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Behind the West’s humanitarian mask
Whose side is Amnesty on?

Has the ANC abandoned the liberation struggle?
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A subscription to
Living Marxism is
now better value than
ever; at £19.50 for a year,
it saves you almost 20 per

cent on the cover price. Write to

Living Marxism Subscriptions (52), BCM JPLTD
London WC1N 3XX or phone (071) 278 7699
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Daily ¢ Express
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No gags on the
gutter press

Al the time of writing there is much heated debate about the
Calcutt Report on press freedom, Labour MP Clive Soley's
privacy bill, and various proposals for more control of the
oress. Living Marxism would like to make clear that we are
against all such controls, whether they be statutory
voluntary or whatever,

We do not care how many embarrassing revelations
the Sun, the Mirror, the Star and the rest publish about
members of the royal family or government ministers. Qur
only objection to such tabloid journalism is that too much of
it is about their boring sex lives, and it does not go far
enough in exposing the corruption, scandal and lies at the
centre of public life,

Of course, these papers also publish poison about
ordinary peope. But there's no point expecting judges or
press commissioners 1o save us from that. Any restrictions
on who can publish what will be used to protect the nich
and powerful, anad to clamp down on critical coverage.

The British media is already so tamely conservalive and
unguestioning of those in authority that it's hard to see why
they would wanl to censor it. The last thing we need is more
controls on the press. Let's have everything out in the open,
where we can see wha's dirty and argue our case for
a clean-out.

The message from Living Marxism is: Hands off the Sun!
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A

he two-menth old baby girl
in the newspaper phowgranh
lnoked lke the picture of
innocence. but  she was
’lop’lrentw a tragic oroduct of evil. The
caption said that her mother, a 16-year old
Besnian Muslim, had been ‘held in a raoe
camp and celiperately made pregnant by
Seros’. Those Serbs again; bomb the rape
camp-running kastards.

But hold on a minute. That story and
photograph appeared in the Mall on
Sunday on 3 January, and the
Independent on Sunday a week later,
Which means tha! the picture was taken in
late December &t the earliest. Which
means that the two-month ola baby was
conceived around January or February
1992. Which means thal the ‘rape camp’
story must ve rubbish, cecause the war in
Bosnia didrft even begin until Aprl.

So why was this stery published without
q.:estlcn. nct cnce but twice? Pernaps the
explanation is just that the editorial teams
cn British Sunday newspapers cannot
count months very well. And ther again.
perhaps there's mare to it than that.

Stephen King's harror staries have gol
nothing on the spine-chilling tales which
the Western media have been broad-
casting about war crimes in Bosnia. The
most emotive ones, of ccourse, invove
bavies. But if no wet-eyed child Is
available, the press have turnec to taes
which hit that other soft spot of the great
British puplic: animals.

First, according to a front-page story
in the Times, Bosnian Muslims were
'fed to dogs’ by Serbs {7 August 1992).
Then, suggesis  British-  dignitary
Dame Anne Warburton. Seros ‘ordered’
Bosnian Muslims tc  ‘rape animals'
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{Times, 1 Jaruary 1993}, Finally, says
a German MP, at least ane Bosnian
Muslim woeman died after  Serbian

‘concertralion camp doctors” implanted
an animal embryo into her womb in an
attempt 'to make her give birth ta a cog’
(Mirror, £ January 1893). No doubt the
Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty
to Animals will soon demand the right ‘o
inspec: Serbian dog kennels under armed
LIN escort.

These horror stories are all, surprise 10
say, uncorrchborated, They are typical of
the rumours and exaggerations which
breed Ike wildfire on the fear created in
a confict like the Bosnian civil war.
Nabody should be surprised 0 hear such
staries coming out of Bosnia or any other
war-zone. The striking thing, however, is
tne eagemess with which paliticians and
the press in the West now endorse thase
in-::reduble tales as the truth, and use them

avidence of the need far firmer \Western
|nter~enttcn around the world.

The saga of the ‘rape camps’ in Bosnia
provides the worst example Lo date of how
a hysterical scare story can be accepted
as goac cein in the West. We have beer
told that benween ZC 000 and 60 000 Mus-
lim women have been raped in Bos
and that up to 30 000 have been made
pregnant. Many of the reports claim that
the Serbs have been carrying out a 'sys-
tematic campaign' of rape or a 'deliberate
policy’ of getting Muslim women pregn
organised around ‘rape camps’ M‘e
campaign has variously been described
as an attempt to destroy the Bosnian
Muslims' natioral identity, and as a bid to
breed more Bosnian Serbs.

What are the facts? Ng¢ evidence has
seen produced to substantiate the claims
of a ‘systematic’ campaign centred on

‘Rape camps’ and
other horror stories

‘rape camps’. Neither the Internationa
Red Cross nor the UN High Commission
for Refugees has come across any such
camp in Besnia. The only evidence is
anecdolal.

Anyboedy who refused to suspend their
disbelief would surely find the alleged
reasons for the Se DS’ 'systemalic’ rape
campaign ridiculous. Take the claim that
the Serbs want to impregnate Muslim
women with half-Serbian babies, s0 as to
destroy 1 dentity. This makes
no sense. T ethnic or racial
differe s and Muslims in
Bosnia (or Serbs sroats for that
matter). They ar who are simply
bl’C‘.l_lg"xf upfop different religions—
n the genes.
ent is that the
sslim waomren is
gn to create
escent in
ither, If the
e crazy policy
why would they
off to have abor-
: up as Muslims,
pted by Croats? Then
all true, and that

expenment was
ally an attempt to breed a Best Friend
for the new Serbian Master Race.

eir nation
Hauu

nces t

wous dog-in-womb

Western commentators and statesmen
have not allowed the lack of facis or sense
to getl in the way of a goed harror story.
So at the end of the Edinburgh summit
n December, the EC governments con-
demned the mass rape of Muslim women
in Bosnia, and despatched a mission, led
oy Dame Anne Warburton, 1o investigate.
In January, Warburten's team had to admit
that they had no proof of Serbs oeing



. But who

‘crdered’ to rape ‘systematically’
reeds proof? In the same breath a leading

team memoer, Irish foreign minister
Cavid Andrews, found the Serbs guilty of
deliberately using rape as ‘an instrument,
not a by-product, of war

Cn 18 December, the United Nations

security council wvoted unanimcusly to
condemn ‘atrocities commitied against

women, particularly Muslim women, in
Bosnia and Herzegovina', citing 'massive,
organised and systematic detention and
repe’. Fritz Kalshoven, head of & commis-
sion of junsts on Basnia set up oy the UN
security council, added that ‘the numer-
cus cases of rape amount to a war crime
when it is cornected 1o a situation of war',
There can be no douct that women
have been raped in the Bosnian civil war,
as in mos: wars, After all, rape is an act of
violence and that is whal war is about,
If the Western authorities want to know
about the relatiorship betweer rape and
war, they m th start by asking the Amer-
ican troops who went to Vietnam or the
British soldiers who faught in the colonies.

But the harror stories about Serbian
rapists suggest much more than this. They
place a careful emphasis upon the
allegedly 'systematic’ and 'mass’ charac-
ter of the rapes, \.Lh their talk of ‘war
crimes' carried out in organised ‘camps’
with shadowy Dr Mengele figures in the
background. No opportunity has been
mssed tc imply parallels between the situ-
atien in Bosnia and the Nazi experience.
The message 's that here is a special ¢
of evil, and that the \West has a mora n_;
and responsioility 1o intervene and end it.
By spreading lales like the one about
the Serbian rape camps, the West has
established a new, humanitarian case for
intervening in the post-Cold War world.
Whnether they are launching air-strikes
against lrag, occupying Somalia or bully-
ng the Serbs over Bosnia, the USA and
the other Western powers now always

If you wo J|(‘i like more information about Living Marxism readers
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or phone (_O/ 1) 278 9908

November 1992, Living Marxism

‘What can we expect next? “Serbian

Dr Mengele found experimenting on Muslim
prisoners” or “Gas ovens discovered in Banja
Luka”?’ (Joan Phillips, ‘Lies, damn lies and

Bosma Y

4 January 1993, Daily Mirror
‘One Bosnian woman is said to have died
after an attempt to make her give birth to
adog....The [Serbuan] concentration camp
doctors are copying the methods of Nazi
wartime monster Josef Mengele, claimed
German MP Stefan Schwarz.’

seek to justity ther actions oy repeating
some emotive harrer siary or other. It is
ike a giobal version of the way in which
the authorities at home prey cn public
concerns aooul rape or child abuse to
win support for the police. As a result,
Wesiern inlervention has become insti-
tutionalised as a widely accepted fact of
internatioral relations today.

Yet the case of the rape camps also
reveals how thin the West's harror stories
are an plot. Ask a few pertinent questionrs
aoout whodunnit, and the sloryline falls
apart. It becomes easy 10 see that these
scare stones are just convenient pretexts
for cynical interventions which are really
designed tc demonsirate the autharity of
the Wesiern powers. As Frank Richards
explains on page 18 of this issue of Living
Marxism, behind the humanitarian mask
the face of Western foreign policy is as
ugly as any rapist’s,

The trouble today is that almost nobody

is asking critical questions about the
motives for Westermn intervantion. Many of
the erstwhile liberal critics of Westerr
colonialism have now Deco ]
supporters of the West invading other
countries in pursuit of its baogus 'humar
itarianism’, Typical of this trend is the way
that some women's greups in the West
1ave demanded firm action against the
Serbian ‘rape camps’ in Bosnia. They are
effectively handing the Western powers
lhe moral authonty to stage air-sirikes for
feminism.

The trend towards increased Western
intervention in the third world and Eastern
Europe today marks a new age of globa

ne the lo

conflicts and power struggles. It has
nothing to dc with humanitarianism,

women's rights or the prevention of cruelty
o pahies and animals. Horror steries are
for frightening children. Grown-ups, on the
cther hand, have to deal with the world as
it really is.

S' groups in

write to Penny Robson, Living Marxism, BM RCP, London WC1N 3XX,

"
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Bomb warnings

Mick Kennedy's desire {'Bomo warnings',
December) for the IRA 1o blow up more agree-
able targeis and for Gerry Adams ta talk tougn
to the faithiul is 3 litte wide of the mark.

Surely, uncritical suppoert flows from the fact
that thera exists & context in which any asser-
tion of the right of the Irish to self-determination
will necassarily be at odos with the cbeclve
interest of the British state. no matter what form
that assertian takes. Nationalism of course, on
s own mesits, will always be a weelully inad-
equate vehicle with which to articuiale the
social interests af the Irsh or any other masses,
and is inherently unstable, but we glready know
this, con't we?

A belter way of uncerstanding the curen:
situation would beé l¢ oresent a detaiied outline
of the strategy of the British state as pursued
since the hunger-stikes, and wno it is aimed at.
This spawned the Hillsberough accord and the
more recent ‘talks’, as part of a package of
bringing the Republc 'on side'. boosting the
Catolic middle-class, pacifying the Americars,
and pouring oil on the turbulent walers of
the evangelical Protestant fringe, while simu-
taneously  maintaining the  low-intensty
operations of tha Brian Nelsan kind. Sinn Fein's
current impasse reflects the success of this
strategy in the light of the britle, rarrow
confines of their own politss,

The Jogic of Kennedy's article Is that
criticism ¢an now be levelled at the repudlican
mavement due to the low level of ant-Insh
chauwvnism, and thattha reason for this low ebb
lies in the slide ¢ campramise that is evident in
Sinr Fein and most other national lberation
struggles. But this i§ to tum uncerditional
support oh- its head, as the shertcomings of
republicanism: are posited as the axis arcund
which this conditionality revalves.

The low eba of anti-lfsh chauvinism suraly
reflects the low eob of just about everything
else of substance In contemoaorary politics, as
wall as the subtle but significant strategy that
has contained the conflict witfin parameters
which & naw  confidently determined by

\Whitehall. T¢ be sure, we need ‘¢ be 2ble &

comprenend the cften bizare tactics of
a movemen: which has caused lhe estaplish-
ment such a headache throughout the twentiath
century, but not in the way Kennedy does
Steve Bowler Eaifast

The crticism made oy S Davies (letters,
Jznuary) of Mick Kennedy's article on the IRA
bomoing campaign was that 'the campaign's
problems merely reflect the breader difficuliies
of the [republican] movement' and that
Kennedy should have taken as his slarting
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poirt the repudlican movemenis oalivcal
strateqy.

| am glad Davies aporeciales that ne
bomoing campaign s a reflection of the resub-
lican movement's politcal directicr. The point
of the artcle was orecsely to take ihat
‘reflecton’ as the slarling point for a discussion
with 2 British audience about the probiems of
the political strategy.

The muted response to the IRA's campaign

is a reflection of a broader shift in British:

politics. That is why it is nowadays possible to
shift the balance from outting all of cur enargy
into’ counteriag. anti-Irish  hysteria, ine a dis-
cussion aboul the dangers facing the liberation
strugdle. This brings me ¢n ta Justin O'Hagan's
letter.

He sugges's peoole on the left should be
critical of the IRA/SINN £ein becayse they have
no mandate, and hecause their acts of viclence
have lec ¢ nothing but miseny. Bu: people on
the left in Brtain have a duty lo challenge
existing prejudices and clardfy ithe  rmal
issues. This still mezns nointing qut tat Britain
started the Irish War, anc that it keeps the
violence going through the maintenancs of
a sectarian state.

The fact that the IRA are engaged in
a conflict with a colonial power which is deny-
ing self-datermination to the Insh nalion gives
the struggle a democratic contert. In such
a conflict it is essental 1o take sides, rather
thar Lo ‘waste time deplorng the wviolent
consequences. The criticism that we should
make is against any tendency 10 degrade the
liberaticn struggle.

Stuart Sharp (ondon

Given an IRA presence in Brtain, it's hardly
surprising that mary Britsh peoplg would be
critical of IRA strategy. Many Insn people fesl
tne same zbout the British military presence on
tneir soil. It's pointless to debate whether or rot
a partizular respoense to bombs and bullets is
appropnate.

It's alsc true to say thal most Britsh pecpie
are unable o participats in any meaninghil
depbate on the Anglo-lrish: conflict, simply
because they don't know encugh lto talk
sensioly ¢n the subject far any length of time.

“\We' desperslely nesd more information.
artices and interviews from the people at the
sharp enc of the war, the voices of the people
and politicians whe are marginalised and
ignored by mosl seclions of the Brtish media.
In the past, Living Marxism has broken through
the wall of censorship and silence, and
ounlished some excallent. informative artcles
fram the front line. Let's have more of this and
Iess of the abstract debate.

Pauline Hadaway Newcastle upon Tyne

US terror in Somalia

recened a copy of Living Marxism's slalement
an. Somaliz the cay that US treops began ther
imaasicr. Anybedy  sesing the news that
evening could nel help out reach the con-
ciusion that the reason for 1he presence of the
US troops had fitle to do with a ‘humanitaran’
missicn and z fot to:de witn the US flexing its
military muscle:

US treops began ds they mean to con-
tinue—by terredsing the Somalis. Four Somali
airpart workers were forced, at gunpoint, 1o ay
on the ground. Ong brave US maring broke one
of the workess® arms in the process.: The four
ware then handeiulfed and aoused by & arge
group of marines until the commander of the
Pakistanl LN certingent was forced to cut the
workers locse.

What is noticeable aoout all fhis is tha
cenfidence which the US establishment is
axucing. In \ietnam the US suffered its greatest

~@mbarassment partly as a result of the- maedia

exposing the bamoarty of the US forges. Ir
Somalia, US troeps can act like braggarts in
front of the wholg worlg and expect 1o get away

- with it With the collapse of the Eastem bloc and

e end of the Cold War, Wastern imparal sm is
facing no opposition. Mere than: anything,
this snows the urgency for oullding: an anti-
imperialist moyement.

Although all the hype is focusing on US
agaression it must be bome in: mind thz
Europe is also trying to getin on the acticn. On
theg same day 180 French forsign fegionnaires
wera landed in Megadishy o prepare for an
invasion by 2100 French tzoops.

We can no longer be taken in by the "White
Man's purden’ argument. The 'humantarian’
excuse that is being put aboul By Wastern
imperialists and #8gir apolegists is, in essence.
no different fom the “humanitasdanism’ of savinc
the despot regime ie: Kuwait and reducing Iraq
to: rubnle, or gaving South Vietram: from: the
tyranny” of the North

lrac, Yucoslavid, Somelia...the questien . is
not ‘where next! bul what next?’.

Joe Daly Leeds

Another view of queer

Ancrew Creenless (‘A different view of queer’,
January) is wrong to criticise Hugh Mitchell and
Kayode Olafimihan {'A queer view', November
for exposing queer as the nineties edition cf the
same lired old navel-gazing identity politics that
held sway over radicals in lhe eighties. People
need to know that, despile all the posturing
there i ncthing new here.

Greenlees is probably right to point out that
the banality of ‘gay politics' was a consequences



to mention that

of the left's failings. But he fails
Outrage is itselfl l2ad by long-standing Laoour

left activis! Peter Talchell, and that quesr rep
rasents nothing other than the collapse of
racical thinking into a conservalive resignation
o the status quae.

Greenlees says thal queer 's an exoression
of the ‘determination for change'. This is
nonsense, | canncl understand how celebraing
lhe diversity of indivicuals’ 'sexuzl icentties’ is
suoposed to help 'n the projact of sacial
change. These identities zalready exist and are
often lhe prcduct of the rotten ghetioised
existance that anyone who ‘als to conform
to the sexual 'nomm’ is forgec to endure. ¥
anyiiing  the  contemporary. obsession with
these ‘dentities Is both ar expression of the
problem of ‘nequality and oné of the obslacles
w0 selving it

Queer has arisen out of the failure of the
old left 1© bring aboul zny chargs. The only
thing it challenges are the laughaole sllempts
of Sir lan McKellen 1o be respectable. Ancrew
Greenees understands that queer is neahisrs
near what is reecec, bul it is symptomatic of
the low horizons shared by many that ne feels
the need 1o deferd lherr as lhey retreat ug the
ted ous cul-de-sac of gay sensibility,

David Wright ifznchester

The problem with modernism

The idea that there is a diract or aven a medi-
ated causal connection between the formal
self-absorbticn ¢of modernism ang the sccial
eltism of the medemist intslligentsia (' The fear
of the masses', Marxist Review of Books,
Jecemper] o my view sguates two entirely
dfferent phenomena by seeing hem 28
expressions of the same thing: the inheren:
limitations of bourgeois thougnt.

The relatonship petwesn the obscurity of
meden art and any social elitism. of modem
artists is generally, at most, 2 metapherical one.
As a gereral rule ‘fear of the masses’ is not an
adequate explanation of the failings of mod-
ernism. Inabilty to rslate mearingfully ‘lo the
masses is a faling of Mardst, LUberal zno
Conservalive zlike. The failure of modemism is:
inked much more fo the tatal inability of modem

thougnt in general lo grasp the true nature,
meaning and direction of madern social life,
anc hence to ind a place for itsell in that life,

If the inteligentsia have ignored Marxism
znd the needs of the masses this is as much
the fault of the Marxisis—and the apparant lack
of any realistic revolutionary alternatve—as iLis
of the intel igmtsia E-«an N"i': has l‘ar’ as 'm.:;h

any idecogical irla-:iequdues.

Al the end of the cay modern art failed to
find any meaningful order in modern life. Anc
so o preserve ilsell from chaos and incoher
ence it cut itself off -aad souaht order within
itsell, Thus it denied itsell any sccial or human
validity anc so, paradoxically, bacame a symp-
tom of that wider lack of meaning and ordsr
anyway. This has had as much to do with the
lack of influence of the masses as it did with the
lineral intelligentsia’s fear of them. The main
thing was the decline of the wordd revolutiorary
movement 2na the 0ss of al optimistic hope in
taa future.

Martin Hughes Sussex

Hands off Madonna

If Madonna s powerless as Kevin Raid makes

out: {letters, January) because ‘she finds it
necaessary..1o prasent nersell as a sex object’,

then what's the peint of attacking her? If she s
more a victim than part of the power that
oppresses women, then going zgainst her
wern't helo women who don't even have the
chaices that Madenna has, The infericr nasition
of women in society is nol because of
Madarna's ‘powerlessress’, Neither is it
reinforced oy it

Aad If Madonna's presentaton of herself as
a sex objact whare ‘it is the body, not the brain,
that matters’ imoficates alf women as Rsid
says, then does it mean aif women' are sex
objects? This is definitely the old stereotype he
talks about. It's one thal Madonna suoverts,
Hence she says ‘where is the rele you can't uss
yaur mind ano your body frem start to tln sh?'
{'Neurotica’, December).

