot the Local Government Act (the noto
rious clavse against the ‘promoting” of
homosexuatity in schools).

Despite repeal of this fepislation being
part of New Labour s manitesto, he did all

he could to prevent it happening short of

openly splitting the cabinet on it he ac
cepted the contention of the anti gay and
anti-lesbian bigots that it was possible 1o
‘promote’ a sexual orientation: he altied
with the major Christian, Muslim, Jewish
and Hindu leaders (who were unilormly
anti-homosexual) and declared them to be

representative of the views of the people’
atatime when polls showed majority sup
port lorrepeal he even included Cardinal
Winning (who was organising i homopho-
hic campatign agamst the gepeal witlrothe
extreme right wing mavericks hike Brian
Souter ut the tmey as part ol his panet ol
representatives.

The final sculement of this dispute wins
described by o Chureh ol Enghand spokes-
i as follows: The deal thatis being done

L Is that we won’t go to the wire over
section 28, inexchange tor greater clarity
over the guidelines.” Blunkett, as Educa
tion Scorctary. announced the new gude
fines  which promote "narriage and teadi-
tional Gl tite”. Winle the abhorrentanti
lramosesual wording has gone, inmany
ways (his represents e retreal inthat now
uemarried heterosexuals are beng dis-
criminated agamstas welk Recentrevela
tions about Blunkels personal lile have
exposed s opportunism and hypocrisy
i this area.

An attempt to shore up the
‘Muslim vote’

So b he is personally nat religious, he s
awine of the dingers 1o democracy i his
proposed Law, and he agrees that there s
no need forareligious hateed Taw anywiy,
why is he doing this and why s Labour
supporting hom?

Baswcally, he's trying to undo the dam
age the lrag war has done to New Laibour.
Hle understands that many Muslims sce
1the whole “war on terror” as ant Muslin,
and the iflepal Trag adventure as ameas
ure of how lar Bush will po und how far
Nuw Fathour will tollow him. He has seen
the vole tat Respect = “the party that de
tends Muoshms™. as they describe them-
selves  has gained mothe aieas with the
biggrest Muslim population. He may even,
it he has been following the fine detl.
have noticed that Mushm organisations
are determining the shape of Respeat’s
polities and so may fear the possible de-
velopment of an explicidy Mushn party
in Britain that would damapge New Labour
(which has the largest part ol the Muoslim
vote in Britwiny lar more than the Fornes
or Lib-Dems.

Fhe religious hatred Liw is New Labour’s
attempt to piteh itselfas Muslimn friendly
by carrying out ameasure that many ol
the Jeading Mustin organisations wani,
that super ficially “levels the playing Lield”
and removes some Christian privilege. It
is a cynical vole grabbing exereise and
nothing more. The tact that it passed it
would be o huge negative pressure on
demociatic discussion and another (ool
with which (o suppress dissent is prob-
ably seen by Bliar and Co as merely o mi-
nor secondary benefit. WA
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Reject the
EU
constitution

The left should be preparing its
own campaign for a no vote in the
promised referendum on the EU
constitution, says Nick Davies

In the run-up to the negotiations over the
EU constitution, Jack Straw promised the
Confederanion of British Industry that “We
will tnsist that . . . the Charter of Fundi-
mental Rights creates no new rights under
nattonal Taw, so as not o upset e balanee
of Britain’s industal relatons policy’. 11
seems that New Labour was as good as its
word. Blair returned from the Brossels
mecting boasting that “Thatcher's anti-un-
ion krws remained intact, So, soothing words
for middle England and a caleulated insult
to mulhions of tade unionists, giving us an
e of how Blair will try (o sell the consti-
tution in the referendum promised tor af-
ter the next election.

There is un clement of truth in what the
government is saying sibout the constitution
being a udying up exercise’. [Cmcorporates
most of the articles i twe Treaty ol Rome,
the Stngle European Act, and the Maasirich,
Amsterdam and Nice treaties. But. as Darren
Williams explained in ‘LU25: o« brave new
world? (Workers Action No.26), the con-
stitution goes further in that it removes the
veto, granted to member states by the Nice
Treaty, over decistons 1o open international
trade negotiatons in heahh and education,
Now, the Furopean Commission has the
sole right 10 enter into negotiations at the
WTO through the GATS (General Agree-
ment on Trade m Services) process, which
aimns W open up public services all over the
world 1o privatisation. Thus, the new con
stitution youkes together the dominant fea-
tures of the BEuropean intepration process:
neo-liberal cconomies; and, in the appro-
priation of yet more decision-making pow-
ers (o the unelected Compnssion, a pro-
lound democratic deficit, The extension of
Qualificd Majority Voting is justified by the
expanston ol the LU 10 25 states, but the
conflict between expunsion and the exist
ence ol wnational veto could have been dealt
with by an increase in the powers of the only
directly elected body in the LU, the Parlia
ment. Of course, it would be naive to think

that that was ever going to be on the cards,
The appointment of Peter Mandelson as KL
trade comnussioner is entirely in Keeping with
the direction taken by the LU, His predeces
sor, Pascal Lamy, himsell no {riend of the
poor, has suggested that Mandelson will
actas o Trojan horse to promote Anglo-US
neo-liberal policies. This is exactly why
Maundelson got the job. Mandelson is up to
his neck in the ‘Lisbon process’ which
cierged from the Lisbon summit of 2000,
described in approving terms by Blair as a
move away {rom the ‘social regulation
agenda of the 1980s and instead a direction
of enterprise, innovation, competition and
cmployment’.

What about the Chatrter ol Fundamental
Rights, incorporated into the constitution”?
Docsa™ that make it wortlesupporting ! But
the Charter is only 1o be interpreted in ac-
cordance with ‘national traditions’ — those
“traditions” apparently including the most
restrictive anti unjon Jaws i any Western
democriaey, thanks o that last minute
amendment, seceured at the CBI'S request,
that workers in Britiwn should not get any
new rights,

It was this development which prompted
Tony Woadley and Derck Simpson, general
secretaries of the TGWU and Amicus re
spectively, 1o fire o furtous broadside at
Blair ¢"We can’t back a yes vowe', Guard-
ran, June 30), accusing him ol demobilis
ing polential support among the trade un-
wn movement for the BEuropean Unijon, and
for i ves vote, by retusing to allow the Char-
ter of Tundamental Rights to improve Brit-
ish workers' rights, Because of Blair's des-
perition to appease big business and the
Furosceptic right, they arpued, Briush
workers will be second -class citizens:
casier to exploit, casier to ignore and casicer
to sack than anywhere else in the EUL As
they put it, ‘the Government has drawn its
Luropean red lines in the wrong place, We
are not in the heart of Europe, but in the
wallets of big business, and there are no
votes in that”.

Powerfully put, and in what it says about
both Blair and the effect of his actions on
trade imion support {or the ELU constitution,
correct. However, Woodley and Simpson
seen (o be implying that it it were not for
Blair's backsliding, the EU constitution
would be something that trade unionists
could support. This is taking the right-wing
Furosceptics’ position that the LU 15 some-
how semi socialist (and to them, an anath-
ema) at face value. As we argued in *Say no
to the Buro!” (Workers Action No.24), the
existence of faws and guarantees concern-
ing the rights of workers do not contradict
the operation of the frec-market in the U,
[nstead, they seek to give it a legal and in-
stitutional basis, vepresenting a break (rom
the fascism and dictatorship, in Germany

and Italy at least, hefore 1945, and reflect-
ing (he influence of continental European
socil-demaocracy and Christian democ-
racy. It ts less hursh and brutal than the
Anglo-Saxon model of the USA and Brit-
ain, but s justanother way of organising o
market econony, and the Chacter should be
seen as an atlempt, by granting some posi-
tive rights, to co opt into the project the
leadership of the EU's trade unions.

Charter or no charter, socialists must op-
pose the constitution and therefore in the
referendum they should be voting no.
Won't we be in danger of heing indistin-
guishable from the ripht-wing Lurosceptics
in the Tory party and the UK Tndependence
Party? Only it we have no conlidence in our
politics and we fail to put the socialist ob-
Jection o the constitution clearly. Liven
when we we arguing against something that
binds the parhaments of member states,
such as the Stabtlity and Growth Pact, this
does not represent a capitulation to nation-
alisn. Where the powers and insttutions
of the nation states of the EU, which in-
volve a process of palitical participation,
albeit within the parameters ol parltamen
tary democracy, are usurped by undemo
cratic, unaceountable bodies whose crecd
1s neo-liberalism, 1t s not in itsell reac-
tionary to oppose those usurpers. The ques-
tiont 1s, how do we do 1?7 The Tories and
UKIP will be checering for their own unac-
countable, unelected institutions: the
Crown, the judiciary and the House off
Lords. Soctalists would he seeking to hink
up with workers throughout the EU and, cru-
cially, with those workers in Eastern Fu
rope currently excluded from fortress Fu-
rope’, o fight against privatisation, for the
defence of jobs and services, and for the
transfer of power from the Comimission
and the Council of Ministers 0 the Buro-
pean parliament.

The leftmust link up with European work
ers tonount a loreetul and wuculate cinn-
paign for & no vole. 1 it does not, then ei-
ther Blair will wan the referendum, and the
EU could be saddled with an undemocratic,
Thatcherite constitution, or Blair witl tose,
but the winners of the argument will be seen
to he the Larosceptic right of the Tories
and UKIDP shifting the mid-point of polits
cal discussion even further to the right.

WA
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Descent
into chaos

Simon Deville looks at the latest
situation in Iraq, where armed
opposition to the occupation
forces is growing daily

105 casy Tor opponents ot the war 10 be
st ind compliacent — not Jeast hecause
alimost every new event in relation 10 lray
only serves o underline just how wrong
the clatms of supporters of the war have
proved to be, and how much of the analy
wsof the anti war movement has been vin-
dicated. Whether on the question of lray’s
non existent WML stockptles, the tegal
ity ot the war, the hind of welcome that
oceupying troops weee hikely o receive
froms bragps, the ability ol the invaders o
impose order through foree, or the abil-
iy of the US and Brtain to reconstroct
what they have destroyed, the anti war
soverent has been proved sight and the
warmongers' claims have been demon-
strated to be palpably absurd,
Uafortunately, the extent 1o whicl we
have heen proved correct only underlines
just how little povernment policy has been
changed by public opinion and mass ac
tivism over the past two years, However
mneh Blair hides behind degal sophistry
and dodgy ingaines, it has been apparent
throwprhom that he has consistently fied
about the war and that he bad already
asreed Lo support Bosh's war long betore
any discussions took place in the UN Se-
curity Council. The 1wo dossiers were
developed to make o case lor war alter
the Tact, as was the tegal adviee [rom the
Attorney General, Recently leaked
memos roim the Cabimet Oftice and For-
cien Office have shown that Blair was
warned ol the likely resubts of occupying
lrag. while a leaked document from the
Pentagron has underlined that Britain was
mvolved in war preparations as carly as
June 2002, although Blair was publicly

denying this was the case months fater. 1

the stir these leaks has caused has been
limited, it's partly because they simply con
lirm what most people knew (o be the case
anyway. Opinion polls over the past six
months have shown a steadily growing
neyonty opposed to the reasons for war
and neither believing nor trusting Bl

The problem is that this sn’t enough,
Despite what must be one of the Jargest
potitical movements in Briish history.
Blaie is still in office. with Charles
Kennedy looking depressingly like his
most credible political challenger. On one
fevel this iy a damning idictiment of the
inabitity ot the movement to eflect po-
liticul change. But on another level ithas
siimply demonstrated the extent to which
the political system has been able to wall
itself oft from public influence.

But while the government seems o be
almost entively insulated [rom the rising
tide of distrust, Blair is damaged goods.
Whether he survives for a few months, or
past the general efection, his reputation
has been permanently tarnished. 41 he does

remain as leader throughout most of a
third term, as he has announced, the rilt
between the Fabour leadership and the
rank and Lile can only deepen, with possi-
hly disustrous resudts for the party.

The latest promise unravelling betore
onr very eves iy tiat the purpose of 1e-
vitne change is to bring democtacy to lrigg.
Far trom the resistance consisting of
sremmnants of the ofd cepme’, it has be
come abuadantly clear that opposition fo
the occupation is widespread, multe-fac-
cted and erowmg daily. There has heen
much attention given 1o the abduction and
Killing of forcigaers - something that iap-
pens o Iragis o omuch wider scade with
virtuatly no Western mediaartention but
this is only w very small and particularly
objectionable section of the resistance.
Opposition 1o the occupation is alinost
wniversal. Much ol it is peacelul, thoaph
the armed resistance s undonbledly sig-
miicant, and a number ol towns and cities
have beconte de facto no-go arcas lor
Coalition troops,

The response of the occupation loree
has been aerial bombardiment and collee
tive punishment, only deepening the ha-
red and resentiment felt by fragis, To date,
most resistance is organesed on a local
level with listle apparent national co or
dination. But the bistory ol every colo-
nial occupation ells us that @ national
movement witl develop over time, and that
the situation for the Coabition forees will
only get worse. ‘The month of September
alone saw neinly 2400 aemed attacks,

Iragi democracy - US style
Apainst the backdrop of a steadily woss-
ening sitwation, Avad Allawi, hewd of the
LS appointed meertm govermnent ol Irag.
has insisted that elections will take place
in Janvary. This is no surprise since it
merely echoes what George Bush has told
Allawi. However, when the assertion is
placed under any serutiny it becomes far
cical. The interim governmest is preparing
for less than a quatter of the polling sta-
tions that the United Nations has eshimated
would be needed to conduct representa-
trve clections across Trag. Botios doubt
ful whether elections will take place even
on this limited hasis. Members of the oc-
cupation-backed government can rarcly
venture beyorkd the heavily fortified Green
Zone in central Baghdad, yetthey clainito
be only three months away from holding
national clections.

More realistically, US Delence Seerctary
Donaid Rumsteld has remarked that elec
tons will only take place in arcas not un-
der the control of rebels. While Allawi
seems 1o have been informed ol the deci-
sions that his government is o make,
Rumsfeld appears to have neglected tw let
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Deputy Sceoretary ot State Richard
Atntage in on the seeret, resulting in @
very public disapreciment over the nature
ol clections that Liagis are supposed to he
organising themselves. What the oceupy-
ingt lorces are planning is for clections o

be held o a few arcas at the discretion of

theanterim povernment.,

Clearly. cleetions of this nature will yive
0o one a mandate to povern Trag. How-
ever, that isa’t then purpose. They are
important m the same way that the ficti-
tous “hand-over ol sovereignly” was car-
brer s year. They are an exeserse in pub
lic retations designed for consumption in
the West, while almost no one in lrag is
taking them sernonsty. To a significant
degree, the timing of the elections is for
US domestic consumption. The US ad-
ministration wanls 10 give a posifive
deinocratie spin o the occupation of lrag
in order 1o help Bush win a second term
in the White House, but it has made hittde
seeret of the fact that after that has been
accomplished it will step up the mdiary
olfensive 1o re-tuhe arcas ol I that are
curtently held by resistance torces.,

The democratic eredentials ol the Repub
licans were thoroughly exposed in Florida
in the 2000 presidenual election, They now
seem (o be taking history tessons from (he
pastmasters of colonal rule in Leag, Brinsh
imperialison,

While the Bush admmistration has rega
larly wurned of the danger of civil war, the
accupation has tended o strengthen the
unity of ordinacy Trugis. There has been
little evadence of the widely heralded
Sunni-Shia contlict, even though armed
resistance is being conducted by very dif’
ferent tendencies, with little apparent co-
ordination batween themn. In fact, a limited
cvil war — or at least the threat of one —
haw sonie advantages for the Coxhition. It
gives the occupation an air of legitimay.,
and detlects inore of the Nighting away from
Coalition forces and onto Lragis. As things
stand. the number of Traggis killed since 2003
is about twelve tines the number of Coali-
ton casualties. In the civil war scenario,
the US would be able to secure frag's vast
oil reserves and keep its military bases tor
the foresecable tuture with hitle eriticism
from the “mternational community '

Atpresent this o hitde more than o wish,
The US-appointed government has lictle
support among ordinary Trages and the
sitwation Ffar more closely resembles a war
ol national liberadion than a civil war. That
(s nol o say that a pro- Western capitalist
class can’t develop with some support
from sections of the middle class. Bul o
date the occupaton wnd the sanctions that
preceded 1t have caused too much ¢co-
nomic instability for any signilicant
nunber of people to feel that they will

benetit from US stewardship, and the suu-
ation hies been gelting worse for months,

Building a solidarity movement
The outcome of the conflict in lrag will be
decisive o determining the workd political
map for many years o come. [ the US s
able to seeure lrag as a permanent military
base and major souree of o, world politics
will move turther to the tight. 1 the LIS s
deleated, the workers in much of the world
will have far more 1oom to manocuvee.,

In Britain. the primary task for all anu-
moperiahists s to do all we can o loree
the government 10 putl out of lrag. This
means rejecting the new posttion that
Downing Street is hesttantly putting lor-
ward that we draw aline under the war and
move on, and nsicad campaigning on a
day-10 day basis to highlight the brutal
nature of the occupation, its illegality, and
the profiteering of the muttinationads at
the expense of Tragss.,

Propressives throughout the West imust
also do all they can 1o work in solwdarity
with Iragis resisting the occupation. This
does not mean lending any level of sup-
port o indiscrimmate abductions and kall-

imgs. or 1o the bombing und shelling of

public places. This kind ol armed resist
ance s part of the problem, not the soha
ton, Itmeans building sotidarity with the
broad mass of bragis opposed 10 the oc
cupittion, without waking the mestake ol
demanding that Tragis agree with us be-
lore we lend them our support.
However, thatis a tiask more complicated
than simply repeating stock phrases about
giving unconditional but eritical support
1o those i straggle against imperialism,
While thes remains a pood rule of thumb

we also nead a more serious analysis of

what it means in practice. Many genuine
socialists i [ran ook the line that they
shouldn™t eriticise Avatolah Khowmeim in
the Tranian revolution in 1979 because he
had attacked the *Great Satan” of US im-
perialisim, Many of those mamtiined this
position unttl Khomeini had them put up
against a wall and shot for having greater
lovatty to socialism thian to his theocratic
dictitorship. The events in lean - trom the
mass mobilisations and the establishment
of workers” councils, to the formation of
iCdictatorship that was not too dissimilar
from lascism should be a warning o
socialists who supportanyone who clatins
to be opposed to imperialism and is pre
pared Lo lake up ws.

in Irag, there are some armted actions
that should be applauded hy sociabists,
some that we should support even il we
would not advocate them, and others that
we should condemn outright, Not the
least of our problems is detertiming who
exactly is ina genuine struggle against the

occupatton - simply taking up arms does
not necessartly demonstrate an anti-nn-
perialist struggle.

In December 2003, the Southern Oil Com-
pany trade union threatened to po onstrike
agaimst the occupation-tnposed pay sel
tement ot the equivalent of L35 per month,
mitking it clear from the ouset that any
atlempt to break the strike by lorce would
he met with anmed resistance. The workers
subsequently won almost all of their ie-
mands and decistvely undermuned the ae
thority of the Coalition - - somcthing which
they almost certainly wonldn™t have
achieved had they not been prepared (o
use foree, In Fallujah, it would be crimi
nully irresponsible not to support the mass
response to the Coalition’s deadly incur-
stons. With other rebetlions, sueh as that
in Najad led by Maogtada al-Sadr, socialists
might not feel particulurly close to the lead-
ceship, nor agree with their overall objec-
tves, bul again we have a duty to side
with them against the illepal occupation.
Socrhsts i Trag might teel that there are
more cliective nethods and steategics
challenge imperiafisni, but those who tail
(o side with the imsurgents against the
Caahtion will not even gel a hearing aumong
the masses, who clearly know which sicle
they are on,

We need 1o pive practical support o
help Tragis rebutd the mfrastructure nec
essary o support a decent standard of it
and 1o better equip them o defend thems
selves against the occupation. Above all,
we should build links - direct union to
voton links where possible with the
emerging Iragi workers” movement, while
wannitg of the clammy embrace Blair and
Co gave the Trags Federation of Trade Un-
ons 16 Brighton, The niass anti-wag move-
ment in Britain must be rebudt as @ move-
rent ;|g;|insl the oceupation. WA

Anti-war
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Review

Labour’s
unethical
foreign

policy

Blair's Wars

By John Kampftner

The Free Press, 2004, 401pp,
£7.99

Richard Price

When it was first published in Septeibes
fast year, John Kamptner’s blow by blow
account ol New Labour forcign policy won
widespread priise from reviewers across
the spectrum ol the broadshecet press, This
revised paperback edition takes in the
Hutton inquiry and the post-war turmoil in
rag up to Apetl tus vewr. BEven with an
extria seven months reflection, ir's still
largely o piece ol instant nstory, albeit o
stuperior one, with nearly three quarters of
the hook devoted 1o post-September 1

First the strong points: Kamiptner lias a
prood grasp ol diplomacy, of the quilita
tive difference between the neo-cons and
previous US administeations, and ol the
characters in New Labour’s inner circle.
FHaving conducted over 8O interviews with
a pledge ol anonymity, he has been able to
marshal revealing insighty from current and
formerinsiders in both London and Wash-
mgton. As political odior of the increas-
gy New Labour-sceptic New Staresmarn.
Kampiner has sulficient political detuch
ment o cast a seeptical eye over inuch of
Biair's forcign policy, and cnough high
level contacts 1o keep the story interest-
iy, and sometimes revealing.

Now the downsides: just where more
analysis would yickl results. Kamplner
ends w delt e who said what-to-whom
jouratese. This lends some of the book a
curious neutrality that led reviewers in the
Tory press to praise its badance. So deter
mimed 1s the author to reconstruct what
ook place in Western corridors of power,
that ke neglects 1o analyse politcal devel -
opments in the Maddie Last. What, lor in
stance, motivated Saddam Hussein’s brink-
manship in the tace of Bush and Blair's
alimatums? And — presumably in an el
lort 1o lend the narrative some flinty real

st Kamptaer ofien writes in very short
sentences. This gets irritating.

Fora prime minister who would go onio
Dight frve warson six years, Blair showed
little mterest i foreign alfairs i opposi-
tion. When he swept into office in 1997 he
was st novice, whose main concern had
been to keep foreign policy outol the elec
tion campaipn. Labour’s ethical foreign
policy — how long ago that scems! — was
Robin Cook's baby, and betore you could
siy Hawk jets to Indonesia it had become
it piece of inconvenient window dressing,

Blar setout his foreign policy stall early
in the lite of the new governnent. On No
vember EL 99710 his Lord Mayor’s ban
quet speech, he wrote his own epitaph:
"When Brituin and America work togethe
on the mternational scene there is little we
cannot achieve. Qur aim shoald be g0
deepen our relationship with the US atall
levels. We are the bridge between the US
and Burope - letus use it By virtue ol our
peography, our history and the strengths
ol our people, Britain is a global player.”
(pp.1O-17)

By November 1998, Blair was ulready in
the slipstream of US Middle Eastern policy.
When Clinton, under pressure fronn asipht-
witig Congress and neo-cons already ag-
ting tor regime change, signed the Traq
Liburation Act, which provided $100 mil-
lon (or US approved Tragi opposition
groups, Blan obliged with a three-page
dossier portentously entitled Hfrag's Weap-
ons of Mass Destruction”. A month fater,
Britain jomned i "Moniea's War' — the theee
days of bombing widely thought to have
been timed 1o deflect atention from the
I ewinsky scandal. Fae from building
bridges (o Furape, it was an carly foretaste
tor Blase ol isolation within Europe. *Sup
porting the Americans is part of Tony's
DNAL one cabimet nunister saud. (p.33)

Marine Corps Generad Anthony Zinni
questioned the action in words that six
vears later look positively prophetic: 1
don’t think this has been thought out. A
Saddam in ptace and contained is betier
than promoting something that causes lraq
o explode, implode, fragment inlo picces.
cause twrmod.” (p.29)

Blair’s need to strike a plobal pose para-
doxicully made his govermment ever imore
the envoy for the narrow interests of Brit
ain’s hooming arms manufaciurers. Incarly
2002, with tensions rising between nuclear
ncighbours India and Pakistan, il was re
veuled that 148 weapons Heences for India
and 18 Tor Pakistan had been approved as
recently as Febroary 2001, In January 2002,
Ble spent a fair proportion of his “peace
mission” to India trying to flog more Hawk
RIS,

Meanwhile, the trumpeted concern for
human rights had piven way to a cyvoical

selective blindness when o came to the
record of allies in the Orwellian “war
against terror™: “The Central Asian autog
racies that had allowed the US 1o set up
mulitary bases, such as Tajikestan,
Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan, were con
sidered beyond reproact, China had carre
blanche over Tibet; Russia over Chechinya
... The new element in determining Ameri-
can foreign policy was what assets -
hases, intelhgence and diplomatic fever-
age - a particular country could hring to
bear, first against al-Qacdin, then against
Iraq.” (p.171)

Time and again the picture is ol Blair's
overweening self-helief and sense of mis-
ston leading to diplomatic overstrerch. In
the immediate alternrath ol September 11,
Bliur spoke grandiosely of the need (o scize
the moment and reorder the wotld's prob-
lems “from the slums of Gazato the moun
tains of Afghanistan’ — i phrase that
sounded suspiciously as if 1t had been
Btted trom tan Dury's Hie Me With Your
Rirytlun Stick  as well as poverty in Al
rica. Bl saw the road siap for {srael/Pal-
estine as a gudd pro gno for building sup
port for an attack on lrag.

But the neo-cons m the Bush adiminis-
tration, operating more and more, as
Kiunpiner says. as an outpost ol the vight
wing of the Likud party, saw i sinply as a
cynical pesture. much as Bush's father had
spohen of Palestinian rights at the tiie of
the fustGull War: " Blair believed that it he
could gel some form of assurance on the
Palestinian issuce, he would have less (rou-
ble selling liag to his party. Bush did oot
see the link. His people, inany case, did
not appreciite what they saw s Blair's
unhelplul meddling on the issue.” (p. 260)

It relation 1o Od Europe. Blair's bridge
proved jost as rickety. He convineed him
self that he could talk Chirac and Schrider
round. When he was faced with another
round of humtliating isolation he was lell
nmuttering about ‘unreasonable vetoes”
o which Chirac, not unreasonably, pointed
out tha in the history of the Security Coun-
il France had wrelded its veto I8 times,
compared with Britain’s 32 and the United
States’s 76.

Kamptner goes some way towards vin-
dicating BBC journalist Andrew Gilligan,
who accused Bliir's inner cirele of “sexang
up’ the September dossier: *1twould have
been more correct to say that Blair did not
know the intelligence to be true, but hoped
il to be true. That would have been damn-
ing cnough. Blair alwuays had hus doubts
about the intelligence. The ¢l that the
mtormation had been tosered apatnst the
wishes ol the mtelligence community was
also inaceurate. Whatever the concerns ol
others, those ar the wop  from Richard
Dearlove, the head of SIS, to John Scarletl,




the Chairman of the Joint Tutellipence Com
mittee (HC)  had been willing parties 10
the decision. They were all in it topether,
But Gilligan was largely correct on the main
charge.” (p.367)

Kamplner neatly captures the irony of

Blair's post-war chanm oflensive on 1ibya:
“Sothe man Ronald Reagan had catled the
“mad dog ™, deseribed in the 19808 by the
Americans and British as the biggest spon-
sor of international terroristi, Muamman
Gaddatt, had become the West's newest
Iriend. ‘The nit who was the West's [riend
i the [980s, Sacddam Hlussein - even as he
wits grassing thousands of Kuords in o sim-
gleday i Halaba - became s implacable
enemy at an opportune momeat.” (p.381)
Justio complete the irony, Kamptoer notes
thut Blair Luled Lo support motions con

demning Saddanm abled by tellow Labour
MPs at the time of adab)a. (p.7)

Ol course, any attempt o explain Blair's
trajectory out ol his psychological make
upis corealar at best. But Kampluer's pic
ture of BLnr's cabinet, hardly meeting tor
long periods of the butld up to war, reduced
to tmpotence by presidential diktat, means
that Blair's ideologicad cockial ol pro-
Amcncamso, neo-liberahsm. moralisi and
Third Way walfle has excrcised a uniquely
powertul influcnce over foreipn policy. As
the book concludes: His was i combina-
tion of self-conflidence and lear. ol
Atlanticisin, evangelism, Gladstonian ide
alism, pursued when necessary through
murky means. His was a combimion of
narvety and hubris. These were not his
government's wanrs, least of all his party's
wirs. These were Blair's wars,” (p.387)
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FILGURING IT OUT

DEMOGRAPIICS: The number of people livirg to at least 80 will double within 30
years to almost 5 million. By the carly 20505, when the last of the baby boower
gencration pass their 80th birthdays. the over-80 population will peak at nearty 7
million. By that time, the population as o whole will be about 65 million. The propor-
tion of older people within the populaton will increase significantly, with the popu-
latiom’s average age rising from 39 3in 200210 43.6.in 2031,
COUPLES: A recent study has found that the average British couple spend just 15
minutes acday enjoying social time with cach other. Couples with children spend
haltas much time together as those without — just 78 minutes every weekday. Of the
average two and ichall hours spent together each day, a third of that is tiken up by
Passive activity”, such as watching elevision, rather than interacting with cach
other. When not watching television, couples take only 30 minutes 10 cat wogether,
Zhmmutes doing the housework. with social activities accounting for 15 minutes of
cach couple’s day. Sleep and work account for nearly 13 hours of the average
person’s weekday. That should leave couples up to 11 hours of tine together bul
couples, onaverage, only spend 20 minutes in shared activity on g weekday. This
increases at weehends to 210 minutes aday. but including 64 minutes watching TV,
SINGLES: The single population is set to increase to 16 million by 2010, The
number of single people has doubled in the past 30 vears to 10 million,
LONE FATHERS: The number of single fathers has risen dramatically over the past
three decades, By 2001, there were about 326,000 lather only familics, accounting
[or 422,000 dependent chitdren in England and Wales.
OLDER WORKERS: With the pensions crisis worsening, hundieds of thousands
of pensioners are working into theis 705 and 80s to avoid poverty. An estimated
LOTL000 people over the state pension age were in paid employment in July. A
report by the Third Age Employment Network found that 10 per cent of people aged
56 1o 6Y and a thicd of those in the 60110 63 age proup we still working.
GENDER GAP: Research by Payfinder.com suggests that on average men are paid
24 per centmore than women, Government statisties estimate that the gap is 19 per
cent. Meanwhile, new rescarch Irom the Equal Opportunitics Commission suggests
that the pay gap hetween women working part time and men working full time has
not natrowed in 25 years. Women i part time jobs caen an average of 40 per cent
per hour less than men who are working fult time.
DEATHS AT WORK: ‘The numiber of fatal accidents in the workplace rose 1o 235
Lastyear —arise of 4 peecent on 2002, The TUC conminented that i was in marked
contrast o the povernment’s commitment ot achieving a 5 per cent decrease in the
number of deaths at work between 2000 and 2004,
LUNCH BREAK: The average tunch *hour” is now just 27 minutes long, and one in
tour people do not Teave their desk al lunchtime,
OIL IMPPOR'TS: Britain became a net importer of crude oil Tor the [irst time in 11
years in June, and imports in the second quarter were at thetr highest ever tevel.
Although lower June production ligures may have been the result of scasonal
maintenance on oil rigs in the North Sea. the trend s steadily downward, with North
Sea oil production as low as 2.2 million barrels per day.
POLLUTION: Transport emissions rose by 47 per cent between 1990 and 20002,
partly ollsetting an otherwise downward trend in greenhouse s emissions, The
tise was stightly hlunted by a 3 per cent fall in entissions between 2000 and 2002,
mainly reflecting the fatkin ain traved after Septeber 11, 2001, Emissions from pii-
vate vehicles rose by 6 per cent since 1990, with overall road transport emissions
rising by 13 per cent. But air transport emissions rose by more than 85 per cent,
Friends ol the Farth commented that this refleeted “the sorry state of the govern
thent's policy on transport and ctimate change”.

‘Empiricist’
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Fractured
at birth

Bob Wood explains the
background to the current conflict
in the fragile Sudanese state

Lo nearly all of its almost S0-year history as
an independent state. the Sudan has been
wricked by civil war Inits anxiety to fore-
stall Foyptian infTuence, and the possibil-
ity of w nnitied Lgyptian Sudanese state,
Britain granted independence in 1956 with
very littte preparation. Little thought was
given o what kind of constitution st coun
try the size of wostern Farope. stretching
(rom the Congo in the south (o the Red Sea
in the north, would need 10 make it viable.
The refigious and racial fault hnes which
have plagued 1he country ever sinee were
there trom the begmning,

The lirsteivil war, pitting the largely Arab
and Muslim north sgainst the mnly Alri
can and Christian south, had in fact started
alfew months betore independence, and was
onty broupht (o an end i 1972 by u peace
agrecnient nepotiated in Addis Ababa be-
tween President Nimairt and the rebelss A
coup in 1969 had ushered Nimain into
powet with the support ol socialists and
conmnunists. Over the years N gradu-
ally distanced himself from this support and
came to rely more and more on Iskunists
and the West,

The Addis Ababa Agrecrnent provided lor
regional povernment in the south, with very
little true autonomy. The gains made at Ad-
dis Ababa were slowly whittled away. and
eventually in 1983 Nimairi dissolved the
southern regional povernment and replaced
it by three stale governments, alb ol whose
ministers were his appointees. Throughout
this period there were detections and mu-
tinies by groups ol soldiers who had tought
in the tirst civil war many of whom fled o
Ethiopia, The second civil war had started.

I 1985, street demonstrations in Khar
toum led 1o the tall of Nimairi and his re-
placerment by Sadiq al Mabhd, leader of the
Unima Party, His government was on the
verge ol concluding o peace deal with the
southern rebels m 1989 when i was over
thrown by a coup hached by the National
Islunie Front, incensed that part ol the
agreement involved the suspension ol Is-
Jamiic law. The coup brought Unar al-Bashir

to power and he remains president today.

‘Throuphout its history, power in the Su-
dan has ellectively resided witl s northern
commercial elite whose base s m varous
Iskamic movements, The ideology of these
movements is one in which religion and race
are compounded. Islamisiy is more ot fess
eqquated with pan Arabism. To be an Arabs
(o be a Mustim. To be a Muslinuis to be an
Aral, That is why black African mosgues in
Darlur and elsewhere have been destroyed
without conscience, since they are the
mosges of rebels, who becaose they are
rehels cannot be ftoe believers™. The gov:
cenment’s war s a jibad. Since some of the
jehels are Muslims, a fatwa issued in 1992
declared: *An insurgent who was previously
a Muslin 1s now an apostate: and i non-
Muslim is a non-believer standing as a bul-
wark against the spread of Islarn, and Islam
has granted the freedon of Killing bath of
then”

Article 126 ol the Sudanese Peaal Code.
adopted in 1991, states: “Seetion B Any
Muslitm who promotes the forsaking of the
creed of Tslam or who declares openly hav-
ing lorsaken it by a clear statement or an
uncquivocal act shall be deemed a perpe-
wator of the oflence of apostasy. Section
20 He who commits (he oflence of apos
tasy shall be called upon to repent. . I1he
insists o his apostasy and in case that he s
not a1 recent convert o Islam be shall be
execnted.” Since the “ereed of Islam™ is open
1o tnterpretation, this Article is anopen
vitation to accuse political and religious
vivals ol apostasy.

The political project ol the northern poli
ticians in Khartoum s, then, an entirely 1s
Lomic Sudan. TTie rebel movement, the Su-
dun People’s Liberation Movement
(SIPLM). together with its imibitary wing, the
Sudan People’s Liberation Army (SPLA),
fas on the other hand consistently fought
for a dermocratic, sceular and lederal Su-
dan. A breakaway from the SPEA inthe carly
nineties was willing to consider independ
ence Tor the south, and having apparenily
got the apreement of the Bashir regime to
this, eventually ended fighting on the gov-
ernment’s side, before crumbling away.

Recent events in Dartur have tollowed a
pattern Tong established by the Sudan gov-
croment and its army, In this case the
Janpaweed have driven villagers hony their
hotnes, poisoned wells, burnt huts, raped
womer and killed any men ot fighting age,
all with the support of the army, particu
larly wir support. But in the past the govern-
ment has used local militias (the PDIY —
Popular Defence Forees) as paramilitaries
1o pursue « scorched carth policy else-
where, in the Nuba Mountains and Bahr al
Cihazal most notably. By attacking civilians
thought o be sympathetic to the SPLA
this way, the government has sooght 10 de

]

prive the rebels of the supplies and support
they need, butin the process has understand-
ably ereated many new encmies.

Cleating whole areas in this way has
brospht great cconomic benefits 1o north-
ern capitalists. In the name of development.
the government has pursted a policy of
farge-scale mechanised agricubiure. The
merchants who have invested i these
sehemes, using capital frony Islamic banks,
have done extremely well Tor themiselves.
Large-scale clearances ol subsistence
fartmers (not unlike the enclosure move
ment i England in carlier centuries) s
also had the additonal benelitol creating a
large pool of workers available for hire as
wage labourers.

The Sudinese army has similarly nothest
wited 1o clear local civilians trom oilfiedd
areas, creating a secure zone around the
wells, There is a cenain black humour in
(he story of how one Canadian o1l company,
when questioned about dealing witly the
Sudan government, pointed o the medical
services it provided locally, appatently uni-
ware hat the people 1t was treating were
P militias who had displaced the indig-
cnous popudation.

North American involvement in the ex-
ploitation of Sudin’s oil has {or the thne
heing been replaced by Chinese and Indian
investment, with some Furopean suppot( o
situation clearly not o the liking ot Wash-
mglon,

The prospect ol direet intervention by the
US or the UK i Darfur seems remote.
Apart from the disastrous expediion to
Somalia, the mperialist power has pre-
ferted o use suogates from other Aln-
can ot turd world countries 1o protect its
interests on the Afvican continent. In the
Sudun, the Americans scem happy to letthe
Alrican Union provide the muscle, and al
ready Rwandia and Nigeriaare sending small
contingents. How much clfect even a lew
thousand soldiers can have must be open 1o
doubt though, given that Darfur is the size
ol France. And the record ol African sol-
dicry in other Atrican countries is not an
mspiring one, They lrequently behave in
ways not so very different from the war-
lords they are sent to police. In the Congo,
Upandan and Rwandan officers grew tarby
exploiting the rade in natural tesources, tor
example coltan, and in Libena and Sierra
I.cone, Nigerians indulged in an orgy of
looting.

Much hope has heen placed by the West
on the peace talks held between the gov-
ernnient of Sudan and the SPELA - [F only.
the US appears Lo think, the 20-year old
civil win can be concluded, we can cross
the Sudan of 1 our list of “terrorist’ coun-
trics, and begin to get our hands on some
of that oif. Under American pressure, the
fatest round of discussions in Narvasha,
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Kenva, produced o result very close to a
final agreement. ‘Those talks are now on
hold,and a cynic might be torgiven lor con
cluding that Khartounm deliberately un-
[cashed the Janjaweed militas e Darclur
precisely to prevent i successtul conelu-
ston.
The confrontation beiween an Arab, ol
rich country and the United States has
wiong:- footed many on the left, trippeting
an autondic anti-imperialist response, and
sometimes giving more eredence (o the
Sudan povermment’s protestations of inpe
cence tharthey deserve. Any inoves towirds
direct intervention by the West should of
course be vigorously opposed. but that is
unlikely at present. And the call for an arms
embirgo on the Sudan should he supported.
In addition a little solidarity with the
movemests in opposition to Bashir in Khae
tourm would not come witass. Litle is known
ahout the politics of one of the groups in
Dactur, the Justice and Fguality Movement
(JEEM), bul the Sudan Liberation Moveinent
has policies similar m many ways 1o te
SPEM, including the separation of the state
Irom religion, amnd a preference for a Suda-
nese federation rather than a unitary state.
® No s to the ethne cleansers in Kha
toun;

® boraumtary, secalar and federal Suda
nese state;

® The bur, Masaleitand Zaghawa peoples
of Darfur have the right to selt defence;

® Noarmed imtervention by the West,

The above article draws on information
contained in Douglas H. Jolinson's book,
The Root Causes of Sudan’s Civil Wars”,
Indiana University Press, 2003, WA
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The
revolution
that got
away

Nick Davies re-visits the
inspiring events of 30 ycars ago
in Portugal that saw the collapse
of the dictatorship and a struggle
for power by the working class

Thurty yvears ago, just like this sununer, Por
wgal was in the news, but the flags of the
thousands of people filling the streets of
Lisbon day atter diy were red, and the re
potters excitedly jabbering their copy into
hotel telephones were not sports writers,
hut political correspondents. The issue
was not whether Portugal’s gifted but or
ratic football team would be European
champions, but whether Portogal s work
ers would take power. For 18 months, de-
spite suff competition from Vietnan,
Waterpate and Cyprus, events in Portugal
Kept the world mesmerised. There was
much at stake. For the telt, there was the
intoxicating prospect of the overthrow of
capitalismi in a Nalo country, two hours’
Tying time from London or Paris. For the
ruling classes in western Borope and North
Americq, there was the prospect that Pot-
tugal might indeed be lost®

Today those hopes and anxieties are re-
played inadifierent form. Europe’s ruling
classes, including that of Portugal, can
comfort themselves that Portugal is a func-
tioning parliamentary democracy, tully in
tegrated into the EUL Living standards are
higher, and the heaith, education und trans-
portsystems more developed than in 1974,
Revolution seems arcassuringly long way
away. Portugal was not “lost” but “saved”,
or ‘normalised’. To socialists, the Portu
puese Revolution represents the most re-
centattemptin Europe, if not the world, by
the working class 1o take power into its
own hands, The fact that it is recorded in
colour'T'V pictures, and not in blurred hliack
and white photographs or grainy newsreel
footage, suggests that revolution is not a
mere historical cunosity, or best-forgotien
nightmare under Stalin or Mao. [tis part of

the experience of maybe hundreds of thou
satds of people, many sl only i carty
middle uge, who took over factories, ship-
yards and rural estates, gave them names
such us *Red Star” or *Now or Never' ad
tormed workers” councils to run theny.

Among the left, Portugal has the poten-
tal to reveal deep-seated differences on
how the socialist project can be realised.
Por example, Portugal has been used to
prove and to disprove the proposition that
the working class needs its own party.
Some say that Portugal just goes w prove
that socialist revotution s really not tha
dilficult. After all, this almost happened in
w western European state only 30 years
ago, so why can’t it happen here? This
approach misunderstands both the spe-
aific conditions existing 10 Portugal in 1974,
and also more penerad problems about con-
sciousness, and how capitalistn exercises
its power and authority in western Furo-
pean societies.

April 25

On the morning of April 28, 1974, in what
was surely the only instance ol revolu

tion heing tnggered by a 13 the playing of
a popular song was the sipnal Tor a well-
otganised military coup, By mghtfalt, 48
years of Portuguese fascisim had been con-
signed 1o history. General Antdnio de
Spinola was propelled into the leadership
abmost by default, as the dictaor Cactano
preferred (o surrender to him rather than to
a junior officer “with a mob behind him’.
Cactano had something else to say: *Gen-
cral Fsurrender the power to you, You musi
take care. Fam [rightened by the idea of
power loose in the streets.”

Cactano’s fears were well founded. Many
ol the Armed Torces Movement (MEA),
as the organisation ol anti-fascist soldicrs,
sators and airmen was called, and its civil
van supporters, wanted nothing more thun
an orderly and peacetul tansition trom [as
cisty 1o bourgeors demaocracy, accession
to the FIEC and a resolution, preserving
Portugal’s cconomic interests, to (he end-
less, tutile wars by which Porlugal was try
ing 1o hang on 1o its African colonial em
prre. But the working class had other ideas.
The coup opened up 2 Pandora’s box of
working chitss militancy. Workers ok to
the streets demanding better wages and
conditions. One hundred thousand
marched through Lisbon on May Day.
Muany soldiers, not only rank-and-hie but
junior ofticers as well, were sympathetic 1o
the workers, and open o socialist ideas.
The enduring image of the Portuguese
Revolution is that of soldiers with red car-
nations m the muzzles of thetr rifles.

The MEA was obliged to make conces-
sions (o the working class: legalising the
rightto sirike, introducing a nunimun wage,
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andiinviting representdives of the two big

west workers” pacties, the Socialist Party
(PS)and the Contmanist Party (PCT), now
able to orpanise openly, and led respec:
tively by Mario Soares and Alvaro Cunhal,
o the first provisional povernment.
Spinola and his supportess decded it
matters were getting oul of hand, but his
September 27 “march of the sHent majority”
wirs faced down by workers and rank and

file soldicrs, thus tiggering a huge escala

ton of the cluss struggle, In October 1974,
400 disturbances” were recorded, ranging
Irom strike action for higher wages, to lac-
tory occupations. Many enterprises were
taken over by the workers after their pro

lascist owners had fled.

The revolution’s high point
Conscious of thewr prowing power, work-
ers, pirticidarly those in the Lishon area,
were butlding committees to tight for the
workers” control of industry. By the end off
October 1974, there were in existence al-
most 2000 plendrios, i which all worker s
man enterprise, regardtess of which union
they were in, woutd discuss their problems.
These were paratlel bodies to the rade
nnrons, and more demoeratic, with the lead-
erships elected tor one vew and subject (o
recall. They would discuss, Tor example,
whether wage dilferentials for skilled and
unskilled workers shoutd be retained. dis
crimination againsl women workers, and
how profits should be shared. By the end
of March 1975, 2000 workers” commitices
were actually running theie factorices, In
Fnuary 1975, a Jederation of workers”' con
mitlees, Inter-Fmpresas. was Tormed, and
on February 7, 1975, 1ens of thousands of
werkers joined its demonstiation against
the visitto Portagal of Nato [orces, nuuch-
g behind the banner *Redundancies are
the inevitable consequence of the capital-
ist system. Fhe workers must destroy this
system and build a new world®, The years
[974-75 saw a profusion of grassroots can-
paigns lighting for better housing, health
and education. There was squatting of un-
occupied buildings, the setting up of nurs-
eries o allow women 1o work, or popular
clinies, in which sympathetic doctors would
work for free. Women's organisations
emerged o bight for equal pay, and for the
right to contraception and abortion on de
mand, thus combating not only the power
of the Catholic chareh, bug also the ree
tionary attitudes sull prevalent in even the
most mshitant trade unions, Finally, there
wis a wave of occupations by farn work
ers of the large estates in the south of the
coutnry. The rural south with its proletariat
working on the [arge estates, a proletariat
which had close links o the large urban
centres due o the migration there of family
members, was ilways more left wing than

the conservative, priest-ridden north with
its small peasant holdings.

The collapse of Spinola’s attempted
right wing coup on March 1, 1975, was
the high water mark of working class ac
ity and consciousness in Portugal, The
occupations stepped up a gear. The fourth
provisional government, retlecting the in
tluence of the working cluss and a shitt in
lavour of left-wing oflicers in the MEA,
proclaimed a ‘transition to socrahism’
euided by ancallrance between the "MEA
and the people’™. The government declared
the nattonalisation of the banks and in
surance companics, which was [ollowed
by state control of the steel, petrol, elee-
ity and transport companies, There was
an increase i e minanum wage, and
prices were declared [rozen until the end
of the year. In sonie cases, nationalisation
was away ol legitimising, alter the event,
the oceupation by the workers, Sometinies
Il was to stop an enterprise going busl,
and in the case ol strategically important
industries it was in the “national interest’,

By the middic of 1975, Portuguese work
crscassertrve, conliden, backed by their
allies in the armed forces, the middle
classes and in the countryside, appeated
to have powar in then stghts. The bour
zevisic, on the defensive and compro-
mised by s association with tascism,
{ooked beuten. How coutd this have hap-
pened, and how was the intiative allowed
(o slip away?

Fascism outlives its
usefulness

By the beginning of 1974, capitalisi in
Portugal was not able 1o continue ruhing
as it had been doing, ‘The poorest country
i western Lurope, Portugat had sulfered
decades of Tascist dictatorship. Portugnese
lascism had been constructed and
strenpthened on o precemeceal basis
throughout the 1930s, following a right-
wing mibitary uprising in 1920, {ts project
was (o end Portugal’s economic depend-
cnce on Britain. Traditionalty, Britain had
supplied Portugal with manutactured

foods (thas stunting (he growth ol Portu
suese idustry ), and acted as amacket tor
Portuguese agricultural products (thus
benetiting Portugal™s Lindowners). The
Fstado Novo of the dictaior Satazar soughi
1o promote Portuguese indusiry, in the form
ol a small number of stratepically impor-
tant monopolies, by means of ccononnie
protectionism. This, on tts own, could not
work. Wages also had o he kept low:
lienee the brutal oppression of the work
ing class and the outlawing ol indepenil-
ent trade unions. Finally, as u ready market
lor Portuguese poods and o source of raw
materials, the Estado Nove needed Porta-
satls colonial empire, prineipally the Afri-
can cotonies ol Angola, Mozambique and
Guinea-Bissau, which were run with an
uncdifying mex of bratality and neglect.
By the 1900, the regime was inastate ol
slow collapse. The cost ol the colanial wars,
which were by the Tate 1960s caung upover
40 per cent of public expenditare, pre
vented any meaningful investment in the
cconomy or infrastructure, Increases m the
prives of cssentiah imports produced inila
ton. Emtgration, to eseape conscription ol
the grinding poverty ol rurid Portugal pro
duced i Lbour shortape, makimg iv ditti
cultto keep wages down. Many of the mid
dle classes were lrustrated with Tife, see-
ing Portugal as decrepitand repressive (as
indeed itwas) compared to the rest of west-
ern Lurope. When Salazar succumbed to a
stroke in 968, his successor, Marcelo
Cactano, aticipted to save the regime from
itsell, allowing sclected liberals to contest
ripped clections, However, the working
class soon attempted to exploit this thaw
with strikes and deonstrinions organised
principally by the semi clandestine PCP,
This was (oo much for the repime, which
responded with turther repression. Like alt
‘moderate” reformers, Cactano merely en
titged the right wing. disappointed the lib-
crals and attacked the working cliss, and
it was clear that his days and those ol the
regime were numbered. Crucially, opposi-
tion was brewing in the armed forees. This
was nothing new in Portugal, Army oflic-
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crs had heen active in the overthrow of the
monarchy in 1910 and in the various, spo
radic attempts 1o resist or overthrow fas
cisie. Many junon olticers were angry at
what they saw as the decadencee ol the
fascist regime, which was tnsulting their
protessionahism by ordering them into
unwinnable wars, Fascisim, then, was a
wodel Tor orpanising capitalism in Portu-
gal that had become clearly unviable. 1t
did not work any more, and many of those
i the lavers ot society that had sustained
Portupuese captialism knew it

Fiven m Buropean countres as poor amd
repressive as Portugal, capitalism has al
ways beer able to rele by a nicely balaneed
conbination of force and consent. Capi-
talism, personilied m the cartoon Nigures
with bags of money and top hats, would
never be able to rule without exercising
hepemony, or authority i any given soct
cly. ‘That authonty 1y generally excreised
by the harnessing together of a sumber of
sections of sociely 1n @ hegemonic blog,
through which the wdeotogy of capitalism,
ity bureaueratic and techmeal rationalism,
(the right” to own and dispose ol means ol
production, the “right” o manage, nofons
of a “Fuir day’s work fora fan day’s pay ',
putniotisin asd the sexual diveiston ol fa-
bour are dilfTused throughout socicty as
‘connnon sense” aid so the ideas of capi-
talism are adopted as the ideas of socicty
asawhole, Although there was a i greater
cuphiasis on foree than mnany West Furo-
pean democracy, Portuguese fascism did
not rule solely throngh s police appara
tus and pohitical organisattons, {4 con-
structed a hegemonic or historic bloc, con
sistings of the militwy, industeial capital,
codoniul protiteers and settlers, the chuieh,
agricubtural landowners, large sections ot
the professional muddle class, and, ot
course, some peasants, What sturted i
the 1960s and culminaled in the events ol
1974 was the stow disintegration, then fi-
nal colkapse ol that bloge, resulting in an
orgatic ¢risis ol capitalism, i rupture be-
tween the steucture and superstructore, i
crisis of caprtalist hepemony. The ruling
class could not go on ruling in the old way.
Whit was required Tor capitalist rule
continue in Portugal was, through o proc
ess ot tealignment and teansfonnation, the
construction of a new hegemonic blog
lor capitalism to [nd a new way o rale,
This was the wm of the “maoderate” oflicers
such us Spinolic This process could not
be achieved i a vacuum, however, nd
the working class was getting in the way.
So.the key questions were, how could this
be achieved, when the bourgeoisie was so
compromised and discredited by lascisin,
and coutd 1t be achieved belore the work
ing ¢cliss was able (o construct its own
blov und establish s own hegemony?