The fzct is Madonna is in:control, and shis
control coesn't create or reinforce sexism &s

I 'see it. The differerce petween her and other

'sex objects’
have complete authority ove
Reid should remember, it's :
itself that oppresses women, t's wts =
lhe social and economic subjugstor m
by capitalist society.

Even if you take
capitalism will still be t -
positively change society, the naturs of fama
aomagraphy will change with it Soc
aormagraphy not vice versa. So wh
We've qot bigger problems

As for Madonna repr
right direction. for those of us interesiec
emancipation’; fes are thal naive. We a0 e
Madonra doesa't go far enough. Women ne=s
mare than just the choice over what
therr bodies.

Also in these conservative, reactons
limes, | wouldn't criticise her for posing «
on cans of lager. Besides being
& laugh, it wil be cne in the eye
morzlsm disguised as faminism,
Theodore Odeluga South London
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Banks syndrome

So Toby Banks thinks, asout Down's Syndroms
that it's ‘sick' 1o say lhat a society which con-
@ined only normal children would be an impo.
erished one ("Some more sick ideas’, Januar

| o't kaow whethier he's ever met one, b
vl bet he can'l tell us’ for sure what the
difference is betwaen him ©f me or someons
with Down's Syndrame. Some of them can read
and do sums, some canl. Some can do
gymnastics, same can'l. Some ¢an hold dowrn
simple jobs. scme can't. Sa what?

I'm a committed Marxist, but | can't see how
having people like this arcund gets in my way
or anyone else’s. | don't think 1's abnormal 1o
oe llierate, or clumsy, or unemployed. P,..
| know some people in the Tory Party and
further to the nght who da.

| suspect our jovial Teby is really a bit
uplight—he's probaoly.:scared that having
Down's Syndrome. means you're tha sort whe
are liable to grab hold of him and pull his under-
pants down in ouoﬂc Come oh son, loosen up
Mike Essex
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The African National Congress claims that it is close to securing a historic
victory for blacks in South Africa. Charles Longford looks at the ANC’s
latest policy document and concludes that, in fact, Africa’s oldest liberation
movement has finally abandoned the struggle for black majority rule

PHOTO: RUSSELL OSBORNE
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hen four white people
were killed by members

di @5 of the Azanian People’s
Liberation Army in King William’s
Town at the end of November, South
Africa’s president FW De Klerk loudly
condemned the attack as “an act of
terrorism . [t was a predictable piece
of apartheid hypocrisy. These were the
first white civilians to die in such an
attack for ycars, Meanwhile, De Klerk's
government has presided over the
deaths of thousands of black people

in South Africa. while denouncing

the smallest sign of retaliation as
murderous terror.

Terrorist brush

The remarkable thing was not

De Klerk's routine condemnation,
but the response of the African
National Congress (ANC). In the
past, the ANC has often been tarred
with the same “terrorist” brush. This
time. however, the ANC agreed with
the regime that such black violence
constitutes “an act of lerrorism’.
That was just for starters,

By the end of the week, Cyril
Ramaphosa, ANC secretary-general,
and Roelf Mever, De Klerk’s minister
of constitutional development, had
issucd a joint statement after three
days of closed talks, stating that there
was now a ‘shared responsibility to
ensure a multi-party negotiated
transformation to a democracy’,
which had to take place ‘rapidly’.
And just as the ANC endorsed the
government’s definition of what now
constitutes terrorism, so it has accepled
the De Klerk regime’s redefinition of
exactly what sort of ‘democracy’
South Africa should rapidly be
transformed into.

Sham rights

The ANC leadership has accepted the
government's proposal for a general
election to elect an interim government
of “national unity’, in which minority
political parties with proven support
will be guaranteed representation.
This body, serviced by the existing
civil service of the apartheid state,
will draft a new post-apartheid
constitution in which South Africa’s
diverse ethnic groups will receive
constitutional protection,

The proposals may sound
democratic and fair, but in the context
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of the realitics of South African society
they are a sham. All the talk about
‘minority rights” is simply a diversion
from talking about the basis for real
democracy; black majority rule.
In South Africa, *minority rights’
has long been a code word for
protecting the socio-economic power
of the white minority elite. The fact
that the ANC will now entertain such
a scenario indicates the extent to which
it has retreated from the democratic
principle at the heart of the liberation
struggle: the principle of one person
one vore, black majority rule.

It is sometimes inevitable that,
in the course of political struggles,
a liberation movement will be forced
to accept compromises. The problem
in South Africa today is that the
ANC is trying to sell its compromise
on majority rule as a great step
forward for the black majority,
Instead of explaining that the
‘interim government of national
unity” has been forced upon them
by the authorities, ANC leaders are
presenting as a victory the prospect
of their involvement in a government
which will enshrine the principle of
‘minority rights’—thal is, white
capitalist power.

Compromise today

This is not the action of a liberation
movement aking pragmatic temporary
steps in difficult circumstances.

It suggests that the ANC is

going much further, redefining what
constitules a victory and therefore
what the liberation struggle is

really all about.

The new ANC palicy document,
‘Negotiations: a strategic perspective’,
adopled in November after some debate
and controversy. has became the basis
for these compromiscs. In section five

of the document, *Goals of the National-

Liberation Struggle and our immediate
objectives’, the ANC ftries to explain
the relationship between liberation
tomorrow and compromise taday:

“The fundamental goals of the
National Liberation Struggle should
not be confused with the immediate
objectives we set ourselves in each
phase of the transition, Al the same
time we should ensure that the
immediate objectives we pursue
do not have the effect of blocking

our longer-term goals.... The objectives
we set, and can attain in each phase
will depend upon the balance of
forces.” (p6)

This counterposition between the
long-term ‘fundamental goals® of the
struggle and the definition of immediate
objectives is the key to unravelling how
the ANC is abandoning the struggle

for black liberation in practice.

Balance of forces

What are the “fundamental
goals of the National Liberation
Struggle™? Well, until the end of the
Cold War, the goal was said to be
the sacialist transformation of South
African society. The collapse of
Stalinism and the ANC's conversion
{along wilh its Communist Party
mentors) o market economics has
got that litlle confusion out of the
way. Now the only ‘fundamental goal®
remaining is black majority rule and the
removal of while social. economic and
political privileges. The question is
whether the ‘immediate objectives’
which the ANC is pursuing through
its deal with the government advance
or st back this goal.

It is fair enough for the ANC
policy document to suggest that
the tactical objectives to be pursued
depend upon the current ‘balance
of forces” between the state and the
black opposition, Everybody has to
take account of realities. But there
is a problem here. The *balance of
forces™ between two sides is dictated
by political struggle: each side
subjectively seeks to tip the balance
in its favour. To read the ANC
document, however, you might think
that the balance of forces has fallen
from the sky, and imposed an
‘objective’ requirement for the
ANC to compromise and form an
alliance with the De Klerk regime.

Act of God?

[n section six of the document,

“T'he need for Government of

National Unity’, for example, we

read that ‘objective reality imposes

a central role for the ANC and the NP
[National Party] in the transition.... This
means the balance of forces has forced
on to the South African political
situation a relationship between

the ANC and the NP*. (p7) »







the anc in crisis

It sounds as if “the balance of
forces’ is an act of God, something
visited upon South African society for
which no man is responsible and which
all are powerless to resist. Of course,
this is nonsense. The present situation
in South Africa has not been brought
about by chance nor by divine
intervention. It is the result, as we

The ANC now relies more
upon its relationship with the
National Party than with
the black masses
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have consistently argued in

Living Marxism, of a conscious
political strategy ruthlessly pursued
by the De Klerk regime, that has
exploited the flaw in ANC politics,

Moderating the ANC

When the ANC claims that ‘objective

reality” has imposed certain limited

‘immediate goals’ upon the movement,

it is really saying that it accepls the

results of De Klerk’s strategy. The

‘objective reality” it is lalking about is

the conservative-influenced political

climate in South Africa,

which has been brought about by

the government’s successful attempt

to moderate the liberation movement.
From the outset, De Klerk's aim

in legalising the ANC was to transform

the liberation movement into 4 junior

partner of government, He has pursued

this aim along two tracks: moderate

the ANC leadership, while isolating

those hastile to compromise.

Black civil war

‘The government has used
Mangosuthu Buthelezi’s Inkatha
movement and dirty tricks by its own
securily forces to transform the
liberation struggle into a civil war
within the black communily. In the
process of dividing the majority black
population, the Pretoria regime has
isolated militancy and fostered
maoderation. You need only recall
how the ANC more or less accepted
the charge that its mass protests
were responsible for the massacre
of demonstrators at Bisho, lo see
how successful De Klerk has been
in moderating the ANC’s outlook.
By caving in to pressure from the
regime, the ANC has redefined what
constitutes a realistic political strategy
today. When the government said
that armed struggle was a barrier
to the “peace process’, the ANC
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abandoned it (the government did

not reciprocate). When the government
blamed mass action for the breakdown
in negotiations, the ANC gave

in again. Having forsaken the armed
struggle and conceded that mass action
is a non-starler, the only *strategy”

left is negotiations with the
government.

In this situation, the ANC’s
relationship to its base of support has
become less important than its concern
to keep the negotiations process alive.
Anything that threatens the talks
mus! be sacrificed. Whether they
are condemning black ‘terrorism’
or criticising militant protests, the
ANC leaders have almost adopted the
language of apartheid’s rulers and are
already acting like junior partners in
government, They now rely for their
survival more upon their relationship
with the National Party than with
the black masses,

Wordgames

The ANC’s reliance on the National
Parly is the uncomfortable truth which
the policy document seeks to disguise,
If that truth were to be admitted, the
ANC'’s ‘immediate goals’ would be
exposed as the acceptance of a shady
deal based on what De Klerk is offering
taday, rather than as positive steps
towards the ‘fundamental” goals of the
liberation struggle. That is why the
document is at pains to obscure reality
with convoluted Stalinist-speak, talking
about everything from ‘dialectical
intercannection(s)’ to ‘changing

the conjuncture’.

The most disastrous diversionary
manoeuvre the ANC leaders are going
through is their claim that negotiations
represent a viclory for the liberation
movement and a defeat for the “forces
of apartheid’ (pS). But if negotiations
represent a victory, why is it the
ANC that is compromising its
principles? Moreover, how does
conceding the principle of black
majority rule today ensure its
achievement in the long term?

The ANC argues that, in the phase
of interim government, it can create
‘more favourableconditions” (p6).
But how can giving into the enemy's
demands improve the conditions?

And in any case, why should the ANC
need ‘more favourable conditions’
if loday’s negotiations represent a step
forward, and a defeat for the *forces
of apartheid’?

The key question which all of
this avoids is, who has the initiative
in the political struggle? The ANC
leaders’ twisting and turning cannol
disguise the way that they are clinging
on to De Klerk’s coat lails in the hope
of gaining a place in government.
Behind all of their talk of ‘objective
realitics” they have embraced
short-term expediency as
a way of life, while the long-term
‘fundamental goal’—freedom—
has been postponed indefinitely.

Over the rainbow

The tension between short and
long-term goals has always existed in
the ANC programme, In the past, the
struggle against apartheid for black
majority rule was the “immediate goal’,
while the socialist transformation of
South African society was the
‘long-term” one. The separation

of these stages in theory, in conditions
where it was impossible to separate
them in reality, meant that the
‘long-term” goal of socialism was
always put off until somewhere aver
the rainbow.

Today there is no longer any talk
of the “socialis| transformation of
South African society”. The collapse
of the Sovict model, which many
in South Africa saw as the alternative
to capitalism, means that market
economics rules. There is
nothing particularly startling
about this. Mos! leading members
of the ANC were always hostile
to anti-capitalist politics. But what
is significant is that yesterday’s
‘immediate goal’—the achievement
of black majority rule—has now
become the long-term one.
something to be hoped for in
the indefinite future.

This ‘objective reality” did not
come about through Providence. Nor
was it inevitable. Instead it is the result
of a povernment strategy which has
both taken advantage of the favourable
‘balance of forces’ brought about
by the end of the Cold War, and
exploited the fundamental tensions
at the heart of ANC politics.

With the threat of a challenge to
South Africa’s socio-economic system
lifted by the collapse of Stalinism,

De Klerk has been able to draw

in the liberation movement’s leaders

by offering them the prospect of

black participation in the institutions

of a post-apartheid capitalist South
Africa. ‘Negotiations: a strategic
perspective” reveals how far De Klerk
has been successful in making the ANC
a part of the *objective reality” now
working in his favour. &
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Calling all Living Marxism readers

In the January issue of

Living Marxism, we asked for
your views on how the slump
might affect our lives in 1993.
We have had a lot of responses
already, just some of which

are published here.

We want to keep the discussion
going, to try to clear up some of
the confusions that exist about
where the world is heading

- today. If you want to take part,
please keep your contribution
(on anything you like) as brief
as possible and send it to
Tessa Myer, Living Marxism,
BCM JPLTD, London

WC1N 3XX

Neil Joseph, Sheffield
Who’s to blame?

In the topsy-turvy world of slump pali-
tics, vou’ll take a pay cul because you
asked for a decent wage last year. You’ll
lose your job because you want the right
to work. And Britain is in the worsl
slump since the [1930s because...vou
were too greedy in the 1980,

While those in charge are increas-
ingly incapable of offering any solutions
to social problems, irresponsible single
mothers and sponging immigrants find
themselves blamed for cuts in benefits
because they just grab and grab without
a thought for anyonc clse. The new-
found ‘underclasses’ of Newcastle,
Liverpool and Manchesler need further
police repression to contain their crimi-
nal urges, And the peoples of the third
world and Eastern European countries
are now too stupid and too dangerous to
run their own countries,

So who will the government blame
for their problems in the vear to come?
Perbaps the Queen will be  getting
a divorce because of errant fathers on
Leeds council cstates. Or maybe we
won’t get our new toilets on the M1 {as
promised by John Major) because
a bunch of New Age travellers might
turn them into communes, ®

LIVING

What’s In store
before 1994?

Mike Belbin, London

More of less

In 1993 there will be more of less. Mans
things will get smaller (pay-packets. ;
prospects, cars) or shorter (policy state
ments, spaces between ad
Distances will matter less, communica-
tion will be instant though informatios
restricted.  Differences  between  the
Recollected Past and the Trendy Presemt
will work away to nothing. (Get set &«
revive the nineties.)

Expectations will shrink, as will
services, jobs, social securily and the
credibility of most peaple in public life
Only a few experts, bankers, Tory back-
benchers will be consulted; only a few
opinions heard; only a few ‘incidents’
reported, All political parties from
Conservatives to Canservationists will
look and sound like clones, Economic
growth will be measured in smaller
quantities (‘the increase in the rate of
decline is less than last vear’), But all
this will be tolerated less by the public.

The difference between news and
soap opera will narrow as will the
distinction between movies and adver-
tising (or pornography). Mosl records
will sound the same—a sort of pap-funk,
folk-rock operetta. The BBC will sound
like the government, All 47 TV channels
will ook like the Big Breakfast Show.

All gaps will grow smaller, shorter,
less, except the one between liberty.
equality, peace and world capitalism. @ P

breaks
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What’s In
store before
19947

David Yates, London

Hard lessons

In this academic year per capita spending on higher education
has been cut by 20 per cent. 1993 will bring a further cut in
funding and a fall in already dreadful educational standards,
especially in the new “universitics”, The standard of education
in the former polvtechnics is being lowered to the level of sixth
form colleges.

‘There has been a huge rise in student numbers, thanks to the
dearth of jobs for school-leavers and older people alike. and the
desire of colleges to cram students in to ensure that they get as
much as possible of the ever-dwindling funds available. As the
slump deepens the situation will become desperate.

As usual, the students and staff will suffer most. Staff will
be faced with larger lectures and tutorials, Students will be
forced to do more and more undirected work with less and less
library and computer resources. John Major’s vision of one in
three entering third level education by the year 2000 may come
to fruition (unlike most of his other dreams), but the one
sure prediction we can make is that this new-found access
will be to an under-funded, under-resourced, and devalued
education system. e

Bill Hawk, North London

Taking stock

What might 1993 bring for the world’s major stock markets?
Is another 1929 ar 1987 on the cards?

The Tokyo stock market has performed very badly over the
past two years. 1993 could be bad but, whatever happens. the
world markets seem immune to a Tokye crash, The New York
market has survived two years of American economic fecovery
that has hardly been noticeable. However what could upset the
Big Apple Cart might be the continued appalling results of the
biggest companies in the world. If companies like General
Motors and IBM continue to lose billions of dollars every three
months then panic may well ensue. Panic in New York would
sweep the world’s markets.

Now London. In a slump with no sign vet of a significant
return to profitability, the London market is continually touch-
ing new highs. When the British recovery is seen as yet another
false dawn, perhaps in the spring or carly summer, there is
a very good chance of a dramatic collapse.

What is most likely over the coming year is poor stock mar-
ket performance and high levels of government intervention.
A crash of the size of 1987 is possible. but it is difficult to sce
the same level of international cooperation to overcome it. @

12 February 1993 LIVING MARXISM

Mark Reilly, London
Turmoil in Ireland

The British government will suggest
new conslitutional arrangements  in
return for an indefinite IRA truce. The
IRA will declare an indefinite ceaselire
pending the outcome of constitutional
negotiations which Sinn  Fein  will
attend, British strategy - against the
nationalist people will break down into
two phases,

Phase One: The ceasefire coincides with
an escalation in attacks by Loyalist
gangs. Britain’s use of the Loyalists is
modelled on  the South  African
government’s use of Inkatha against the
black masses. The purpose: to demor-
alise a disarmed nationalist community,
to portray the conflict in the North as
a problem of communal violence, and to
recast the British as neutral peace-
makers, Sinn Fein accuse the British of
complicity in the attacks. and threaten o
scupper the talks. Discontent grows in
the nationalist community and sections
of the IRA call for reprisals. Sinn Fein
calls for EC teams to be sent to hotspots
to monitor the truce.

Phase Two: New escalation in Lovalist
attacks, with the death toll climbing to
levels not seen since 1972. In rural arcas
like South Armagh and Tyrone freelance
republican units break ranks to attack
British bases and Loyalist strongholds,
The British use the conditional release
of prisoners—all closely vetted for mod-
erate views—as a carrot to the national-
ists, and as blackmail against Sinn Fein.
In the face of IRA inaction, desperate
nationalists demand RUC patrols to curb
Loyalist attacks. Pressurised by the EC,
the Southern and British governments,
Sinn Fein finally allows the RUC to
enter unhindered into nationalist areas—
the first time in 23 vears, Rural units of
the IRA are hunted down in joint
British/Southern army operations, @

Noel Cunane, Archway

No justice

The reining back of legal aid, which is
sure to begin in 1993, will reduce still
further the chances of receiving any-
thing approaching a fair trial. The little
matter of being innocent will scarcely
register in the courtroom control culture
of the nineties.

During 1993 expect legal aid to be
withdrawn for those with previous crim-
inal convictions. This is not likely to
arouse much outery: [ wouldn’t wait
for the Labour Party’s ‘Social Justice
Commission” to spring to your defence.
This assault will be followed by the
withdrawal of legal aid to anyone
accused of a crime who, if found guilty,
is unlikely to receive a custodial
sentence (that is to say, a clear majority
of those brought to Irial).

A judicious fog shrouds the exact
details of the legal aid proposals but it is
clear that the mooted cutbacks can only
be bad for us, whether innocent or guilty
of our ‘crimes’. The curtailing of legal
aid. like other injurious legislation, is
advanced in the knowledge that the
working class  feels  intimidated,
divorced from power and uncertain
about the future.

As it stands the legal system is racist,
sexist and inherently class biased.
Though 1993 is going to be a bad year
in court. it also offers an opportunity for
us to win back the lost ground and to
establish the difference between their
*justice” and ours. @
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Rob Lennon, Edinburgh

The McPerot factor?

People are experiencing recession in the absence of any plausi-
ble working class alternative. In Scotland, this places the
national question on the agenda. Here, o blame the English,
especially the south-gasl, is as commonplace as blaming clouds
for rain. 1992 saw a real rise in interest in the ideas of
‘democracy’ and ‘self-determination’ for Scotland. not really
matched by the Scottish National Party’s performance in the
general election. Although its vote rose, it ended up with one
fewer MP and is back in third place.