Socialist Party to the rescue

For capitalisie i Portugal. and for the se-
curity of Nato's western {lank, help was al
hand i the shape of Portagal s two peinei-
pad workers” parties, the Socialist Party and
the Communist Party, The PCP was (he
damimant political foree in the Portuguese
labour movement, although i the course
ol 1974-75 11 had to compete for the alte
vrance of workers with an alphabet soup
ol Maoist, Trotskyistand Syndicalist ten-
dencies, Tis traditional orientation had heen
attempts 10 build electoral fronmts with re
fornust politician, Alter April 25, the PCT
used ts influence, particalarly its Gght con-
trol of the union federation Entersindicud,
o act as the MUA's policeinan within the
Portuguese working class (this was before
the MEA moved 1o the Teftowith the deteat
and isolation of Spinola). [t supported the
firstmilitiary government's anti-strike faws,
and was quick to denounce what it lermed
as strikes Lor strikes” sake’ e distrasted
the populin, grassroots movenments and the
workers” vcouncils. Itdenounced the Inter-
limpeesas February '/ march, comparing it
to Sprnola’s “silent magortty staech. Instead
ob turning the steength and seit contidence
ot the working clisss into a Turce which
could defeat the right wing. the PCP
sought to use the working class as a stuge
army an suppoct of the MEA, mobilising
behind the “lefl wing” army officer Vasco
Gongalves, who headed the fourth and titih
provisional governments. The problem was
not the sincenly ol many of the armed
forces, It was that the MEA wanted to be
in control of the process, with the support
ol the workers, rather than the other way
around. e PCP remtoreed this sitwation.
The PCP pertormed something of an un
intentional double act with s rival for sup-
portin the working class, the Socialist Party.
Where the PCP held back workers in the
triade unions and tied them o the MEA,
the IS peddicd ilusions in electoralismand
specilicatly the promised elections 1o a
Constituent Assembty. 1t did this by ex-
Moiting dislike in the working class of the
PCE's dictatorial methods in the trade un-
ions, and explaiting the fears among the
middbe class that the PCP was 100 "Rus-
sian’. When the fand seizares and oceupa-
tans provoked a backlash agamst the PCP,
which becime very violent, the PS leader-
ship sat tight, neither detending the PCP
nor verifying the PCP's indignant protests
thal the occupations and seizutes were not
its doing. The position ol the PS was
streagthened by is victory, with 38 per
centof the vote, in the April 1975 elections
to the Constituent Assembly, These were
the lirst tuly free elections ever held in
Portugal, and it would be wrong for social-
ists 1o stand alool lrom the strong desire

for any lorty ol democracy. However, by
e tme of the elections, the most class
conscious workers in both town and coun
ey had moved beyond a simple desire for
free clections and were starting to con-
structadecper, more direct form of democ
racy  workers” democracy. Tothis, the IPS
counterposed bourgeors democraey: a
vote every lour years for one of the parlics
of the ruling ¢lass, among which the PSS
own hollowed out “socialism’, aceeptable
1o the muddle classes and o Portugal’s “al-
hes™ (the US and the EEC), would be just
one contesting participant,

The central role of the acmed lotees was
aresult of the partial disintegration ol the
old state apparatus and the discrediting of
the old political parties alter Aprit 25.The
MEA attiempied to hold the ring between
the weakened bourgeoisie, tts international
allies and the working class, claiming 1o be
“above polities” and the only foree capa-
ble of upiting the country. But the MLIA
could not be above polities, and as the
anti-fascist opposition fragmented into left
and right lactions, so did the MEA. The
instinctive desire amonyg many workers (o
iove to the Telt ol the PCE and PS wis
reflected m the emerpence of a radical wing
ol the MPA under Otelo Sarava e
Carvalho, who in fact had drawn up the
original plans for the Aput 25 coup. This
radical wing painced control of the MEA™
seeutity apparatus, COPCON, which, in the
Lishon region i particular, frequently
tervened instrikes and occupations on the
sicle of the workers. However, although the
working class was eaper tora light, it was
politically disarmed by placimg its trast in
a bunch of idealistic junior officers, just as
the PCPE supporters were 10kd by the parly
to put their trust in Vasco Gongalves,

Portugal is ‘normalised’

On November 25, 1975, matiers came to
head when, and allegations that he was
preparing a lelt wing coup, Otelo was re
lteved of his command. In his support,
[,500 paratroopers staged a tevolt, which
wias defeated by forces toyal 10 the gov-
crnment. This was [ollowed by "normalisa-
tion” in the armed forces - the sacking and
detention of lefi-wing ollicers, the sacking
of felt wing government officials and the
take over ol all sadio and TV stitions ¢x-
cept those owned by the chureh, All civil-
in-held anns were o be given up and dem-
onstrations were banned. o response,
crowds of workers congregated outside
barracks demanding guns, and strikes were
called in support of the paratroopers. The
PCP called o 1two Dour strike and then or-
dered workers to return to work. 1tdid not
even leave the governmaent, but used s
influence to sabotage any lighthack, criv-
cising striking nurses and bank workers as
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reactionarics”. Mirio Soares claitned thil
November 25 had saved the revolution”,
and then suppotted all the povernment’s
anti working class measures, including a
wige lroese.

On the basis of a pact signed between
the IS andd the MEA Giinos, ot course, its
lelt faction) altowing for an all powerful
presidency and the subordination ol the
fegistative assembly to the “lorees ol o
der’, the PS dominated the Tirst constitu
tional governentin 1976, Taving soupht
1o “normadise” politics, the PS then sought
1o normalise’ cconomics, by submitting
Portugal 1o “internghional realities™. The
“protection” of the public sector by which
the PS set such store, involved naking the
public sector ‘commercially viahle™. Meas-
ures were taken to combat “wildaat strikes’
and enlarging the grounds for fuir dis
missal, o saisty the cmployers” compladnts
abont overmanning, “Unrealistic’ price
freczes were removed. This and carrency
devaluation, produced inflation ol 20 pey
centin 1976 and 27 per centin 1977, The
existence of the public sector was legatly
consolidated in 1977, but this was ham-
pered by “realistic” cuteria ol profitability,
and the coneept ol competitive coexisience
willy the private sector Thus many enter
prses which were under workers” controd
and which, due to the cirenmstances of
their take over, could not present the 1e-
quired rationalisaton plans, lost out on
stte aid. The introduction of “deinocratic’
leeality and competitive profitability Ted 1o
the political or commercial destruction of
namy enterprises under workers” control,
and the retun ol then to their former own
crs. When the unions and workers™ com-
nutiees resisted these measures, their
power was reduced, they were obliged 1o
elect thew leaders by seeret badlots, and
they were forbulden from mterfering m
management.

This “normalisition’ process was caried
ot by the Socialist Party, using s author-
ity in the workers’ movement to restore
the ideotogical and matenial power of caps
wlism while the political representatives
ol Portugaese capitadism were regrouping,
rebuitding and cleaning up then mage.
When the (inst constituttonal govermment
collapsedin Tanuary 1978, the PS wentinto
coaltion not with the liberal capitalists ol
the PPD, later renamed the Social Demo
cratic Party, but the more hard right pro-
business C1S, some of whose members
were strangers o democracy inany lorm,
I was now that Mano Soares came elean,
announcing that the constitutional com
mitment to constructing socialism had o
be put in the drawer”, in favour ofan alli:
ance between the inhentors of Portuguese
wonepoly capitalisn, the COS and imperi
alism in the form of e IME which now, a

the invitation ol the PS, wits able 1o 1m

pose its dictatorship on Portugal. commii

ting Portugal to policies later 1o e known
throughout the world as monetarism. This,
then, was Chile without the bloodshed, or
a prototype ol how parties ostensibly com

mitted o social democracy and welfarism
would do the IMEs dirty work tor it Soares
had presented his own party and its coni-
mitment o parliamentary democtacy s es

wentint for the stability of post fascist Yor

weal, butin delining the PSin purcly nepa

tive terms  anti-Marxist and anti PCP -
and its policies in purely pragmatic, non-
ideological terms, he had created avacuum
all too quickly filled by the right. The PS
fadd wllowed capitalism, updated, modern-
wed and democratic, to tecast itselias ‘com
mon sense” and the reat world'

Could it have been different?
Could it have been any ditferent”? Possi-
biv. yes. There was every tikelthood thag n
tne the workers, with thewr allies, the aprl
cultural workers, students and some of the
middle class, could have expanded and de-
veloped the radimentary framework ol
workers” democracy which emerged in
197.1-75 Already. the analyses and the so-
[utions [rom the workers™ councils were
hecoring fess natve, and more radical wd
coherent, Those organisations needed w0
assume more and more of a political and
admimistrative 1ole, posing the question
who rules the country? Workers' democ
racy had (o be reconciled with a plan ot
production. There would have to be physi-
cal defenee of Portuguese workers” pawer,
rather than reliance on sympathetic sol
dicrs, B has been arpued that experience
of the Portuguese revolution and the de
structive robe of the PS and the PCP dem
onstrates that the working class does not
need a political party of its own,and that
(he working class could have established
its own hegemony over society with the
worhers” committees and the grassroots
organisations which had developed spon
tancously. 1 s true that the occupations
and workers' councils were yuet [urthe
prool that Lenin was not merely exagger-
ating but simply wrong, when he made his
famous remark (hat left o itsel the work-
ing class can only develop a tade umon
consciousness. But that is not the same as
saying that the Portuguese workers did not
need their own political organisation. Work-
ers” power may well have developed with-
out otic. in time. However, thue was nol
what the working, class was going to get.
To combat the eftorts of the PS, aided by
the Portiguese right wing. Luropean so-
cial democracy and the IMEC to re-estab-
lish the notms and prejudices of capitalism
in Portugat. the working class needed s
own independent party to centrabise the

cxperienves ol its many, purtial strgrles.
With the prave ol the Portuguese revolu-
ton heing dup by two workenrs' pitrtics
which were Toudly proclaiming their alje-
gianee (oL, this new party would have to
challenge the thetone of the PS and PCE.
demonstating that it was socalist and
democtatic, and thut they were neither.

There were other hage dithiculties. The
Portuguese revolution wis isofated i the
poorest country i western Tarope. blse
whiere, although the working class was in
betier shape 1an it is now, the end of the
post-war boom saw it thrown back on the
delensive by the attacks Trom the rubing
class. 1o Spain, as Franco approached his
end and the warking class was staring to
(lex its muscles, the Stalinists ol the PCH
would do their best o ensure that the tran
sition $rom fascisin (o demoeracy wis as
orderly as possible. I socialism™ i one
coumry was a catastrophic fatlure in the
LISSR, how wouldd it [are in a country ol
nine million”? Portngal’s workers needed
alhes elsewhere.

Inspiration or blueprint?

The Portuguese revolution was i product
ol particalar circumsianees i partic ular
society, ata particular time, Those cireum
stances will not be repeated, wd 5o 10
prohably Tutite 10 try to see the Portugoese
revolution as an exact prototype for any
other society. We can draw encourageient
from the tact that alimost 50 years of Tas
cisin, the outlawing of trade unions, and
considerable isolation (the onfy dterna-
tives (o the stte controlled medie were
anderpround newspapers, and information
from cmigrants in France, Luxembourg ot
Switzerland) did not prevent the workers
of Portugal reacling out for power. On the
other hand. in 1974, there were, in shep-
yards and factories, farge concenirations
of workers who, because of their pay and
conditions, clearly thought of themselves
as workers. ‘The existence of the USSR, with
all its imperfections, suggested (o many
workers that there was more than one way
1o organise socicly, Now, free-marketeapt-
alism reigns, orclaims to reign, supremc,
ated the cold war s over, ln Britonomany
Jarge centres ol working class mihtancy
have been broken up. Capitalist hepemony
in Britain, forexample, is vastly more sub
te, sophisticated and deep-rooted than the
comparatively ramshackle Portuguese fas
cism, itsell o product of Portugaese capi-
(alism’s histone weakness, Those who say
that 25 years of atacks by Thatcher and
Blar on the working class and its organi
salions have ended Torever any real possi-
bility ol astruggle lor socialism Rrituin.
are wrong. Those of us who disagree with
them should see the Portuguese events as
an inspiration, bul not a blueprint. WA
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Through the
smoke of
Atocha

Demystifying the Spanish
elections

Ed George analyses the events
that led to the surprise victory of
the Socialist Party in the general
election held throe days after the

Madrid bombings of March 11

Answer not a fool according 1o his folly,
lest thow alse be fike wto him. Answer a
fool according to his folly, lest he be wise in
his own conceft.”

Proverbs 20 4.5

he language of hyperbole and chiche

peneratty counts for 1oo muach i«

lot of political analysis, but in the
case of the Spanish state it would be fair o
say that the recent election of a PSOL:
(Spanish Socialist Parly) government re-
ally did send shock waves around (he in-
ternattonal political world,

That the Socialists won the clection
against all prediction was surprise cniough.!
That the defeated incumbent, José Maria
Ao, deader of the neo-tiberal, neo-clerical
Partido Popular (PP, had heen akey inter
national figure, along with Tony Blair, in the
preparation and carrying out of the West's
wan in lraq added 1o the aovelty an interna-
tional dimension. And that, within days of
assuming ollice, the new primme ninister, Josd
Luis Rodeigoe s Zapatero, ordered the imme
diate withdrawal of the Spamish state con-
tingent of the oceupying forees in Irag
prompted many commentators o speak of a
global teahgnment of the political stage,

OF camse, as is now well known outside
of Spain, the clections 1ok place m decid
cdly extraordiniry circumstances. Just three
days betore on March 1 aseries of bonibs
ripped simnultancously through carly morn
ing cotnmuter trains at the huge lerminuos
station of Atecha in Madrid, killing around
200 and maiming and injuring [ive times as
many tore.”

These circumstances pose i number of
obvious questions. First, what eflect did the
hombings have on the elections? Coneretely,
miven thi, i the opinion polls are to he be-
lieved, the Socialist Party was well on course
Lo Jose the clections, why, after March 11,
did they in the end win? And what does al
this tetl s about the prospects for the new
covernment”? What follows below is an at-
fempt 1o give some suminiey, but precise,
answers o these questions.

aturadly, the imterpretation ol the
socialist victory, and the relation
ship ot this o the events of March
L1 vary according 1o political position. For
the unreconstructed right of the PP in what
s o simple and blatant campaign o
delegitinuse the new povernment, their de-
feat at the hands of the Soctalists tn the
emotionally supercharged post-bumbing
altermath simply amounts to a “victory for
terrorism’, a tact left 1the more obvious
given the subsequent withdrwal of Span-
ish troops from lraqg.*
Of course, the lelt — by which here T mean
the Socialbist Party itsetf, the Communist Par
ty's clectoral front organisation, 1zqguicrda

Unida (1U). and also what counts for a revo-
lutionary left in Spain these days - poes
along with little ol this, But it is curious that,
beneath the overlaying nuances held by the
distinet currents, there is a basic common
interprefation of what happened that is held
by the left nearty i its entirety.

This is how it goes. On the Thursday morn-
ing. when the bombs went ofT. the govern
ment jumpesd 1o the conclusion that the per-
petrators had been the radical Basque na
tionalist group ETA. But as evidence quickly
mounted up suggesting that it was in fact
highly unlikely that ETA had planied the
buombs, that they had, in fact, probubly been
the work of an “al-Quida’ type organisation,
the government cither suppressed, or ma
nipulated. this information, and continued
to instst on E'TA responsibiluy right up to
the clection. The reason tor what effectively
amounted o a campaign of official dissimu-
Lation was that i it had become public knowi-
cdge that the attacks had indeed been cin-
ried out by an al Qaida type organisation.
Just days before the clections, remember,
then the PP teared than they would have
been held ultimatety responsible Jor the at-
tacks, since it had been they who had ¢ni-
broiled Spain in the Weslern invasion of Trag,
an operation that was, and still is, extvaor-
dinarily unpopular in Spaimn. To avoid pay-
my an clectoral price for its forcign policy
decisions, then, the PP government had to
msist.at least up until the elections, on some-
one else - anyone else — being responsible,
and ETA just happened 1o be credible
patsies, e most convenient tall goys, for
this operation,

But the plan came unstuck. In what now
can only be interpreted as a triumph of the
‘democratie spirit of the Spanish people, an
vutriged Spanish public, cannity realising
that the government was trying (o pull the
wool over their eyes, and shocked at the
way that the PP could try to take political
advantage ol the carnage of Atocha, voted,
i record tum-out, against the PP and for
the Soctalist Party.

My fundamental argament here will be that
this interpretation, while containing o thread
of truth just sirong enough to make it be
lievable, i fact, through its multiple lacunac
and over-simplifications, in the end only
obscures what really happened. My sub-
stliary argument will be that its very ccu-
micnical acceptance 1 torn tells us o great
deal about the present state, and most ur
gent weaknesses, of the left in Spain.

What is wrong with this interpretation? In
(he first place, itis simply not teae 1o say tha
the PP was the only party publicly to -
tribute guiitto ETAL [Us noteven trae (o suay
that the PP was the first 10 do so, since be-
tore the PP made any such declaration the
leaders of PSOLE, U and 1the moderate
Basque natonalist PNV had already made
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public declarations (o thal elfect.” Evenilit
is the case that these parties had 1o have
heen acting. at least in paet, on information
supplicd through official channels, i Is nev
crtheless mportant o note the curtous fact
that at this carly point- - Thursday mornimg,

practically the only political foree to nor
name FTA was the government. Only at 1.30
that afternoon, with a statement by Angel
Acches., the Interior Minister, was there any
official naming ot ETA as chicl suspeets.”

But. of course, as lime passed, evidenee,
both circumstantial and conerete, that this
was almost certainly not e work of ETA
il hegin to accumulate. And in the lght of
this, over the course of the Friday the other
principal parties began to raise doubts about
fhe government's it-was E'EA hypothesis.
But here another discrepancy between the
left's interpretation and the truth stands out.
It is certainly the case that ineach and every
public statement made by the government
over this period it wis insisted that they
belicved that E'TA was responsible for the
attiacks; but it was never the case, as 1s now
gencrally cluimed, that the goveriment even
ruled out the posmbility, however remote
that it may have been for then, that some
one else was responsible. Government stale-
nients beiny governent statetents, the fan-
siage e which they were cotched was for-
mal and carefully constiucted o cover the
cks of whoever wanted their back 1o be
covered, but the cliaim that the governrent
ever definitively ruled out authorship by
person or persons not connected with TA
atany point s false one.

ut, in the end. these two discrepitt-

cies amount 1o mere quibbles, for

there s [ more important gues-
tion here that we must consider.

Once the scale of the cirnage became
known that Fhursday, the povernment called
mass demonstiations throughout Spain for
the Priday evening under the slogans of
“With the Victinis, With the Constitution, For
the Deleat of Ferrorism’. At first sight, from
outside of Spain, this combination ol slo-
gans looks curious. "With the Victims” and
“For the Defeat of Tertorism™ appear logical
in the circumstances: but “With the Consti
mtion"? To understand what was happen
ing here it is necessary to explain certaim

[eatures of the ideological configuration of

Spanish politics.

The Constitution,” which established the
post Franco state as i bourpeots democratic
constitutional monwchy, was drawn up and
approved in the “transition 1o democracy”
{by popular referendum in 1978, 10 he pre-
cise) that ook place following the deatli of
the dictator Franco in 1975, Naturally, that
Spaniards are now able to operate within
conditions of constitutional democracy al
tee suffering three and a half decades of fas-

cist dictatorship is clearly a positive state of
alfairs. Only the churtish would begradge
Spasiards the right of wssembly, ol free move-
ment. of political association, 10 vole, and
il comparison is made with the years of au
rky of the 1940s and 50s — the freedom
[Forn starvation, sumnry arrest, torture and
the middle of the night firing sauad: even i,
of course. these rights, like all bourgeois-
democratic rights, exist withina constitutional
framework designed both o protect the un
trammelled operation ol capitalist govern
ment and 1o keep it safely outof reach ol the
tinkering ol ordinary people; even il as s
inevitable m all hourgeois demoeratic sys-
tems. the system of bourgreois democratic
cights will often march hand in hand with
some ugly and most decidedly anti demo-
cratic activities: and even if the democratic
transition itselt has had the effective resalt
of tying the Spanish working class and 1ls
parties to a political system witlip which
fow wages, imstitutionalised labow tlexibil
iy, entrenched clericalism and the highest
yate of domestic violence inwestern Farope
{Tourish.

But the real problen is this: the affinity of
the feft for what it calls e democraed’
the constitutional monarchic bourpeois-
democratic system that issued trom the demo
cratic transition, and the institutional frame-
work in which itis inculcated, “ef estado de
derecho” (the “state of Taw’, although the
vocabulary of an Anglo-Saxon jurispru
dence is unable to convey acearately the
inport of the expression) 4 combimed sys-
wem for which the Constitntion acts both as
synonvinand cipher is precisely nof based
on seeing itas a sum Lotat of concerete vights
and freedoms, but rather as an abstract sym-
bol  anationalistic otem - of wreified Span-
ish peapte, and of its history and destiny. lu
short, the trinity ol fe rransicion, la
democracia and el estadn de derecho, rather
than taking the form of a constitional
guideline for the day o-day operation of
Spanish society, acts as an embleim of the
millennial virties o an imagined (i not int-
aginary) Spanish national people, w vision
in which the very integrity of the Spanish
tate itself stands as the fundamental, and
only, guarantee of the survival of Spanish
gational virtues - ol democracy, freedom.
constitutionatity, and rationalism.?

It is necessary here to understand the
material and ideological background against
which this modern vision of the Spanish
nation and s destiny was constructed.
While in the rest of western Europe, whiy
George Mosse once called the nationalisi
fion of the misses” was inculeated within
the cortext of international wars, in Spain,
which tuiled to participate in any signilicant
international conflict at all after the Napo
feonic invaston of T8O8-1813. it was pener
ated within a context of internal, civil, wars:

while other Buropean nations [oupht cach
other with gay abandon, and could vent their
newly found jingoistic (rustrations on “tor

eipners', Spaniards foupht cach other. And
while clsewhere modern mass mationalis!
consciousness, based as muoch on an
opposttional hated ol the ‘other” as i was
on a positive conception of *sell”, was chan-
nelled towards xenophobic denigration of
other nationalities (think about how athitudes
owards the French, the Germans, the Ttal-
ians and even the Spanish themsetves have
peen received in popular English-British
culture), in Spain the other”  precisely the
enciny of domestic midlennial virtie - cinwe
1o be represented not by foreizners but £y
the non-Spanish nationalities within the
Spanixh state: by, specilically. the Catalans
and the Basques. Contemporary politicad
opposition to srredentist Basque and € “atalun
nutionalisti Gl of the two, Basque nation

alisim has o qualitatively strongey irredentist
coloration 1o it nuaking, it. in this histosical
viston, qualitatively nastier) is a loundaticonal
clement in Spanish politics: and Basgue na

fomlisi s, s i conseguence, notjust pro-
nounced, it is visceral: the most commonly
used epithet on the feft o refer o BTA s
st

Thus in the contextol March 11 the ideo-
logical Togic of *With the Constitution” stood
at the tip of an already established and not
very suhtle ideological iceherg. 1t “With the
Constitution” was o be the officinl response
to the bombings, then the hombings them-
selves could only he understood as an
tick on Spain itsell, on the Spain ot fu
transicion. ta denoeracia and el estado de
derecho, on the Spain ol the vision of a
millennial struggle on the partof the “Span-
ish spirit” tor democracy and freedom against
those whe would destroy it Bnt if the honib-
ings had really been carried ont by an al-
Owida group, or by little green men om M
for that manter, what would the constitu
tionad ramifications have heen? No. Posing
the bombings as an attack on the Spanish
netion in this way was i the popular imagi-
mation simply a coded way of sayimyg (hat
fehind them must have stood Spain’s zea
tional enemics, and in the present context
this could only have meant L'TA. " With the
Constitution” and *Against ETA" Tunctioned
here effectively as synonyins.

But what was the response of the feftoadl
this? From PSOLE, not i peep ol discomntort.
The moderate Basque nationalists of PNV,
while they hroached no argument with re
pard o these stogans for the restotthe Span-
ish state, requested that the mobilisations in
(he Basgue Country be carried oat under no
slogans atall. IU a least, arpued tat “With
the Constitution” was “inappropriate’ for
demonstration of sohdarty with the victims,
on the grounds that this Tatter shonld not he
made dependent on support [or the former.
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Bt this was (0 miss the pomt: “With the
Constitution” wis not o peripheral issue at
this time. unnecessiry ideologicat bapgage
that conld be safely left out, b the central
weological feature of developments.

For what was readly happeoing now was
this. Onee the it was E'TA Tine had became
lined. by around miclday on Thursday. and il
was fixed out of practically unanimous all-
party consensus, a political nomentun was
builtup which carried almost all along with
i, Pundamentally, what uow drove the whole
process forward was it recrudescence of sim-
ple Spanish nationalism, and the way that all
shides of Spanish state politics had bought
into the totems of Constitution, demoe racia,
and estado de derecho as the conerete Tiv-
ing mantestation of everything wondertully
Spanish ubout Spain propelled a selt-tultill
ing logic which saw to it that once this holy
trinity was deemed (o have come under ac
tack, and by defimtion it could valy have
come under attack from within the Spanish
state, not from outsicde, adetuge of patriotic
reaction was unleashed which practically no
one, whether they wanted 1o ar not, could
have stopped.

The thirly years of {a democracia Tad
sown the wind: what was now being reaped
was the harrtcane, Right across the political
spectrum the reilication of the Spanish na
Hon as expressed by la democracia made
mevitable thit no-one could stand against
(he low of mass nationalist sentiment un
lcashed through the mutual effort of all with
(henr denuncration of ETA navzis® and “buar-
harians™ intenl on destroying “democracy’
Gand for “democracy” here we are compelled
to read “Span’). Yhe case was thal the only
response open o all political Torees W such
ashocking event wirned out to be anation-
alistic one: and Spanish nationalism. in its
modern form, 15 forged above everything
clse onopposition o irredentistnationalism
in general and Basgue nationalisin in par-
ticular. HHor Doctor Johnson patriotism was
the Tust reluge of the scoundrel, in Spanish
politics, nationalisny - liberal constitutional,
detoctate, post-Franco nationalism - isthe
last reluge of practically everybody inaceri-
sis as deep as that unleashed that Thursday
morning.” It was not that the conviction thal
FTA was responsible for the bombing made
the explosion ol Spanish nationalism inevi-
table. but the other way around: that the
only Tupdamental common political dis-
course remaiming within Spanish state poli-
tics is nationatism micant that by defaulc ETA
heid 1o be Plamed  beat directly, or indi-

rectly — hetore the facts. and independently
of thent,

So when subsequently the mainsteeam et
was to claim that by Friday, once concrete
and circumstantal evidence seemed o have
pointed in w difterent direction, they had
dropped the i-was-L'EA bypothesis which

they had shared on Thursday morning in
*good laith” we have (o say that this is abso
lutely not what happened.'The failnre of the
[ef1 o counter the "With the Constitution’
hystena landed them inihe it was ETA camip
right up to their necks,

In the light of this, that the mainstream
party lcaders could be vocal in their con
cerns over the Friday that the government
just mistht not be plaving a fuir hand with
the fucts smacks then rather of disingenu-
ousaess, LFor surely, if we can impute das:
tardly motives 1o the PP given the proximity
of the ¢lections to put their own particular
spin on events {or electoral advantage, this
does not mican that we cannot do the same
with regard (o the Telt To plant the sugges
tion, but only the suggestion, that the gov-
ernmett might not be bemg entrrely honest
in the context ol the shock und outrage still
being palpably expressed would reap its own
reward. Goose and gander here could surely
cat of T the same plate.

But didl the povernment lie? Did the pov
crnment, once the evidencee started to mount
np, really believe that the probability was
that it had been FTA?