I think this indicates two things. First, like everywhere else,
there is near complete cynicism towards the established parties,
including the SNP. Secondly, the peculiar form of anti-politics
in Scotland is the call for independence. I find no great faith in
the idea that independence could change the fundamentals.
Rather, it has become popular in a negative way, as a change
from what exists at present, when any change will do.

In 1993, we can expect that sense of grievance, and Ihe
desire for a parochial solution, to get stronger. Whether
that will have any effect will depend on whether an individual
or group, untainted by associations with the past, emerges Lo
take advantage. It will require a kind of ‘McPerot’ factor to
turn lalent cynicism into @ popular movement, ®

Year of the moral panic

After following the media over the past few vears it is amazing
that the average British citizen is not sporting several condoms,
& Sierra Cosworth proof suit of armour. and clutching a hand
full of pitbull repellent while going to the shops to buy
a Nicoretle patch and some alcohol-free drinks.

Mass hysteria is always very useful in hard economic times.
We live in very unstable political times. As well as the
economic slump the establishment is going through a political
crisis, No longer can our ‘leaders” justify their role with threats
of communism corrupting society’s moral fabric. In these
uncertain times the moral panic becomes an invaluable weapon
for the ruling elite. It makes people more preoccupied with
their own lifestyle. So instead of questioning the inadequate
NHS people are preoccupied with giving up smoking, healthy
eating or cutting down their alcohol consumption. Even more
worrying is the fact that hysteria about crime allows the state to
increase police repression.

Throughout 1993, as the establishment becomes less
confident of its ability to control socicty on its own merits, it
will be forced more and more 1o fall back on moral panics. The
New Year promises new peaks in hysteria from the media,
No doubt we will be under siege from armies of ‘immoral’
single mothers and Aids-ridden basketball players among other
things. ®

Dave Alvis, East London

Fear and anger

There is considerable fear, uncertainty
and anger at the effects of the slump.
However, the lack of any organised
political response from the working
class to the slump means its con-
sequences are experienced in  an
individualised way by its victims. They
are seen as a series of personal tragedies
scemingly inflicted at random by an
outside force beyond anyone’s control,
In such a climate, peaple’s response will
take on an individual character,

The sight of backbench Tory MPs
speaking in support of the miners, and
the TUC and CBI joining together in
4 National Day of Recovery are among
recent events that seem to suggest a lack
of class polarisation in British society.
The prevailing sentiment appears to be
one of ‘we're all in it together’. Such
a climate benefits the bosses as they
implement any measures they see fit in
a vain attempt to revive profitability.

Yet it is a fallacy to stale that there is
anything approaching a genuine sense of
consensus in Britain. Like many other
Western countries in the aftermath of the
Cold War, Britain is experiencing
a yuestioning of its political and consti-
tutional institutions. But the lack of any
political context in which people’s fear
can be placed means that their mood
can best be described as volatile, In such
a climate, reactionary ideas are just as
likely to gain a foothold as progressive
ones. The challenge is to provide the
political leadership that will ensure the
progressive solutions are the ones that
take hold. ®

Bill Durrant, Hornsey

Been here before?

The gap between talkimg wp S
economy (as carried out by the sowems
ment and city spokesmen) aad e =om
reality of the slump will wides = 1955
But ¢can you spot when these guosss
were published?

“The present recession. both  for
stocks and business, is not the precarsor
of business depression” (2 November

‘a depression seems improbable: [we
expect] recovery of business newt
spring, with further improvement in the
fall’ (21 December);

‘there are indications that the sever-
est phase of the recession is over’
(18 January):

‘manufacturing activity is now—
1o judge from past periods of contrac-
tion—definitely on the road to recovery’
{1 March):

by May or June the spring recovery
forecast in our letters of last December
and November should be clearly
apparent’ (19 April):

‘[business] will turn for the better
this month or next, recover vigorously
in the third quarter and end the vear
at levels substantially above normal’
(17 May):

‘the present depression has about
spent its force” (300 August);

‘'we are now near the end of the
declining phase of the depression’
{15 November);

‘stabilisation at [present] depression
levels is clearly possible’ (31 October,
a year later).

Sounds familiar? All guotes from the
‘Weekly Letters” of the Harvard
Economic Society between 1929 and
1931 before it was dissolved into the
dustbin of history. ®
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CHAFL KRAMER

The experts on both sides

of the Atlantic are busy

spotting the ‘green shoots

of economic recovery’
again. Phil Murphy
thinks that everything
in the garden is a lot
less rosy

fter more than two years
~ of shurnp, the New Year
45 brought many predictions
of recovery for 1993 on both sides
of the Atlantic. In America, statistical
cconomic growth of nearly four per
cent in the third quarter of 1992 was
interpreted as delinite praof that the
recovery had arrived. For many
observers it was then only a matter
of setting the date for the official end
of the US recession.

In Britain the discussion was
a bit more tentative; there were no
figures for output growth in 1992 10
encourage grand claims of recovery,
Neverlheless, the prognosis was
firmly positive. John Major used his
New Year interviews to predict that

1993 would bring ‘clear economic
recovery” and could mark the start

of ‘a virtuous circle of sustainable
growth and prosperity’. Chancellor
Norman Lamont claimed in his holiday
outings with the media that “all the
conditions were now in place for
recovery’, a phrase remarkably
reminiscent of what he said

at the beginning of 1992,

Most peaple in Britain approached
these claims of recovery with holiday
jocularity and with more than the
usual quantity of salt, Very few were
taken in by Lamont’s devious but
obvious manipulation of the statistics
to ‘show" that British manufacturing
performance was a “source of
confidence and pride’. All Lamont’s



juggling of the figures cannot disguise
the fact that manufacturing output

in Britain rose more slowly during
the 198()s than in any other leading
industrialised country. Nor is his
claim that the one fifth drop in
manufacturing’s share of the British
cconomy during the eighties was

a sign of dynamism likely to improve
Lamont’s reputation for accurate
economic analysis.

Yet, despite the well-founded
scepticism that greeted Major, Lamont
& Co in their economic projections,
the stories about the Anglo-Saxon
recovery haven’t died. While many
agree that Japan, Germany and most
of Continental Europe will be joining
the world slump in earnest this year,

the emerging supposition is that
America and Britain are escaping it.

This sentiment does not reflect
any significant improvements in the
productive dynamic of the world
economy, Instead it is based on
superficial factors, none of which
points to anything like the full-scale
restructuring which international
capitalism would need to get
out of the slump,

One such factor is the influence of
wishful thinking. Messages of hope are
what politicians are supposed to give,
especially at the start of each new year.
It is not considered good government
for them to tell us that next year things
are going to get really bad, and that
there i3 nothing they can do about it.

Cheap talk

In the case of America, talking up the
recovery is particularly useful for the
new administration of president

Bill Clinton. A professed belicf in
recovery makes it easier 1o drop some
of the more extravagant campaign
rhetoric which promised more [ederal
spending to counter the crisis. If the
recovery has started, these plans for
investment subsidies and building up
the infrastructure can be scaled down.
This in turn reduces the threat of
higher state expenditure compounding
government indebtedness, which is
already burdensome ¢nough for

US capitalism.

At g time when American and
British politicians and their advisers
have no ideas for new elfective
counter-slump policies, talk of
recovery having already arrived
comes as @ cheap alternative.,

It postpones the need o come
up with answers and solutions.

of recovery

Many politicians and economists
believe their own publicity about
recovery, because of their underlying
faith that cconomic history will
eventually repeat itself, They see
€CONOmIcs as 4 repetilious cycle
of ups and downs. After having
such a long ‘down’, we must be
due, they figure, for an ‘up’ sometime
soon. There may be debate about
the length of the dominant cycle—is
it 10, 30 or 60 years? etc—but they
all agree that in the end economic
life repeats itself and downturns
become upturns. Every time Lamont
predicts recovery he probably feels
that, by this ‘law of history’, his
chances of being proved right
must be improving.

slump '93

This is story book stuff and has
nothing to do with the real world
and the real economy. Like anv other
history, economic history never
repeats itself exactly,

Economic booms—vigorous
rises in national output—do not
last forever. Neither do recessions
of cantinuously falling production
But there is nothing which automatically
dictates that recavery and boom mus:
follow recession. Things are not
repeated because the condition
of the production process itself
is always changing.

For example. the British economy
has experienced three recessions in
the past 20 years: 1991-92, 1980-81
and 1974-75. Each one was different.
because the economy was different
going into and coming out of each
recession, The British economies of
the mid-1970s, the early 1980s and
the early 1990s had different
structural features.

They had different sectoral
make-ups between services and
manufacturing, different competitive
refationships to the world economy,
different volumes of credit lubrication,
and different levels of dependence
on state intervention, In each case
the post-recession period of economic
activity was coloured by the particular
structural features of the economy
begueathed by the previous boom
and recession. So every boom is
unique, every recession is unigue and
s0 is every end-of-recession period.

Living in the past

Sometimes recovery follows

recession quite smoothly; sometimes
it requires extensive intervention of
some form (as with government policy
in the 1970s and 1980s); sometimes
(as today) the slump is so serious that
a massive scale of restructuring is the
necessary precondition for a further
phase of steady expansion,

When John Major had his New
Year vision of an upturn, it was based
upon looking for a rerun of the past.

He anticipated a ‘sustainable recovery’
by comparing Britain in 1993 with
Britain at the beginning of the 1980s;
since things had gone from recession to
boom back then, he implied, they could
do so again this time. But the historical
comparison Major chose only exposed
the fallacy that economic history will
repeat itself,

For a start, Major conveniently
forgot that the 1980s period of growth
was anything but ‘sustainable’; it ended
in today’s slump. More importantly,
he ignored the fact that the particular
character of the cighties’ expansion has
shaped today’s recession. For example,
the bricf credit-fuelled boom of the
1980s is nol repeatable in the 1990s.
Instead of credit offering an escape
route today, the high debt levels p
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slump 93

accumulated over the past decade act
as an extra depressant on capitalism
in the nincties, Far from previous
successes repeating themselves, il
seems that yesterday’s solulions have
become another of today's problems.
In both Britain and America the
search for credible evidence of
recovery has only identified superficial
factors. None of them points to the
restoration of profitable conditions
for production, which remains the

Today’s obsession with
psychology, confidence
and the feelgood factor
is itself a symptom of
the ongoing slump

16  February 199G

vital precondition for a real capitalist
recovery. In many cases the “proof” of
recovery only reveals more about the
depth of the stump.

Most of the discussion of an
Anglo-American upturn has been
concerned with a bounce in consumer
spending and retailing ligures,

It appears from the initial reporls
that people on both sides of the
Atlantic went on an end-of-year
shopping spree—buying Christmas
presents and going to the sales.

No doubt this has helped to reduce
warchouse stock levels, which is
likely to prompt some replacement
factory production. But this does not
substantiate the notion of a recovery.

The slump is not caused by a lack
of demand among consumers, but by
a lack of profitable investment
opportunitics for capitalists, A short
spending fling may stimulate a bit
of production, but it can't kickstart
a world recovery. Capitalists are
unlikely to be persuaded to invest
heavily in new technology by the fact
that last vear’s goods have been sold
off cheap in the sales.

Back to fundamentals

In any case, consumer spending is
unlikely to really take off as long as
mass unemployment and the fear

of losing your job remain major
preoccupations. And this can’t change
until there is a substantial boost to
investment in new plant and machinery
to provide many more workplaces.
Once more the problem comes back
ta the need ta restore profitable
conditions for production, a much
more fundamental factor than the
state of retail sales.

For Britain and America, the
structural weaknesses of domestic
industry are such that higher
consumption only leads to higher
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imports, This tends to exacerbate the
imbalances in trade and international
payments which are destabilising the
world economy. Far from fostering
recovery, this makes the slump more
intractable,

A recent rise in demand for personal
credit has also been pointed to as proof
of a recovery. But this is just a corollary
of higher consumer spending, and an
cqually untrustworthy indicator ol an
economic uplurn. The fact that people
have been prepared to use their credit
cards means some of us got more
expensive presents than we might
have expected, That is likely 1o lead
to a temporary boost to outpul or
imports early this year. But it won’t
alter the fundamental prohlems at
the level of praduction,

Confidence fixation

If high-street spending isn’t the lasting
solution that capitalism needs, the other
favourite preoccupation of €conomic
debate today, “consumer and business
confidence’, can make even less of an
impact. In both Britain and America
confidence surveys turned
upwards from about November.,
boosting commentators’ own
confidence about the recovery.
In America this coincided with the
buzz surrounding Clinton’s election
viclory, reminiscent of the short-lived
cuphoria which greeted the Tories’
victory in Britain last April. But
conlidence doesn’t even have as much
consequence as consumer spending,
Consumer confidence doesn’t make
the cash tills ring, never mind assist in
restructuring the production process.
The fixation with confidence
levels is itself a symptom of the
ongoing slump. The ineffectiveness
of traditional economic theories
and palicies in solving the crisis
has contributed to today’s obsession
with psychology, confidence and the
feelgood factor, The focus on feelings
and confidence has grown almost by
default as the Tast resort in trying to
come lo lerms with an economy which
appears more and more outside the
control of economic managers,

Sterling fantasies

The other indices looked to for signs of
the green shoots of recovery are equally
peripheral to the production process.
For example, the slight rise in the
international value of the pound in
January led some journalists into flights
of fantasy about currency speculators
regaining confidence in Britain. Some
claimed this was because of a new
recognition of the strength of the
British economy, which foreshadowed
gaod news for the recovery.

In fact the rise in the value of
sterling, like its earlier plunge, was
primarily caused by factors external
to Britain——in particular the strains in

the Exchange Rate Mechanism of
the Evropean Monetary System.

T'he money markets were simply
buving sterling as an overnight
storage point for their money, as they
speculated against the Irish punt and
the French franc. The fact that the
pound can suddenly rise and fall in
value for no apparent reason reveals
how the British economy is now so
weak that it can be buffeted about
on world markets like a piece of
driftwoed.

Paper activity

The New Year euphoria surrounding
the rise of the London stock market
was equally false as a recovery
indicator. Just because people put .
money into company shares in Britain,
does not mean that the corporations
concerned are in a healthy state. On
the contrary, il means that the owners
of the surplus funds washing around
the economy are unable to find
lucrative real investment opportunitics
in new plant and machinery. They turn
to gambling on the stock exchange
instead.
Once share prices start Lo rise, other
holders of spare cash will also buy
shares in the hope of making a killing, -
The bull market becomes
a self-fulfilling prophecy. All of
this paper economic activity can be
entirely divorced from the real fortunes
of the companies whose shares are
being traded. The ups and downs of
stock markets provide no conclusive
evidence of movements in the real
cconomy. All that a volatile stock
market tells us is that the lack of real
investment possibilitics means there
is a lot of money around for
speculative wheeler-dealing,

Worse and worse

All in all, the trends and indices which
cconomists have pointed to as evidence
of recovery are more indicative of the
entrenched character of the slump.
Recessions do come to an end (as may
be the case now in America). That
means the cconomy stops contracting,
but it does not mean an escape from
slump. Instead we can expect
production to fluctuate up and down,
but without any sustainable dynamic.
The US cconomy remains in slump,
bumping along at the bottom. Even
the more optimistic forecasts envisage
mass unemployment in America of
above six per cent for vears to come.
And things in Britain remain in

an even more dire state.

Na doubt factory closures, job
cutbacks and lay-offs will boost
productivity figures, cut costs and
widen profit margins. But these
one-off boosts for capitalists cannot
create a sustainable economic dynamic
towards recovery. For most of us, they
can only make things worse. @



Willy wars

omen’s magazines slwavs claim to reflect the concermns of
the svomen who buy them. They may all Iook the same
to the untufored ¢ye but gach glossy is carclully fuilored o appeal 1o
4 particular type of wisman ‘and & ill a particular niche in the murket.
That's why  publishing ‘houvses can own several different women's
titles—there - may ‘be rivairies  between Nat 'Mag’s  Company.
Cosmopolitae and She, but they're not stricty in competition,
Company hits the under-25. single pirl whi: likes o think the world
is at her feet, Cosme pitches for her slightly older sister, more likely to
be at work than at college. perhaps living with her man but no kids,
And She is altogether more grown up—for the professional woman
who: “juggles ber life’ between career, kids and kisses. But the one
thing that unitec them is their obsession with sex.. Whether you're
Just 17 or just 37, sex sells.

You might think that the preoccupation with a reasonubly straight-
furward physical function would pose a few problems for the editors
swho are paid 10 commission original and interesting copy. After all,
there isn’treally that much you can say
aboul sex that hasn’t ‘already been
said. Every month; Living Marxism's
editor rips his hasr ot trying o decide
which: pressing new world problems
should be subjected to analysis in his
esteemed organ, There 1s intense pres-
sure on space. Can we get away with
only giving thyee pages to the stutmip
this month? What can we drop fo
squeeze in 3 piece on Somalia?

It’s hard to see the ediwr of Cosmo
having the samc problem. After all,
what is there new and original to
say about an orgasm? At the risk of
sounding ahistorical, people have been having thém in much the same
way for vears. There are only so many articles you can write about
thesm, You can do the “what happens physically” article, the *what hap-
pens emotionally” article, the women’s view and the man's view, the
reasons why some people do and other peaple don't. It may sound blasé
but an orgasm is just an orgasm after all:

What is

Women's migazine editors are trying o salve the what can we do
that’s new about sex?' problem by becoming more: visually explicit.
Last year we saw the bartle to win the willy war. Whete tits were once
considered risgue. so pricks have nosw risen in their place, Compeaury
started it with 2 ‘Men and Sex” supplement containing i ‘compare and
contrast” collection, and since then men’s dangly bits have been
popping up all over the place.

Weill, actually it’s not frue 10 say that they have been ‘popping up’,
The erect todges remains the tast great taboo. No mainsteam womern's
magazine has yet broken the obscenity guidelines. which fnsist that
men's hits have to appear i a flaceid state pointing in a downwards
direction.

Women's magazines are about packaging rather than  content,
and that’s ‘why sex is such 4 ‘good ixsue for: them 1o lead on month

after‘month, There's oaly so much you want 16 know about Iycra, of:

BIQI\I)I_EY’?r

there new to
say about an

formulations for moisturiser, or new. places (o go on holiday—bar
we are very susceptible to-the notion that there’s more to sex than we
know already.

Articles about sex kick your insecurities in the crotch. If you're soe
getting pood sex then they are compelling because you think you migh:
[earn something to set you on fire. If you are getting good sex, they are
compelling hecause they suggest that it could be even better. Fither
way, the idea is that there is a great wisdom that we don’t know, and
need to. Editors can repackage the same old drivel and sell it by the
ream.

Take the recent spate of aricles on the newly discovered Cat
technique by various “sexperts’. Cat stands for Coital Alignment
Technique—and it i5 supposed to- guarantee women an orgasm. In
essence it invalves the bloke lving on top of the woman and the pair of
them positioning themselves so that the tap of her pubic bone rubs
agwinst him when he pushes down. Sounds familiar? Of course., it's just
that good old-fashioned, Iricd-and-tested missionary position executed
with common sense. But it has now generated article after article. filled
with “how 1o do’ guidelines complete with diagrams and culogies from
women: about how it’s improved their sex lves.

We see sex as phe big issue because
we invest so much in it Sex is where
the “what matters’ buck is finally sup
pased to stop. What does it matter if
vour job is on the linc and your pay has
been cut as tong your man (or woman)
loves you? Who cares if the kids are
driving you to distraction as long as he
still cares and shows it? You can put up

2 with living in a flat from hell providing
o rgasm m there’s a loving smile to brighten your
darkest evenings.
And hosy do you know if vour rel-
ationship is all it should be? The
answer: it’s in his Kiss. The formula runs something like this: your life
is good if your private life is good, your privare lifé is gooad if your love
life is good, your lave life is good if your sex life is gond, your sex
life is good if your Cat is gaod. We are nbsessed with sex becanse it’s
supposed 10 epitomise all that's important in vur lives.

Of course the truth 1s the other way around. If you are stressed out
because vou are abaut 1o be evicted, or frantic about your: financial
future, vou’ll be too preoccypied 1o huse much fus between the sheets
no matter how many hours you spend swothng up on: having the
ultimate orgasm. Which is ulumateiy WhY S0 many peaple finve lousy
sex tves. And why sex sells videos, books and: magazines. Never in
the history of humanity have people: béen bomburded with so much
information ‘and advice about sex. And never have people heen so
preoccupied with their sexial inadequacies:

Sai if you've been thinking of buving your swain 4 book on Cat,
forget it A subscription’ to Living Marxism addresses: far mare
sxg,mﬁum,pmblcms, and while it may not improve your sex life moch,
it} increase their “imterest quotient” far mone than w'sex manual,

Hianpy Valentine’s day! G °
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Behind a
humanitarian

mask

The American invasion of Somalia has
been uncritically accepted as a life-saving
mission launched for the best of motives.
Few people have bothered to ask why the
hard-headed Western powers, which
have never shown any regard for life in the
third world before, should suddenly have

become so charitable.

Frank Richards looks behind the
humanitarian mask to identify the true
motives driving the USA, Britain and the
rest to intervene around the world today.
The real face of Western foreign policy,
he finds, is an ugly and menacing one

ccording to the Western
media, Operation Restore
#4748 Hope has been a unique
initiative. For the first time in
history, a superpower has deployed
tens of thousands of troops in

a no-expense-spared operation,

nol out of self-interest, but to fulfil
its basic humanitarian obligations.
As outgoing president George Bush
put it, the American invasion

of Somalia was intended to do
‘God’s work’ and to ‘save thousands
of innocents’.

The American press 100 was at
pains to emphasise the humanitarian
motives which had propelled the
marines into Somalia. The New York
Times described the intervention as

‘a turning point in American foreign
policy: for the first time American

troops are entering a country uninvited,

not to shore up an anti-communist
regime, protect American wealth
or stifle a strategic threat, but
simply to feed starving people’
(5 December 1992).

Everybody now seems to
use new terms such as “war for
humanitarian purposes’ and
‘humanitarian intervention’ with
abandon. to describe ‘uninvited’
interventions which in the past
would have been aptly characterised
as gunboat diplomacy.

According to mainstream
accounts of Western foreign policy
today, it appears that hard-headed p
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realpolitik has gone out of fashion,
National and class interests have been
suspended, and instead global
diplomacy is now motivated by moral
imperatives. No saoner had the marines
landed in Mogadishu than American
diplomats were pressing for an
escalation of military intervention in
Bosnia—again to save innocent lives.
Experts in international affairs
now argue that the invasion of Somalia
is part of a new humanitarian cycle
of world diplomacy. It is widely
suggested that the rules of diplomacy
have changed. and that moral concerns
have become the central element in
fareign affairs. The New York Times
has again captured the tone of the
discussion, linking the Somali
invasion with the creation of ‘safe
havens’ for Kurds in Iraq at the end
of the Gulf War.

*The action in northern Iraq, like
that in Somalia, was a response by
president Bush to a humanitarian
outery. Pictures of Kurdish refugees
huddled in the snowy mountains, and
of emaciated Somali children, produced
much critical comment in the press
about whal was seen as Mr Bush's
indifference.” (New York Times.

4 December 1992)

The attempt to depict American foreign
policy as driven by allruistic concerns
is not new. The White House itself

has always claimed thal its foreign
interventions, from Vietnam to
Nicaragua, were motivated by moral
concerns. What is new today, however,
is the apologetic consensus which
uncritically accepls the humanitarian
rhetoric of Western diplomacy as

good coin.

Endangered species

For instance the American
journalist quoted above, who connects
the humanitarian theme in the invasion
of Traq with that of Somalia, does not
bother to ask what has happened to
those Kurdish refugees who made
the fashionable headlines 18 months
aga. (For his information, they have
been repeatedly attacked by forces from
America’s Nato ally, Turkey.) Or for
that matter. what has happened to that
other famous ¢ndangered species, the
‘marsh Arab’. whose survival provided
the pretext for establishing an air
exclusion zone and threatening the
Iragis once again? Apparently the
West’s humanitarian concern
has a short attention span.

It seems that, in today’s uncritical
political climate, there is no need for
a sophisticated explanation of the
new rules of international relations.
The simple argument generally used
is that in the post-Cold War era, new
considerations have come to dominate
global diplomacy. According to onc
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American journalist: *In a world
without menace from another
superpower, the US military must
be ready o act against mass murder,
which breeds hate and revenge,
and menaces stability.” (A Lewis,
‘Changing the Rules’, New York Times,
4 December 1992)

Just why the demise of the
Soviet Union should impose on
the United States such onerous moral
responsibilities is never explained.

sense. The civilised ¢lite of nations
decided what was in the best interest
of the non-civilised masses. Of course,
from time to time colanial powers
got carried away and went too far in
oppressing their subjects. But this was
seen as a small price to pay for all the
good that Europeans were doing
in the colonies.

Beliel in Western moral
superiority came to an end in the
farties. The horrors of the Second

Why are prison camps in
Bosnia an outrage to human
decency while similar camps
housing Vietnamese refugees in
the British colony of Hong Kong
are a matter of indifference?

Which is not surprising, given

thal there is no logiczl link between

the two. Why should Western powers
which were clearly driven by realpolitik
in the past have suddenly come over all
humanitarian today?

Itis also worth asking why some
third world famines demand a military
intervention while many others are
ignored? Moreover. why are prison
camps in Bosnia an outrage to human
decency while similar camps housing
Vietnamese refugees in the British
colony of Hong Kong are a matier
of indilference? The West appears
extremely selective in its dispensation
of humanitarian concern.

In truth there are several motives
behind the recent development of
American and Western forcign policy.
But none of them is humanitarian.

At the intellectualiideological level.
Western diplomacy today is primarily
concerned with the rehabilitation of
imperialism. The different adventures
in Iraq, Bosnia. Somalia are all oriented
towards reclaiming the moral high
ground of international relations
for the Western powers,

Until the 1940s the West had
always possessed the moral high
ground. It could promote itself
as superior to the colonial world,
and depict empire-building as part of
a civilising mission. This was the White
Man’s burden. From this standpoint,
imperial intervention made perfect

World War—the systematic
extermination in the concentration
camps, the dropping of nuclear bombs
on Hiroshima and Nagasaki—called
into question Western standards

of civilisation. The ruling elite of
Western nations became increasingly
uneasy about defending imperialism,
calonialism and notions of racial
superiority. Imperialism, which until
the thirtics had neutral and sometimes
even positive connotations, became

a term of abuse.

Moral crisis

After the Second World War, the revolt
of the old colonies against their masters
further undermined the meoral claims of
the West. The moral crisis of Western
imperialism was reflected in a change
of diplomatic language. So in 1949,
members of the International Law
Commission agreed to ‘refrain from
using the expression “civilized
countries” because...it dated back to the
colonial era with its concept of the
“White Man’s burden™ "(sce GW Gong,
The Standard of Civilization
in International Sociery, po0).

As the culture of imperialism
was eroded, so the third world came
1o accupy the moral high ground.
On the floor of the United Nations,
American and British diplomats were
constantly lectured by their non-aligned
counterparts on the evils of
colonialism.



London
Conference,
August 1992:
the media
has never
questioned
the West's
right to
interfere in
the affairs of
Yugoslavia

Warse still from the point of
view of the self-esteem of the Western
ruling classes, for a time the cause of
the third world became fashionable
among middle class vouth at home.
They opposed military adventures like
the American war in Vietnam, and
identified with third world figures
such as Che Guevara. This new mood
was experienced as a rejection of the
West's imperial past. The fact that
third world causes could now

command moral authority struck
a direct blow againslt the old coherence
of the superior Western seli-image,
Western elites could not entirely
reconcile themselves to this body blow
to their self-image. Throughout the
postwar period there survived a strong
undercurrent of resentment at the new
moral ascendancy of the third world.
During the Cold War, the West could
do little ather than grumble about
the moral claims of the third world.
Occasionally it would gleefully point
to some atrocity or political disaster
in Asia or Africa as confirmation
that “these people’ could not really
rule themselves. But the Western
powers were generally wary of going
too far. for fear that the Soviet Union
would be able to exploit any hint of
colonial attitudes to increase ils
influence in the third world.

West vindicated

The collapse of the Soviet

Union and the new global climate

of conservatism has provided the West
with an unexpected opportunity 10
rehabilitate iIs past. All of the conflicts
and economic disasters which are the
consequence of the anarchy of the
capitalist world market can now be
blamed on ‘corrupt’ third world and
Eastern BEuropean regimes, The failure
of the various radical experiments

in the third world now serves as

a vindication of the West. The collapse

of Stalinism around the world has
allowed the rhetoric of Weslern
imperialism o make a comeback.
This is the context in which
the so-called humanitarian war has
now emerged, These wars create
useful precedents for “uninvited’
Western intervention in the aftairs
of other countries. But that's not all.
T'hey also retrospectively legitimise
the entire history of Western
imperialism. If American troops

are so altruistic in Somalia today,

why should we doubt the humanitarian
impulse behind imperial adventures

in the past?

During the past three years there has
been a growing demand in the Western
media to absolve imperialism of any
guilt, and to condemn the third world
idea. After the Gulf War, Robert Harris
of the Sunday Times explored “How
old-fashioned imperialism could be
the Kurds' salvation'(14 April 1991).
A year later Newsweek exhorted
‘Let’s abolish the third world®
(27 April 1992).

Gunboat diplomacy

The revival of the vocabulary of empire
is by no means confined to journalists.
Last September in an interview in the
Independent, British foreign secretary
Douglas Hurd called for a new imperial
role for the United Nations, Hurd’s
vision of @ new imperialism implied
that Western powers should now enjoy
a permanent right to intervene in the
internal affairs of peoples in Eastern
Europe and the third world.

Al present, it is critical for the
Western powers to conceal their foreign
interventions behind a humanitarian
mask. If gunboat diplomacy can be
presented as a response to a genuine
demand to feed the starving (Somalia),
or to save the victims of a holocaust
{Bosnia), then it is likely 1o enjoy
full support at home. The pawer

of this approach has been we
demonstrated in Germany

Since the Second World W
Germany has been com 2SS
forbidden from lsunching foresgs
mililar) adventures. For sometame now
however, the German authoritees hawe
sought fo win domestic sappor §
their right to intervence militaniy sheosd
once more. The wave of hemansarus
concern about Somalia provided S
solution to the problem of hos
restore a militarist culture in Germann
The announcement on 17 December
1992 that German troops would be
sent to Somalia provoked virtually
no opposition.

Promoting Western intervention
as 2 humanitarian mission legitimises
imperialism not only in the present,
but also, by implication, in the past
Many apologists for imperialism
have used the invasion of Somalis
as the point of departure for defending
the idea of colonialism in general.
The Wall Street Journal observed that
it was not “pining tor the return of
unfettered nineteenth-century
colonialism’, But:

“We are. however, quite eager
to repudiate much of the theory,
articulated mainly by US liberals
during the post-colanial era, that the
system erected after World War Two—
capitalist, democratic. American-led,
grounded in British traditions of
contracts and property rights—was
somehow “not right™ for the indigenous
groups and cultures of what came to be
known as the third world... American
leadership and property rights look
to be precisely what the starving
of Somalia very much want,”
{7 December 1992)

In case the message was lost, the
Wall Street Journal added that what
‘Desert Storm did for America’s
military credibility, Somalia may
do for its moral credibility .
The Journal's aside about moral
credibility is important. There is now
a widespread recognition that Western
society is going through a time of acute
moral uncertainties. The West has
failed to find a substitute for the
powerful Cold War myths. In the
post-Cold War cra there seems to be
no new vision or political inspiratian,
Instead, moral uncertainties are
paralleled by an erosion of consensus.
When the Wall Street Journal writes
of ‘moral credibility” over Somalia, it
reveals that its real preaccupation is
with domestic concerns. So we are
told that in Somalia, ‘we assume
the US security forces won’t have
to read the teenage thugs their Miranda
rights, as they must for the Crips and
Bloods in south central Los Angeles’,
It is as if the problems raised by
the Los Angeles riots have been p
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relocated to Somalia, where they can
be resolved to a satisfactory conclusion
with a kick up the backside from the
humanitarian marines.

'The rhetoric of humanitarian
diplomacy at once rehabilitates the
imperial past, and provides our rulers

The fate of the Somalis
today is of no concern
to Washington

22 February 1993

with a moral antidote to the social
malaise that now afflicls Western
societies.

It is important to emphasise
the theme that Living Marxism
has called the moral rearmament of
imperialism, since this motive behind
Western intervention is usually ignored.
The failure to examine this issue has
led many critics of imperialism to
misunderstand the dynamic which
drives the Western powers [0
intervene in the third world today.

Qil and Islam

For example, many misguidedly argued
that the Western invasion of Iraq was
really motivated by the quest for oil.
The argument was superficially
plausible but fundamentally flawed,
‘The West already had a surfeit of oil.
And in any case, it had complete access
to Iraqi oil. So why launch a military
operation for something you already
possess? When it came to Somalia,
finding the ‘obvious’ cause of
intervention was not so easy.

Somalia has no oil or little else for

that matter. For some critics of Western
imperialism, the threat of Islamic
fundamentalism served as the substitute
for oil, This threat was about as real

as the motive of oil in the case of Iraq.
In neither case is there a single cause—
economic or otherwise—that accounts
for the military infervention.

The starting point for understanding
Western diplomacy in the post-Cold
War era is the dislocation caused
by the crumbling of the old world
order and the ending of the old balance
of power. The Western Alliance is
no longer bound together by the
anti-communist politics of the Cold
War, This has enabled tensions among
the Western powers themselves to come
to the surface, and has helped to expose
America’s loss of the unquestioned
world leadership which it enjoyed
after the Second World War,
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In the absence of an international
equilibrium, it is no longer clear whal
are the rules of the great power game,
The new fluidity in international allairs
creales a situation where major powers
often react to each other rather than
pursuc any pre-determined objective.
Sa it was the high-profile German
diplomacy in the former Yugoslavia
which forced the other main Western
powers (o become involved—not so
much to contain the Serbs as to conlain
the expansion of German influence.

America lacks the clout to retain the
initiative in the Balkans. Instead it has
sought 1o reassert its global authority
through ils intervention in Somalia,
by demonstrating to the European
powers how indecisive they have been
in Bosnia, Somalia has no importance
for Washinglon other than as a stage
upon which it can strengthen its
claim to world leadership. Until this
claim is recognised by others, or until
a new international balance of power
is established, there will be many
more Somalias.

A walkover

Once it is understood that Washington
has been actively secking opportunitics
ta demonstrate its military power, it
should be clearer why the USA
intervened in Somalia. It invaded
Somalia because that was likely 1o

be the least complicated adventure.
Here was a country with minimal
military capacity and with no
infrastructure to speak of, wailing

for a Western saviour, The carefully
crafted public relations exercise about
ferocious warlords threatening the
lives of millions made this intervention
a realistic option. America invaded
not because of famine or any other
reason to do with Somalia itself, but
in order to give a demonstration of
American ‘leadership’. The primary
role of this invasion is to provide

a precedent for the future. The fate

of the Somalis taday is of no concern
to Washington.

Of course, even the most carefully
calculated move does not always
achieve its objectives. Until a stable
new balance of power among the
Western nations is established, every
major foreign policy initiative will
invite a counter-response. If it is all

right for the Americans to intervene in
Somalia today, what is to stop the
French from invading Algeria
tomorrow. There is alrcady
considerable tension among Nato
countries around the Balkan crisis,
The risk of conflict between Greece
and Turkey cannot be discounted.
Where will the West’s humanitarian
military forces strike next?

Facade of unity

The current emphasis upon high-profile
military intervention is part of
reorganising the world order, The
decline of American dominance and
the breakdown of the postwar
settlement has unleashed forces which
will eventually lead to the redivision
of the world among the major players.
This process is still at an early stage.
National differences between America,
Germany or Japan are seldom allowed
to gain momentum. A variety of
international organisations acts to

curb the tendency towards conflicl.
However, this facade of unity

is wearing thin, The rows over

world trade indicate the shape

of things to come,

While direct conflicts between
the Western powers remain muted,
there is nothing to inhibil Western
rivalries from being played out in the
third world and even Eastern Europe.
Behind the mask of humanitarian
intervention. the deadly game of
great power conflict gathers pace.

There are many vivid symbols of
the new imperialism, The devastation
of the Iraqi conscripts on the Basra road
by Allied saturation bombing is one
striking reminder of the barbarism
of the civilised Wesl. The landing
of American Special Force personnel
on the beaches of Mogadishu. only
1o be welcomed by hundreds of
journalists, illustrated the
unprecedented capacity for hypocrisy
within Western diplomacy today.

But for me the most haunting image
of all was the sight of an American
television reporter consuming a dict
drink in front of starving Somalis at
a feeding centre. For a brief moment,
evervone who cared to look could see
the grotesque visage that is usually
masked by the rhetoric of humanitarian
gestures.




ireland

Mick Kennedy asks if 1993 will be the year Britain finally imposes a solution
on its longest-running colonial conflict

Republicans under pressure

il

ust before Christmas Northern [reland
minister Patrick Mayhew offered to
withdraw British troops to barracks and
to negotiate over a united Ireland with Sinn Fein
it only the IRA repudiated the armed struggle
{(Daily Telegraph, 17 December). Mayhew's
speech provoked predictable  outrage in
predictable quarters. Democratic Unionist leader
lan Paisley denounced it as ‘wicked and shame-
less” and the Sunday Telegraph considered
it ‘appallingly misjudged’ (20} December).

Shrewder politicians and commentators
recognised Mavhew’s statement as the latest
coded message attempting to draw the leadership
of the Irish republican movement into talks on
Britain’s terms. Sinn Fein president Gerry
Adams briskly repudiated Mayhew's proposal as
‘the Pax Britannica formula which has created
the political conflict in Ireland for generations’
(An Phoblacht/Republican News. 17 December).
However, Adams promised to study the speech
in detail before giving a fuller response.

Explicit appeal

Mayhew’'s appeal was targeted explicitly at
‘leading Sinn Fein members who voice their
wish for a peaceful solution and their desire
to follow a consfitutional path’. This influential
trend within Sinn  Fein was reflected in
the February 1992 policy document, Towards
a Lasting Peace, and in a series of talks last year
with Protestant clergymen and with the Catholic
bishap of Derry.

Adams’ detailed response to Mavhew, pub-
lished in AP/RN on 31 December, was more
significant for what it omitted than for what
it included. Mayhew’s central condition for
admitting Sinn  Fein 1o talks—the IRA’s
sbandonment of violence——is simply ignored.
While reassuring republican activists of the lead-
ership’s commitment to ending partition and
pursuing national self-determination, Adams’
repeated emphasis is on Sinn Fein’s “democratic
mandate’ 10 negotiate and its readiness to engage

in ‘comprehensive’ talks without preconditions.
Acknowledging Britain’s reluctance to involve
Sinn Fein in such a ‘peace pracess’, Adams
looks ta Dublin, 1o the EC, the UN and the
USA (now with a president who made some
opporiunist noises to secure the Irish vote).
Adams’ evident desperation 1o be involved
in lalks with Britain reflects the intensifying
pressures on the republican movement and the
narrawing ol ils options. After 24 years of heroic
resistance (o the ruthless coercion of the British
military occupation. several factors are now
converging to give Britain a decisive advantage,
The international balance of forces in the
post-Cold War world has swung gravely to the
disadvantage of national liberation movements.
Since the collapse of the Soviet Union, radical
nationalist movements and regimes have every-
where been in retreat; some have collapsed,
others have been forced to settle largely on the
oppressors terms. The other side of this coin is
the new freedom enjoved by the major Western
powers to intervene in third world countries, to
dictate political terms and, if defied, o
threaten—and indeed o deploy—military force.

Cutting edge

The very institutions to which Sinn Fein looks
for support—the EC, the UN—are at the cutting
edge of the new imperialism, A pre-Christmas
letter from congressman Joseph Kennedy (son of
Robert and regarded as a sympathetic Irish-
American politician) to Adams indicates the
likely direction of US policy under Bill Clinton
(Daily Telegraph, 17 December). He bitterly
condemned the IRA bombing campaign and
urged Adams to call it off. As the Telegraph's
Irish correspondent noted, this letter was *part of
a concerted drive to force the IRA into ending its
campaign of violence permanently’,

The changing international climate has
reduced pressure on Britain over a war that once
caused it some embarrassment, Though last
year’s inter-party falks in Northern Ireland

collapsed in November, 1he S

strengthen  Britain's authority = Sepllomm

circles. Through these talks the Brosa 2

ment brought closer the Umomssss s Sie
nationalist SDLP in the North, the Norfem
parties—including the Unionists—am T

Dublin government, and the gove
London and Dublin. These manoeusres heipes
to isolate and marginalise Sinn Fein, and 10 past
republicans towards accepting the terms zzveec
by all the mainstream parties

Britain has also cnjoyed more freedos
enforce its rule in Ireland through military segs
and sectarian terror. While Mayhew talks
wilhdrawing froops to barracks, they retam
a high profile in nationalist areas, and thew
barracks and forts have been extended and
reinforced into a  sophisticated network
surveillance and repression.