Now while itis always unwise to impute
stupidity to one’s adversary, 1t is also dan-
perons o overestimate their stethgence and
capacity to understand: “All scicnce would
be superiluous if the form of appearance of
things dircetly coincided with their essence,’
and it would be unwarranted (o expect of
the thorough-bred nationalists of the PP an
understanding of the inner workings of Span-
ish nationalism itself. The point ol this ¢s-
say is not that really existing Spanish na
tionadism in the concrete form of ¢f extado
de derecho and la democracicr is a simple
smoke-and mirrors device o pull the wool
over the workers™ eyes, but that it 1s a real
phenomenon in which its participants really
believe. There is no reason to think that the
so fiequently emitted tine that ETA are a
hund of crazed Killers nterested in the game
of butchery for butchery’s suke is not be-
lieved by its perpetratots - certainly at the
‘ddle-cadre” Tevel of the state and secu
rity force burcaucracy, i.e., the very people
whio were passing on o the government the
information with which it had to work. For
the lelt to cham now that all was simply «
campaign ol dissimulation carried outat the
whim of the PP centeat office inorder o win
the elections is, given the fact that the rest
ol the left went along with this story {or a
sood purt of that Thursday and subse-
quently (oo, just too disingenuous and naive
to be believed: in addition, this interpreta-
tion, so al odds with the Tacts, in wen indi-
cates just how much the left o was swept
along by the momentum ol a process it wis
equally incapable of understanding.

As it turned out, the demonsirtions of

that Friday pight were truly enormous. ' All

over the Spanish state the tlag of the Span-
ish monarchy was being displayed  in
shops, i people’s windows, on lapels - and
on the demonstrations of that Friday
evening themselves, possibly the biggest
popular mobilisations seett in Spain sinee
the days ol the Sceond Republic, the mood
wus aggeessively nationalistic: “Espana,
unidde, jantds serd vencida® = Spain, united,
will never be defeated”  was a common
chant. Clearty, the dynamic that was now
bemng unkeashed here was not solidarity with
innocent victins ol mindless slaughter per
se hut Spansi vietims of an atack on Span-
ik democracy, on Spanishness wself, ady-
narnic symbolised by the unity of political
lorces — Communists, Socialists, neo liber
als, the Church, the Royal Family — heading,
the prarchies.” The mood was on the whole
irankly ugly, and depressing, and not just
because of the events of the previous day: a
complete contrast to the crormous
nobilisations against the Trag warof the pre-
vious year.

But the tide ol nationalism dad not sweep
all wlong with it. Honourable mention must
he made of the Basque nationidists of Kusko
Alkartasuna, who criticised the basis of the
Priday mobilisations in the strongest of
terus, 10 the point of threatening not o par-
ticipate in them Grdeciston that they tinatly
rescinded at the Tast nunute); and ot the
Catalan nationadists of Fsquerra Republicana
de Catalunya, and especially of its leader
Josep Carodd Rovira, already something ofa
hate ligure vutside of Catalunya, who ar-
gned on the Tharsday morning, with no small
degree of political courage, for the neces
sity ol political dialogrue with those respon-
sible for the attacks, whoever they may have
been. And special mention needs to be made
of Corriente Roja Gaminorily grouping within
Izquicrda Unida), who did refuse Lo take pant
i the mobilisations, precisely on the
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grounds of what the e that “the unity of
demacrats in the face of terror represented

And there were also dissenting voiees,
even if they formed a small minority. on the
mobilisations themselves. Alongside the slo-
gans of sohdarity wath the victims, and slo
gans of an overt Spanish natonalist nature.
there could slso be heard slogans question-
ing the interpretation of the povernment tand
the other parties) of what had happened.
When Aznar wrived to head the Madrid
demonstration, for example, he was jeered
and jostled and greeted with cries of *Quien
ha sido™ [Cuéntanos I verdud! — "Whuo
was it Tell ns the truth!™ A the end of the
Rarcelona demonstration, Finance Minister
Rodrigo Rato and Catalan PP chief (and
former Foreign Minister) Josep Pique oo
were jecred. Cracks were now beginaing to
appear in the consensus reaction (o the
events of Thursday, and the people who
were going (o et the blame — even thongh
they were Tardly alone in leading the na
tonalistic dance - were the PR

The following day, the Satutday
the day hefore the clection, in Spain i “day
ol reflection” on whieh political campasgn-
ing is hanned  something rather more dra
nitic happened: that alternoon, spontane-
ous, and quite large. demonstrations - or
panised by lext messages, cmails and word
of mouth — were held ouside PP olfices.
Around 5,000 outside the PP's central of-
fices in the Calle Génovain Madnd - Anzes
de vorar, aueremos la verdad!” (Before we
vole we want the tuth !y, people cried: some
7,000 or tore m Barcelonu, undet the slogan
Loy snerrs sorovuestras, Los niwertos son
nuestros” - Your wans, our deaths™s and
demonstrations i as well, amongst othet
plices, Santiago de Compostela, Bilhuo,
Sevebleand Vadencia,

The organisers and participants of these
demonstrations were (mostly young) pro-
gressively-minded people, with some Kind
ol history of political activism, most clearly
in the massive anti-war mobilisations of the
previous year, Most significantly, it was pre-
cisely this fayer's reluctance 1o vote in an
institutionalised podiucal systent which
seemed Lo them unrepresentative wnd im-
movable (hat had been responsible for the
PIs consistent lead in the opinion polls,
presaging their victory in the forthcoming

NOwW

clections.

How had these people seen the events?
Stunned - fike evervone else in Spam hid
heen by the scale of the cartige of Atochi,
they were now questioning why, now (hat
so much evidence had accumudated pomt-
ing: (o the improbabitity of ETA mvolvement,
the governnent were so insistent on this as
aprincipal line of enquiry. Smelling anclec-
toral vat. they bepan to ask themselves il it
was not the case that the PP were now delib-
crately managing the situation for theirown

political advantage, a supposition fuclled by
the most gentle of noises now crianating,
Lo PSOE, 1L and PNV hieadquarters sug-
gesting (oo that, at the least, the povern
ment should be widening its investigative
dragnet just a Jittie. This hine of thinkmg
which really amounted to puttng two and
two together and making three and o lall.
since it failed o answer why the PP along
with everyone else, had so conlidently yrone
for the ‘it-was FKTA™ explanation on the
Thursday moerning before any evidence
pointng to i possible perpetrator had sur
faced, and failed (o see that PSOE, U and
PNV doubts were themselves inevitably col-
oured by the mental conceniration being
provoked by the imminence of the clections

is ultimately what explains what happened
on the Sunday, as Spatn went (0 vote.

he fiest thing that is striking about

the election itsedl s the dramatically

high tuenout compared with the pre-
vious one. Compared to 2000, the number
of voles cast was up 2,507 146, Trom
13.339.474 10 25,816,620 All of the major
pattties, ina continuation ot the ideological
coloration ol the preceding days, were to
hail this fact as a ‘trumph of depocraey’
against terrotisim. But this increased turn-
aut was far trom being evenly distributed
across the political spectrum:and given that
PSOE’s vole increased by 2,990 935 voles
(from /.918.75210 10W,687), it is difficult to
avoid the conclusion that the increased rn-
oul almost on its own accounts for the rise
in the Socialist vote, This interpretation is
only reintoreed if we lake account ol what
happened to the votes of the other partics.
The PP appears to have been on the re
ceiving end of severe punishment by the
electorme i one relies solely on maistream
prephology s analytical ol of choice, per-
centage of voles cast, for its share of the
vote fell from 44.5 per cent to 37.6 per cent.
But when we look at total votes cast, the
Ll in PP support turns out to be siatist
cally less dramatic: from 10321178 10
9,630,512, This was no “swing from PP to
PSOE. If there was a swing involved at adl,
it was [rom disillusioned, lelt-minded ab
stainers to PSOE, LU, in turn, adso appeared
1o have suftered a fall in its vote, lor its
share wis down from 6.0 per cent (o 5.0 per
cent, but again, if we look at total votes
cast tather than share of the vote, we see
that in Lact 1L just about maintained s
support at parity Galthough, since IU is the
party that had publicly set itself the task of
mrming the street mobitisations mo voles
in the ballot boxes, this itsell must be re
garded as failure). That lor IU the negative
balance-sheel of its performance i the
clection has been focused not on the total
number ot votes it received, nor on its share
of the vote, but the Fact that this later trans-

Tated st into a loss of four partiamentary
deputies indicates quite how deep into the
electoral mire i hias sunk.'”

In short, therelore, what happencd on
March 14 has 0 be understood as a con-
Hinuation of the reaction to events witnessed
by the dissenting voices on the detnonsdra-
tons of March 12 and by the antu-1'P dem-
onstrations of March 13, as a signilicant
minority of Spaniards, natural left-voters, hul
without. through reasons of disillusionment
with the political system, intention of vot
g, decided that the PP's behaviour atter
Mareh 11 (or at least their pereeption ol 1)
merited o vero il for PSOT this time, in
arder 10 unseat e government, I ths was
2 “punishment vote’, it was a punishment
inflicted on the PP not by its own suppott-
ets, but by a social layer that no longer, 1o
normal circumstances, votes at all,

But it is also important to note that the
clections cannol be seen as torming any kind
of definitive closure on the events of March
11. That people chose to pumish the PR over
all the other parties for its behaviour ndi-
cates it what really ook place bas not
bieen tully understood. Bor tosee what hap-
pened as PP dissimulation pure and simple
is. 0t ol iselt, inadequate; o tanl o see
that the nationalist retlexes that pushed the
1P are shared almost i their entirety by the
parties ot the lett too means that the unre-
solved contradictions of the Spanish left,
although they may now be hidden beneath
the surlace, tor the moment invisible to the
nthed political eye, are still with us as iuch
as they ever where.

March 14, which appeared to hibour so
much change, inreality changed surprisingly
litthe

curing all this i mind, we can now

offer some kind of provisional as

sess-ment of the Socialist govern
ment's future prospects, Frankly, the onens
do not look goad.

In the first place, 1115 necessary o note
that this is a government that has had power
thrust upon it in the most unexpected man
ner possible, for itis absolutely not the case
that PSOTE won (hese elections, but that the
PP lost them.

Nevertheless, 1t is certainly e that
Zapatero has so far acted with exemplary
directness. He fulfilled the first ol his sub
stantial pre-clection pledges, the withdrawal
of the Spanish military contingent tronn i,
within days of the government assuming
office, and he seems to be well on course to
[ultit another, the lepalisation of gay -
rage. But while only the churlish would be-
prudge these measures, we should also be
aware that as L as tulfifing election prom-
ises goes this is hkely to be it since these
fwo measures ave abotit as far mfo the quasi-
neo liberal wish-list ol pood intentions that
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1he Socialist Party presented as an electoral
progrusme that he will be able o go. That
Zapatero acted so quickly on the commit-
ment (o withdraw Spanish troops from Trag
is indlicative that he is keendy aware of who
exactly his tree miflion extra voters we. But
all he s able to do here s extend the honey
moon period, and, as any married couple,
gy or not, will tell you, all honeymoons,
however tomantically they may have started,
must eventually come 10 an end.

On the ceonomice Tront, dark clowds are
looming What has fuclled ccononie growth
more than anything over the last years —
and the growth has been robust indeed -
lias been a spectacula, and imereasingly
specttlative, boont in construction, as prop
erty prices soar well above inflation: 1o the
point where today a whole rhifrd o the en-
tre Spanish housing stock now stands
empty. This indicates that in the rest of the
cconomy, slill suftering from the perennial
ceonomic defeer ol weak  Spunish
competitivity. tungs are going sormewhiit
awry, as capital ts sucked mto other invest-
ment fields - property itselt, and overseas
(Latin American) investiments, lor example
When this bubble does burst Gand alveady
this year hothy the IME o the OFRCD have
issued sharp warnings to this eftect o the
Spanish govermment'™), this will have aca-
Lunitous knock oncelfect on the restotanol
very healthy economy.

And when this happens, Spain will no
longer he cashioned by the advantapes 1
his enjoyed up all now as one ol the more
deserving ol the European poor. As BEurope
fooks cast, notonly is Spain on the point of
Josing substantial Structural and Cohesion
Fund subsidics, but there are increasing
stens that nultinationals, onginally drawn
to Spain in the 1990s by virtue of ats cheap
and (lexible fabour foree, are now upping
sticks and decamping 1o the greener, and
considerably cheaper, pastures of the cast.”

Looked avin this way, it is hard to escape
the Bimpression of a government rapped m
the prip of i set ol contingent processes
none of which it has either the capability or
the wilt to deal widi, The PP lepacy, the new
government’s inheritance, abready has some
thing of the look ofa poisoned chalice about
i, Castunprepaed into office on the hack of
a political process completely bevond its
comprehension and control, and, having cut
its strategic mternational ties with the Bush-
Blair axis in the name of a veturn to the Lu-
rope of old, but finding this latter now look
ing in the other direction, to the cast, the

governnient (inds iselfadriftin the storm of

a global cconomy not inclined to show fa-
vours to even the best of intentions, with
the rocks of economie catastrophie, althongh
stilf in the middie distance, drawing closer
alb the ome.

But there remains one lundamental issue,

which stands oat over the other potential
pitlalls and disasters outlined above, seri-
ous thouph these may prove o be, hanging
over Zapatero and his team, an issue which
has the capacity 10 not onty blow the pov-
ernment olf course but back to where it came
from and beyond.

When the Tast PSOFE government. thiat of
Ledipe Gonzales, collapsed in 1996, it 15 1n
structive 1o note that the coup de graee was
administered through the seandal prompted
by the povernment's seeret “dirty war di
rected against ETAL And what stands ou
above everything ¢lse in the March 11 alter-
math ix the conlirmation of Spanish Social-
ism’s unconditional, alimostirrational, alfili
ation o the Conslitution: (o e transicion,
el estado de derecho and la denocracia, a
nexus bound wogether by the cement of chiw-
vinistic Spanish nationalisim. Defence of this
sysiem may be Spanish socialis’s raison
Jétre in the present day: s also its greal
est, and most deadly, weakness, tor when
this ideological aibiliaton is challenged, it
tinds itselt automaticadly in o bloe with the
Spanish right, 10 the Tatter’s perennial ad-
vantiyre. Guided by this “socialisnrof Tools',
how will the Zapatero government react 1o
e Basgue question”? Whatapproach will it
take with reyard 10 renewed demands for
Basque self-government”? What will it do
stiould TA strike again’? How will the Basque
section of the Secialist Party fight the Basque
clections scheduled for next year? What
approuch will it take towards the banned rudh-
cal Basque nationadist party Batasuna,
should i, as it will, denand the right to con-
test the elections: will i rescind the PPs ban
on radical natonalist polities, or will itcon-
tinue with the PP's policy thint even 1o thirnk
that responsibility Tor ETA vielence hes ulu-
mately in Madrid is an idea so dangerous
that it cannot be permitted in the clectoral
arena” In short, will Spanish social democ-
racy sacrifice tiself onee again on the altar ol
chauvinistic Spanish nationalisny, or will it
finally see that its unconditional aftiliation
10 la democracia is precisely the mecha-
nism by which any vestigial reflex on its or
its supporters” part tor social and politcal
justice s newtrilised?

The omens are not good. Given the inaus-
picions social, ceonomic and polical climaite
in which it tinds tself, it may well be that,
one day, historians will judpe that the elec-
tions ol 2004 could well have been the ones
it was betier t lose. And should this gov
ernment fail - and while we might readly and
genuinely hope that it doesn’t, the omens
seern o auger il what will come next? We
nced to remiember that the Tast Gulure of Span-
ish Socialisin led directly (o eight years
and they would have been mare, were it not
for what happened between March H1 and
[4 - of PP neo-liberatist. History isnot kind
10 those who Tail to learn its lessons, yel the

entire political outlook of Spanish social de-
mocracy is founded on burying the past,
not interrogating it. And the fact is that so-
cialistiyin Spain will only be builtonan un-
derstanding of precisely those lessons ol
Spanish history over which March 14, 2004,
seems only 1o have laid yet another layer of
myshlicition.

Leon, August |, 2004
NOTES
I, Tor o representabive example of the evo-
Inton of the intention o vote as measured
by the apinion polls sinee the elections of
1996 see: =hup:/www.clmundo.es/
documentos/2004/03/04/voto.pdl>
Y Around 2007 due to the faet that the
very violenee of the explosions has mile
(the identilication ol the victims a difficult
tand extraordinarily unpleasant) task. The
original official figure of 200 deaths has
subsequently bad 10 be downgraded to
101, Nevertheless, aceording 1o El Pais
{August |, 2004), there sall remaie 13 mor-
teary sacks of humian remiains in storage
which have yet to be atributed cither (o
known vichms or 10 known sarvivors who
lust body parts in the explosions.
3. The anadysts here draws on the major
themes of an carlier article, which anadyses
the main lines ol Spanish state politics as
it was configured o the post Tranco pe-
riod: Id Georpe, “Frankenstein and the
monster: the Spanish state fett aftee the
May clections’, What Nexe 26 (2003). pp.t-
11 avaitable online hierer =hup://
mysitedreeserve.com/whatnext/
Pages. htm/Back bhim/Wnext126/
Span.htmiz=).
4. An analysis disgracelully shared by
Timothy Garton Ash, who, inan eticke
published o the British Guardian (hul
subseguently syndicated world wide, in-
cluding in the Spanish state see
Bienvenidos ad “Titanic™ . £ Pars, March
21, 2004). could write: *So far as the Span
ish voters' intentions are cancerned, the
clection resull was not subjectively a vic
fory for al-Qawda. But it iy, as Marxists used
o say. an objective victory for al-Qanda
{"Welcome (o the Titanie’, Gaardian,
Murch 18,2004 )
5. That morning, Zapatere stated that the
attack was the most horrendous that FTA
have committed’; amd lzquicrda Untda
leader Gaspar Llamazares denounced the
attack as o ‘nazi barbarity commitied by
ETAT, an “attempt o drown democracy in
blood" . and called tor *police and penal per
seculion” 1o finish off the group. And the
Basque fehendakari (Frst minister) and
leader of PNV, Juan José arelxe, said, a
i prepared declaration to the press at 9.30
that morning, thal "ETA is writing the last
pages of its history [ ETA has tried (o
dynamite democracy.”
6. Quotations and ¢hronologies assembled
(rom both print and ontine editions ot £
Fais, E1 Mundo aud El Diario de Léon,
March 12,2004,
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7o The present Constitation (in Spanish)
can he read here: <htp://
www. constitucion es/copslitucion/
castellanoZindex.htmlz: and an (impertect)
Lnghish  translation  here: <hup://
www dgsap.map es/cia/dispo/
ceoingles sodex hime,

K. This is the Spanish version of what "Tom
Nairn once deserthed as the “spirit-coun
v, the “national spint essence, o land of
the mmd distinguishable Trom the mustdagie
] One can thunk of it | as a set ol mien-
L g survey points naplanted o our
communal psvehe.” (he Enchanted Glass.
London, TU8N, pp.ut 2y

9. Ax expressed by bath Aznar and the
kKing in Jive televimon addresses to Cthe
nation’ on the alternoon amd evenmg of
Thursday. Speakinp tirst, Aznar claimed
that the people whe had died had died “be-
cause of e miere Tact of being Spanish’,
conveniedly forgetting the large number
of victims  due to the location ol the
hombs — who were imnugrants, otten with
out papers, foreed as a consequence to
work in sweatshop conditions withoni
tiphts due to his povernment’s racist anti
nnmigration laws. Aznar’s subsequent dec-
luration Uit non-Spanish victims and ther
immediate families would be granted Span
e citizenship  evenoab posthumously
Just gave the Kanfe an extea twist, Fater, the
nation was addressed by its king, e Bour
bon Juan Carlos, who continued the theme
ltke this: “Dyiscourggement was not made
for Spantards. We are a great country,
which tias demonstrated with interest s
capacity 1o overcome difficulties, Tt there
be no doubt, ‘Terrorism will never achieve
its ends. Bowilt never be able to weaken our
faith i democracy. or our condidence s
the toture of Spain ™ (Both quotations trom
FEMundo, Mareh 12, 2004))

10 et us note here an isolated incident,
but i revealing one. On the Saturday, o
Pamplona in Navarra, Angel Berrocta, a
baker, refused a request from one ol his
neighbours that he desplay a poster with 2
black ribbon and the slogan "E'TA No'| of
the kind now going up in shop and house
windaows throughout Spain. The neiph-
bour. who is married to a pohiceman, re.
turned 10 her Oae and wld her brasband
what had happened. Her hushand went to
the baker's shop, and shot the baker dead.
Needless to say, Berroeta's name does non
appear on the offictal hists of the victims ol
the events ol March UL (See & Mundo,
March (4, 2004,

Lo And i additson, Briday midday also
saw what amounted o a victaal 15 nunute
veneral strike. The slogans Tor the stop-
page trom the two principal trade union
tederations were *No 1o TTAY ¢0IGT), aiwd
LTA Against AL AT Against ETA
(Comistones Obreras).

120 Acecording to a report comnissioned
by the UN luman Rights Commtission
tavaitable online in Spanish here: <htip://

www.uet.es/zinmipracion/nunidas. pdf =),
over the Jast 12 years, arouted 2,000 inmi-
veants (according to the most “optimisuc’
riguresy, largely sub-Saharan Atfcwcans,
have died crossig the Stratats of Gibraltar
attempting 10 enter Spain, a figore tha
shoufd be at least double i1 account s
taken of the bodies washed up on the Mo-
rocean side of the Straits (oo, Between
January and September 2003 wore recordad
162 deaths on the Spanish side alone, Per

haps 1Cis also chuslish torask where are the
black nbbons and the mass demonstrations
lor these victims ol a global terrorism ot a
differem sort,

L3 Corriente Roja’s statement in whieh they
msde is positton clear can be rewd enhine
tn Spanist) here: <htp-//
www niodod0 org/corrienictoja/archivos/
wch 145 htmes,

t4. For a comprehensive statistical ac

count ol the clecaon an Spanish), see
<http://www.elmundo.es/especiales/200:4
O3/cspana/ldm/resultados/congreso/
globales/=.

15, Perhaps af 10 headeguarters minds were
atso concentrated by the tact that under
the Spanish system parties receive fand

mg oo the basis ol the number ol parhia

mentary represeutatives they have, and the
pacty was clewrty staring down the barrel
ol asignificant drop i income.

{6, See SIME concludes 2003 Artcle 1V
consultation  with  Spain™. =<htep://
www. imboorp/external/np/sec/pn/ 2004/
pn(k3 L hans, and E1 Pais, May 13, 20044,
respectively.

17, According to the Furopean Industrial
Relations Observatory (< huyp://
www.elro.curofound.ae/=y, the average la

bour cost o the en new meniber staes
stands at .2 cucos per hoar, while i Spain
it stands at 14,4 curos per hour,

[8. A phenomenon — the polincally debili-
tating ctiver on the working class move-
ment effected by its own chanvimsm that
Murx understood well: *Thave become more
and more convineed — and the thing now
15 1o drom this conviction into the English
[sic] working class - that they will never
he uble to do anything decisive here in
England belore they separate their attitude
towards Trelaud quite definitely from that
of the ridmg classes, and not only make a
common cause with e [rish, but even take
tie initiative in dissolving the Union [...
And this must be done not out of sympa-
thy for Iretand, but as a demand based on
the interests ol the English proletariat”
CMarx to Ludwig Kugelmann', November
290 1869, Mary and Engels Collected
Works, Vol. 43, 98K, p 390, Mars concluded
that “T'his antagonism {hetween lrish and
‘nglish’ workers] s the secret of the Bng-
lish working class's mpotence, despite its
organisation. ftis the seeret of power by
the capitalist class.” ("Marx to Sigirid
Meyer and August Vogt', April 90 1870,
ihidd., pp.474-75.) WA

Paradise
lost

Simon Blazeby reports from the
crisis-stricken island of
Madagascar, whose people and
unigue environment are now
more than ever under threal

Chere are many examples of conuntries sel-
fenmng conplex disasters. wnux ot environ-
mental and ceconomie blunders that leave
the poorest sulteting the most. What
makes Mudagrasear o umgue case s that
today the future of the island rests on a
critical knile-edge between soctad wnd ¢n-
vitonmental devastation and sustaunahle
progress fed by a unitied people.

When you think ol Madagascar, what
springs 1o mind? Most peaple’s answe
would include acres amd acres ol raintor-
est, lemurs, chameleons and other rich and
vairied wildlife. In essence, Madagascar,
people believe, s atropical paradise.

However, Madagascar’s recent history
paints a very different picture: recent fig-
utes have shown that nine million people
are living in hunger. Two cyclones in Feb-
ruary lelt two million people homeless,
Political irmoil, locust plagues, huge rates
ol unemployment and inflation, and a spate
ot grenade attacks against cabinet minis-
fers hitve left the country in disarray. The
new government, endorsed by France and
the United States, has began closing down
opposition radio stations and heefing up
secarity in the ‘national interest”. All this
comes af a time when both the popolation
and the environment of Madagascar teast
need it.

The eighth continent

Focated oftthe cast coast ol Africa, Mada

gascar i the fourth-largest island in the
world and split from Alrica 65 nillion years
ago. Sometimes dubbed “the cighth conti-
nent’, it has as mueh biological and geo-
graphical vartation as South Amenca It
has been recognised as one of the world's
1op three hiodiversity hotspots and bousts
sone 80 per cent endemic species, most of
which are concentrated in the istand’s rich
primary runforest,

Unfortummely, over the past few handred
years deforestation has devastined Mada
pascar. Stash-and-bura agriculiural tech-
niques, logging and corporate exploitation
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hive chinmed some 8 85 per cent of the
original primary rainforest. An oripinal 50
species ol Temur has now been reduced o
33, with almost all of those remaining un

der threat of extinetion, Many other en

demic species are also under threat, includ-
ing countless species of Ttorg and Guuna
that remain undiscovered,

S what went wrong?

A country of contradictions

The first thing that strikes the independ-
ent traveller in Madagascar is the diver-
sity ol its population. Malagasy society is
made up of 1R tribes, shiring us many simi-
[aritics as differences Irom cach other.
However, people also share a particularly
strong sense of identity - that of betng
Malagasy. Tt is said in Madagascar that
people constitule one giant mal’, cach
woven colour or group of colours repre
senting adifferent Ty, lincage, or tribe,

First settlement on the island s thought
to have been by Indo-Polynesian traders
around 2,000 years ago, lollowed by peo-
ple from the Middle Eastand the Bantu
tribes of Southern Atvica Tracing the epis-
temology of Malagasy culture {rom that
point has been the root of much specula-
tion, but it is genctally accepted that tribes
developed aceording to kinship and mar-
ciage. with ancestial bediefs being passed
down through generations,

Ol course the initial appearance of har-
monious heterogencity is not without ils
contradictions. Various patterns ol domi-
nance versus eesistanee, pohitical hrerar-
chy versus demands for an equal share ol
scarce resources, and the scars of o coun-
try still trying o find its feet afier some 60
years of colonisation are evident every
where.