Last vear was the first in the Irish War in
which Lovalist sectarian assassinations topped
the list of fatalities. The fact that nine Sinn Fein
members have also fallen victim to these
murderous gangs reflects the extent of British
military intelligence  collaboration  with the
Loyalist paramilitaries, ILis only when they have
British assistance that the Loyalists are able to go
bevond random attacks on Catholics. Another
measure of the strength of Britain’s position is
that the exposure of such links caused the
government little embarrassment at home or
abroad,

Beleaguered nationalists

There can be little doubt that the cumulative
effect of more than a decade of British and
Layvalist barbarism has been demoralising for the
beleaguered nationalist communities of North-
ern Ireland.

I'he recent elections in the South were also
a blow to the republican movement. Not only did
Sinn Fein candidates fare uniformly badly, but
the final emergence of a Fianna Fail/Labour
Party coalition government in Dublin, with
Labour leader Dick Spring in charge of Northern
affairs, is a major boost to Britain. It means that
Dublin's constitutional claims to jurisdiction
over the North, long-resented by Unionists and
championed by nationalists, will now be up for
negoliation.

In the event, despite Mayvhew’s conciliatory
offer and Adams’ cautious response, the
Christmas ceasefire proved short-lived, Within
days there were more bombs going off in litter
bins in London and more scctarian assas-
sinations in Northern Ireland. Yet the initiative
remains in British hands and the republican
movement remains on the defensive, hoping to
overcome its military and political impasse
through talks, The problem is that any solution
negotiated under the existing balance of forces
could only reinforce British domination over the
whole of Ireland. ®
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Whose side iIs

‘“Death camps.” Cattle trucks. Mass graves.

It’s enough to make you write a letter of complaint.’
That was the headline on Amnesty International’s
full-page advert about Bosnia, published in the
quality newspapers at the end of last year. Well,

it was enough to make Joan Phillips write a letter

of complaint—to Amnesty

I'd like (o complain about the way
your advert draws a parallel between
the Nazi Holocaust and the civil war in
Bosnia today, Given the care with
which you have selected your words,
images and stories. there can be no
doub! that the construction of such

a parallel was deliberate.

“Death camps.” Cattle trucks.
Mass graves.” These words
immediately evoke memories of the
Second World War, when the Nazis
shunted the Jews to concentration
camps in cattle trucks and disposed
of their victims in mass graves. The
implication is that similar crimes are
being committed in Bosnia loday.

Why the quotation marks around the
words ‘Dealh camps’? If you believe
there are death camps in Bosnia, why
the squeamishness about saving il
straight? If you do not believe there are
death camps in Bosnia, why use these
words at all?

Loose talk

Has Amnesty any evidence 0 Support
the view that there are death camps in
Bosnia? Despite all the loose talk in
the media about the Serbs running
Nazi-slyle death camps, no evidence
has so far been produced to substantiate
such claims. I notice that you do not
use the words ‘death camps’ in your
October 1992 report on Bosnia, in
which vou refer only to detention
centres (Bosnia-Herzegovina: gross
abuses of basic human rights).

In the text of your advert you refer
readers to the main picture, showing
an ‘emaciated man, slowly dying
in a detention camp’. The man was
emaciated. but he was not dying.
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Happily, he is alive and well and
living outside the war zones, After his
release from detention he appeared in
fletlo!f magazine in the autumn of last
vear. It is not necessary to be a fan of
detention camps to question the use
to which this picture has been put.
The story with which you begin
vour advert supports the message
contained in the headline. It is the

story of the Muslim villagers of Blagaj

near Bosanski Novi. Il tells how the
villagers were rounded up by soldiers

one afternoon in June 1992 and sent on

a journey which invites comparisons
with that experienced by Jews in
the 1940s:

‘Systematically they separated
men from women and children.
Systematically they searched for, and
removed, all personal possessions and
documents. And systematically they
forced the villagers into cattle trucks.
Sealed all doors and vents, And with
no light, food, water or sanitation,
started Ihem on an unknown journey.
When the train did stop some of the
men recalled the gruesome taunt
that “a mechanical digger had
already excavated a communal
grave” for them.’

Just in case we hadn’t yet got the
message, we are reminded that “This
isn’t Europe in 1939, This is Europe
in 19927,

It is instructive to compare this
shortened version of the Blagaj story
with the longer one that appears in
your October 1992 report. And it
should be borne in mind that very
few people are likely to read the
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open letter

s

Amnesty
International
advertisement,
Guardian,

1 December
1992

detailed Am
claim that three mall
the full-page adverts m the ¢
In the report the
‘systematically” was n
once. Yet in the advert it is msec
three times in the space of thr
senlences, creating the impressaon
that the Serbian soldiers behaved Hie
the SS. In the report we leam thas
‘cattle trucks’ mentioned 1
could have been freight wagons ¥e
the words cattle trucks are prefersed
presumably because they have
connotations which the advert is
keen 1o bring to our attention

Mass grave

In the advert we are left to ponder the
fate of the villagers, who are toid 1%

a mass grave is waiting for them. Ye
in the report we are told that when
the train stopped the detainees were
allowed 1o leave the wagons and were
given water; that women, children and
men aover 60 were released: and that
men under 60 were taken to a camp
and detained for anything from a few
to over 48 days before being released
The villagers of Blagaj had to endure
privation and terror, but, contrary

to the impression created by

your advert, they did not end

up in 4 mass grave.

It is not especially what is said
here that is objectionable, but rather
what is not said. Amnesty’s sin is one
of omission. As it stands, the reader
could draw a very different conclusion
from this story than the true one.
Amnesty may nol have told lies,
but it has not told the whale truth.

No names
Which brings me to my sccond
complaint about vour advert, I would
like to complain about the insidious
way in which the advert endorses
the anti-Serbian bias that has
become the hallmark of Western
media coverage, especially in liberal
papers such as the Guardian.

How can it possibly do this,
you might reply. when not once does
it mention the Serbs? But who needs
to mention the Serbs by name when
they have already been cast as
villains by the press and TV?
Your advert appeared in the context
of a media campaign which has alreads
found the Serbs guilty of just abous
every crime committed in Bosas

and a lot of crimes that have ot Bz P
N G MARX S A - = =
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open letter

committed in Bosnia or anywhere else
in Europe since the 1940s. In this
context it is hardly surprising

that when people hear the words
death camp, cattle truck, and mass
grave, they immediately assume that
the Serbs are responsible.

The story of the bread queue
massacre was one of the
biggest propaganda lies

to come out of Bosnia

February 1993

You try to avoid the charge of
bias by being careful not to mention
any cthnic group by name in your
advert. But I would like to complain
about your use of the word ‘Bosnians’.
After telling the story of the Blagaj
villagers, the advert says that there
are plenty of vile stories like this
and worse—*And not just againsl
Bosnians’.

Who are the ‘Bosnians” that
Amnesty is referring t0? Do you
mean Bosnian Serbs, Bosnian Croats
or Bosnian Muslims—or do you mean
all of these groups? After all, before
the war the population of Bosnia
was made up of 31 per cent
Serbs, 44 per cent Muslims
and 17 per cent Croats,

Presumably, ‘Bosnians” is
supposed to mean ‘Muslims’ in
this cantext. Although the sentence
suggests that Muslims are not the only
victims of the war, which is true, it
also suggests that only Muslims live
in Bosnia, which is false. Bosnian has
become synonymous with Muslim to
the majority of British people. When
you say that terrible crimes are
being committed, *and not just
against Bosnians’. it implies that the
Serbs are not Bosnians, and confirms
people’s prejudice that they are foreign
apgressors who have invaded Bosnia
from withoul.

Who did what

The underlying anti-Serb message

of the advert is reinforced by the
examples of atrocities that you choose
to use. The advert refers casually o
‘stories of people going out to buy
bread and dying in mortar attacks’ in
Sarajevo. Again, the advert carefully
avoids being too specific about who
did what to whom.

Yet the one incident of this sort
which is likely to have stuck in people’s
minds is the bread queue massacre in
Sarajevo on 27 May 1992, in which
16 people were killed and scores
maimed. At the time, the attack was
blamed on the Serbs, who were accused
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of firing a mortar from their positions
on the hills above the city. The scenes
of blaody mutilation in Sarajevo
encouraged the EC to impose tough
trade and oil sanctions against Serbia
the same day.

The story of the bread
queue massacre was one of the
biggest propaganda lies to come oul
of Bosnia. Subsequently, it emerged
that the carnage was not caused by
a mortar bomb, and nor was the
attack carried out by the Serbs.
United Nations officials revealed
that an explosive device had been
planted at the scene, and voiced their
suspicions that the atrocity had been
perpetrated by Muslims in order to
shock the “international community’
into action. Yet the mud has stuck
to the Serbs ever since, because
organisations like Amnesty have
not bathered to question the media
version of what happened.

Similarly, the advert says that
in Sarajevo ‘we sce grief-stricken
families under fire at the funerals of
ather civilian victims’. The incident
that will probably have stuck in
people’s minds is the funeral of two
small children killed by snipers. al
which the grandmother of one of
the dead girls was badly wounded
when the mourners came under attack
in the Lion cemetery.

Damage done

Again, the Serbs were blamed both for
the sniper attack and the attack on the
funeral. Nobady bathered to point oul
that one of the dead children, Vedrana
Glavas, was Serbian, After the event
UN officials expressed their opinion
that the attack on the funeral had been
carried out by Muslim forces. But by

then the damage had already been done.

By making casual reference to this
evenl, Amnesty's ostensibly neutral
advert ends up endorsing established
prejudice against the Serbs.

You may protest that yvou have been
careful to relate stories of atrocitics
committed against all sides—Serbs
and Croats and Muslims. We are told
about Father Matijevic, unable to sit
down because he was so badly beaten;
Milan Sobic, assaulted so savagely that
he did not recover for weeks; Ljubica
Lesic, violently raped by seven men;
and Smilja Jusic. who saw her son
garrotted with wire.

But who is to know that Matijevic
is a Croat, that Sobic and Lesic are
Serbs and that Jusic is a Muslim?

Your readers are given names but no
more. How are they to know the ethnic
origin of these victims? In fact, given
what they have been reading in the
newspapers about Serbian ‘rape
camps’, they are likely to have
concluded that Lesic was a Muslim,
and no doubt that all the others were
victims of Serbian atrocities too.

Amnesty has always maintained
that it never takes sides in wars such
as that in the former Yugoslavia, It is
true that Amnesty has not thrown in its
lot with the Muslims, Croats or Serbs,
But it has, in effect if not intent, taken
sides. It has lent its authority to the
view that the Serbs are the bad guys,
and so strengthened the consensus in
the West that action must be taken
against Serbia. Many thousands of
people will have scen your advert
and, without sceing the name Serb
mentioned once, will have concluded
that the Serbs need to be taught
a lesson.

Finally, I'd like to ask what is the
point of this advert? You say it is to
encourage readers to send a letter of
complaint to the leaders of the warring
factions and ‘the other governments
present” at the International Peace
Conference of the Former Yugoslavia
in Geneva. The advert suggests that
these letters ‘will goad them into
action’. But sending letters, even in
their thousands, has never stopped
a civil war.

In fact the only place the advert
could make an impact is in the West,
not in Bosnia. It will have endorsed
the view that ‘the other governments
present’—the Western powers—and
various Western agencies have a key
role to play as protectors of human
rights amid the savagery in the
former Yugoslavia,

The advert does not spell out what
sort of action Amnesly has in mind.
No doubt you will say that all Amnesty
wants is action to end human rights
abuses in Bosnia, But why do you
think that the Western governments
can help to achieve this aim?

The fact is that all intervention by
the Western powers has had the effect
of encouraging human rights abuses in
the former Yugoslavia, not stopping
them.

More of this

Al every stage, Western interference
has escalated the conflict and made
things worse. It has turned a local
conflict into a major international
crisis. European support for Croatian
nationalism triggered civil war, and set
in motion a chain reaction that made
conflict inevitable throughout the
length and breadth of Yugoslavia.

The anti-Serbian crusade conducted
by Germany and America has

further raised the stakes. The West's
endorsement of the break-up of
Yugoslavia has created minorities
everywhere, and set ethnic groups

at each other’s throats as they vie for
Western support. The result of Western
diplomacy so far is a heavy toll of
human misery, and the likelihood of
more to came as the conflict spreads
across the Balkans. Are you really
saying that we need more of it? ®
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‘Beyond peace-

The United Nations seems
to be intervening everywhere
these days. Andy Clarkson
explains why—and why the
UN cannot create a peaceful
New World Order

~ he purpose of peace
enforcement units would
%%  be to enable the United
Nations to deploy troops quickly to
enforce a ceasefire by taking coercive
action against either party. or both,

if they violate it....the concept goes
beyond peace-keeping to the extent
that the operation would be deployed
without the express consent of the
two parties.” (UN secretary-general
Boutros Boutros-Ghali, Foreign
Affairs, Winter 1992/93, pp93-94)

disunited nations

Today many are looking to the United
Nations to play a leading role in the
creation of a new, more stable, world
order. These increased expectations
have generated an air of assertiveness
around the formerly moribund
New York-based body. Boutros-Ghali's
posturing about the UN going *beyond
peace-keeping’, setting up permanent
‘ceasefire enforcement’ units and using
‘coercion’ matches the high profile that
his organisation has now adopted.

In reality, however, the UN’s
more interventionist role is not about
constructing a more peaceful and
stable post-Cold War world. It is
a consequence of the breakdown of the
old global order, and a sign of the new
age of international conflicts. The UN
has been projected into the limelight
as a useful front through which the
Western powers can demonstrate their
authority. And it is in danger of
cracking up under the strain.

The United Nations is an
institution of the Cold War vears.
The USA emerged in 1945 as the
dominant nation on Earth, but the

LIVING

discrediting of imperialism through
the Second World War imposed
constraints on the exercise of
American power around the world.
Leading US statesman Isaiah
Bowman was already arguing

in May 1942 that the USA needed
to rule the postwar world but also
to ‘avoid the conventional forms
of imperialism’, The new United
Nations Organisation established

at the San Francisco conference in
April 1945 was intended to make the
exercise of American power appear
like international cooperation.

Stitch-ups

Washington had to arrange various
stitch-ups to ensure that it maintained
ultimate control over its new creation.
For example, Washington ordered its
Latin American client states formally
to declare war against the Axis powers
in the last days of the Second World
War, so that they could all qualify as
UN members. Similarly, even when
the Maoists had taken power in China
in 1949, the Americans insisted p
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disunited nations

that Chiang Kai-Shek’s deposed
Nationalists should be treated as

a world power by the UN. Thanks to
the USA. from 1949 until 1972 vne

of the five permanent members of the
UN security council was a small island
on the edge of the Pacific officially
described as ‘China’, but now better
known as Taiwan.

Although the United Nations was
an American invention, Washington
recognised that the UN had to look like
a relatively even-handed and genuinely
global institution during the Cold War
stand-off with the Soviet Union. In this
it proved very successful. Even the
most radical third world regimes
wanted to sign up as members of
the US-run organisation. In addition,
the UN sponsored many worthy bodies
such as the educational Unesco and the
World Health Organisation. When it
mattered, however, America either got

‘The UN is coming more

and more to look not like

an autonomous actor in
international relations, but like
a rubber stamp for decisions
taken by the White House,

in consultation with certain
other Western capitals.’

African expert in international law,
Newsweek, 18 January 1993
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its way in the UN or rode roughshod
over UN conflict procedures 1o attack
third world states. From the Korean
War in 1950-33 through to the invasion
of Grenada in 1983, Washington
manipulated UN regulations or brushed
them aside (0 pursue its own interests.

Great expectations

With the ending of the Cold War. there
was a general outburst of optimism that
the United Nations could begin to live
up to the ideals upon which it had
ostensibly been founded. The end of the
Cold War has certainly changed things,
but in a way that has nothing to do with
idealism. The collapse of the Soviet
Union and the decline of third world
radicalism has removed the major
constraint on the Western powers

using the UN as they see fit. While
sccretary-general Boutros-Ghali

has stepped up the UN’s universalist
rhetoric, in practice the UN’s universal
pretensions have been shelved. It has
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hecome a vehicle to promote more
avert Western infervention in the third
world and the East.

The UN has carried out as many
political/military interventions in the
past four vears as it did in the previous
40, and it has violated its most sacred
principles to do so. For example, the
UN’s founding charter, adopted in
1945, explicitly bans it from interfering
in the internal affairs of member states:

*Article 2 (7). Nothing contained in the
present Charter shall authorise the
United Nations 1o inlervene in matters
which are essentially the domestic
jurisdiction of any state.”

Who cares about such formalities
nowadays. as the UN intervenes in
people’s internal affairs from Serbia to
Somalia? The first big post-Cold War
breach of the UN charter came in 1991,
when the USA and Britain occupicd
northern Iraq under the pretext of
creating ‘safe havens’ for Kurds.

Not one UN member objected that
this intervention violated Irag’s
national rights.

The way in which the Western
powers are using the United Nations
more blatantly than ever before w
pursue their geopolitical interests was
made clear in January 1992, when John
Major called the first ever UN security
council summit. [t was a conference of
the nuclear powers club, convened to
discuss the problem of posi-Cold War
nuclear proliferation. It ended by
issuing a declaration which amounted
to a Western threat to the third world—
a pledge by the security council to use
‘appropriate measures’ against any
state suspected of violating the
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty.
Anybody in the third world with
doubts as to what “appropriate
measures’” might mean only had o
look al the way in which the USA and
Britain had destroyed Irag, partly on
the pretext of preventing proliferation,
under the flag of the UN.

A knife in Swapo

An early post-Cold War example of
the United Nations acting as 4 proxy
for imperialism came when it helped
South Africa to deal with the Namibian
liberation movement, Swapo. At every
stage of the *peace process’ which it
presided over in Namibia, the UN
imposed demands and restrictions en
Swapo which gave the advantage to
the apartheid regime. When the South
African administration in Namibia
integrated its (supposedly disbanded)
Koevoet death squad into the local
police force, the UN shrugged off
Swapo protests. When Swapo
members returned home to Namibia
on | April 1989, belicving themselves
ta be under UN protection, thousands
were gunned down by Koevoet forces.

The UN then endorsed the South
African story that Swapo had provoked
the violence by breaking a ceasefire
agreement, The United Nations held
the Namibian viclims of South African
imperialism responsible for their

own late.

A more recent intervention has
been in Cambadia. which the UN has
virtually colonised. Japan has sent
nearly 2000 troops there—the first time
that the Japanese military has officially
been abroad since 1945—as part of the
20 000-strong UN contingent. The
special UN representative in Cambodia
is Japanese diplomal Yasushi Akashi.
Until elections are held, his UN team
is 1o run five key areas of Cambodia's
administration: foreign affairs, national
defence, internal security, information
and finance, In other words, everything
that matters,

According lo the Far East Economic
Review, ‘these unprecedented powers
for a UN operation, essentially
allowing the world body o assume
control of all important state functions,
are designed to prevent parfisan
manipulation of the 1993 elections”.
By posing as democratic UN
peacekeepers, the Japanese are able
to reassert their authority directly in
South-East Asia for the first time since
the end of the Second World War,

Pulled apart

The UN’s adoption of a more
high-profile role has, however, been
far from unproblematic. Interventions
motivated and shaped by the global
interests of 1he Western powers have
proved unable to meet people’s
increased expectations of the UN as

a humanitarian peacemaker. [nstead,
the UN has become a focus for the
breakdown of the old global balance
of power, The more that the United
Nations acts as a Western agenl around
the world, the more it risks being
pulled apart by growing rivalrics and
disagreements among the Western
powers themselves.

The disputes over the state of the
UN’s finances are symbolic of the way
the organisation is being lorn between
the powerful Western competitors. It is
cash-strapped because many of its
leading members are not paying their
ducs, By the end of July 1992, UN
members collectively owed S1 billion
(with the USA owing half of that).