A history of dominance and
resistance
Walk around the city of Tolara CTuléar)
and you will see people with white clay
covering their faces inan attempt to make
therr skin whiter and thus be more eligible
for employinent. The roots of this practice
are believed 10 have resulted from 400
years of bratal rule hy the lighter skinned
prople ot the island - st the Merina, then
the French. Maost people in positions ol
authority befong to the Merinu, atribe of
Malayo-Polynesian ancestry believed
be the merchant traders thatoriginally set-
ted on the astand. The Merina kingdom is
belicved to have taken control of the matn
trading centres in Madagascar in the 17th
century, being recognised by the British
as rulers of Madagascar in 1817, The
French readily exploited the established ad-
ministration when they colonised the is
land in 1896,

Although the Merina, ‘those of the tigh-

landds’, controlled the central platcaa, many
tribes had inhabited arcas of Madagascar
over which the Merina found icdifficult 1o
maintain jutisdicton. This made subse-
quent control of the Malagrasy people hy
the French colonisers paaticularty ditficult.
singe from as carly as 1895 various tribes
would revoltagainst acotonial adiministra-
tion unable to develop a untlied strategy
ot dominance.

As soon as France established adminis
trative controt over Madagascar, the gov-
croment set about changing the structure
ol the Malagasy cconomy. The first mod-
ern land use projects were established by
trench settlers or Creole immigrants from
the Mascarene Islands inthe 19th and 20th
centuries, They introduced cash crops
such as coftee, sugrar cane, vanilla, cloves,
and sisal for export. They also built small-
seate mines to exploit the island’s praph-
ite, clromite, and uranitm resources.

To lacihitate the processing and market-
ing of these commodities, the Frrench im
migrants established a number of financial
and commercial enterprises and built a
small, moadern railway system. They then
brought some Malagasy into this modern
sector of the cconomy, either as wage Ia
bourers and sharceroppers on the forerpn-
owneid plantations. or as fjow-fevel employ
ces in the civil service or business enier-
prises. The foreign owners and managers,
however, retained atmost al of the ben-
clits from these operations.

Thus. as with other countries, the French
colonial strategy was primarily one of us-
ing forced labour accompanied by unequal
rade and new furming techniques o pro-
duce cash crops, manulactured goods,
and livestock and fish stocks for the cmerg-
mg globul markets.

Various other technigques were antro-

duced by the Lrench to make the Mala-
gasy dependent on colonial rule, One par
nenlarly ilfustrative example was the intro-
duction of a Oy 1hat fed on a cactus the
Matagasy used tor water and nutrition. The
cactus wus wiped out, the Malagasy hav-
ing to further resort to the trade and pur-
chase of other crops for their nutritional
neaeds,

Various policies implemented by the
French served to increase Malagasy re
sentment towards French colonial rufe; in
particular the 1926 decree ordering all Mala-
gasy who didn"t have proot of fand own
ership to hand over their ancestral Tand
sSubsequently, colonial rule became far from
smooth as what began as a series ol upris-
ings formed into a umficd independence
movement.

The Malagasy's first major rebetlion in
1947 hastened the need tor a decision on
the troubled island’s future. Varous con-
siderations ensued  the island even be-
catne aserious consideration by the Euro-
pean powers as i destination for Jewish
settlers after the war,. However, on June
26, 1960, Madapascar became one of the
lirst African nattons o win independence
(rom Frenchrule,

Visit Madagascar today and one will see
the remmants of colonialismy sisal and col-
fee plantations, factories and abandoned
carly i9th-century buildings give test-
mony (o a lailed administration.

However, the most distinetive echo ol
colonisution is in Malagasy language and
cufture. Frenchis the language ol burcaue-
racy, which means many Malagasy are ¢x
cluded from understanding anything about
how their country is run, Many people
speak, not French, but their tribe’s dialect
of Malagasy; the onty remmant of the 1m-
position of French Lainguage being i i
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number of adopted words tor which there
is no Mitlagasy cquivalent.

One particularly poignant reminder ex-
ists 1 the use of the word “aller™ - yo™in
French. origmally used as an order to Mala-
pasy workers (o work harder or move
now the strongest insult in Malagasy; usu
alty reserved Tor getting dogs oot ol the
Wy,

Post-colonial Madagascar

Alter independence the Phdibert Thiranana
regimie did litde (o change the French domi-
nation of the modern sector of the
ceonomy, despiie inereasing outrage al
this continued cconomie dependence. This
anger, together with growing concern over
an unequal distribution of wealth that left
the southern and western parts of the is-
Land 1 relative poverty, caused the oust-
ing of Tsirananiin (972 and a shift in eco-
nomic policy.

Understandably. the rhetonie of polines
since then has been Jargely dominated by
amilttary-led Marsism heavily defined by
anti-impeadism. However, althongrh Madi-
pascar belongs (o the category of Adtican
Marxist regamaes ol military origin, there
exists it eertiin ambiguity in the socialist
policies of the government and their im-
plementation.

The new militny regime ted by Gabricel
Ramanantsoa cut maost ties with France and
began to "Malagachise” the cconomy. De
spite this, slow progress towiard this goal
and adack of ¢lear political ideotogy helped
o precipitate the end of the Ramanantsoa
regime invmad 1975,

Indeed, by 1975 andeolopically aware
‘progressive party’, prouping military and
civilian actors, had been established, the
rise of Didier Ratsiraka to the presidency
later that year signalling the start of the
takeover of formerly Lrench-dominated
enterprises. However, the manner in which
the second republic was established hardly
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constitutes a Marxistrevolution. Ralsiraka,
not being strong cnough to obtuin com

plete hegemony in 1975, had to Yorm alli

ances with other politicat factions thiough
idcological concessions and linancial m-
centives, Ratsiraka’s policy of ‘revolution
from above™ went beyond confiseating or
buying out foreign {ivms and turmng them
over to Malapasy ownership; he intended
to socialise the economy by natiwonalising
major enterprises. The state acquired ma-
yority or minority ownership in nearly all
large financial, transportation, markeling,
mining, uand manufacluring ¢nterprises,
Firms left under private control were re

quired 1o buy and sell al state controlled
prices and the state closely monitored the
repatttiation of profits,

In the raral sector, Ratsiraka atmed 10 ¢s-
tubhish local fanming co-operatives. Alinost
as important us this institutional reform was
the reprime’s intention, announced i an
cconomic plan for the 1978860 pertod, to
increase dramatically the level of povern-
ment capital investment in all sectors ol
the ceconomy in order (o improve the avadl
ability of goods and services 1o all.

Ratsicaka ruled Madaguscar tor close o
30 vears. being re elected alter ashort spell
ot of power and imexile in 1991, Mamntain-
g his anti-imperiahist rhetoric, Ratsiraki
openly discouraged Prench connuercial
caterprise, while ad and commercid rela-
ionships were accepted [rom the Soviel
Union und other African states shanng a
sinuilar ideology, However once agion con-
tradictions existed in the rulimyg ideology,
many believing Ratsiraka was essentially
using avhetoric of Marxism whilst benelil
g from post colonial enterprises hased
on the subjugation and exploitation of
Malagasy people and natural resources,

Many allege millions of French Malagasy
Frances went into Ratsirnka’s comniercial
interests and the pockets of his political
peers, while being taken away {rom
healtheare (in 1998 only US $6 a head was
spent on healtheare), education and pub-
lic services such as roads.

Look anywhere in Madagrascar and you
will see a country marred by under invest-
ment. Roads are, for the most part, tracks
ctehed in the mud — any concrete long
since gone. Hospitals are timited to main
towns and waorryingly under equipped.
Most villages are without schools.

The Tast few decades of the 20th century
saw Madagascar become a country crip
pled by debt repayments and high level
corruption, resulting in poverty, malknuotr-
tion and frequent civib unrest. By the start
ol the T980s, Ratsiraka’s attempt to fash-
ion viabte socialist institutions and 1o
stitnulate the cconomy throuph inereased
invesiment had failed 1o improve economic
production and welfare. The only appar-

ent effect of the enhanced level of invest
nent was Lo put the country deeply indebi
to forcign creditors and, therefore, puve
the way for a series of structural adjust
mentagreements signed with the IM<and
the World Bank during the 1980s and the
carly 1990s.

Thus, the post-198€ Ratsiraka and,
bric/ly, the Albert Zaly regime oversaw the
disbanding of apricultural marketing
hoards, the ratification of more iberal in
vestment codes favouring foreign invest-
ment, the privatisation ol the banking in-
dustry, diversification of traditional, pri-
niary -product expotts, s greater mvest-
ment in lood production. Despite areputa-
tion 1o reneging on commitments to re-
forn, the formerly Marxist Ratsicakairons
cally became known as one of the IME's
star pupils’ in Africa.

The new president, Mare Ravalomanana,
has continued this trend, the granting of
these and related agreements being linked
1o the same co-ordmated set of structural
adjostment requarements desipned to fos
ter the hiberal, export otented econoiny
favourcd by the IME and the World Bank.

Reactions in Madagascar to these poli
cres, both individual and organisational,
have been mixed. The World Bank and IMF
see these ongoing policies as postive.
However, certan individuals and aid or-
panisations have expressed doublts as to
whether the selling of Madagascar’s e
sources data e so critical inits pational
development is the right thing to do.

The environment at risk

Over the years, suceessive French colo

nial and independence era governments
have sought 10 modernise Madaguscar’s
ceonomy. Despite such eftforts, the magor

ity of Malagasy in 1994 continued o carn
their livehhoods in ways fundamentally
unchanged trom those of their ancestors —
siall-scate farms supportung raditionat ir

rigated rice cultivation, dey land farming of
cassavi and other {oods, zebu catde herd-
ing, or the riising of cash crops,

Tragically, Madagascar has suffered al-
maost BS per cent deforestation. This is par-
ticularly sad due to the global potential of
Madagascar. A simple exampie tHostrates
this point: if it weren't for ethno-hotanists
stumbling across u traditional Malagasy
healing remedy in the 1950x, the drugs cur-
rently used to treat Hodgkin's disease and
childhood leukaenua wouldn't have been
developed from the tosy periwinkie plani
unigue to the island.

Commercial interests are not strictly o
Blame for the preater part of this deforesta-
tton. The evidence points towards slash-
and-burn agricubturad techniques (@ once
sustaimable mcans ol furming passed dowa
the generations {rom people’s ancestors)
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putting stpaificant strain on forested re

orons as cirly as 17500 Indeed, ia the mid

[ Rth century there are reports from Merina
kings that several chieltaims hid expressed
concerns over the destruction of entire
swathes ol riinforest for rice and cassava
larning and the Jurvesting of firewood.

However. since the colomsation of Mida
gascar at the end of the 19th centwry, the
population has grown (rom two 1o 16 nul
fion, only tncreasing the steaimn on the 1s
land’s 1esources. Almost a century of bio
logical and cultural exploitation of Mada-
gascar has understandably had o number
ot consequences for both the people and
environtent. For all its biological riches,
Madagascar is now in the top ten of the
workl’s poorest countrics. One in three
children work, however many adults are
uncmployed - one worker supports cight
people inrucal wreas. The lack of variation
in people’s diets has led o chronic malnu-
teition. The chadd mostality rateas [S771,000,
oL overone in 10 chiddien die before the
age ol five.

Sanitation lacihities are connted at 2S5 per
cent nattonally and are non-existent in
many aeas, As a resubt, the people of
Mudagascar sulter regubaely from cholera
and other discases. Lack of any waste nxn-
agement in many rural and urban arcas
means discase s a major problem, The year
199K sipnalled the thisd bubonic plague
outhreak in five years, a trend which is
likely 1o continue,

A number of issues remamm problematic
Tor Madagasciu, Land-intensive farming
(eehniques are the preferred method ol ag-
riculture, meaning cach family inrural ar
eas gets through about two hectaes of
forest every three years. Indeed, the Turm-
my and consumption of rice and cassava
is so ingrained in Malagasy cultore tha
once can hear a Malagasy person detine
themschves by i sitying "Zao Malagasy:
mihina-zo vary’ T o Malagasy: Leatrice’.

Atterapts by aid organisations 1o edu
cate Malupasy people in the farming of mul-
uple food sources “permaculiure’  are
making limited progress i some areas as
people begin o realise that, coniraty 10
the teachings ol the ancestors, the forest
may not last [orever.

Similar attempts have been made to alter
the damage done by excessive consump-
tion of wood burt for fuewood and char-
coal. Cluacoaling is iHegal inmany pro-
tected arcas in Madapasear although re-
sources for policing this are limited. Fur-
thermore, the impact of poverty means trat
people will burn large wreas of forest in
desperation for some kind of wage — one
tree being reduced w a bag ol charcoal
worth the equivalent of around 30p.

Attempts at a reduction of wood con-
suniption range rom education to the in

troduction ol improved stoves, which burn
70 per cent less wood, Successes have
been widespread in vallages where these
projects have been introduced; however,
implementation on a wider national scale
is necessary for any conscquential impact
on the rate of deforestation,

Other work has concentrated on health
and sanitation, with certain aidd organisi
tions working with Malagasy people to
reduce malnatrition through preventative
and curative healtheare. Isolated tair trade
successes also exist, encouraging the
Malagasy not only in the preservation of
their cultural radetions, but also thetr en-
vironment.

A new threat?

However, an altogether graver threat ex-
ists. The future mining ol raw inaterials os-
sential 1o the Western world threatens o
speed up the rate ot deforestation three

fold. Tuke, for exwmple, the south cast of
Madagascar. 11 s the most underdeveloped
region, with choleraand malnutntion rep

resenting inajor problems indaily fife. Peo

ple can’t afford to feed their fanilies, let
alone concentrate on healtheare or sus-
tainable environmental management.

Huge potential exists in the rich biologi-
cal and human resources i the repion: cer-
tain charities and companies are just be-
ginminy (o realise the potential for devel
oping the community towards responsible
eco tourisin and the fair trade of Malagasy
cratts and sustainable crops,

But this potentiad for fair trade may be
extinguished beforeat s even realised as a
g Niad of ilmenite in the Manatialy region
has meant that QMM a subsidiary of Rio
Tinto Zing, is proposing 1o retnove /5 per
cent ol the littorad torest, unigue o only
two areas in the world, to mine this valu-
able resource. mentte is essentially a whil
ening agent. In the Western world this
agent is used in everything from tooth
paste o paper: almost everything you see
that is artificially white has a good chance
of having had ilmenite used somewhere in
the production process,

OMM's argument is that the mining off

ilmeniie will bring millions ot dollars and
countless jobs lor the population of Mada

sascar. The povernment has already given
the go ahead for one mine, wid another 1s
likely to follow. QMM has brought in or

gamsations such as Conservahon Intet-
national 1o support its model ol environ

mental regeneration after the mine through
the planting of non-native tree specices.
tlowever, other organisations believe such
regeneration will not support existing le-
mur populations and cause the extinetion
of the brown, and golden bamboo Jemurs
in the region, as well as a host ol other
[lora and fauna.

Recent troubles

Madagascar sank into polttical erisis in 2002
after a disputed presidential election in
December 2001, The largely peaceful stand-
ol was marked by sporadic clashes be
tween supporters of Ravidomanana and
former president Ratsiraka. Rasiaka fled
the country atter Ravalomanana’s govern-
ment, supported by France, the US and
many Alrican states. scized power.
However, there has been farther unrest
in recent months after soaring mflation has
lelt the Malagasy people questioning
whether the incoming president really has
the abifity to fulfil his election promises.
The authoritics have been reticent to link
the recent grenade attacks to growing frus
tration over soaring intlation. Many Mala-
pasy have Liken (o the streets i recent
weeks o protest at the high cost ol iving,
What is certan is that Madagascar's
troubles are unhkely fo be solved guickly.
Recent discoveries ol gents and other min-
crals signal the danger of a neo-colonial
seramble tor Madagasear’. Health contin-
ues o deeline, and the inerease inthe tre-
quency of natural disasters means that
substantial investment i ntrastruciure s
needed, for which there sthaply aren’t the
funds available. For the people and envi-
ronment of Madagascar, adong hard strug
gle remains aheud.
® More inlo: The Madagascar Foundation,
www.madagascarfoundation.org: Azalady,
www.azalady.org: WWE www.panda.org,
and Tor “responsible ceo-tourism’ projects:
Blue Ventures, www . blueventures.org
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Class
structure
and class
politics

Darren Williams argues that
socialists need to base their
political practice on a deeper
theoretical understanding ot the
concept ot class, particularly in
the light of structural changes in
the economy, society and the
labour torce

In recent years, discussions about polin-
cal strategy among socialists i the British
stute have tended o become Tixated on
the question of whether one should work
within the Labour Pacty oriry to establish
an abternative party ol the feft.t A erucial
lactor in the arguments put by both sides
in this dehate has been efass. Those seck-
ing o build o new socialist party claim tha
Labour's shift (o the right has reopened
the question ol the potitical representation
of the warking class, Conversely, those
who conttnue 1o work witlin Labour arpue
that it retains the allepianee ol the majority
of politically conscious workers = both in

dividuoalty, at the ballot-box, and organisa-
tionally. through wrade unjon atfiliation. In
their use ol the concept of class, however,
both sides tend (o rety on assertion and
eencralsation, rather than making a coher-
entargumient about class and s influence
on polies. While this debate has been
conducted particularty sharply in the Brit-
ish stite - part)y because of the near con-
sensus among socialists during the
Thatcher years thal 1l was necessary 1o
relite 1o the Labour Party - sitbar debates
are tahing place on the left in other coun-
tes.

At the same time, the resurgenee of youth
radicalism and mass popular protest,
around the anti-plobadisation and anti-wa
movenients, has prompted some socialists
to look o these newer forees, rather thim
to the established orgamsations of the
warkers” movement, for the leadesship of a
potitical challenge w capitalisin,” Whatever
the virtues of these arsuments, they are
acnerally presented in terms of what seemns
possible and desirable in the present con-
Junature, rather than taking a fonger ternm

strategic perspective. Ruely is there any
acknowledgement that investing one’s
hopes for social change in the anti

alobalisation movement represents an 1m-
plicit reconsideration of the historic status
of the working class as the ageney of so

cralist change,

[n this articte. | want to arguc that there
is an urgent need to re-connect the theo
retical examination of cliss with the potiti-
cal practice of socialists. We have fo fake
theory seriously - to examine, openly and
critically, the imteflectual legacy of past
generations and apply what remains valid
o the world as wae tind i, Only by so doing
can we develop astratepic orientation that
will prove adequate to the present turbu-
lent political situation. In what follows. |
will Took at the conception of ¢lass 1 the
writings of Marx and Engels and its devel-
opment by subsequent writers and attempt
1o draw out its contemporary political rel
evance. I will focus on two questions: whear
do e mean by the working class: and
whet is the significanece of the working
class 1o the prospeets for socialisne in the
nventy first cemtury”!

Why does class matter?

Some concept of class is. of course, com
mon to many diftferent currents ot social
theory us a way of trying 10 understand
the ways in which socicties are structured.
‘There are, however, a nusiber of important
respects i which Marxist class theory dif-
fers from most of the others. First, Marx
sty see class as determined not by, say.
family background or lifestyle choices, but
by one’s role in the production of poods
and services  or e the reproduction ot
the social structures that allow production
to take place. Second, class is, lor Marx-
ists. refational, rather than gradational:
it is not a matter of placeng someone on a
tinear scale thalt measures their possession
ol certain attrtbutes (wealth, status, edu-
cation, for example): it is about relation
ships between groups {classes). These re
lationships are fundamentally unegual
one class exercises power over another —
and, al least potentially, contlictual, as the
subordinate class has an imferest in over-
turning this staie of altairs. As a conse-
guence ol this, the Marxist conception of
class is not simply a useful concept ton
describing and analysing socicties: it hus
immaediate political tmplications. To ac
knowledge that societies are divided along
class lines is to he obliged 1o take up o
political position, either for or against the
status quo. To quote Marx’s famous elev-
enth thesis on Yeuerbach, “The philoso-
phers have only interpreted the world in
various ways; the point is o change U
All this 15 sutmed up very pithily at the
beginning o the Commumst Manifesto,

with the finous statement that “the hus-
tory of all hitherto existing societies is the
history of cluss struggles’. [n the epoch of
capitalisin, such struggles take place, of
course, primarily between the bourgeorsie
(or capitadist class ) and the proletariat (or
working class). The development of capr-
Glist industry, says the Manifesto, has pro-
duced the "grave diggers™ of the bourgeod
siein the lorm of the proletariat, The unique
historical role of the working class as the
agent of socialism was, for Marx and
Lingels, the consequence of its having hoth
the ‘motive’ and the "means” o overthrow
capitalism. The motive wits due to work
ers’ subordinate position within the capi
talist mode of production. There are three
distinet, bat inter-relied, eleients to this.
First. the cconomic compulsion to work for
the benefiv of an employer, and the conse
quent surrender of control over one’s la
bour process. leads o the alienation ot
the worker from his or her Tabour and its
product. Marx and Engels (unlike, say,
Adam Smithy saw labour not as ap unlor
tunate necessity but as the core of hurnan
activity, as the incans by which people ore
ated not just poods and services, but them-
selves To have one’s creative capacitios
completely subordinated to the dictates of
prolitis tikely o make work a deeply dis-
satisfying and even repugnant experience.

The second provocation that capitalism
offers to workers 1s ther increasing nnpoy
erishment. at the same tme as their libours
curich their employers. The Commonst
Manifesto arpucs that the workers” miser-
able, deprived living and working condi-
tions mean that they would have “nothing
(o lose but ther chaing” in seeking lo over-
throw capitatism. tn Caprtal. Marx de-
serihes a historical tendency tor the in
creasing Cimniseration” ot the working
class. As capital accumulates, o greater pro-
portion of that which is remvested is used
(0 buy labour-saving machinery, ruther
than to pay workers™ wages, therehy cre
ating a pool of surplus labour - a perma-
nent ‘indusirial reserve army’ - which s
avanlable to newer branches ol indusiry
whose demand for labour may currently
be increasing. 'The existence of a surplus
labour Torce maintains o downward pres-
sure on the overall level of wapes, which
means that capitalbist accumulation and
working class impoverishiment are inextri-
cably linked

Labour and exploitation

Yet alienation and inmiseration are second
ary features ol capitalism: behind both, and
at the heart of the systemn, is eaploitation.
In its spectfic Marxian sense, this refers
primarily to the extraction by the capitalist
of surplus value created during, the labour
process, The worker creates saleable
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poods or services whose exchinge (mar

ket) value exceeds the vatue of the wage
he or she would have (o be paid to main

tain has o5 ber own life and living condi-
tions, The Tatter is derived from Marx’s La-
bour theory of value, which states that la

hour time ts the common factor that estab-
tishes the respective exchange values of
different commaodities. For any amomnt of
[abowr time that a worker undertikes, s/he
is paried @ wage equivalent to the combined
abour-time of the various goods and serv

jees that s/he needs to consume to sustun
him/her Tor this period. Yet, the combined
value (tabour time) ol the goods consumed
is peneridly saller than the vadae (abour

time) of the poods produced. The difter-
ence  the surpluys valie - 15 the souree ol
the capitabist’s profit, This is unportant not
primarily for the capitalist's persotal con-
sumption. but for his/her ability 10 accu-
mutute - to reinvest onan ever-expanding
seale and comipete with other capitalists -
and the capitalist must therelore con

stantly seek o increase the proportion of
surplus vidue produced by cach worker in
agiven periwd.”

Marx also presents this in terms of the
worker putting in sueplus labour-time 1or
the capitalist, over and above the tine
needed to create value equavalent to thal
which the worker consumaes, Only those
who produce connmodities with an ex
change value tand who thereby also pro-
duce surplus value) can be considered pro-
ductive in terms of the requirements ol
capitalisin. Whale other wage carners (e,
shop assistants) also do work that is nec
essary for the system to function — for ex-
ample, by contributing to the realisation of
surplus value  they are unproductive, in-
asmuch as they do not convert the value
invested by employing theninto o greater
value. Nevertheless, while surplus value
is extracted only [rom productive workers,
surplus tabouor-time is extracted (rom pro-
ductive und unproductive workers alike:
hoth (most Marxists agreeY are exploited.

The capitalist’s need Lo intensity the ex-
ploitation of the labour foree manilests it-
self in constant pressure lor workers o
work hander or longer To facilitate this. the
capitalist needs (o take away from the
worker more and more control over the la-
bour process, breaking down that process
into disconnected segments requiring less
thought and skill, and producing less sat-
isfuction, and thus tending o produce
arcater alienation.” Moteover, any real io-
crease i workers” wiges entails i corre
sponding veduction in the vate of profit,
and must therefore be held back: thus. the
tendency 1o immiseration is also cver
present. But while capitalism thus gives
workers good reason 1o rebel, it also in
creases ther capaciy (o overfurn the sys-

tem. There are, again, a nuber ol aspects
(o thts. First, whereas commadity produc-
Gon in pre-capitalist (and carly capitahist)
societies ook place in small workshops or
even in the worker s own llome, capitalisim
brings workers topether in unprecedented
numbers, in lactones, mines and other large
workplaces, where they can be more casily
regimented and controlled, and where
cconomies of scale can be developed.
This, however, tends to engender on the
part of the workers astrong sense of com-
mon expericnice and identity of iterest,
which can be rned inlo acuve solidarity
in opposition to the employer. The system
also requires that more and nore peoplue
be turned into profetarians, swetling the
ranks of the working cliss, which s there:
fore conpowered by its very size. Finally, a
working cliss revolt against capitalist rep-
resents the most damaging Kind of attack
on the system: one that comes [rony within,
Since the whole system s based on the
creation by the working class of value and
surplus vadue, that system will grind 1o a
haltif the workers en masse withdraw their
fabour and their consent o their own ex

plonation,

The unique social weight and cconomie
position of the working class also has ini-
plications for the type of society it will ere
ate. Whereas the revolutionary movements
ol previous epochs had brought about the
displicement of one minority ruling class
by another, “the proletarian imovement is
the sell-conscious, independent move
mentof the immense majority . It cannal
raise diself up without the whole
superincumbent strata ob official society
being sprung into the air’.” Thus its revu-
lution must eslablish, not the dictatorship
of 4 new ruling class, but a classless soci-
cty. While earlier thinkers and movements
and had seen the creation ol a socialist
soctety as the task of an enlightencd mi
nority, Marx and Fngels were among the
first (o see the proletariat alone as being in
aposition to carry this through. Teis driven
not erely by an ethical objection o capi
talism, or by sympathy with the plight of
the poor and oppressed, but by its own
fundamental material interests. Morcover,
its very place at the centre of capitalisim
pives it the leverage o overturn the sys
tem. This insight has underpinned the po-
litical strategy of the main currents of the
international socialist movement - bhoth
revolutionary and (at least, until recently)
reformist. ICrepresents the main line ol de
marcation from all alternative progressive
currents (such as the Greens), however
radical and cgalitarian in their intent, White
sections of the tar telthave, from lime o
e, invested their hopes in political par-
ties of puerrilla movenents hased on the
peasantry, m revolutionary students or in

specially oppressed” groups, no such idea
hats ultimately supplanted the widespread
acceptance on the socialist left that the
working class is uniquely placed to act as
the principal apent of socialist chanpe un-
der capitalist society.