The unwillingness of leading
UN members to pay up reflects their
disagreements over what shape such
an international body should take in the
future. Germany and Japan are deeply
irritated at still being considered
‘enemy nations’ in the UN charter,
and being excluded from the top table
of the permanent security council.

For its part the USA, annoyed al the
tendency for other powers (o guestion
its leadership role, is increasingly



acting in a unilateral fashion over
issues such as Somalia or the Traqi
‘no-fly' zone. regardless of UN
procedures,

The end of the Cold War has
brought the tensions amang the
Western powers 1o the surface in
the United Nations, When Mikhail
Gorbachev announced that the Soviet
Union was dissolved on Christmas Day
1991, it left the UN security council in
some disarrav. In order to prevent either
Germany or Japan from taking the
Soviet Union’s place, the American,
British and French members of the
security council hastily ensured that
the seat went to Boris Yeltsin's new
Russian Federation in an informal
arrangement made with no consultation
among ordinary UN member states.

Major then called the special UN
surnmil in January 1992 to cnsure that
the permanent membership of the UN

security council survived in its present
form. According to the Independent s
diplomatic editor Annika Savill, ‘the
object of the summit was all along to
ensure quickly the transition from

a Soviet to a Russian seat on the
sccurity council—that is, to ensure
that the body remained one of five
permanent members with the right

of veto, with Brilain as one of them',
Britain views its UN permanent scat as
the sole remaining proof of its Great
Power status.

As the UN has assumed a higher
profile in international affairs, so
Germany and Japan have become
mare anxious to have a leading say
in its affairs, especially since they are
expected to pay a large slice of the
UN’s bills. On the other hand, the
existing five permanent members of
the UN’s security council—the USA,
Britain, France, Russia and China
want to preserve the international
status quo.

This turmoil in the higher echelons
of the UN is exacerbating the trend
lowards more militarised international
relations, To block the German and
Japanese campaigns for a permanent
seal, the five have criticised Bonn and
Tokyo's failure to commit troops to
UN police actions. In September
1992, both the Germans and lapanese
had their applications for permanent
seats on the UN security council
rejected. Japan then sent 1800 troops
to Cambodia to aid its campaign.

In December, chancellor Helmut Kohl
justified the despatch of German
110ops w Somalia on the grounds that
‘the issue is whether Germany is able
to fulfil its duties in the international
communily, in the UN, in accordance
with its size and importance’.

The Western powers’ more open
manipulation of the United Nations
has produced fresh tensions and public

rows with UN chief Boutros-Ghali.
When the UN security council chose
him to head the organisation in
November 1991 it was because

he had done everything possible to
ingratiate himself. A former deputy
premier of Egypt, educated at the
Sorbonne in Paris and married to
the Jewish daughter of a wealthy
Alexandria capitalist. Boutros-Ghali
had played a part in ensuring the
success of the US-sponsored Camp
David agreemenl between Egypt and
Isracl in 1978. He had all the
necessary credentials required to

be the West’s poodle.

‘Eurocentric’ UN

Once in office, however, Boutros-Ghali
was confronted by the increasing
tension between the number of world
problems he was expected to solve and
the West's ideas on.what role the UN
should play. Last July Boutros-Ghali
lambasted his 'Eurocentric’ paymasters
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disunited nations

on the security council for
concentrating on a “‘war of the
rich” in Yugoslavia and ignoring
the plight of African countries like
Somalia. When he was chastised in the
British press, Boutros-Ghali accusexl
Britain’s UN delegates of treating him
like “a wog’ and “poisoning’ opinion
against him. The result was another
decline in the UN's prestige.

The relationship between the
UN secretary-general and Washington
is particularly fraught, The USA has
found the UN’s “humanitarian’
credentials a useful cover for foreign
interventions which are really designed
to demonstrate American waorld
leadership. But far from bringing
stability, Washington is increasingly
behaving like a Rambo. Its unilateral
conduct and reckless actions are
undermining Boutros-Ghali's
promotion of the UN as the instrument

that can regulate a New World Order,
The UN secretary-general is now
reduced to scurrying from one
troublespot to another, from Sarajevo
to Mogadishu to Addis Ababa, only

to be denounced and demonstrated
against by the people there, since every
intervention he has organised has failed
to satisfy their expectations.

The United Nations cannot be the
builder of & New World Order because
it is a creature of the old one. It was
a product of American power al
a time when the USA bestrode the
Earth unchallenged. and is now beset
by worsening tensions as US world
leadership is called into question. It is
not certain how long the UN will last
in its current form. But it is certain
enough that, in the meantime, the
peoples of places like Irag. Somalia
and the former Yugoslavia can expect
to receive more of the UN's military
atlentions as the Western powers go
‘beyond peace-keeping’, ®
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Peace on the

The row between Japan and Russia over ownership of the tiny Kuril Islands
obscures the first direct conflict between great powers in the post-Cold War /
world, argues Daniel Nassim

AR
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©"" he squabble between Japan
£ {a % ;
¢\ and Russia over the fate of
‘3'%5? four tiny islands appears
bizarre. Both countries would scem
to have every interest in defrosting
their relationship in the attermath of
the Cold War. Yet the fate of the islands
of Etorofu, Kunashiri, Shikotan, and
Habomai seems to keep relations
deep frozen,

Despite high-level negotiations
and several attempts to make peace,
neither side seems willing to accept
a compromise. Japan claims that its
‘Northern Territories’, seized by the
Soviet Union in the closing days
of the Second World War. should
all be returned. Russia is reluctant
to hand back the islands,

The dispute seems incredibly
petty when you look at the islands
themselves. The Russians do earn
some foreign exchange from salmon
fishing in the surrounding seas.

And the Japanese mighl like to gel
hold of the kelp, a seaweed popular
in the Japanese diet, that grows in
abundance around the islands. But
fish and seaweed hardly make for an
intractable international dispute.

The conflict only makes sense
in the context of the more fluid
international relations that have
emerged with the end of the Cold
War. The Kuril Islands serve as a focus
for broader rivalries that are emerging
between Japan, Russia and the USA.

It is the first example of a type of
conflict we arc likely to see far more
of in the future.

At first sight the dispute between
Tokyo and Moscow appears to be part
of a long-running feud. Japan and the
Soviet Union never signed a peace
treaty in 1945, Nearly 50 years after
the fighting stopped, the Second World
War has still not officially ended for
Japan and Russia.

But it would be a mistake to see
the wrangling over the Kuril Islands
as the legacy of an age-old dispute.
During the Cold War the islands
were a focal point for Japanese
anti-communism. Even Japanese
school children were taught how
the communists stole them. Today,
however, with the demise of the
Soviet Union, it is impossible for
such anti-communism (0 retain
credibility,

Japan's shackles

The contemporary dispute over

the islands is different. It only makes
sénse in relation to Japan’s drive to
normalise its relationship with the
rest of the world. For Japan this
means throwing off some of

the shackles it accepted during

the Cold War.

After 1945 lapan’s rulers
accepted a junior position in the
US-run world order. By playing
the rale of world policeman the USA
provided a relatively stable framework
in which Japan could prosper as an
cconomic power. In return, Japan
accepted limits on its sovercignty,

It would follow American diplomacy,
relinquish all rights to nuclear weapons
and even— at least according to its
constitution—not maintain any

armed forces.

For decades the arrangement
suited both sides. The Japanese
cconomy grew so fast that it moved
from being one of the smaller
capitalist powers to the second
largest. The USA in turn knew it
could rely on Japan as an ally rather
than a rival.

Souring relations

But taday the basis for the
stable relationship between Japan
and the USA has been undermined.
Japan is now a first-rank power
while the USA no longer commands
unquestioned world leadership. At the
same time, the demise of the Soviet
Union has deprived the two powers
of the ideological basis for their Cold
War alliance.

Japan is struggling to forge
a new identity in the new international
environment. Many of the ¢elements
of this emergent identity are unclear,
But it is certain that Japan wants 1o be
recognised as a respectable member
of the *international community’.

The prodicm for Zpae = e 2y
I tamged ™ 1 Sefmr ot S

i War. The Gharer off thee (Dmed

for CGImpee. sl e
Japan. siceg v Germmmrs ot Bun,
as ‘cncmy matoes . Desoie S
CCONOMIC maght & Joes ot hawe
a permanent seat om Bhe UN scoumn
council. Yet countries wulh fur

smaller economies—sach 2s B
France and Russia—aawe scams
simply by virtee of havisg bees

on the winning side in e war

Rewriting history
Until now Japan has. at leass smpiicn)
accepted its responsibiliny for the wan
The pacifist constitution is 2 symbed of
this acceptance. And Japas bus
frequently apologised 1o its Asan
neighbours for the suffering #
But to forge a new, more asscrawe
national identity the Japancse
authorities will have 1o rewmie the
history of the Second World Was
Japan can no longer accept that i was
primarily responsible for the confiac
Japan wants the rest of the world
accept that it, too, was ultimately
a victim of the war.
The rewriting of history 1s no dry
academic process. It is at the centre
of Japan’s attempt to define its role i
the world, And this is where the Kuri
Islands dispute fits in, as part of Japan's
attempt Lo portray itself as a victim
of the Second World War, For Japan
the islands have come to symbolise its
unfair treatment at the hands of not
only Russia, but also the USA,

Honour bound

This is what Masataka Kosaka, an
influential political scientist, is getting
at when he says that ‘we should see
the dispute as involving not real estate
but Japan’s honour’ (*The Post-Cold
War Diplomatic Agenda’, Japan Echo,
Spring 1992). When Kosaka lalks about
honour he is not, as many Western
pundits would have it, talking about
some ancient Samurai code. He is
saying that the disagreement over the
islands symbolises Japan’s abnormal
international status, its enforced
inferiority in the world.

Japanese commentators also
frequently make the point that the loss
of the Kuril Islands in 1945 was not
just the fault of the Soviet Union,
They point out that at the Yalta
conference, at the end of the war,
the other Allied powers—including
the United States—<colluded with the
Soviet invasion.

According to Masamichi Hanabusa,
a spokesman for the Japanese foreign
ministry: ‘The Yalta agreement was
reached in seeret by Roosevelt,
Churchill and Stalin. Japan did not
even know of its existence at the time
it surrendered in August 1945, How
can Japan, which was not a party 1o p

el
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the agreement, possibly be legally or
politically bound by it?" (Inzernational
Herald Tribune, 21 August 1992)

Or to put it another way, why should
Japan be constrained by the post-1945
world order which was imposed on it
by the USA?

The silent actor
in the Kuril dispute
is the USA

32 Fabruary 1993

Japan’s angst about the Kuril Islands
is intensified further by the place of the
1904-05 Russo-Japanese War in its
history, As well as svmbolising the
defeat of the Second World War,

the conflict with Russia over the Kuril
Islands also reminds Japan of the war
it regards as a great victory. For Japan,
the 1905 defeat of Tsarist Russia
remains a svmbol of national

success, just as the Second World

War does for Britain. Today Japan's
rulers are keen to rewrite 1945 and
play-up 1905, to popularise a history
which shows Japan with the great
power slatus it deserves. Rewriting
the past is a mechanism through which
Japan can express ils aspirations for
the present.

Normalising Japan

The firm stance on the Kuril Islands
fits in with the new thrust of Japan's
foreign policy. The overriding aim has
been to make Japan act as a ‘normal’
world power. as an important report by
a study group from the ruling Liberal
Democratic Party noted:

*Japan’s approach to being
a peaceable state has so far been the
passive and negative one of refraining
from becoming involved in the security
and peace of other countries. Missing
from this approach has been an active
and positive stance towards living
together in peace with other countries
in a world where all nations are free
from fear and want.” (*Japan’s Role
in the International Community: Draft
Report’, translated in Japan Echo.
Summer 1992)

In other words, Japan, just like any
other great power, should be free
to do as it wants in the world.

It is in this conlext that Japan
finally made the ground-breaking
decision to send troops abroad, on
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a “prace-keeping’ mission to
Cambodia, in September. This move
settled a debate, that has raged on and
off since the 1950s, about the meaning
al Japan's pacifist constitution, The
conclusion is, in effect. that it has

no meaning. In a complementary move,

also in September, the foreign minister,
Michio Watanabe, called on the
United Nations to remove the clauses
from its charter which define Japan
as an enemy nation, and demanded
a permanent seat on the UN security
council.

In a different way, Russia’s
continuing reluctance to relinquish
the Kuril Islands is also a consequence
of post-Cold War changes in the
world. The Russian government of
Boris Yeltsin is deeply learful of the
forces of fragmentation unleashed
by the collapse of the Soviel Union.
Not long ago Russia was at the centre
of what was widely seen as “the Soviet
empire’. Today the other ex-Soviet
republics have drifted away, Russia
itself is threatened by separatist
movements, and all of the former
Soviet Union is wracked by ethnic
and national conflicts.

Domino effect

If Russia relinquishes control

over the Kuril Islands it could further
accelerate the forces of disintegration.
Other republics will be less willing

to accept leadership from a Russian
regime which bows to Japan.

And regionalist movements could

also interpret such a territorial retreat
as a sign of Russian weakness,

There are already many regional
disputes within the Russian

Federation and on its borders
including Moldova, Crimea, South
Ossetia, Nagorno-Karabakh, Tartarstan
and Tadzhikistan, As the failures of
the market economy in Russia further
undermine the authority of his
government, taking a firm nationalist
line on issues like the Kuril Islands has
become more important for Yeltsin.

Russia musl be particularly worried
about Japanese influence accelerating
the break-up of the former Soviel
Union, Japan's interest in the mineral
resources of Siberia is well known,
Resource-poor Japan covets Siberia's
oil. natural gas, coal, timber. fisheries
and diamonds, By extending its
economic tentacles into Siberia,
Tokyo would pull the former Soviet
Far East further away from Moscow’s
control,

Japan is also extending its
influence in the five former central
Asian republics of the old Soviet
Union, Japan has sent high-level
diplomatic delegations and financial
aid to Kazakhstan, Turkmenia,
Uzbekistan, Kirghizia and
Tadzhikistan. It is leading a drive
1o admit the republics to the Asian

Development Bank, and is even
apening embassies in the region.

The Russian government’s fear
for its territorial integrity is far more
important than the influence of a few
recaleitrant “hardliners’ in explaining
Yeltsin's exceptionally tough stance
towards Japan. The abrup! cancellation
of his visit to Tokyo on 9 September
was a calculated snub 1o the Japanese.
A few days later Japan officially
protested to Russia after it granted
a Hong Kong company a 5()-year
lease to part of the island of Shikotan,

Pearl Harbor revisited

The silent actor in the Kuril dispute

is the USA. Although America was

not directly involved in the row over

Yeltsin's cancelled visit, it played

an important role behind the scenes.

Typically, much of the American press

took a hostile view towards Japan,

The Wall Streer Journal reminded

its readers that it was from the Kuril

Islands that Admiral Yamamoto sct

sail for Pearl Harbor in 1941 and

that Japan is ‘the country that half

a century ago raped and pillaged

its way from China to Indonesia’

(15 September 1992). According

10 the New York Times, Yeltsin

deserved ‘sympathetic understanding

for his decision not to visit Japan'

(11 September 1992), Both agreed

that the faull over the Kuril Islands lay

primarily with Japan rather than Russia.
The USA is no impartial observer

in the dispute—it has its own clear

strategic interests in the region.

Washington is fearful that the collapse

of the former Soviet Union could

further destabilise the world order.

It does not want any power—whether

Japan in the east or Germany in the

wesl—to dominate the Eurasian

land mass,

Checks and balances

It is for this reason that the USA
seems to be tilting towards an
informal alliance with Russia at
present. Such a partnership could
be a good way for Washington to stall
the development of Japanese influence,
As a CIA-backed report stated last
year: ‘For the United States, France
and the United Kingdom a democratic
Russia could play an important role
as a counterbalance 1o Germany's
and Japan's increasing influence
in a system of global stability in
East Europe and the Pacific region.”
(Report on Russia, 29 May 1992)

The dispute over the Kuril
Islands demonstrates the reality
behind all the rhetoric about a New
World Order. There is no new age
of peace and prosperity. Instead the
world is enlering an era of great power
rivalries, in which the fate of a few
racks can provoke a major international
dispute. @



rewriting history

Appeasement and white power

The controversy about
whether Winston
Churchill should have

made peace with Hitler
reawakens the British
establishment’s old
concerns about race,
says Frank Furedi

about
would

new row has broken out
whether Britain's  interests
¢ have been best served by seeking
peace wilh Nazi Germany. The latest contro-
versy began with the publication of Dr John
Charmley’s Churchill: The End of Glory, which
argues thal by not responding to German peace
overtures in 1940-41, Churchill won the war but
lost the empire. The debate took off in earnest
when former Tory minister Alan Clark wrote
a supportive review of Charmley’s book in the
Times (2 January 1993), in which he said that
Churchill should have saved the empire by
making peace with Hitler after defeating the
[talians in North Africa in 1941. The argument is
testimony to the growing credibility of such revi-
sionist currents in British historiography.

It Is not surprising that this retrospective
vindication of the policy of appeasing Nazi
Germany often focuses on the defence of the
British Empire. Appeasement had a key racial
dimension, It claimed to represent not only
the interests of Britain, but also those of the
white race.

‘Yellow peril’

Alan Clark’s concern with the loss of Malava
and the Far Eastern Empire to Japan is not
surprising cither. At the time, and in later vears,
Britain’s defeat in Malaya was seen as an
irreversible blow to white prestige. Japan’s
military triumph confirmed the worst fears of the
appeasers, the most profound of which was that
war among the Western nations would assist the
rise of the “coloured races'. In this vein, the case
for the appeasement of Germany was often
expressed in the language of race.

During the first four decades of this century
sections of the British establishment were self-
consciously concerned with maintaining the
scgemony of the white race, The rise of Japan,
especially after it defeated Russia in 1905, was
mterpreted as a formidable threat to the future of
e white race. Many foresaw the future in terms
of a war between white and coloured races. From
tais perspective Britain's alliance with Japan was
an act of racial freachery. In June 1910 one
Sntish author, Bertram Lenox Simpson, wrote

angrily from China that this alliance destroved
an “absolute agreement among the white powers’
once and for all, -

Concern about white disunity in the face of
‘the rising tide of colour’ was not restricted to
the right wing of the political spectrum. On the
eve of the First World War, leading Labour Party
thinker Beatrice Webb saw the ‘impending
catastrophe’ in racial terms. She feared a racial
invasion ‘by outcasts from Southern Europe,
mangrels from Algeria, and coolics from China’.
Such a threat, wrote Webb, “seems to me a bigger
tragedy than any hypothetical defeat by an army
of Germans’,

This sentiment survived well into the thirtics,
A wide cross section of British opinion was
prepared to allow Hitler’s Germany access to
overseas colonies in exchange for a peace Ireaty.
For some, appeasement meant white solidarity.
For others, appeasement represented the expedi-
ent of defending British interests at the cxpense
of the “coloured” people of the colonies. It was in
this spirit that in January 1938 the foreign policy
committee of the British cabinet considered
offering Germany territory in Africa.

Colonial appeasement enjoyed support from
within the British establishment. As the Times
noted in August 1935, ‘in England there are
thoughtful people who think that revision of the
distribution of colonies is inevitable sooner or
later, and that the sooner the fact is frankly faced
the easier and less costly revision will be’.
Church and trade union leaders echoed this
approach. The rights of the people who lived in
the colonies were not considered an issue in
these deliberations.

In the end the proposal to appease the Nazis
with colonies was not pursued. The leaders of the
Conservative and Labour parties realised that
Hitler could not be appeased. It was also evident
that the credibility of Britain and of the empire
could not withstand the sordid spectacle of
colonial appeasement.

Today’s revisionist accounts of the war are
attempting to minimise the moral crisis of British
imperialism, by suggesting thal a different
approach to Germany could have maintained the
empire. In fact, and contrary to Alan Clark’s

claim, the policy of appeasement could not have
saved the empire. The scries of spectacular
Japanese victories in Asia exposed the shallow
foundation of European colonialism. Peace with
Nazi Germany could not have prevented the anti-
colonial upheavals.

[1is worth noting that even when the policy of
appeasement had been shelved, race remained
a key concern of the British establishment. The
Sccond World War consolidated racial fears.
Correspondence from throughout the empire
emphasised the theme of the decline of white
prestige. In turn British ministry of information
experts were worried that anti-German propa-
ganda in the colonies might cncourage
anti-European sentiments in general.