The above summary draws on comments
by Marx and Engels over the course ol
their politically active lives. In the course
ol this period, they developed and modi
ticd their views. The concept of “alicna
tion', for example, is more characteristic of
Mark's carly writings (although he returned
to 1t while writing the Grundrisse in 1857
38), whereas he developed his fabour
theory ot value only in the course of his
intensive study of cconontics in the 1850
and carly 1860s. [ was often, however, the
actual political evems of their lifetimes that
caused Marx and Engels to modily then
views - 0 particular, the many setbacks
experienced by the nascent working class
movement. Thus, the rather casy link he
tween economic causes and political ¢l-
fects suggested by the Contmunist Mani
festor Gadimittedly, @ work of nnpassioned
propaganda, not sober analysis) was abun-
doned in ater years as Marx and Engels
revised theit propnosis for revolution. The
further developments of the century and
more sinee their death have thrownupmeore
fundiunental chatlenges to then theories,
however. Their successors have had (o an-
swer chatpes that their hopes i the work-
ing class have been falsitied. The working
clisses ot the advanced capitahist coun-
tries have, more often than not, seemed
willing 10 accept capitalisin as a system
and to limit their political demands to re-
forms within the systeni. Socio-econotiic
changes have changed the class structure
bevond recognition sinee the tinke of Marx
and Lngels. The working class that they
described — i it still exists atalb - is, wewe
told, declining in social weight and inats
capacity for political action. T will attempt
(0 address these guestions ol class iden-
tity and agency in the remainder of this
articfe.

Who makes up the working
class?

Rather surprisingly, piven its centrality in
their political ideas, Mars and Engels never
systemnatically set out their conception ol
class. The only place where Marx began o
dov so was in volunie 3 of Capital, where
he tefers to wage-tabonrers, capitalists and
landlotds as “the three great social clsses’
and poses the question of what gives them
this character. He considers that it might
he because 1 cach case, the members of
the ¢fass derive their revenue from a com
mon soutce, but then poiats out that this
would muke physicians and officials sepa
rafe classes as well. Engels then ells us
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that the manuscript bicaks o, without the
question having een resolved.”

Where Marx and Engels discuss class in
iore theoretical erms (as opposed to com
renting ot concrete developments) they
peneratly concentrate on the bourgeoisic
and the proletariat, who are introduced m
the Communist Manifesrer as the “two gread
classes directly [acing cactr other™ i “our
epoch”, Intoomote writien in 1888, Bngels
explains: "By bourgeoisic is meant the cliss
ol modern capatahists, vwners of the means
of social production and emiployers of wage
fabour. By proletanat, the class of modern
wage labourers. who having no means of
production of their own, are reduced
selling their labour power in order 1o five.™”

This cettainly establishes wage fabour
as a necessary eriterion for membership of
the proletariat but it is doubtiul that Marx
aed Engels saw itas a sulticient eriterion,
considering their references elsewhere i
the Manifesto 10 antermediate strata such
as Cthe dower nnddle cliss, the small manu
facturer, the shopkeeper, the artisan, the
peasant’, none ol which s regarded as part
ol the bourgeoisie proper, and at least some
ol whom would be reduced o selling thetr
[abour power. In Capitad. Magx focuses his
attention on manulacturing and extructive
industries, sinee his purpose ts 10 explain
the creation of exchange value and sur-
plus value, and the examples he gives are
theretore of workers in these industries.
This presents an “ideal type” of projetarian
but consigns other calegories ol wage-
rarner toan sinalyiical grey arca,

The Manifesto and Capital hoth sugp-
gest, however, that history might resolve
this ambipuity: capitalism ts simplifying
cliss antagonisms and hourpeois society
ts increasingly being polartsed between the
two great classes™, as intermediate strata
are rendered obsolete by the processes of
historical developrent. While capitalism
has certainly transtormed soctal and oceu
pational structares in the Tast century or
sac it has, howeves, left us with, it any-
thing, amore complex pattern of stratifica
tion. In the advanced capitalist countries,
the proletarian occeupations characteristic
of Mar<'s time - manual workers in manu-
facturing and extractive mdustries — have
dectined as a proportion of the total
workloree, Fos the USA Ty Braverman
shows that workers in such ‘goods pro-
dacing” industries steeply declined as a
proportion of all non-agpncultueal workers
alter 1950, Morcover, even within such in
dustries, there were almost 22 administra-
tive employees for every 100 productive
cinployees in 1947 compared 1o fewer thin
cight forevery 100in 1899 The proportion
of the employed labour foree in clercal jobs
mereased {rom 0.6 per cent (o almost 18
per cent in the USA between 1870 and

1070, and in Britain from 0.8 per cent to
almost 13 percent between FRS Tund 19611
Manufucturing, construction, cnergpy and
waler together account for fess than 20 per
cent of the cmployed British poputation
tefay, compared 1o around S0 per cent
troughout the century leading up Lo the
1970s." Braverman desenbos some ol the
reasons for this: the mechanisation and au-
tomation of manuacturing processes,
which mean that fewer workers are required
to produce a given quantity of poods: and
conversely the concentratton and centrali-
sation of capital, creating giant corpori -
tions with spectalised marketng, adminis-
trative and personned departments.
Another important factor, however, has

heen the growing international division of

labour, as West FEuropean, North Aneri-
canand Japanese capital is exported to less
developed countries (LDCs) in scarch of
cheaper labour tas well as markets and raw
matenals), Rohert Went cites the examiple
of Nike, none of whose 9,000 employees at
its Oregon headquarters is invalved i pro-
duction, which s mstead subcontracied
to independent companies in South Ko-
rea, Toowan, Phatland, Indonesiiand Chin,
altopether accounting for some 75,000

jobs ' As heavy industry declines in the

advanced capitadist countries, 1ts recon-
stituted inonewly industriahised countries
like South Koreaand Taiwan: for example,
the share ol manulactures i the LDCS
exports imereased from tess than a tifth n
1963 to almost 60 pereent in 1987.1 While,
therefore. the kind of proletariuns that Murx
and Engels bad in mind may now be tewer
m nuaber i Briin or Germany than they
might have expected, the global proletariat
is still rapidly expanding. Thus, a {995
Waorld Bank report estimated that there were
101,938,000 people employed inindustry
in the advanced capitalist countries of the
OLCD, but 168,275,000 1 East Asta and
the Pacilic and a funther 39 904,000 in Latin
America and the Caribbean, '

The problem of the ‘new
middle class’

Nevertheless, for socialists in the advanced
capitalist countries, there is stlt the ques-
ton of the new termediate striptiy, com-
monly referred to as the ‘new middle class”
To put this in perspective: current ollicial
figrures for the British state working -age
poputation place 108 per cent in “hirher
manageral and professional occupations’,
222 pereentin lower managerial und pro
lessional occupations’ and 10.3 per cent
i Cintermediate occupations’.'™ This

presents Marxists with a complex set of

problems, with which theoretictans have
grappled tor the last thirty years, bul which
activists rarely acknowledge.'™ Yet these
problems have real practical relevance: how

Jority

can socialists expect (o fead the working
class in its historic ission 1l we e not
even sure who is part of the working chiss?
Moreover, Marx and Engels relerred re-
peatedly o the proletasiat as the “immense
mijority” and saw this as crucial W its abil-
ity tocarry outasuecessinl socialist revo
lution. 11T the working class is barely avma
or is even i minority — then the
odds against it are somewhat greater. Not
only does 1t fuce the hostility of the capi-
talist class and wl those instttutions that
reinforee s social control; it also tiaces
the prospect of signilicant forces among,
the subordinate soctal strata which may, at
hest, be unconvineed and, al worst, ac-
tvely hostile o the socialist cause. 1t as
therctore essentiad 1o understand how non-
proletarian strati (it into the big picture. Is
there really a separate naddle class or
classes? And il so, are its imterests closer
o those of the working class, or the bour
geoisie? How far is it susceptible to the
appead ol soctalist polities? Can it be in
corporated imto an alliinee for socialism?

There are Tour basie approaches that
have been taken by Marxist theoreticians.
One is o say that bourgeois society really
is polatsed between bourpeoisic and pro
letariat, and that members ol any so-called
‘middle class™ actually belong i one of
these two clusses (i most cases, the work-
ing class), Another is (o say thal a ‘new
mnddle class” does exist, and 18 i conse
quence of the complex division of labour
in modern capitabism, which creates new
oceupations that are essential to the main
tenance of the economy and society. A
third approach is o treat it as & new mani-
festation of the petty bonrgemsie. The i
nal position holds that nnddie strata exist
which are neither bodrgeoisic not prole-
tartat, but which do not constitute a sepi-
rale class orclasses m therr own right; rather
they combine aspects of the 1wo main
classes

The fist type of arpuiment is one olten
Favoured in practice by the organised Faw
lett, perhaps because 11 is simplest con-
ceptually: there is only one signiftcant di-
viding line in capitalist societics, that which
separites those who own and control the
means of production (the bourgeotsie) and
those who do not, and who therefore have
to sell their abour-power tor a wape (the
working class). Even atlowing tor the fact
that top corporate executives may safely
be placed i the bourgeosie, becanse they
exercise real cconoiic owaership ol the
means of production, even il they are not
the legal owners, this still [caves the visl
bulk of the working population in the work-
ing cluss. Such a broad definition would
include significant strata whose carnings,
level ol authority and degree ol employ-
ment security mean thal they have very
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little m common with, say. a fsctory opera-
tive, asales assistant or a jumior cletiead
officer. Morcover, v many cases they
would themseives consider it laughable to
be regarded as working class, OF course,
this could be put down to “false conscious-
ness'  the obscuring by bourgeols ideol-
opy of “real” ceonomic refations, but this
hardly seemis adequate (o justily the dea
that, say. judges. chiel constables, vice

chancellors or senior Corporate managers
(o take admittedly extrome examplesyare
part of the wotkang class. The fact s hat
there we substantial nuimbers of wage- (or,
rather, salarv-) carners inadvanced capi-
talist socicties who detive considerable
material benetit from the status quo, and o
ix just not eredible to suggest that they are
sessentiadly’ the same as any othes
‘worker” . (Such an argumentalso has linde
busis in the writings of Marx and Fngels,
whose frequent relerences o the middle
classes” should dispelany notion that they
considercd all wage carners o be prole

Lartans. )

A more sophisticated variation on the
simple two-class model has been put for-
ward by Alan Hunt, who argues that all
those who are compebled o sell their fa-
bour-power are posential members of the
working cluss: the actual membership of
the class is determined by class struggle.’®
A stmilar position s taken by Harry
Braverman in s classic study ot the -
hour process, Labor and Monopoly Capi-
faf. Braverman argoes that the compulsion
 sell ane’s fabour-power represents a
sufticient tormal criterion for membership
of the working ¢lass but thut the practical
saliency of this will vary., Ata time when
the vast majority of the population have
been separated from ownership ot the
means of production, those selling their
labour power tnclude relatively privileged
strataof managers, enginears, cte, whose
comparative althuence and degree of con-
trol over their own labour, and that ot oth-
ers, mean that they do not shire the expe-
rienee of those who are “utinistakably” pan
of the working class. However, Braverman
argues, class s dynamic, not static and
needs to be seen as a process. The ten
dency throughout the twentieth century
has been for white collar work to be
proletarianised and there are indicalions
1hat many more groups ol retatively privi-
leped wage-carners are succumbing to this
process.” While this arpument seeis per-
suasive whenitrelutes 1o fow paid clencal
workers increasimgly being treated, and
identitying themselves, as part ot the work-
ing chiss, it is less plausible when one con
siders the relative siuations ol say, anun-
skilled production-line worker and a man-
agerin the same factory. Neither Braverman
nor Hunt would consider there to be any

tundamental class ditference between the
two, yel their respective posittons in pro
duction relations are clearly very dhitferent.
The fact that the manager may tind his or
her job downgraded at some tme in the
(uture does not make thit difference any
Jess rend.

The second type of argument, that there
does in fact exist a distinet middle class
hetween bourgeoisic and proletariat, has
been presented in various forms by a
nuwnber of writers, but perhaps most pet-
suasively by Barbara and John Ehrenreich,
in their essiy, “The Protessional-Manage-
rial Class™.™ The Ehrenreichs define this
class — the "PMC’, Tor short — "as consisl
ing of salaried mental workers who do not
own the means ot production and whose
major function in the social division ol Tahor
may be deseribed broadly as the reproduc
tion of capitalist culture and capitalist class
retations,™" Thus atincludes “enitural work-
ers, managers, engineers and scienatists,
ele.” Hs emergence is o response (o the
need lor specialised vecupations o repo-
duce the structares of capitalist society,
and presupposes the existence of a sufti-
ciently Jarge social surplus fo support it in
addition to the bourgemsic. While the work
of the PMC objectively serves the inter
ests of the hourgeoisic, it has w distingt
ideology ol its own, which is essentially
technocratic and which sometimes takes
ananti-capgtalist form. The argument con-
fains some important instghts, but it uhti-
mately seems unconvineing to arrue that
the many disparate types ol occupation
involved share a common class interest,
University lecturers, soctal workers, doc
tors, journalists, civil servants and manag-

ers in capitalist firms (10 mention some of

the “PMC™ occupations cited by the
Ehrenrerchs) cncompiss vast differences
in terms of their roles in social and eco-
nomic activity, the degree of power they
exercise over others and the rewards they
receive. Some, indeed, are involved inthe
production process (atbeit not as the di-
rect producers), while others are com
pletely marginal to production. Neverthe-
[ess, the "PMCT thesss s better thought-
out than many other versions of the ‘new
nuddle class” approuch. ™

The “new petty hourgeoisie” argument
was favoured by Nicos Poulantzas, who
proncered the serious theoretical discus-
sion of ¢lass among Marxists in the late
1960s and carly 1970s. Poulantzas aryroes
that the ecconomic boundary ol the work
g class is set by the distinction brtween
productive labour — which he delines very
specifically as Yabour creating vatue
through the production of tangible goods,
as opposed to services  and unproduc-
tive labour, ™ He poes on to argue, how-
ever, that even somie produclive wage-carn-

ers should be excluded [rom the working
class: those who perform a supervisory
function — since they are donunating the
workers on behatl of capital - as well as
seientists, lechnicians and others who per

(ormn patncipally mentad vither than manual
labour, since this also accords them a so-
cially dominant pusitwon by giving them
“secret Knowledge” of the production proc-
ess. All of the residual strata ol wage -carn-
ers who are non-productive, non-nuaanual
and/or supervisory. Poulantzas classifies
as the “new pelly bourgeoisic’. While, as
he adinits, these non-workingr-class wage-
carners are economically very difterent
(rom the vaditional petty bourgeoisie
(shopkeepers and self ecmployed artisans).
Poulantzas gives a political and ideologr-
cal justitication for placing both within the
sane class: both the “traditional” and the
‘new’ pelty hourgeoisies have fundamen-
tally individualistic ideological fendencies,
and neither has a consistent political pro

gramie ol its own, but instead vacitlates
berween those of the bourgeoisie and the
waorking class.

Poulantzas's arguments have been
widely criticised, on a number ol grounds
- most persuasively, in my view, by the GS
M sist, Brik Olin Wright, = Wrightargues
that Poulantzas’s definition of productive
Labour is (0o narrow (sinee non matenal
goods sold on the market also represent
exchunge vatue and surplus value™): thid
he tiukes no account of the fact it most
jobs invalve both productive and non-pro-
ductive aspects; and mostanportantly
that there is po reasan (o suppose that
productive and unproductive workers bave
fundamentally different interests, since
hoth are exploited by the capitalist. Wright
[urther challenges the legitimacy ol assten-
ing the “traditional” and "new’ peity bowr-
geoisies o a common ¢lass on the basis ol
weotogical, rather than economic eriteria,
and questions whether they share much
deotogical commou groumd in any case
(for example: the traditional petty bourgeoi
ste tends 1o be hosttle to the state, whereas
astgnificant section ol the "new petty bour-
peoisic’ is made up of stile employeesh,
Wright also analyses statistical data on the
US labour torce, nsing Poulantzas's ¢l
cpones and linds that fess than 20 per cent
of the Tabour force would be considered
part of the working class.

Contradictory class locations

Wiight's own view is that the so-called
‘new middle ¢lass’ is nota cohesive chiss
inits own right. but a series of strata com-
prising locations that combine elements of
the bourgeoisie and the proletariat. These
focations have objectively contradictory
interests, inasmuch as they are compara-
tively privileped in relation to the working
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¢lass but are subordinate to, and exploited
by, the bourgeoisic. According to Wright's
oripinal version of this thesis, a particolar
location may be nearer the bourgeoisic or
the proletariat, depending on the extent Lo
which it which it exercises controb overin

vestiments and the accumulation process,
the physical means of production: and the
lubour power of others. According to these
criteria, lor example, senior managers
would have more incommon with the bour-
geoisie, and foremen or line supervisors
more in common with the proletwiat. The
Ttalian Marxist Gughelmo Carcheds, taking
a somewhat different theotetical approach
from Wright's, nevertheless comes to simi-
Lar conclusions, arguing that some wagc-
carners have “wbiguous’ class positions,
performing both “the lunction of the col-
lective worker” and ‘the function of global
capitat’.™

Wright has subsequently set out a sec-

ond version of his theory of contradictory
class locations, lollowing his rejection of
the orthodox Marxian labour theory of
value in favour ol anew theory of exploiti-
tion developed by John Roemer ' Accord-
g 1o this version, the principal form ot
explottation under capitalisin, based on
ownership/non-ownership of the means of
production, is supplemented by second
ary forms of exploitation, based on owner-
ship/mon-ownership of, respectively, ‘or
aanisation assets” and “skills/credentials™
The bourgeoisie possess all three, the
warking class none, and those occupying
contradictory cluss locations possess
some but not others, Exploitation consti-
tutes the capacity to campel others o fa
bour on one’s behalf - to benetit from the
surplus lubour time performed by workers
who do not possess the same assels as
oneself.

As is no doubt clear from the above sum-
mary, these are complex arguments, and
there is insufficient space in an article like
this 1o do them justice. To my mind, Wright’s
arguments (and those of Carchedi) are
compelling in their attempls to capture the
complexity of elass relations in advanced
capitalist societies. ‘The more reeent ver-
sion of Wright's theory certainly repre-
sents 4 significant departure from ortho-
dox Marxism in suggesting that many
wage-carners, who are exploited inone re-
spect, may also be exploiters in another,
but it is worthy of scrious consideration.
In any case, both versions of his theory
produce similar results, in terms ol where
they draw the main class boundaries. The
main practical difference is the introduc-
tion in the newer version of ‘credentials’
as a factor excluding some locations from
the working class (reflecting the greater

influence of the ideas of Max Weber on
Wright at this stage). When Wright at-

tempted 10 toperationalise’ his theory
through empirical rescarch, in the form ol
exiensive surveys of samples of the US
and Swedish worktorces, he found that in
both countries the working class repre-
sented around 40 per cent of the Tnbour
force, although a clear majority - 60 per
cent — could be created if the “contradic-
tory locations with marginal confrol over
orgasisation or skill assets” were added. ™
Interestingly, very similar figures can be
arrived at by adding up the nearest equiva-
lent categories in the official socio-cco-
nomic classification of the British-state
working populiation, the theory behind
which is largely based on the work ot the
Weberian sociotogist, John Goldthorpe.®

Wright's revised theory, in all its con-
ceptual complexity, could certainly not eas-
ily be adopted by activists as a practical
tool Tor engaging 1n class polities. To a
large extent, however, this simply retlects
the fact that social reality is inconveniently
messy. What should be clear trom the
whole debate is the difficulty of trying to
establish the class character of Luge see-
tions of advanced captalist societics inan
analytically robust way. This is not merely
a question of plucing people 1 the “cor
rect’ pigeon-holes. OF course, soctal for-
mations are dynamic, not static. The proc-
esses of capitalist development, and the
struggles (o which they give rise, con-
stantly re draw class lines. But, unless we
abandon any determinant role for the
cconomy, we must aceept that the scope
for such aligniuents and reatipnments s
circumscribed by the respective locations
of particular agents in the class structure,
Of all those who are neither part of the
bourpeoisic nor ‘unmistakably’ purt of the
working class, some are clearly more likely
toidentify with the working class than oth
ers. We need 1o have some idea of what
are the determining tactors behind this and,
whether or not we fully accept his conclu-
stons, Wright’s analysis helps to identtfy
these factors,

Class formation and class
politics

Even if we are able to establish the class
identity ol a particular section of working
people. this does not necessarily tell us
how they are likely 1o behave politically in
a given situation. This applics not merely
to those strata whose status has been the
subject of debate (as discussed above),
but ¢ven o those who are unambiguously
part ol the working class. One of the major
theoretical advances of Marxism in the
twenticth cenlury was the general aban-
donment of any assumption that workers’
political behaviour will correspond to their
objective class location (or that it will do
so once their ‘real interests” have been

pointed out 1o thent, causing any empo-
rary confusion created by bourpeois ide-
olopy 10 disappear). Classes, after all, do
not hawve a conerete existence. “Class™ s
an analytical category which describes,
inore or fess accurately, certain soctal rela-
tionships. For Marxists, the relationships
in question are the most important for un

derstanding the ways in which societies
are structured and how they might be
changed. For parttcuiur individuals. how-
ever, class is only one possible way of iden-
tilying themselves: it may be Tess impor
tant than thair gender, ethmcity, sexuality,
or their national, religious or cultural aftiti-
ations. One’s experience in the workplace
may generate a certain degree of class con

sciousness, but this need not be translated
into a broader political commitment. The
first task of socialists 18 therefore the or

ganisation of people sharing a common
ceonomic relationship into a cohesive po-
fitical force. As Adam Przeworshi explains:
“the division of a society into classes does
not necessariby result in the organisation
of politics in terms of class .. [This| is
always atesult of contlicts in which multi-
ple forces strive 10 mamtan or o aller in
various ways the existing social rela

fions. ™ Thus, socialsts need constantty
to demonstrale that class interests and
class divisions are the most salient tea-
tures of capitalist societies, inorder to or

ganise workers politically.

Of course, sociubists do not. and cannot,
rehute direetty to the working class as such.
It is never classes that engage directly in
politics. but organisations sceking to rep-
resent classes, sections of classes ot — ul-
ternatively — national, ethoic or refigious
aroups (or, indeed, broad coalitions of any
ol these). In the first instance, workers are
organised politically through trade unions,
and workers” parties generally base them
sclves on trade unions {or seck to do s0).
This ts not the place to consider the histo
ries of the various workers® parties and the
speciiic reasons for their successes or
(more often) failures in pursuing the inter-
ests of their social base, Instead, in the
remainder of this article, | want 1o consider
the arpuments of those on the left who
claim that the orgimised working class is
no longer capable of acting as the revolu-
tionary subject  the agency of socialist
change.

The retreat from class

The theoretical downgrading of the role of
the working class, by several influentil
socialist thinkers, became increasingly
common (rom the tate 1970s onward, re-
flecting the international offensive of the
New Rightand the infliction of a series of
major defeats on the labour movement, The
apparent inability ol the working class to

4__——_——
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(ulti) its supposed 1evolntionary destny,
or even o withstand the “roll-back™ of the
social gains it had won in the twentieth
century. provoked two types ol theoret-
cal revisionism. The more radical of these
wis typified by Andie Gorz's Farewell to
the Working Class.' which wpued that the
working class has been oo successtully
incorporated into the structures ol capital
s 1o be able to Tree iselt and overthrow
(he system. While socialisu remains desie
able and, in prineiple, achievable, o most
be realised by aliernative torces, charac-
terised by their capacity to extricate thetn-
selves from the capitalist labour process
and establish practical alternatives tocapi
talism on asnadl scalke, preliguaring the even-
al new society. In contrast 1o this was i
mere deleatist analysis, which devetoped
ot of the increasing aecommodation of
the Lurocommunist pasties 1o social demo-
eratic refornusm and reached s apogee
with the "New Tunes” project ol Marsism
Todery m (e late TY808 " This cliumed that
the project of replacing capitalism with
soclistn had cither missed its chanee, or
clse had always been msconceived. Lithe
way, the idea of a oniticd emancipatory
movemnent, hased on the organsed work
ing cluss, was at odds with anincreasingly
‘postmodern’ warld in which “mass soc-
ety”, characterised by generalised class
consciousness, had been replaced by 4
plurality ol competing and overlapping
identities, In place ot a united pohticad
strugrgle aimed ot s overarchmg objec-
tive, the lelt should embrace a ranpe ot
popular il demociatic strupgles - against
racism, imperialiso and patrtarchy, for
peace. ccology and pay and lesbian libera-
tion, cle - none of which should take prec-
cdence over any ol the others, Moreover,
cach of these coubd only be advanced by
occupying and enlarging the democratic
spaces within bourpesis democratic
states; any direct chatfenge to capitalism
and the capitalist state was now unfeasible
and probably undesirable.

This amadysis proceeds, e part, from a
legitimate eriticisim of much twenticth cen-
tury  Marxism and  socialism: il
‘economisin’. whicl saw strupgles for gen
derand racial cquadity Gor example) treated
as secondary 10 the overriding nnperative
ol the class stnpele. Following the bur-
geoning of new socil movements such as
feminissn in the 1960s, however, most lead-
ing Marxist thinkers, and much of the or-
ganised far Teft, accepted ihat they could
not dictate to the “specially oppressed”™ m
society the order of priooty of the political
stupples in which they were engaged.
Nevertheless, for most socialists, two con-
siderations continued 1o assign the class
struggie a unique character. First, the sub-
ordinate group i question accounts for

the vast majority of humanity, so (hat -
most all of those enduring, sexism and/or
tacisin, i they are of working age, are also
heing exploited as sellers ol their own la
bour power, Second., capitalism is a form
of sociely charactensed by structural in-
cqualities, which takes advantayze of par
ticular weakness [0 mpose even more
skewed econoutie relations, Such a sovi-
ety ofters little prospect of finally over-
coming discrimination based on sex, race
or any other factor, whereas any soctalisny
worthy ol the name would be founded on
the absobute cquadity of all human beings.

The Mearxisi Today school of thoupht,
howcever, ok the critique of cconomism
and the evident weakness of the socialist
and workers” movement and wove them
into a new dogoa that disavowed any pos-
sibility of comprehensively abolishing capn-
tadistn, This was underpinned by a socio
cconomic analysis of advanced capitatist
socicties, which conflated sipnificant
socictal changes and superticil fads, un-
der the rubric of “post Fordisin™ Whereas
the workers” movement was experienced
by many as an oppressive (white, mide,
authoritinan) foree, the new “post-Fordist
caprtism was supposedly flexible and in
clusive, accommodating an endless vari
ety of cultures, lifestyles and asprations.
In place ol a concem with production and
the labour process, therefore, the "New
Times™ post Marsasts shifted their atten-
tion 1o the liberating potential ol o new,
intelligent consumeristi, which supported
the prolileration of alternative lifestyles.
But, while the "New Thmes™ project accu
ralely 1eflected contemporasy trends in
metropolitan popular culture, it becamie in-
creasingly clear that it offered nothing in
the way of left political strategy, other than
1o leginmise social democracy’s embrace
ol neo liberal capitadism,

Anti-globalisation and class
politics

The recent flowering ot the anti-
plobalisation and anti-war movements,
however, has seen arevival ol inon class
hased conception of political agency sini-
lar to that of Andié Gorz, Writers such as
Naomi Klein and, most recently, Michael
Hardt and Antonio Negri, have champi
aned the myriad popular groupings, cur
rents and initiatives, {rom the Zapatistas
1o anti-W'TO protestors, which have
moved into conftict with global capital,
Hardt and Nepri, coming froin within the
Marxist tradition, explicitly identty “the
multitude” as the new agent of change, in
place of the working class. ™ T the face of
such radical ferment, targely outside the
workers” movement, itis understandable that
much ol the anti-capitalist left sees litde rea-
son to wail [or the working class (o take the

lesad in 1he strugele apainst capitalism,
Why. then, is apolitic] movenent based
on the working class still necessary”? First
of all, only such @ movemnent  one Lthat
starls {rom the analysis of class relations -
necessarily contiins within it acritigue of
capttalism as swch, and desmands its comn-
plete abolition. Only by recopnising il
the purpose of the subjugation and exploi
tation of people as workers is the extrac-
ton of surplus vatue - the creation of protit
cun we understand that this ts what drives
the systenn, OF course, there are other
non-chiss  gricvances against capitalisim
which wre equally devastting, The most
pressing concern of the preen movement,
in particular, s the very real threat to the
continuation of life ou this planet athreat
(rom which capitalists are po more immune
than workers. This s o concern about a
spectlic contemporary elfectof capitalism,
however, not necessarily about the sys
tem s such, Conceivably, the povern
ments and ruling classes of the world could
be forced by well orchestrated campaign-
ing and tationa! argument to adopt i more
responsible cconomic regime, thus avert-
ing any danger ol immiment environmentad
catustrophe, while leaving the relations of
explortation flundimentally intact. For some
green activists (although, in tirpess, prob
ably not many) this state of aflains coukl
be endured indefinitely, therr principal ob-

Jective having been accomplished. An

awareness. however, that the motive foree
of capitalisin is the impetative 1o explottand
accumulate, regardless of the broader social
and environmental considerations, should
leadd one o expect that the kind of irrational-
ity that jeopardhses dite itselt will continually
recur as fong as the system exists,

The same considerutions apply to most
ol the ssues arognd which the ant-
alohalisation movement is organised: the
ssuper-exploitation” of workers and farm-
crs in the less developed countries: ‘un-
fair” international trade; the imposition of
structural adjustment programines; repres
sion of trade union and community activ-
ists; desttuction of indigenous cultures and
ceonomies: depradation of food and drink:
duplicitous and manipulative advertising
and nurketing, ete, ete. While, collectively,
these phenomena tell us a great deal about
the character of capitalisti, none of them is
more than o contingent feature of the sys
1em, which could conceivably be eradicated
while Jeaving the social order fundiunen-
tally unchanged. Only the eritique ol capi-
taltsin as such can identify (he commeon
origin ol the many social evils that the sys
wim throws up, and only the working class

the perennial victims ot capitalism. mall
places and abl periods of ils existence
can bring it o an end. Who is better placed
than mumitions workers to end the manu
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facture of lethal armaments? Who could
halt the despoliation ol the environment
more casily than workers in the polluting
industries themselves? The  anti
globalisation movement — and the many
other radical sacial movements which pre-
ceded itand which have coulesced within
it — have much to each the labour move-
ment, as well as oftering a radical zeal and
new ways of organising and campaigning.
But ultimately, it capitalisinis the problem,
then the hegemony ol the organised. po-
litically conscions working class will be a
necessary part ol the solution,

But 10 recognise this brings us litle
closer o a viable strategy for overcoming
capitalism. A real challenpe for the [eltis
to reinvigorate the workers” movement with
the radicalism ol the anti-globalisation
movement, Recent attempts by Marxists
to address this have, however. gone little
lurther than acknowledging thit its desir
able and expressing a voluntaristic deter-
mination (o hring itabout, Fausto Bertinotti,
for example, argues that what is needed is
‘urudical refoundation ol polities as a
worldwide process and thus a reconstrue-
ton of the agency ol change: o redefin
tion of the working class, .. [ This| means
starting from the main resource available,
which is the movement against capitalist
globalisation,” ™ This, however, is hardly
coherent: it pays lip service to the Marxist
conception ol working class ageney, while
elfectively secking to establish a political
maovement withoul a definite class base as
asubstinire for the working class. A hule
more concretely, Bertinotti suggests that
we need Cto build a tink between the fight
apainst plobalisation and the fight apainst
mseearity and exploitation”, although he
does not suppest how this might be ac-
comphished (at feast, not in the articke cited).

Is class politics still relevant?
A major problem is the fact that, even within
the vrpanised labour movement, there has
for some time been little semblance of a
class based conception of politics. The
New Right has been very successtul in
cradicating the targrunge of class from nain-
strcam public discourse, and in this il has
heen greatly assisted by the ideolopical
capitulation of the Teadership ol social-de-
mocracy. Animportant element of tiis is
the dea that in advanced capitalist socie-
ties tie working class, as traditionally con
ceived, 1s no longer a cohesive social foree,
but has been rendered obsolescent by
growing social mobility and diversity, al
lowing people 1o choose their own iden
tity and lifestyle (part of the Marvisi To-
day *New Times” thesis), The more
voluntaristic elements of the far left assert
that this is simply a tichion perpetuated by
atreacherous politicat leadership, which

may be stripped away to reveal and ex-
press the continuing reality of capitabsi
class relations, and thereby advance the
class struggle. They rightly pointout that,
while heavy manufacturing industry has
declined (at least in the advanced capital-
ist countries), the proletarian conditions
of alienation, immiseration and exploitation
have been reproduced in the newer serv-
ice industries  an oft cited example being
the rapid growth of call centres. Bailding it
class-conscious political movement on this
busis 13 not so casy, however, One germ of
truth in the *New Times” thests is the arpu-
ment that the dechne of heavy industry
has had a destructive npact on the cohe-
sjon ot the working class, The soctal inlra

structure of the class  whole comnunt-
tes (housing, amenities, social clubs) built
around factories and mines — has been ir

reparably fractured, Thus, while today’s
low-paid, unskilled “service” employces
micel the eriteria for wosking class mentber-
shap (as elaborated by writers hke Frik Olin
Wright) just as much as e miners or fac-
tory workers of the twenticth century, they
tend to existin amore atomised world, with-
out the support networks of their social
[orebears. Morscover, they are much fess
likely to belong toatrade union. They can-
not, therefore, be assumed to represent a
reserve of latent class militaney, just wait-
ing for the right leadershnp.

The process of class formation -
whereby the disparate agents who oceupy
working cliss locations in the class strug-
ture are constituted axs o conscious politi-
cal force  will therefore require patient
work by socialists and (e union mili
1ants, The primary focus for the Jeft will
mevitably be the comparatively small pro-
portion of wage curners who are already
unionised. These, however, include signifi-
cant strata - such as civil servants and
local government staff with munagerial or
supervisory responsibilities  who, in
Wright's terinology, oceupy “contradic-
tory class focations”. 1t is essential to ree-
ognise that, insuch cases. there is likely to
headegree ol ambivalence about their class
allegiances They are more likely to think
and act like workers when their jobs are
threatened or their employers are tryimng to
hold their wages down than when they are
in tine for promotion. When circumstances
hring class strugyle to the fore, the co-
sency of socialist analysis as chviously
more fikely 10 be apparent, but even then
left activists cannol rely on clichéd rhe
torical appeals to a homogencous concep-
tion ol ‘the workess ™. Socialist politics s
1o rebate 1o the way working people actu
ally think about themselves, their jobs and
the wider world. We have o recognise that,
while the alicnating conditions ol most
employiment under capitalism may well en-

pender a degree ol cliss conscrousness
and a desire for change, soch istinets are
less likely 1o be sustained in the absence
of arcadily available socialist worldview,
The weakness of any consistent challenge
10 the prevailing neo-hberal wdeology
recent vewrs has left large sections of the
working population resipned to the inevi-
tability of an unrewarding, unfulfitling
working life, seeking consolatton in leisure
time, holidays, personal relationships and
the availability of consumer yoods. For
those with better pay and prospects, dili-
pence and obedience nay olfer a future of
relative aftluence. To tell them that this is
against then “real” interests, which acin-
ally lic m a hypothetical future socialist
socicty, ntight not seem very plausible.
The task ahead, then, is formadable. A
maodest upturn in industrial action and the
clection of lett leaderships in a few unions
do nof mean that the entire working popu-
lation is scething with militaney. Yet the
very natare of capitatisi means that it will
continually create conditions that make
working people receptive to the arguments
of sociahists. The imperative to aceumu-
late 1o boost profits, drive down Libou
costs, cul back, slim down, hecomie “leaner”
and more competitive - means that lew jobs
ae readly secure in the long teem. We could
all be waiting a long time for a cataclysmic
ceonomic crisis, but pressures and dys-
functions on a sialley scale are rarely far
away. The sociabist leftneeds 1o [ind ways
of making sense of all this, and arguing for
a feasible alternative, in o way that avolds
both dopmatism and opportunism. We
have to put the labour process at the cen
e of political analysis, and not justdeten-
sively — frying to curb employers” worst
excesses — but by rasing the questions ol
power and control at work. In this, we ¢an
certainly henefit {rom some of the insights
about the horrors of the system that have
been popularised by the anti-globalisution
imovement. One thing is certain: as long as
capitahism reproduces class relations, class
politics will remain not just velevant, b
essential,
® [t was only alter writing tiis article that |
read Lllen Meiksins Wood's excellent book.,
The Retreat from Class: A New “True’ So-
cialism, Verso Classics, 1998, which is ¢x-
wremely relevant 1o the issues 1 have dis-
cussed, Wood cltectively demolishes the
arguments of several highly influential
theoreticians of the 1970 and 19808 who
argued lor a shiftaway trom cliss politics
[ would sttonply recommend her book 1o
all readers of this journal.

NOTES
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Arthur Scargill's decision, in 1995, 1o es-
tablish the Socialist Labour Party; o lower
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Why
feminism?

Louise Whittle casts a critical
eye over the record of the left in
tackling the oppression of women

‘Why is feninisni still se contentions?"!

Whiy is feminism such a thorny issue? §am
usually dismayed and annoyed with the
current ideas ahout fighting {for women's
liberation, Thave experienced the dismiss
ive responses 1o fenunist ideas. such as
how outdated it is and that women have
ol it all’. The guestion is, have women
finably achieved equality”? The answer iy
no.

This article attempls 1o elaborate why
women’s hiberation is inportant and inte-
aral to fiphting the class struggle and why
[emmism is important for the fight for lib
cration. | also want brictly to chadlenge or-
panisations on the revohutionary left such
as the SWI who are critical ol leminisim
and wonien’s astonomy.

Have women ‘got it all’?

When you examine (he statistics and put
them into context, then women haven't
achieved cquality, For instance:

@ 40 per centof women, compared (o less
than 20 per cent of men, have incomes
of less than £100 per week.

@ 25 percent of women hive in poverty.

® Average hourly carnings for women in

Fult time work ave 18 per cent lower, and
for women working part time are 40 per
cent lower, than for men working tull
time.

® 52 percentol women with children un-
der five arc in employment compared
with 91 per cent of men whoare fathers
with uader lives.

@ 1% pereent of violent maidents in 2002/
2003 were domestic violence.

@ 7.3 per cent of the victims of domestic
violence were women.

® Uptooneinten women experience do-
miestic violenee cach year.

® Onc in five young men and one in ten
young women think that abuse or vio
lence against women is acceptable,

Recenily New Labour bas decided o at-
tack abortion rights, and this is also the
case in the USA.

{The above statistics are from the Faweett

Socicty, Equal Opportunities Conmmission,

www.pavlinder.com, Women's Aid,

www.domesticviolencedatiporg)

1 think the peneral response to these sta-
tistics from people on the leftand the tade
union movement is “we know all of this™,
but these statistics needs (o be restated as
I believe the left ias become complacent
and only pays lip service to the oppres-
sion of women. There are some on the left
who sce women’s liberation as i distrac-
ton from the class struggle.

The attitude of the trade union
movement

“We need 1o be Teard more, we need (o be
seen mare, to be treated with respect
more”

This quote is from a study of black worn-
en's participation and experiences in the
trade union movement. Women need o be
more visible and not 1o be side-lined and
marginalised. whether on the feft orin the
trade union movement. Many wonien have
experienced patronising behaviour from
wale trade unionists and i0is necessary 10
challenge the male hegemony within these
structures. One way of challenging itis by
cducating the membership and for women
(o he taken seriousty and demands made
by them listened o, Tknow from my own
experiences of being active on the leftand
in the trade union movement how littke you
can he valued and heard.

In my own union. Unison, there are won
en's groups active in brauches and also
regional wonen’s committees, which are
now part of the structure, but the guestion
[ ask is how seriously are they taken”? Al-
most one miltion women members in Uni
son ke up two thirds of the union, but it
is still ande dominated union, Again, how
many of the ‘awkward squad” are women?
None!

While 1 support the campaigns Umson
promotes, Tstll wonder how hard they are
pushing women's issues, An example ot
this is the 'Raising the Roof™ campaign,
which is focusing on the need for manage-
ment 1o take domestic violence seriously
and supporiing women who are experiene-
ing violence. But why not develop a strat-
¢py which educates the membership as 4
whole? Ttis OK to lram trade union reps,
but again, shouldn’t education be w bot
tone up process?

At the 2002 TUC Women's Conference,
delepates completed a survey on domes
tic violence and 55 per cent stated that
they. or someone they worked with, id
experienced domestic violence, The TUC
Women's Policy Officer, Rebecea Gill,
stated that: *As a movement we recognise
that it is our responsibility to work with
employers and o work with our members
to ensure that those who perpetrate do-
mestic violence are not sheliered in onr
workplaces or organisations.” ' Fine words

which Tagree with, but how do youachieve
itin o “movement’ which is entrenched in
burcaveracy?

The study of black women’s experiences
in the trade union movement relerred 10
above states that: *Sexism, along withrac
s, wits also noted within the unions,
where some older white male long term
activists find it hard to adapt 1o a more
epalitarian climate. They were described
as patronising and insalting to women™.!
As a trade union activist, 1 too can relate
1o this; the number of tmes 1 have been
patronised by a male trade unionist, result-
ing in despair and lrustration!

1 am not disputing the titne or effort trixle
unions are putting into fighting oppres
sion, but at (he same time we need a bot-
tont-up process ol educating the member
ship and putting women at the forefront. It
is the same with lighting for equal pay
women need to be at the hiehm ot this cam-
pargn,

The revolutionary left

“The women's movement in Britain as
wavered between ho aliernarive paitlis:
aligning itself with the labour movenient

with workers” struggles, witl the trade
HHIONS  OF SO TN oW separatistway '
The revolwtionary lettas a whole pays hip
service to women's oppression, and treats
feminism with contempt. The above quote
is lrom ‘Tony CHIT™s book Cluss Struggle
and Women's Liberation, amd it never
ceases 10 anize me how wrong onzanisi-
tions like the SWP getir,

My criticisins are not just with the SWE
but with atl the revolutionary groups which
cither “pretend” to take oppression seri-
ousty, or which are downright opportunis-
tic because at the end of the day itis how
many people you can recrutt. Quantity as
opposed to quality!

{ will concentrate on the SWI as they
have wiitien various articles on women’s
oppression, the litest 1 have read beiny
Lindsey German's “Women's fiberation to-
day® in International Socialism Journal,
which reduces everything (o aquestion of
ceonomics and simplifies the demands. Ger-
man makes correct observations about the
‘individualistic” feminisim of the likes of
Katic Roiphe and Naomi Wooll, but at the
same tite lotally caricatures feministideas
by maintaining that. overall, feminisi is
only concerned with gefting more wonen
into academial Gerntn distorts feminism
by stating that we are only interested in
patriarchy and nothing else. [believe that
patriarchy and capitalism are intercon-
necled, and not separate,

Gierman contends that *liberation willonly
be achieved when the working people of
the world take control ofit, ending exploi-
tation which dominates our fives and de
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o

stroys our human potential and relations”.
Soonce the revolution hippens, we will all
wahke up liberated and tree? Lo no!

L have many problems with the revolu-
tlionary leftand theyw interpretation ol wom-
en's Hiberation. Marsists clain to be 5o so
phisticited in their analysis of the class
struggle, yet the same cannot be said of
their understanding of oppression. Their
organisations operate withm a Leninist
Iramework with an ciophasis on democratic
centralism, but this stifles debate and,
again, educating the mesnbership s atop
down process as opposed to a bottom-up
one. Tony CHts reason for shutting down
Women's Voice and Black Voice was that
they were against “Lenisist principles’. A
work colleague of mine says that she was
active in Women s Yoice, She also says that
il was open one minute and shot the next,
due to an edict from the teadership. No
discussion, no nothing, shie said. The mem
bership was not invoived in the discus-
stons. She Later joimed the Labour Party.

The question for e is why organisa-
tons like the SWP can’(, tor mstance, ad
mit that patriarchy exists and that itis not
just about the means ol production? [was
reading the chaprer wrttiten by Sheita
Rowbotiken o the book Bevoend the Freas
ments, where she talks about the hostility
towards [eminism by organisations such
as the SWP during the 1970s,

“The 1S [precursor to the SWPLL ostensi
bly committed (o Jeaning from workers’
struggles, the initiator of rank-and-file
proups, opposed o bureancracy in the lu-
hour movement, hautked at extendimg these
tdeas into the wider issues of everyday lide
or at applying them within their owin or-
ganisation’’

The 1IS/SWE adso disnnssed feminism
during the seventies with the charge that
it was middle class, something they stll
say. ‘The IS/SW have not changed and
stilt wallow in their own limited and sim
plistic dognin And now we see them ditch
ing theit Innitedd ideas around Gighting op
pression. An example of this is their orien-
tation towards Respect.

For mie, as asocialist femimist, power re-
lattonships within sociery are compes and
cannot be reduced just to the weans of
production. What about the sexual divi-
sion of Labour and uncqual relationships
between men and women in socicty? What
about the politics ol neo-liberakism and
elobalisation  and  the  way it s
cosmmodifving human relationships? What
do Marxists say about wonmen in the Third
Waorld? For example, their ability (o give
love 1o children and willingness (o do the
most mereal of domestic work trned into
a source ol prolit for capitalists through
globulisution™ To restrict your arguments
10 busic cconopies s futite and crude, and

o

to educite your membersiup by denying a
iree [low of debate is short sighted be-
cause, as they see ity the party is always
right.

On apersonal level Famdepressedat the
lelt's low level of political insightimto, and
wwareness of, liberation politics. 1 you sti-
fle debate within your orpanisation and
only use a top-down method ol education,
then it isn't any wonder that sexism and
uncqual relationships between men and
women exist on the lelt I used 1o feel
shocked at some of the sextst behaviour
on the fett (ineluding the revolutionary lef)
as 1 believed “they should know betrer’,
but nothing readly shocks me anymore,
whether it is crass sexist jokes or abusive
hehaviour, Again, it you treat the member-
ship with contempt then it is not surpris-
ing they are as sexist as hell! The Jeft talks
about collective responsibility, but what
about individual responsibility”? We all
have a doty to treat people with respect.

Conclusion

A woman asked me recently whether [he

lieved that women will be liberated under
socialism, 10 she had asked me that en o
15 yewrs ago, | wonld have autonkuically
responded that yes, women will e eman-
aipated. But now 1 betieve it will be anup-
hill struggle, and that the demands the op-
pressed make are shuffled (o the back of
the queue.

We need 1o challenge and fight oppres
ston now and not wait [or the revolution,
We need to disten and support women and
not pay lip-service. I we are to bave any
chance of living tn an equal and free soci-
ety then we need o act now. A stivong and
dynamic women's organisation is what the
ledt needs. Lducating the mernbers 1s astan,
and supporling utonomous groups, not
criticising them for being “separatist™. Talso
think (hal ConsCioUsSness: Tsing groups
{for women are important as they let wonen
discuss things which they believe are in-
portant to them, and gives them a chance
10 talk with other women. The whole proc-
¢ss 1y CIMpowering as women can control
things on then own terms,

1 appalled that there doesn’tseem to
be a women’s forum at this year's Liuro-
pean Social Forum, although the organis-
ers say that if there s ‘time” in the pro
gramme they will organise something. Bil
[ate in the day Tor that!

I have heen ¢ mailing and meeting some
women involved in an organisation called
*Next Cienderation’, who wre acotlective ol
feminists who came 1ogether at the ESE
list year hecause they believed that the
issue of women's liberation was sorcely
neelected. There have been interestiing de
bates and mtickes written posted on their
wubhsile about feminist and globalisation,

It is worth a visit. They wre hoping to or
canise an cvent with the autonomouns
spaces as the “official” ESIY has done noth-
ing about women. I believe in working with
the tofficial’ Torum but at the same time
sympathise with then because it feels tike
women have been pushed aside to make
way for ‘more important” issues.

Two final points: | came across a website
catled Seventies Feminist which lists the
orginal demands from the women's lih
movement i 1978, Women still haven't
achieved those demands, On the websile
they encourage women o send m their de
mands — and the demands now are the
same as the demands then. § el very posi-
tive that there are women oul there who
still strive for fennnism and o world with-
out oppression and domination. Feminisim
isn't abouwt getting more woimen in man-
agement, or about women working in the
city cluiming, sex diserimination because
they are not being paid the same bloated
safaries as then male counterparts, and
wish to stick their heads in the tough. Fenu
uisi isn't some Cold fashioned” coneept
rooted in the seventies, There are vartous
websites which have mushroomed over the
past couple of years which are dedicated
to young wornen and their thoughts around
liheration and oppression.

Feminism isn't going away, comrades!

Lealled this article *“Why feminism”” Fwill
end it with aquote from Lynne Segak: "Why
leminism? Because its most tadical goal,
both personal and the collective, has ye
to be realised: a wotld which is a betler
place not just for some wornen, but for all
wornen.”™®

Loutsefeministat@aol com
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Introduction

Richard Price

Maxite Rodinson, the author of the article
that follows, died on May 23 this vear ol
(he age of 89" Born in Marseille in 1915,
fus parents were Russian-Polish Jewish
immgrants whao fater joined the Commu-
nist Party, and he fett school at 13 10 work
as an errand boy Despite having no lor-
mal gqualifications, he managed to pass the
entrance exam 1o oniversity, and after
graduation his academnic career began to
take of 1. He joined the Commumnist Party in
1937, and was fortunate enough o fand a
teaching post at the French lastitute i
Damascus in 1910, narrowly avoiding the
fute of his parents, who dicd in Auschwitz.

He hecame an expert on the history and
culture of the Musiim world. und held sev
eral seriorwademic positions. His widely
read books mehided Istam and Capital-
is. Israel and the Avabs and Mohanmied.
He left the Communist Party in 1958, com
plaining (hat it was too 1igid and doctri-
nuire. but remained an independently-
minded Manxist. This non-sectrian spitet
was shown in his willingness o contrib
ute an introduction to the Liest French edi-
tion ol the Belgian Trotskyist Abram
toon's classic The Jewish Question. Al-
though eritical msome respects, Rodinson
acknowledged the importance of Leon's
work. tnercasingly eritical of Zaonism, es
pecially alter 1968, Rodinson campaigned
lor o Pafestinian stite, and in 1973 pub-
lished Israel: A Colonial-Settler State!
under the imprint of Monad, associated
with the US Socialist Workers Party

This article was first published in French
in Les Temps Modernes, Noo 177, Paris,
1961, and {ormed a chapier of Rodinson’s
Meraism aned the Mustinn World, 7ed Press,
1979.

Aok ok

When the Bolsheviks ook power in 1917,
they inherited the vast multi-nationad, multi-
faith Tsarist empire. A classic example of
uneven and combined development, it en-
compassed cities in Furopean Russia with
alarge working class concentrated in huge
caterprises, as well as vast areas ahiost
devord of anindustrial worksng cluss in
habited by nos-Russian nationahities, many
of them predominantly Mustine This was
especiatly true ot the fands on the south-
ern rim of Russia, much of which had been
acquired by conguest in the nincteenth
century, and incemral Asia,

The overthrow of Tsarism was greeted
with enthusiasm by many of the non-Rus-

sian minorities, By agitating in favour of

self-determination for oppressed nations

and Jand to the peasantry the Bolsheviks
won sulticient sapport to cariy e revolu-
ven into the ron-Russian lands.”

in the course of these struggles in the
periphery, the Bolsheviks were obliged 1o
srike some curious alliances. In August
1919 Torexample, General Teniken's White
army was deleated by the combined cf-
lorts of the Bolsheviks and a force of
Chechens led by Uzun Hagioa Sufi Isfamic
cleric, who declared: 1 weave a rope (o
hang cngineers, students and alt tiose who
write {rom leftto right.” As the authors of o
recent book on Chechnya note, “He died
in May 1920 before he had a chanee to
staet fighting the Bolsheviks as well.™

Support tor the overthrow of Tsarism and
for the defeat of the Whites in the Civil
War did not necessanly translate into po-
fiticad support for, or even neutrality to
wards. the post revolutionary regime In
the Ukraine and Georgia, the principle ol
self=determination was overridden by strit
(egic nnlitary considerations.

The dilemma tacing the Bolsheviks was
considerable. There was no blueprint lor
airiking a halance between the competing
claims of centralising the forces of the revo-
lntion and making concessions 1o focal
caltural and political conditions, and the
stick was frequently bent first in one «i-
rection and then the other. Complete au
tonomy risked the predominimee of reac-
nonary pan Islamic and other counter
revolutionary {orces. Over centrafisation
risked driving the masses into the arms of
the saune forces down adifferent route,

The dangers of burcaucratic centralisi-

Hon taunted Lenin towards the end of T,
file, and were of the core ol s lastsirgs
ele’ that fed (o his breakiny elations with
Stalin bejore he became entirely imeapin
tated m 1923

On paper, the Communist progrannne
supported the right of self=determination
up to and including secession, even under
a bourpeois teaderstup® Tn practice, the
willingness of counter revolutionary and
inperialist forces 1o wilise anti-Soviet
movements, and the nead to use whatever
purchase the Bolsheviks had in the petiph-
ery of the former Tsarist empire o ern the
oppressed msses of “the Tast” against Brt-
ish tmperiabism meant that this right re-
mained larpely abstract

How 1o relate to the Musling oppressed
posed particalar difficulties, not deast on
the issnes of relipion and the liberation ol
waotnen, . H. Carr points out that:

.. the nutional question i the east . -
at first .. presented isell to the Soviet
leaders almost exclusively inits Muslim
pitise . they were astomished 1o discover
that, while the hold ot IsLam over the no-
madic peoples and in pars of Central Asia
was little more than nominal, it remained
clsewhere a tenacious and vigorous insti-
tunion which olfered lar fiercer resistance
than the Orthodox Church 1o new beliels
and practices. In regions where 1t was
strong  notably in the northern Cagcasus
- the Muslim religion was a social, legal
and political as well as a religious istitu-
ton regulating the daily way of lile ofits
members in almost every particular. The
imams and mudlahs were judges, Lawgiv-
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ers, teachers and intellectuals, as well as
pobitical and sometimes military leaders.™

Some delepates to the Congress of the
Peoples of the Last, held in Baku in Sep-
tember 1920, including John Reed., thought
that Zinovicv had overstepped the mark
when he called on several occasions for *a
real holy war® against British and French
imperialism.” According to one account,
Zinoviev even called for reereating ‘the
spirit ol struggle which onee animated the
peoples of the East when they marched
against Lurope under the leadership of their
great conquerors” Indian Communist
M.N. Roy refused (o atiend, calling the
congress in advance ‘Zinoviev's circus’.”