The ‘colour question’

A memorandum drawn up for the attention of
colonial governments in November 1941 warned
that strong anti-German propaganda might have
dangerous consequences for British rule. It noted
that *when the excuse for hating the Germans has
been removed, the sentiment may be transferred
to what is uppermost in the minds of all
Africans’, namely the ‘colour question’. The
memorandum warned that *having been encour-
aged to hate one branch of the white race, they
may extend the feeling to others’,

After the experience of Nazi Germany. the
racial aspect of international conflicts could
nol be discussed openly. The promotion of white
solidarity was discrediled along with the policy
of appcasement. Bul racial concerns have
not disappeared. And the racial silence of the
postwar vears is now giving way to the
rehabilitation of Western imperialism. The ten-
dency to contrast a stable and prosperous
colonial Africa with the chaos of that continent
tolay is but one symptom of the new thinking,
The revision of history and the renewed promo-
tion of appeasement provides the necessary
intellectual support for rehabilitating the racial
culture of Empire. @

Frank Fiiredi is the author of Myical Past,

Elusive Future: History and Society in an
Anxious Age, Pluto Press, £10.95 pbk.
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Sara Hardy disputes the idea that changes like the
ordination of female vicars are ‘victories’ for all women

PHOTO: THE GUAROIAN
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s
%% he sisters seem to have done
oo itfor themselves. Popular

s
B

culture is full of stroppy.
asserlive women and feisty heroines.
These days it takes a woman to tackle
Aliens and a woman fo snare Batman,
Thelma, Louise and Shirley Valentine
were cheered by audiences in
Huddersfield as well as Hampstead.
Even Barry Norman has had to remark
that there is hardly a passive woman
on screen.

The changes in women's status
are said to have gone way beyond
the cinema screen. Everybody from
the Democratic Party in America
to the Independent newspaper in
Britain dubbed 1992 ‘The Year of the
Woman'. Women are finally supposed
1o have won equality—and in some
ways it seems that @ lot really has
changed.

A couple of years ago, notorious
anti-feminist Neil Lyndon wrote that
women no longer had any cause t©
claim they were oppressed:

*Apart from the monstrously
insulting discrimination they suffer
in the established churches and the
fact that they cannot receive hereditary
peerages in their own right, it is hard
to think of one example of systemic
and institutionalised discrimination
against women in Britain today, When
I telephoned the Egual Opportunities
Commission, an official there agreed
that it was hard to think of any glaring
examples.’ (Sunday Times Magazine,
9 December 1990)

Now even the churches, the armed
forces, and the crusty old ranks of
the peerage are changing.

Last year, the Church of
England was thrown into turmoil
when women won the right to be
ordained. Supporters of women
priests, including the Archbishop
of Canterbury, argued that if Christ
walked the carth today he would
include women among his disciples.
The old guard was defeated, and
women will now be allowed to
take holy orders.

Feminist campaigners rejoiced in
what was claimed as one of the biggest
ever victories for women’s rights.
Schisms and splits have ensued. Top
Tory John Selwyn Gummer has left
the General Synod: junior minister
Ann Widdecombe has left the church,
and the closer relationship between
the Church of England and Rome has
been torn asunder once more. All of
this is supposed to be an indication
of how women's issues now matter,
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The House of Lords is shuffling
towards gender equality too. It has
been announced that a bill will shortly
be introduced to allow hereditary
peerages to pass down through the
female line, Outraged members of
the establishment such as the Duke
of Devanshire have denounced such
plans to undermine the male right of
succession. The Labour Party, and
in particular its women peers, have
backed the campaign as another nail
in the coffin for male supremacy.

Even the British armed forces are
now reconsidering their policy of
throwing out pregnant women. The
l*qual Oppnrlunmcs Commission (EOC)
is making a major campaign out of the
lack of maternity leave for members of
the forces, representing several women
plaintiffs in the European courts.

Last redoubts

There seem to be few remaining
redoubts of male chauvinism, Some
London gentlemen’s clubs still hold
out against women, but otherwise
feminism appears to be the order of
the day among everybody who matlers
in British society. So is Lyndon right,
have women made it? Do they still
suffer ‘systemic and institutionalised

discrimination’? Or is women’s
oppression a thing of the past?

The reality is that, despite the
sort of changes described above,
the vast majority of women are having
a tougher and tougher time of it these
days. To restate some bald facts:
women still take home 68 per cent
of the wages of men—even after nearly
20 years of equal pay legislation.

Women continue o occupy
the lowest-paid, lowesl-status jobs,
with surveys of the NHS workforce
indicating that women accounl for
100 per cent of the lowest-graded
clerical assistants, and 96 per cent
of the second lowest (despite the fact
that the NHS is committed 1o equal
opportunities).

Even if women in the army get
the right to maternity leave, you can
bet they will find there’s a huge gap
between their ‘rights’ and reality.

‘The Policy Studies Institute estimates

that 4000 women workers are sacked
annually for being pregnant—despite

the fact that they are entitled 1o
continued employment by Taw.

Despite the images of women on
the cinema screen or in advertisements,
women slill take most responsibility
for domestic chores. Full-time working
women have 10 hours a week less
leisure time than men in the same
pusmun And still, overwhelmingly,
it’s women who take responsibility
for childecare, with a tiny percentage
of under-fives being cared for by
nurseries. The largest provider of
childcare for under fives is still the
malernal grandmother rather than
the “nanny state’,

Very curious

If the EOC has a somewhat
rose-tinted view of women'’s
advances, it is not alone.

Last November, Cosmopolitan
magazine’s Woman of Achicvement
Award for Palitics and Public Service
went 1o Jane Kershaw, director of

the government’s Opportunity 2000
programme. Opportunity 2006 was
set up lo encourage women to break
through ‘the glass ceiling’ preventing
them becoming lop execulives,

Ms Kershaw's achievement is

to have built the Opportunity 2000
programme up to become “a major
influence in British industry”
representing ‘some 110 companies,
including some of Britain’s biggest
employers and containing one fifth
of Britain’s workforce”, Curiously,

the NHS-—yes, that same NHS where
women occupy all the low grades—is
a leading member of Opportunity 2000.

So how is that there can be such
a wide consensus around the notion
that women have made it?

Part of the answer is that the
issue of women’s equality is no longer
considered to be about the systematic
denial of equal rights and equal
treatment in society. Instead, it is now
broadly accepted that, whether you're
a woman or a man, if you don’t make
it, vou have only yourself to blame.

For instance, it is often assumed
that most employers now granl women
equal status because they have an equal
opportunitics policy. Equal opportunities
posits the idea of ridding society of

unfair’ discrimination, by refusing to
treat men and women any differently,
Once an equal oppartunitics policy

is in place, it is assumed that the okl
chauvinist attiludes have been tamed
and that women will be able to enjoy
equal rights.




The problem is that you cannot
abolish discrimination with a paper
policy, because men and women are
different; society dictates that they
play different roles. Women, despite
openings in the church, provision for
maternity leave in the armed forces,
and new-found inheritance rights,
are still expected to be mothers and
carers first and foremost. And that
is the big barrier holding them back.

Despite all of the equal
opportunities legislation women
are still not able to participate
in society on an equal basis to men.
An employer may not say to a woman
worker in her twenties, ‘T am not going
to promote you because I think you
are likely to get pregnant and lake
time out to bring up your children’.
But that is the assumption which
informs his company’s treatment of
her. And il’s not just blind prejudice:
it is based on the reality of what most
young women will have to do in
our society.

feminist successes?

RECENT HEADLINES

ABOUT THE

AMERICAN CHURCH

U5 schigm over woman priesis
i Priostesten’: warning by chanceiior 5
U4 parish opts sut of Dharch | 43

The Ordination of

Women Priests would
split the
Ghurch of England

DONT LET IT HAPPEN'
Fasang

Wormnen will only be socially and
economically equal when they can rely
on adequate childeare, care for the sick
and elderly, and a way of living that
does not demand thal they balance
responsibilities at work with heavy
respansibilities in the home.

The recent “victories” will not
affect the position of most women
in society. Nobody can remember the
last effective campaign we had for
proper nursery provision, or for equal
pay and employment rights. We can
remember big debates about women
and theology, and women's right
to succeed within the aristocracy,
and women’s images in films.

But so what?

These things don’t matter one
jot to most women, and the fact that
many feminist writers have tried to
make oul that they are important can
only reinforce the view that feminism
is irrelevant to the lives of most
ordinary women. It is casicr to
change the things that don’t matter,

LIVING

rights wronged

It is difficult to win important battles
for facilities to free women from the
anerous responsibilities of home
and housewark.

The establishment can afford
to ‘go feminist” on formal issues,
so long as the real social inequalities
continue and women continue to carry
the burden of caring for the voung,
the old, the sick and the plain hungry,
What's needed is an end to the euphoria
about things that don’t matter, and
some proper campaigning on the
issues that could make a difference
10 the majority of women in society—
such as equal pay, socially provided
childcare, free abortion on demand
and so on.

After the past vear’s successes
for feminism in Britain, 2 woman may
soon have the same right as a man to
spout superstitious nonsense from the
pulpit on a Sunday, to lord it over the
manor on a hereditary basis, and to
kill foreigners for Queen and country.
I can hardly contain my excitement. @
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Das Politik-Magazin,

Novo das Klarheit schafft
R A

® The new racism in Germany
® Germany's role in world politics
® What happened to the SPD and the Greens

NOVO is the new current affairs magazine in Germany, looking at world
politics from a Marxist perspective. If you speak German and are curious to find
out more about what's going on over the channel, try it out.

NOVO To get your copy send 10 DM in cash to:

NOVO A. Horn Verlag, Postfach 60 08 43, 6000 Frankfurt 60, Germany.
For further information write to the above address or phone.

Tel: 01049/69/747222

Fax: 01049/69/747266

92 Cromer Street
London WC1

Neaest tube Kings X

Art
Politics
Film

Bookshop
Gallery
Reading room

Controversy
Technology
Unorthodoxy

EH.L Tel (O71) 278 9755
Fax (071) 833 5045

FANGLE

The Arcadian, Ladywell Walk, Birmingham, B5 45T

gallery @ bookshop @ ideas

Forthcoming events:

February:

6 Exhibition—Philip Hardaker's controversial,
backlit, hanging sculptures (until 5 March)

26 Schools Open Day—Presentations and
discussions on Art, History, Media and Current
Affairs led by artists and journalists. 10am-5pm

March:

5 Closing date for National Cartoon Competition
entries on the theme of the monarchy in 1993
another 'annus horribilis'? Judges include Steve
Bell and Jeremy Banks. Send SAE for details

8 Exhibition—The David King Collection.
A unigue collection of archive material on
the Russian Revolution. Never seen as one
collection before (until 16 April)

Open Monday to Saturday 11.30am-9pm

Tel (021) 622 7187
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‘A hibernational disgrace

id you take part'in the “longest-ever® winter shutdown? For

the benefit of younger readers, this is a seasonal parlour game
which died ‘out in the 1980s. Newspaper editors compete with one
another to exaggerale a given number of days, Weekends are added to
bank holidays, so:the minimum total is nine days. A seasoned pro will
turn this inta twa weeks. A champion will track ‘down unnamed car
factories which have shut doswn for a month and sent naotices toghiéir
Japanese rivals (fwo days annual holiday). inviting them to help them-
selves to another slice of the market,

This ritual is traditionally accompanied by a call far a “natianal
recovery programme’. This year's solutions have a reassuringly fam-
iliar ring. For instance, depending on which paper you read, the
appropriate: conclusion to the séntence “Thousands of people: are
hameless..." is:

&) ‘vet we remain a soft touch for illegal immigrants’;

b) ‘while thousands of building workers are out of work’;

¢} ‘so we are astonished fo Tearn that Britain’s fargest cardboard box
manufacturer faces closure. The cost to the taxpayer of keeping this
factary’s workforee on the dole for a year would be higher than the
company’s annual losses. A government order for, say, 10 000 Jarge
heavy-duty boxes, would give the firm & 12-month respite in which to
find its feet, while providing serviceable short-term public housing at
4 realistic cost. To say nothing of the knock-on effect on local business
confidence.’

All three aptions are bascd closely on the policies of national
newspapers. Just for fun (no letters, please). can you identify them?
Clue: only one is a ‘Green Shoot”,

ar many people, holidays will be the first thing to go this

year. ‘Things are 5o bad that a community access programsme
recently tried to talk up car boot sales as a “great day out for the whole
family’. If this is bevond your means, a day in a warm hospital waiting
room reading Chat magazine is a sensible alternative. Readers’ tips
include: lining Wellington boots with carpet scraps; filling honey jurs
with hot water for a ‘refreshing healthy drink’, and iinwinding old pan
scourers to give ‘long lengths of strong cord”. Any other tips gratefully
regeived.

All this must please the angry middle classes, who were ance able
to escape domestic oiks by holidaying abroad.: By the: cighties;
however, the spectre of the ‘lager lout” loomed large. nol just on the
Spanish coast, but across the globe. The Daily Masl was foreed to
run @ Yob-free puide”, seeking out ever-more obscure holiday
locations. Now the  recession has succeeded whers internatianal
police operations: failed, effectively curtailing the maraunding hordes,
who! have been: restricted ‘o rampaging around Silverstone waving
Nigel Mansell flags.

Travel agents now anticipate a better class of English tourist on the
Continent. Futope’s 'cafe  owners: know better and are bracing

themselves for the return of the ugly refrain they bad hoped was distant
histors. ‘Here one goes. here one goes, here one goes...,”

I he case of the man whe fed himself to the lions at London

Zoo has focused debate on cutbacks in psychiatric services.
However, it has overlooked the fact that he had no pipe in his posses-
sion. In the past it was commaon for pipe tobacco to be prescribed to
mental patients, and doctors in Wharfdale are on record as saying that
if a patient merely forgot to carry his pipe, his mental state would be
considered atarming, Now, of course, spending cuts have put an end to
that, with the help of the anti-smoking lobby.

Today the anti-smokers can count even policemen among their
ranks. While a Thames Valley patrol car recently performed a routine
roadside breath test, a second patral car raced to the scene to arrest the
driveer for dropping a spent match into the gutter. And rare indeed is the
sight of a Scotland Yard detective drawing on the stem of his pipe as he
contempldtes another gristy Nintendo crime. Could abandonment of
this symbaol of common sense explain the increasingly bizarre state-
ments emanating from the Met’s HO?

According to a Yard spokesman, the TRA (you know, the Murxist
Catholics who plotted with American Nazis to kill George VT and the
Queen Mum) were responsible for dozens of deaths and serious
mjuries ‘over the Christmas holiday. In case you hadn't heard; the
pulice were so busy *Aushing out IRA bombers’ that they didn’t have
time o carry out their usual festive breathalyser campaign. A reign of
terror ensued, and the capital became a paradise for drunken drivers,
who cauld hit and run with impunity. Which makes it all the more
impressive that the number of accidents fell by 12 per cent compared
to last Christmas...no thanks to the terrorists and litter-droppers who
are laughing at the law even as 1 write.

efore the general election, crucl Liberal Democrat canvassers

in Cheltenham promised pensioner Hazel Andrews that they
would tidy up the dangerous nettles in her front garden, Needless to
say, they have done no such thing: Mrs Andrews is 72. She is disabled,
diabetic and partially blind and deaf, She says ‘I only voted for them
because they said they would organise someone to do myv garden; Why
do they promise vou these things when it seems they have no intention
of careying them throngh!?’,

It would be interesting to hear the views of Liberal Democrat leader
Paddy Ashdown, but he ‘has disappeared. For reasons best known to
himself, he decided to take off around the country, changing address
every week or so, and taking 4 series. of casual jobs along the way
He claims that this is a political exercise 10 put him in touch with the
jives of ardinary: people. He plans to stay with local familics, sharmg
their humble repast at the end of each day and no doubt enterammng
them: with' his' ‘mouth organ. I hope that while he s plaving
Maric Antoinette he sledps soundly, untroubled by the thoughs of
Mrs Andrews” nettle-scarred legs.




en Apache Indian's first
‘single, ‘Move over India’,
went to Number One in botn
the Asian and the reggae
charts in 1920, it shocked the
Asian community, the reggas
orld an¢ Apache himseif.

w T

W
# Asians threw lomatoes at
him—many considered il offensive for
an Asian man to speak in patois and
dress up like & hemabey. There was
vexalion in the Afro-Cariobean
community that an Indian could make it
on the reggae scene. As for the music
press, the hacks cismissed m as
a one-hit wonder,

Three years on and Apache has
signec a contract worth £250 000 with
|siand Records for his first album,
'No Reservations'—one of ne largest
sums paid for a deout album by & black
performer. Over the past year. he has
worked in Bob Marley's studic in
Kingston, Jamraica with Sly Dunbar.
reggae’'s top producer. He nas
collabaratea too with such top reggae
verformers as Frankie Paul, Maxi Priest
and Shabba Ranks. When a DJ on
Spectrum Radio promised recenty Lo
play Anache's new single, ‘Arranged
Marriage’, only if a thousand pecple
rang the show, the switchboard was
jammed for the next hour and 2 half.

Apache has come a long way from
the cays wnen he cut his first single in
a cousin's pedroom, When | spoke O
him, he was ensconced in one of
London's plushest hotels nezar Marble
Arch, And the music press were
krnocking on his doar far an intarview.
| asked Apache how an Indian lad frem
Birmingnam had become nierested in
reggae,

‘| grew up in Handsworth, ke sad,
‘a very mullicultural place. While | came
fram a very traditional Asian family
| had reggae music around me all the
tme and it appesled to me very much.
| was from a new generalion of Asian
kids who were broughl uo alongside
olack kids, bul we hac ne street culture
or heroes ‘o relale te—al we had were
videos from Indla. We were discouraged
fram talking about things like sex or
contracention or aranged marriages.

‘The new generalion of Asian kids
wanted w© talk about these things and
wie wanted a streel culture of our own.
| believe that 'Move over India’ started
the ball rolling—now more and more
Asian kigs are getting into DJing,
rapping and reggae music. One of my
new sengs, 'Time nas Come', is about
talking about these things. It introduces
these subjecls to young pecple on e
streets in a simple, humorous and not
toa political manner.’

Apache has taken the credit for
creating an Asian 'street culture’. Bul
surely. | asked him, there must have
peaen a streetwise culture around
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Apache Indian is a reggae star with a difference.

Mary McCaughey spoke to the Asian welder who
is making sparks fly in the music world

An Apache
from

Handsworth

zlready for 'Move over India’ to oe so
successful?

Yes, | believe that the street thing

| was arcund then, but there was no
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popular exoression of it before 'Move
over India'. Asian kids had already
brought the streel fasnion ciothes they
had seen their black pals wearing at
school—but because c¢f all the
prejudices cur parenis’ generalion had
anout olack pecple the clothes stayed
in their wardrabes. It took 'Move over
ndia’ befare the kidcs had Llhe
confidence ¢ waar it

‘The new generalion of Asian kids
are not as isolated as our parents’
generaton and not as accepting of what
they hear in the media zoout black
people, Qur parents had a very
negative view zbout black pecnle,
pecause all they knew aboul them came
from the TV or the newspapers—and it
was all abcul crime and violence.
Anything wrong a olack person did was
on the frant page, anything ngnt was on
the back page.

‘But we grew up with black kids,
went to school witk them, had black
friends. The new generation of Asian
kids have a new culiure that consists of
a lot of different things—an Asian thing,
a white thing and a black thing. The
Asian thing is still very important 1o
them, but | want to put all these things
tagether to take our culture forward.

‘What it neeced was somebody la
start it off. What it needed was soma
way of Asians getling recognised,
Asians making a noise In seme other
word elher than their own. It didn't have
1o be reggas—I| coud have mxed Asian
sulture with pop culture. | could have
mace 3 track with Jason Donovan rather
than Maxi Priest, But to set the ball
rolling we needed to mix our culture
with ather cuitures.’