Sultan Galiev, the subjectof this article —

a review of Alexandre Bennigsen and
Chantal Quelquejay’s book Les Mouve-
ments Nationaux cheg les Musulmans de
Russie, 1: Le "Sultangalievisme’ au
Tatarstan (National Movenients Among
the Mustims of Russia 1: “Sultan
Galievism' in Tatarstan) ~ is an almost
{orgotten figure of carly Soviet history, His
carcer {rom protégé of Stalin (when Stalin
was Commissar of Nationatities) to victim
of Stalin is a poignant comimentary on the
fatlure of the Russian revolution to live up
to ity carly promise in the eves ol many
that it professed to liberate. The legacy of
Stalinist Great Russian chauvinism in the
Muslim republics lives onin Puting” brutal
denial of Chechen independence and the
shocking retaliation at Beslan.

A uselul further source on the life of Sul
tan Galicv is at: harikumar.brinkster.net/
MLRB/Sultan-Gialivev-FINAL. hum. This
avowedly *Muarxist-Leninist” website
(founded by tormer menshers ol the Alba-
nia-USA Friendship Socicty!) should be
treated with considerable caution, and its
account remains curiously agnostic about
his fate. It nevertheless contains a nurnbet
of references o the available literature.

NOTES

I. Sce Douglas Johason, "Maxime
Rodinsan, Marxist historian of Islam’,
Guardian, June 3, 2004,

2. See the useful account of the evolution
of Bolshevik policy on selt determination
under Lenin in E.H. Carr, The Bolshevik
Revolution 1917-1923, Vol, 1, Penguin,
1977, Chapters 11 14, pp.292 435,

3 Carlotta Gall and Thomas De Waal,
Chechnya, Pan, 1997, p.21,

4, See M. Lewin, Lenin’s Last Struvgle,
Pluta, 1975.

S.N. Bukharin and E. Preobrazhensky, e
ABC of Communism, Penguin, 1970, p.248.
6. E.H. Carr, op. cit, pp.323, 32930,

7. bl B Pearce, Bakwe Congress of the Peo-
ples of the East, New Park, 1977, pp.23-36.

8. R.A. Rosenstone, Romeantic: Revelution-
ary, Penguin, 1982, p.378.
9. Pearce, op. ., p. 1900,
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Sultan Galiev

A Forgotten
Precursor

Maxime Rodinson

The book on which these reflections are
hased has just been published under the
auspices ol the Leole Pratique des Hautes
Etudes (67 section).” 11 is a conscientious
and detailed study of a set ol questions
which have on the whole been given far
nore serious atiention in the Anglo-Saxon
countries than in France, where gratuitous
political prophecy passes for scientilic ve-
search all o often. A book like this is
usually reccived with a priori suspicion in
militant circles, and cven elsewhere. My
aim is to ofter some counterweight to this
trachtional sectarianisin.

Sultan Galiev is one of the men who
played an important part in the carly days
of the Communist International and the
Soviet Union. Most socialist inilitunts are
aware ol him only through a passing refer.
ence made by Stalin,” rather an emotional
reference, T used o think. Perhaps 1 was
right. 'To have aroused some emotion in
Stahin is already something o the way of
an achicvement.

Mir Siyit Sultan Gahiev was born the son
of a Tarar schooltcacher in about [900.*
The Tartars were a Muslim ninority within
the Tsarist Empire, with a character alt of
their own. There were about three and a
halt million of them scattered throughout
the Empire. but they were concentrated (o
some extentin the ‘Government” of Kazan,
their political and cultural centre. They
were mainly peasants, and the few Tartar
industrial workers still kept close ties 1o
rural lite. But there was also a bourgeoisic:
a few industrialists and many shopkeep-
ers, from which a Muslim “clergy ™ and un
mtelligentsia had emerged. This bourgeoi-
ste und these intellectuals were active, dy-
namic and ambitious. Many had long been
“modernists” in ther attitude towards Mus-
lim dogma, and ‘advanced” i their att
wedes 1o the traditional Mustun way of tife.
‘Their teaching activities olten led them 1o
penetrate and cven establish themselves
in areas inhabited by their less evolved

* Ths date is abmost certainly wrong. Other
sources have him horn in a vitlage in
Bashkiria in 1880 Ed.

co-religionists, such as Central Asia, Sibe-
ria and the Caucasus. In so daing, they
introduced new ideas and modern ways,
and generaly stirred things up. They can
be seen playing this role in the transla-
tions of Kazak and Tadjik novels published
by Aragon, [orinstance.” All this was natu-
rally viewed with great suspicion by the
reactionary Khans.

Then came the October Revolution. An
important part of the Tartar intelligentsia
supported il thinking that the socialism
established by the new regime would real-
ise and deepen the reformist movement’s
programme. Naturatly enough they particu-
larly appreciated Bolshevism’s internation-
alist orientation. They hoped that this
would lead to equality between cethnic
aroups and put an end to Great-Russian
domination, a domination the “Whites” would
re-impose should they be victorious.

Suhtan Galiev joined the Bolshevik Party
in November 1917, and. thanks to his tal-
ents as an orator and organiser, soon be-
came an important figure as the representa
tive of this “colomial” intelligentsia. He be-
came @ member and then president ol the
‘Central Muslim Comumnissarial’, a new body
alfiliated 10 the Nurkomnals (The People’s
Commissariat for Nationalities), a Commis-
sariat presided over by a Bolshevik feader
still refatively unknown at the time, Joseph
Stalin. With the help of friends, Sultun
Galiev created a Muslim Cormmunist Party,
and raised Tartar mifitary units which
played a key role in the struggle againsi
Kolichak. Despite the opposition of the
local Russian Soviets and communists, he
extracted a promisce from the Central Gov-
ernment Lo create a large predominantly
Muslim state, the Tartaro-Bachkir Repub-
he, which was 1o have five to six million
inhabitants and to cover the vast arcas of
the Middle Volga and the Southern Urals.

1t was during this period that he devel
oped a series of ideas which he hoped to
delend and to realise. He saw Muslim so-
ciety. with the exception of a few big feu-
dal fandowners and bourgeots, as a unil
which had been colltectively oppressed by
the Russians under Tsarism. There was
thus no point in dividing it with artificially
created ditferences and class struggles.
Since for the time being the poorer Mus
tims were loo impoverished and uncultured
to provide cadres, one should not hesitate
(0 take use of the available ones: the petly-
bourgeois intellectuals and even the re
tormist clergy, who had given some prool
of their faithluiness (o the Revolution. In
fact, the socialist revolution should adapt
itself to 11t a society so imbued with Mus-
lim traditions. Sultan Galiev, an atheist him-
self, therefore recommended that 1slam be
handled gendy, through a gradual “de-
fanaticisation’ and sccularisation. The
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Muslims of Russia, and especially the most
enlightened amongst them, the Tartars,
would then be capable of playing a tre-
mendous historical role. For on the world
scale the Revolution would have to be
above all a liberation of the coloniul peo-
ples. 1t was therefore vital to counteract
the Comintern {endency to concentrate
mainly on the West. The socialist revolu-
tion would begin in the East. And who
could bear the torch of both culture and
socialism into Asia better than the Bolshe-
vik Muslims ol Russia?

To avoid confusion it should be stated
right from the start that neither religious
nor clerical demands were at issue. There
were severith ethnic groups in Russia
whose religion was Lslam, which had given
them a common culture and (radition, and
had similarly influenced many important
aspects of their way of hfe. There was thus
a certain incontestable cultural unity
amongst these people which went beyond
their ethnic particularities, especially as the
latter were 1n many cases not very pro-
nounced. This culturat unity had been re-
inforced by their resistance 1o attempts to
convert them to Christianity and w0 trn
them into Russians, an attempt which they
perceived not as an ideological struggle,
but as a colonial aggression against their
common cultural heritage.

These ideas worried the Bolshevik Tead-
ers. Stalin supported Sultan Galiev against
1hose who wanled to fan class war in Mus-
lim circles and break off all contact with
the non-proletarian clements. But unlike
the Tartar, he saw the class alliance as only
temporary. Once Kolichak and the Czechs
had been defeated, the support of the Volga
and Ural Muslims, whose cadres had been
disabled during the struggle, became less
imporiant. The Muslim Communist Party
fost its autonomy and the idea of a lasting
alliance between the pelty bourgeoisie and
the profetariat was rejected by the Septem
ber 1920 Congress of Oriental Peoples in
Baku, Tt was proclaimed that the national
revolution had to be led by the proletariat,
that is to say, the Western proletariat, and
that, as one Congress delegate declared.,
‘the salvation of the East lies only in the
victory of the proletariat’* The project ol a
preat Muslim state was dropped. Instead,
two small republics were created, the one
Bachkir and the other Tartar. Most Tartars
lived outside the latter, and ils population
was only 51.6 per cent Tartar, Its towns
were almost 80 per cent Russian, Kazan,
the capital, was a Russian centre.

It was at this stage that Sultan Galiev,
who still held an important official post,
moved into opposiion, in an attempt to
fight the manifestations of what he called
‘Great Russian chauvinism', and sought
to infiltrate his Tartar partisans into Party

organisations and Soviets. He wanted 1o
make Kazan into a centre for Tartar national
culture and a revolutionary scedbed from
which *Muslim Communism® would spread
1o all the Muslim peoples of the Soviet
Union and beyond, to the whole Muslim
Fast. He struggled against the leftists who
arpued or a more anti bourgeois policy
and were backed by the Russian elements.
And he worked towards making Tartar and
not Russian the official language of ad

ministrafion.

Having come up against the untlinching
apposition of the Central Government and
the Russinn Commiunists, especially alter
the 10th Party Congress had passed a clear
resolution condemning the “nationalist de-
viation’, Sultan Galiev established more or
less seeret contacts with a number of dis-
contented militants, He wanted to setup a
common front against the Russians, whom
he accused of readopting Tsarist colonial
policy. How far did he go in seeking sup-
port for this front? Stalin accused him of
having gone so far as to contact the
Basmatsh, the gangs of insurgent Mus-
lims who were waging armed struggle
against the Bolsheviks of Turkestan. But
there ts no reason Lo Luke Stalin’s words at
face value. Be that as it miay, in 1923 Stahin
had Sultan Craliev arrested and expelled from
the Communist Party. He was released
shorily afterwards, bul Kamenev was later
to repret that he and Zinoviev had given
their consent to this *first arrest of an emi-
nent member of the Party on Stalin’s initia-
tve'

Litthe is known of Sultan Galiev's life af
ter 1923, He was perhaps exiled, re-ar
rested, then released. He worked in Mos-
cow in the state publishing houses. But he
continued his struggle, clandestinely. He
had created a whole underground organi-

sation which had attracted a great many
Muslim conmunists, mainly ‘Tartars. e
developed his ideas in the light of the
evolving situation. As he now saw it the
socialist revolution did not resolve the
problem of incquality between peoples.
The Bolshevik programme amounted 10
replacing oppression by the Furopean
hourgeoisic with oppression by the Euro
pean proletariat. [n any case, Soviet rule
was heing liguidated; NLP was in full
swing. [t would cither be overthrown by
the Western bourgeoisic or would turn into
state capitalisim and bourgeois democracy.
Whatever the outcomie, the Russians as a
people would once again becone domi-
nating oppressors. The only possible rem-
edy was to ensure the developing colonial
world's hegemony over the Buropean pow
ers. This meant creating a Communist Co-
fonial International, which would be inde-
pendent of the Third International. and
perhaps even opposed to il. Russia, as an
industrial power, would have to be ex-
cluded, The spread of communism in the
Fast. which this new International would
promote, would make it possible o shake
ofl Russian hegemony over the commu-
nist world.

As the Russian regine grew stronges it
became less and less tolerant of dissent.
On several occasions the Russians real-
ised they were facing an organised Tartar
opposition. Stalin clamped down on it. In
November 1928 Sultan Galiev was arrested
and sentenced to ten years' hard labour,
which he served in Solovski. He was re-
lcases in 1939 and we lose track of him in
1940, ..
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g revived this Torgotren history. Their
Lask of sttting, seratinising and orpanising
a mass ot docuents in Tartar and Rus-
sian was aditheult and important one. Hope-
{ulty we can draw certain conelusions [rony
their findings.

The fiest thing which comes to mind s
that imalysis of the political stauggle over
the prohlem ol the Mustim mmotties i
the Soviet Union clew v demonstrates tha
there can be contradictions under a social
istreghme. This s not new of course: Mao
Tse-tung himsel has said so-- albet with
the quite gratuitous rider that such contra
dictions can only be ‘non-antagomstic”
But that does not change the tact that every
time someone highlights one of these con-
tradictions on o practical level everything
is done to deny it or o mintmise i Natu-
rally, the most dogimatic make no atterpt
1o analyse such contradictions, to explain
therm o o understand their causes and
thetr repercassions. On the contrary, cach
phase of the policy adopted by the com
sunist leaders is presented as determined
by u supenor wisdom which carefully fol-
lows the twists and turns of the national
and international conjuncture, guided by
the infullible compass of Marxist docteme
Ol course the reality is quite different: cach
policy decision is the outcome of constant
siruggeles between opposing fendencies
and expresses the halance of forees be-
tween them. The social background 1o
these strugeles is probably guite different
from that in aclass socicty, but the mecha-
mistm is essentiadly siniba, Tnoother words,
history contistues and we have not yeten
tered the timeless realnt of the holy ¢y,
Many people will answer that all this as
guile obvious, but perhaps they do nol
grasp afl s comphcations,

Soviet policy could have been difterent,
more oriented towards Asia, lor example,
Some of Sultan Galiev's wdeas could per
haps have been put into practice. But there
were very real obstackes 1o such a pro-
gramime: the lack of Muslim cadres, the st
ation in the Fast at the time. In the nterion
there was a definite danger of Tartar na
tionalist devintion. strengthened by harm-

ful Tartar chawvinism. Abroad, even if Sul-
tan Galiev's ideas, which were partly shiared
by the Indian communist Manabendra

Nath Roy and others who delended them

during the first Comintern Congresses, had

been apphied, the benefits would probably
have been few and Tar between. Even

Walter Z. Laquenr agrees with this pessi

mistic view, and nobody could suspect him

of being indulpent towards the Bolshevik
leaders.” But it 1y clear that the choice of
orientation tn this respect was also influ-
enced by other considerattons: there was
the dopmatisim of the leaders, the Tact that
at cortann periods the idea that the profe-

Lariat was the predominant {foree in the revo-
lutton was applied mechunicatly and
agntinst all common sense, even Lo arcas in
which the proletariat was non-exisient. In
deed. on the whole, and ontil quite re
cently, the communtst feaders have been
as obtuse s the capitalists i their ap-
proach to the colonial people’s awaken
tngz. And, although their lack of understand-
ing is excusable on many levelds, the Facl
renins that 1t has had many disastrous
consequences even from ther own point
o vigw,

Socialism and the national
question
It is abso clear that socialism, by which 1
mcan the socialisation of the means ol pro-
duction, does not automatically resolve il
problems. Stalinisin has shown us that des
potism wis possible under socialism, and
henee that there was a problem of political
power. Other events suggest that the na-
tional problem also does not necessarity
vanish under socialisn. “The Tact that the
profetarial will have carried oot the social
cevolution will nottarn it into a siint,” wrote
Lenin jn 1916, "But eventeal errors (and
the sellish interests which push one to ride
on the backs of others) will inevitably Tead
itto realise the tollowing truth ... By turn-
ing capitalism into sociadism, the proletarial
creates the possibility of entively abolish-
ing national oppression: this possibility
wul only™ [“only™! ] become fact when de-
mocracy has been completely established
inal! fields.™

The example of Sultan Gatiev demon-
strates that between 1920 and 1928 the Tar-
tars were very wary ol the Russian com-
munists, and teared a Russian communist
neo-colonialism. The Bolshevik leaders
Jdenied thatsuch a fear was justified. Staltn
himsell dectared, in 1923, that "Tf Turkestan
is ellectively a colony, as il was snder
Tsarism, then the Basmaish are right, and
itis not up to us to judge Sultan Galiev, but
up Lo him to judge us, as the sortot people
who toferate the existence of a colony in
the frnework of Soviet power.™ But things
were nol quite so simple. Soviet policy to-
wards the Soviet Unton’s Muslim minori-
ties has, on the whole, been extremuely at-
tentive. The Muslims have been well cared
for and their arcas have been industrial-
ised. Tndigenous cadres were gradually
promoted, and this process continues.
Muslits are protected by exactly the same
laws as other Soviet citizens, and i prag
tice the Jocals” have even enjoyed certinn
privileges vis o vis the Russians. Bul this
cvolution has heen carelully controlled. A
tight prip is maintained over all key posts.
Furthermone, the general tendency of
Stabinistnores did not tavour interpenetra
tion between communities. The situation

has nothing in commaon with colonial sitn
ations elsewhere. Bul nattonal problems
pessist, as was clearly shown by the be-
haviour of many mnority groups during
World War 1, and as is borne out by many
small incidents even today.” And inciden
tally, such happenings would ultract less
atention, and iight well be less distorted
abroad, il the Soviets did ot put s0 much
ctiort into covering them up and attacking
the ‘slanderers” who dare to suggest that
cverything is not ubsolutely perfect in
these areas of the Soviet Union.

A precursor

Sultan Gahev does not seem to bave had
any read spirituad hedes in the Mustim arcas
of the Sovier Hnion. We do not know what
would happen today tf political pressure
groups wete allowed to emerge, But what
one can surthise about the asprrations held
by the peoples of these arcas shows them
to have litte i common with Sultan Galiev.
Their demands appear to be moch more
redormaist, imuch less revolutionary. [ they
could. they would press for shight changes,
without questioning the regame’s right (o
rule. The role of propagators of the Revo
Iution in the East seems o hold hittie -
traction for them. 10 possible, or course,
that the lid ol ofticiat conforimsm hides a
muchnore ebullient reality ..

But it i~ ontside the Soviet Unton, 1n the
so called underdeveloped countries, thin
the contemporaty situation constantly
mukes one think of Sultan Galiev's iideas.
To what extent can he be satd to be o pre
cursor of the new line adopted by the So-
viet Union since 1954 aline which backs
the Afro-Asiatic neutralist bourgeoisie?
To whal extent can he be said 10 be a pre
cursor ol Maoist communism, which con
centrates essentially on the immedate
struggle for socialist revolution in the ex-
colonies?

The attitude of Sultan Caliey and the Tar-
tar communists in 1918 stemmed from their
refusal to serve as amere back-up for a
Luropean proletarian movement, however
justificd. They wanted the Revolution to
be their revolution as well, and to follow a
course determined by their own actions,
not by those of their somewhat over-pa
ternal elder brother. the Russian proletarnat.
One should note that one of the latter’s
methods of intervention, which was later
o be used elsewliere, was an insistence
that indigenous support should be drawn
only from amongst the proletarial. In coun
tries where the proletariat was snll embry-
onic, this amounted to arbitrarily designat-
ing the individuals who were worth talking
(0. The Tartars” essential demand “to carry
out our own revolution” came at the wrong
titne. "The Bolshevik leadership was aticady
taking a very different turn: careful burcau-
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cratic control over every aspect of the mass
movement. Both the Soviets and the trade
unions at home and allied or communist
parties abroad, were being kepl on a very
tight retn.

Significantly, the man of the moment wis
Stalin, whose universal and petty wariness
was later to become guite pathological.
The aiting Lenin was ignored when he
warned that “The harm which a lack of unity
between the national state apparatuses and
the Russian state apparitus may cause is
nothing compared to the damage which
will result from an excess of centratism; this
will injure not onrly ourselves but the whole
laternational, and the hundreds of millions
ol Asians who will soon follow in our [ool-
steps and burst anto the historical scene.”™
In theory the International’s purpose wis
to further the world’s marcly towards so
cialism. Its 1ask would theretore seem 10
have been (o develop a Marxist national-
ism fighting for national independence and
socialisation in the dependent countries.
The social development ol the East at the
time preciuded any more mmbitious ven-
tures. Inspite of all his mistakes. itis eJear
that this was Sultan Galiev's basic intui-
tion. The Stalinist system made it impossi-
ble Tor the colonial Communist Parties to
accomiplish this task. Essentially, it was their
rigid subordination to the world strategy
of an International centred on the Euro
pean world which was 1o blame for this
{failure, These colonial Communist Partics
were sometimes even directly dependent
on their Buropeun cquivalents. A Marxian
nationatism did nonctheless eventually
emergre, borne on the tide of history. But it
did not do soin the framework of the com-
munist partics, and it took American anti-
communist imbecility 1o push the Moroc-
canand Algerian lelt, Castro, Sckou Toure
and Modibo Keita into the arms of what
remained of the Third International,

Today the Cotonial International recog
nised by Sultan Galiev exists. It takes the
form of the Afro Asian bloc, whichiis be-
pinning to extend to Latin Amierica, and iy
united against white domination, as the
Tartar commissar dreamned it would be. But
already there are differences, which do not
yet amount to a splite between o Marxist
wing committed w rapid advance towards
socialism, and a bourgeois wing which fa-
vours slow transformation or cven no
change atall, There are also a number o
ambiyuous cases which we particularty in
leresting.

Since 1954 the Soviet Union has sup-
ported this Colonial International, But
Khrushchev is only apparently and par-
nally following Sultan Galiev's line. The
colonial peoples are still seen only as a
back-up force whose [unction is 1o exert
pressure on the Soviet Union's white ad-

versaries, to extract concessions from them,
not to destroy them. The Soviet Union does
not encourage socialisation in the Third
World and probably does not even desire
it. 1t would scem that the Soviet authori-
ties finally agree with Sultan Galiev on this
point, but their motive is not o strengthen
the revolution; the aim is a much more self-
ish one. The world triumph of socialisin is
still seen essentially as the sesult of the
more or less revolutionary evolution of the
industrially advanced countries, [t s only
in China, where distance and ancestral
Chinese cunning made it casier to side-
step the Stalinist international strategy, that
Marxist nattonalism was able to emerge tri-
uraphant in the framework of a traditional

Communist Party. Indeed, Mao Tse-Tung -

was quite confent o apply the ideas de
lended by the Comintern during its popu-
Jar or national front phases. But he applied
them systematically and consistently. His
victory and the ensuing circumstances, the
militant bostlity of the while nations and
the sociadisation of Chinese society, led
him to take the helm of a new type of colo-
nial communism, which he proposed as &
model for the whole underdeveloped world
as carly as (949, Since then, events in
China have constantly brought the ideas
ol the new Chinese leaders closer and closer
to some of Sultan Galiev's. The primacy ol
the colonial revolntion and the fear that a
neo-colonialisur, or o neo-paternalism at
least, might eventually emerge [rom within
the heart of the soctalist world itset have
been constantly reiterated themes,

Thus Sultan Galiev's ideas have resur-
faced in the two main currents ol world
communist. Of course, nobody guotes this
condemned champion of yesterday's ob-
seure struggles. And yet he can be seen
as Lhe fiest prophet of the colonial strupggle
against white hegemony within socialism
itself, as the first to forecast a break be
tween the Russians” European communisin
and Colonial communism. He could also
be celebrated as the man who first pro-
claimed the importance ol Marxist nation
alist in colomal countries, and the inter-
national relevance for socialism of those
national movements which do not immeds
ately envisage complete class war and
soctalisation, Mao himself was still adopt-
ing this position at Yenan. The tuture will
no doubt pass its own verdict on this first
representative of the Third World within
the comnumst movement. Surely it will not
ail to recognise his role as an outeast
prophet.

NOTES

1. Alexandre Benmigsen and Chantal
Quelguejay, Les Mouvements Nationaun
ches les Musulmans de Russie, 1. Le
Sultangalicvisme’  auw  Tartarstan,

Mouton, La Haye, 1960 (Documents et
Témaoignages, J).

2. In fact, throughout one of the speeches
detivered 1o the IVHh Conference of the
Central Committee of the Russian Comanu-
nist Party, extended to imclwde militants
responsible for the republics and national
regions, Juoe 9 to 12, 1923, See LV, Stalin,
Sotshineniya, BK. V, Moscow, 1947 pp.301-
312, For important details of this confer-
ence, which Tl been specially called to
condemn Sultany Galiev, who had been ar-
rested in tate April or sometime in May,
see B Carr A History of Soviet Russia,
Vol. 1V, The Interregnum, Macmillan, Lon-
don, 1960, pp.287 9: Bennigsen and
Quelquejay express some reservalions
about the passage. A photograph of ihe
participants in the congress, which was
only numbered IVih in order to play down
its importance, appears in the official
Istoriva  Kommunistitsheskoy partii
Sovietskogo soviza, Bk, IV/1, Moscow,
1570, p.283. The accompanying comuicn-
tary makes it clear that the condemaation
of Sultan Galiev still persists in the officia)
ideology, and is indecd reintorced by con-
temporary considerations.

3. For example, Sariddine Aini, Boukhara,
translated rom the Tadjik by S, Borodine
and P Korotkine, Gallimard. Paris, 19506;
Moukhtar Aoucrov, La Jeunesse d Abai,
translated from the Kazak by L. Sobotev
and A, Vitez, Gallimard, Paris, 1959,

4. Premier Congrés des peuples de
I'Orient, Bakow, 1920, Petrograd, 1921,
l'rench edn., gquoted by Bennigsen and
Quelquejay, op. it p.140,

5. As hie oncee told Trotsky. C12 1. Trotsky,
Stadin, Hollis and Cagter, London, 1947,
p.al7.

6. Walter 7. Taquewr, The Soviet Union and
the Middle East. Routledge and Kegan
Paul, London, (959, p.22.

7. *Summary of a discussion on the right of
nations w self-determination’ in V.1 Lenin,
Critical Remarks on the National Ques
tion, Collected Works, Vol. 20, pp. 1-34 (4th
Russian edn.), (Lenin's punctuation). For
an analysis of how Leain's position
evolved, how it dilfered from Stalin’s and
how the problem manifests itself in the
Soviet Union today, sce H. Carrére
¢ Encausse, “Unité¢ prol¢tarienne ¢l
diversite nationale, Tenine et la théorie de
Iautodétermination’ in Revue Frangaise
de Science Politique, Vol. XXI, No, 2,
pp.221-255.

8. Stahin, Marxism and the Nutional Ques-
tion, various edns,

9. 1 was probably minimising the problem,
sce A Beanigsen and C, Lemercier-
Quelquejay, L'Islam en Union Soviétique,
Payot. Paris, 1968, for an objective account.
10, Remarks on ‘nationalities and au-
tonomy’; see Marvist Quarterly, October
(956, p.255. 'National apparatuses’ relers
to the apparatuses of the non-Russian
Communist Parties tu the Union. WA
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