Apache's success lies in his ability to
mix twe styles—bhangra ang ragga.
Bhangra Is the music traditonally
played al Punjaoi narves: festvals.
Given a Westernised drum beat, it
became a ooouar sound with Asian
teenagers in 1he eighties. Ragga /s an
amalgam of hip hop and reggae;
Jamaican ragga perfermers such as
Snabba Ranks and Buju Banwon have
1zken the reggae woarld oy storm over
the past few years,

'| mixed reggae and Asian music
together', Apache szid, ‘anc it filled
a gap for people. Now 90 per cent of
bhangra tunes have a ragga element
and reggae musicians have startec to
use traditional Asian instruments such
as the tapla, The music incustry can
see that whal I'm doing is new and will
be big. International stars such as
| Frankie Paul do not need to work with
| me, out they see that | can push reqgae
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3 arlists such as Shabba Ranks
and Buju Banton nave been widely
criticised for slack (sexist or )
yrics. In December, Womad (World
Orgarisaticr of Music, Arts and Dance)
banned Shaoba Ranks anc Buju Banton
from playing at its world music festiva
in Brighton. On Charnel 2's The Word, a
row broke out when the oresenters took
umorage at Shabba Ranks's apparent

anbi-(

5 e
make
cnme

arg maxing a ve

musIiC
lister

lyrics make

It's

IS

Ir e
) Slack

2 sh

disrespected these artists

niggest thing

However it's
taking an interest in reggas
ragga has peen aro

but ignored by "
is controversy
can only be gc

® 'No Reservatl

ING

MARX

oo«

on' is released

Records on 25 January

10 OLOM




The new wave of vampire films
has been used as a metaphor
for the age of Aids. But Andrew
Tate thinks vampirism and

moralism don’t mix

Dracula’s
unsafe sex
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¢ ineteen ninely-three has been
: acclaimed as the year of the
¢ vampire. Some 10 vamoire films
¢ are due ¢ be released this year,
i most notably Francis Ford
: Coppola's Bram Stoker's O

‘ just out in Britain. \We are alsc
promised z lesbian vampire, a hio-
hop vampirg, as well as Adam Anl
denning the fangs. And it isn'l only
Hollywooa that is seemingly abses sed
by Dracula. In the same week that Bram
Stoker's Dracula v the nigh
1g film in the USA, Arne Rice's
vampire novel The Body Thief was
Numper One in the ficticn b
isl. In Britain Faber has just published
a new collection of vampire Stories.
Even the BBC got 'n on the act with s
much-hyped The Vampyr—a Soap
Opera mini-series over the Christmas
holiday period

N&,

Qro:s

sellers

For many crtics the new lascination
with vampires is the oroduct of the age

of Aigs. Frank Rich, the New York Til
¢grama critic, has dubbed it ‘the ne
blood culture’. America, he has written
‘has awakened to the fact thal the most
nsidious post-Cold War enemy 1S
a virus'. He accs Lhat “aids, afier all,
actualy does to the bloedsiream what

communists and other radicals were
once anly rumcured ¢ do the nalion's
ater supply”.

Coppola himsef has made the link
between Dracula anc Aids, and the
scopt of his film olays uo to this
‘Blood is too precious a thing in these
times', 's Dracula, who leaves his
vicum, an English maiden ramed Lucy
with whal her doctor calls a 'disease of
the blooc unknown to all medica
Meory. A bloed specialist likens Lucy's
allment to venereal disease and calls

W

rne




a threat to the ‘ethics and ideals
humarity,

The Aids panic m
meaning 1o the vampire myt ]
Is worth remembering that vampires
never really went away—there were nine
vampire films in 1970, and the works of
Anne Rice and Stephen King have been
popular far twio decades and more), But
the vampire is too ambiquous a creature
to play a straightforward morality rcle in
the 19905

For a start, the vampire myth i1s not
really part of the horror genre. From
Frankenstein's creation to the Alien.
cinemalic monsters have ‘nvoked terror
by the horrors they have visited uocn
their victims. !

Vamoires on the other
hand seduce rather than destroy.
The images of vampidism are implicitly
those of sexual seduction. The victims
(male and temale) swoon when bitten.

night and is ed (or
ery ch
can be kept at bay wit

xes. Strong light, bad breath
and Jesus are clearly bad for the sex
drive, Vampires are largely portrayed as
part monster, part lover—in some films
it Is the viclim thal seduces the vampire.
Oracula 15 just too charming lo be
simply a plague carrier.

If the vampire is ar ambig figure,
this ambiquity is accentuated by today's
sexual mores. Coppola’'s scriptwritar,
James YV Hart, has likened the flm to
'Gone with fhe Wind with sex and
violence'. Yet the fim contzins nothing
lixe the excess of Bram 3Stokar's
Victorian novel on which it is based, nor
does it have the shock value of the
onginal,

Anad howeaye - e A -

monsler

either m

Near L
the / Rock
Picture Show) OrgEn

Lucy, after being 3
finally saved by the f
oropriety, who rest
sweetness and purity lera rorm
vamp to virgin. The same scens

Coppola’s film is more problemsa

Nat only is Lucy more
but ber nemesis, Van He

Bela Lugosi's
Dracula

{far left);
Gary Oldman
in Bram
Stoker’s
Dracula (left);
Anne Rice's

darker figures than she does, and fa
more malicious than
intended.

The problem for modern vampirs
slayers is that they appear more z
parental party-poooers than
guardizns of society's morals
The Vampire :3181'?9.“.?? Me. cr.lii ir ?F:;t-;)f:ld

Mina (Winona Ryder) still prefe
Lestat agsd Count (Gary Oldman) for ‘un
(below) vampire sex’ lo Harker, her legal c
cf a husband, aver if Harker is play
oy Keanu Reeves—and most of us
would orobably make the same choice
100, @

Stoker eve
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The working class is now
getting the Arthur Negus

treatment, reckons
Andrew Calcutt

hadnt watched Coronaticn Street

for years, until | had the flu a few

weaks ago. Flicking the chanrels
| hemd ne familiar theme tune and
ayed lo watch what wmed aut to be

a "omed.- orogramme.

‘Carrie 's a joke' may not be news 1o
you. But 1 ook me by surprise. When
Tony Warren's pilot episodes lopped the
ratings more than 30 yesars ago, the
whole pant was that characters in
Coronation Stregt were there 10 be laken
seniously.

In the early days, Len Fairclough
a hard man's hard man. Eisie Tanner was
better looking than Princess Margaret,
and her affairs were just as traumatic. Of
ourse there were touches of humour:
miser Tatlock ard dragon Sharples
spring 1o mind. Bul what was new about
Coronation Stree! was its straightforward
dramatisation of Northarn working class
characters, without sneenng at or
patronising them, The novel assumption
pehind the pregramme was 1hal the life
of the working class was ro longer
a laughing matter.

Jntil the Coronafion Sfreat  era,
vorking class characters had appearec
n British films and television as Dicken
sian  villains and lackeys, Cockney
cameos or music hzll turns from 'cop
North'. Teday, lhese old imzages seem to
oe making a comeback—even cn Corrie.
t ecent apisode | saw, most of the
roles seemed like latter-day versicns of
the crude personae adooted by George
Formby, Gracie Fields and Barbara

r (Bel Lyrch is a sophisticated
ption: she knows sne's a caricature
revels in it).

don't want to sound as sanctimerious
s Lord Rees-Mogg, the char of the
roadcasting Standards Ceuncil who
criticised Corrie for being cul of date and
having an unrepresentative ethnic mix.
Granada's rposte to Rees-Mogg was
o the effect that Corchation Street
provides entertainment. not  actualité.
Fair comment. Coronation Street Is
ndeed enlertaining, and it is not the
cause of any kind of stereotyping: class,
racial or otherwise.

But Coronalion Stree! 15 nol immune
from the wider trend towards caricatunng
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the workng class, In the rew wave o
sitcoms, oeqirning  with 8ids  of
a Faather, the working class only seems
lo exist on the crimina’ Finges of socisly,
Although Corrie still camies its original
theme wng, of the same sixties vintage
as Kitchen-sink drama and campzaigning
documentaries such as Cathy Come
Home, ils characterisation has inavitaoly
been infuenced by the rr".»'i-."ll of the
nation that the working c'ass is either
laughzble, or criminzl, or ooth.

This revival has beer faciliiated oy he
declining social infuence of the working
class in recent years. A class without
nfluence invites parogy—and worse.

Worse came with last Octobers
miners' cispute. You mgnt have thought
the dispute was abcut pil closures and
the future of the werking class. For the
mediz t was zbout the oreservavon of
Britain's cultural heritage,

Swbble and coal cust; dejected
exoressicn; white skin against 1he grime;
white teeth anc the whites of his eyes,
a hard hat and stooping shoulcers: these
were same of the elements which made
up the image of The Miner 1982—an
image largely based on archive
photographs rom the forves or fifties.
In their mind's eye. various sections of
British society aranged the comoonant
parts In different ways

Dissident Tery backvenchers viewed
The Miner as the emoodiment of sturdy
Brilish stock, a worthy recipient of thair
patronage. Tne ‘ast remainirg lioerzal
commentaters saw in the fsce of The
Mirer the memory of their high hopes ‘or
s¢cial engineering in the postwar perioc.
The Laoour fronl bench assocatec
The Miner with the nationalisaton of the
pits and Labour's high watarmark in
1845. Bishops locked at The Miner, ard
thought of the feeding of the fwe
thousand. Union leaders saw The Miner
as the pedrock of the power they have
lost. For left-wing activists, The Miner
meant flying pickets, now grounded,

PHOTO: GRANADA TELEVISION

The middle classes connected the
days of coal with the age of steam: boys
in caps and short trousers, Dixon of
Dock Green and 'vou've never had it
so geoed, Many working class peaple
shared their affection for the days
whan life seemed /ess precarious.
Al interpretations of The Miner svoxed
the past; ang they sl assumed
that the working clgss s a wvclim—
a largely passive coject which swically
withslands the pressures orought to bear
Jdper i,

Commeantatars on the miners” dispute
usec the same tane of voice as David
Attenborough talking aboul an endan-
gered species. A crococie of journalists
went on safari in od villages. They waited
untl cloging time before filming in miners’
clubs, se as to capture the baery anima
in full flow. Dirty realist reparters wrole
about brass band concerts as an
example of local exctica. And, 3s if 1
confirm 1he historical authenticity of their
subject, photographers tock mest of their
shots in black and white. The mirers
were reated like exhioits on the Antigues
Roadshow,

Noewadays the chatiering classes
openly laugh at the working class, or they
cover it with sentiment. Anc when neither
of these seems appropriste, they simply
vent their spieen—as, for example, in
The Tattooed Jungle, the recent video-
nasty on Channel 4. Writer Tony Parsans
repealed some old fairy tales about the
great unwashed, except thal his bogey-
man wers dressed in shell suits and hIS
witches in high heels and Iycra. Poor
Tony! He thinks he's hip, but he's mare
like hio replacement.

Tory backoenchers descrbed the
miners s the salt of the earth., Tony |
Parsers  calleo the working  class
the scum of the earth. The ccmmon
theme among the new definitions is that
today's working class lacks the power to
stop othar people descrining it howsver
they like. @



F R A N K C O TN R E L L -

uture generations will Iook back on the twentisth cenlury as

the ‘age of the cartoon, Just as we ' use the illuminated
manuscript as 4 synexddoche for the medieval world: 0 scholars of the
iwenty-fifth century will look back at our culture through the lens of the
animated short. If there is any justice they will see Wamer Brothers’®
Loory Toons Series us an achievement to rank alongside the pyramids
and the Book of Kells,

Like all great art forms, it flourished away from the iy of critical
attention. Like the theatre of Shakespeare of [bo sculpture it was not
regarded as Art at all at the time by @ither its ereators.or its consumers.
The very fact that the masterpieces of the form were ‘addressed to
children meant i did’ not have to justify isell in aesthetic or moral
terms. While literature, art, and music became pallidly self-segarding
and nervously self-justifying, the cartoon developed: b visceral self-
conlidence, a heedless, expressive energy that'is best summed up in the
character of the Wile 2 Cavote, perched on a chiff top, haemotrhaging
creativity in the' vain, pointless pursuit: of an unstoppable, probably
inedible bird.

The Coyote, like the art of the animated short itself, never stopped 15
ask himselll if it was allworth it if it really meant anvthing. Quéstions
like:*why don’t you save some of the money you 'spend down st the
Acme Store and buy vourself a frozen roadrunner?’ simply do not
arise. ‘The impossibility of catching the Roadrunner is the source of the
Covote’s creativity. The fact that he will never cat the Roadrunner is in
a sense his greal source of nourishment,

Between the look of hope on the Covite's face as he launches
himself into the airand the look of resignation as he craters the canyon
floor (on one occasion right next to the crater e made Jast tine) is the
whole of the vamty of human wishes. In the senseless extravagance of
the Coyote’s inventions is atl the hope of humanity, There is a mythical
final episode of the series in which it turns out the Roadrunner owns the
Acme Store and has been itsell responsible for the Coyote buying afl
the backfiring dynamite, catapults that stick, and jet packs that lurn
upside down and pile-drive you into the canyan floor. If it was really
made, it was neyer shown because the whole point is the mnocent
ignorance of ‘the Roadrunper. Cartoon deals in: manias, obscssions,
wild, undeserved hatreds and unassailable illusions.

For a while it looked to me as if The Simpsons represented some Kind
of climax to the Great Tradition. Here was a cartoon series addressed
to all age groups. Bath velgar and literate, it was clever without being
smart. Here were characters finally reduced 1o the simple, explosive
gesture: a spikey yellow boy with “Low achiever and  proud of it*
blazed across his T-shirt, forever yelling, ‘1'm Bart Simpson, who the
hell are you?’. The series itself, on the other hand,; was always lom
between' the: mesmerising, amoral energy’ of Bart and a tendency
towards moralising in the storylines. When Bart saws the head off the
statue of Springfielkd’s founder, he lives to regret it; when Bart cheats
his way into ‘genius school, he is quickly exposed as a fraud (cven
though the school seems full of frauds). The stories—like Homer and
Matge themselves-~sought to contain the boy, either throngh: punish-
ment:or by providing an alternative such as Bart’s sisrer_. Liza—jazz
saxaphonist, poet, moralist and artist in dry macaroni,

Tn the new series, this atiempt to contain Bart has been taken to
its: limit. Mumhsmg has been replaced with self-criticism. The most
vitriolic: satire in the new series is directed not against the feckless

Homer: or the: fried brain of Bart, but against TV, and in particular,

kids* TV

Cartoon times

e O YW O =
< N T W

o)
1

Bart has always been devoted to two things: Krusty the Klown
a TV entertuiner who appears (as Bart does) on breakfast cercals and
lunchboxes; and Itchy ‘and  Scratchy—a cartoon cat and mouse.
Krusty's career as an endarser of products bas always been used as
a wry comment on the success of The Stmpsons own merchandising.
Now' the comment has become less wry, Krusly appears on every
advert on the Simpsons awn: TV, endlessly repeating the phrase,
*I heartily endorse this event or product .

In the episode, ‘Escape from Camp Krusty'. the children are sent to
a summer camp endorsed by Krusty, It turns out to be a kind of Mid-
western gulag: Bart leads a rebellion and the state troopers are sent in.
‘Kids in ‘T'V-land, vou are being duped!” is his message. Krsty is
4 seedy, wheezing, cynical character but he is St Francis of Assisi com-
pared to Itchy and Scratchy; wha are s kind of post-Nintendo Tom and
Jerry. Itchy is tooled up like Rambo and does not hesitate 1o torch and
kneecap his opponent who—unlike ‘Tom—Dhleeds with exhilarating
generosity from every wound.

The attack on kid’s TV is pamculmh violent here. We are told that
the new Itchy and Scratchy movie ‘contains 30 per cent new footage”.
We are given a behind-the-scenes peep at the making of the movie---in
a drawing:-room full of sad-looking Koreuns being supervised by
Americans in: full combat gear. Interestingly enough, Itchy and
Scratchy are identified more ov less explicithy with Micky Mouse. 'The
first Tihy and Scratchy movie was called Steamboat Scratchy (fivst
Micky mavie was called Steamboat Willie). Now; while T am only too
happy to see the verminous Micky vilified, the sheer inlensity (and
irrelevance) of the hatred in these scenes suggests self-loathing ss
much as it does Micky Malice.

In one episode, a teacher warns Marge that if Bast is not disciplined,
he will end up as a male stripper: if he is disciplined, he could end up
s chief justice, Homer disciplines Bart by refusing 1o 1et him s¢e the
latest Itchy and Scratchy movie. In the end. Barl does become chief
justice. His future is assured because he is not aflowed to watch car-
toons. frs case there is any doubt about whether or not the Simpsons
themselves are implicated in this, the baby Maggie is shown in one
episode sucking a Bart doll.

Because of Homer's incredible torpor {he has a nervous breakdown
when the couch collapses), The Simpsons has to some extent atways
been: about TV, But now the sell-reflection: has: wmed into: self-
Nagellation. The art of cartoon is having its first ¢risis of confidence,
The irany is that this crisis has been brought about by the phenomeénal
success of The Simpsons. This is the first time a channel has built its
primetime. scheduling around a carteon series. Indeed, until they
bought the football, Sky made the show its main pull, The makers seem
to have been terrified by the size and power of their own show: Their
reactions ate instructive. .

In 20-odd episodes they have mimicked the whole story of Western
arl. They began by trying o tame theis monster by tving it to the wagon
of trite moraity (don’t steal eable TV don't deface public property).
then moved on to satitie recycling of old material {episades parodying
Edgar Allan Poe, Tennessee Williams und One Flew Over the Cuckoo’s
Nest); und finally atrophied into tadious seff-examination.

The final callapse of The Simpsons dream leaves Rolf's ('ar;aon
Cluh {(ITV) a3 positively the only programme on TV still worth watch-
ing {except for Kuots Landing, of vourse). Rolf showcases the best of
the ald, while keeping an eve on the new, demystifying the pnoducnon
process -and encouraging young film-makers. Where there is Rolf,
there's hope. Apart from thax kids: in TV land Yo are. bcmg dnptd »
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REKnight on the financial links between fascism ana:apitalism

and Britain

Banking on Hitler

in Germany

The Bundesbank: The Bank that Rules Europe, David Marsh, Heinemann £18.99 hbk

[he British establishment has an obsession with
Germany—one which says as much about British
problems as it does about German ones. There is a fast-
growing disparity between Britain as a declining power
and Germany as an ascendent one, and the British estab-
lishment’s feelings are very definitely mixed.

On the one hand, the British authorities will take every
opportunity to mention the war, as they attempt to cover
up their present decline by reviving past Kraut-bashing
victories. But, at the same time, Germany is now the most
powerful nation in Europe, and as such must be treated
with respect. Add to this the international power of
the Deutschmark and the German central bank, the
Bundesbank. and the British dilemma starts to shape up.
Typically, in recent months the British have blamed the
Germans for everything from the decline of the British
economy to a supposed resurgence of fascism in Europe.

As a Financial Times correspondent, David Marsh
is a seasoned observer of Germany. His previous book,
The New Germany: At the Crossroads, was an entertain-
ing and measured introduction to Germany for the out-
sider. His latest book, The Bundesbank: The Bank that
Rules Europe, communicates a more open fear of German
power by connecting the present and the past in a not very
subtle way., Marsh himself neatly sums up the revised
argument in his introduction: ‘The Bundesbank has
replaced the Wehrmacht [German army] as Germany's
best known and best feared institution.” (p10) The differ-
ence in lone between the two books can perhaps be
accounted for by the fact that they were written, respect-
ively, before and afler German reunification,

The Bundesbank is very much part of the anti-German
literary diet so beloved of the British establishment. But it
also has an extra dimension of interest. In the act of
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affirming the British belief that “they are all Nazis under
the skin®, Marsh stumbles across some of the problems
that resurrecting the past raises for the British cstablish-
ment. As any serious examination of the Nazi experience
must do, his study reveals two truths that are unpalatable
to the powers that be in both Germany and Britain. One is
the integral relationship between German capitalism and
Nazism; the other is the cordial relations which key
figures in the British establishment had with the Nazis and
their backers both before and after the war.

Although Marsh’s latest book is nominally about the
modern role of the Bundesbank in Europe, a very large
section of it is really about the Bundesbank's predecessor,
the Reichshank. This, Marsh reveals, was the bank that
liked to say yes to Hitler. From the Nazis’ accession lo
power in 1933 1o their downfall in 1945, the Reichsbank
played a central role in Hitler's regime. Not only did it
organise the financing of the Nazi economy and German
rearmament, it also carried out the seizure of Jewish finan-
cial assets. The Reichsbank’s vice-president, Emil Puhl,
liaised with Himmler in the depositing of gold teeth and
spectacles from the concentration camps in the bank’s
vaults,

Marsh also points out how easily the bankers who
served Hitler so faithfully were able to resurrect their
careers in the 'new’ Bundesbank after the war. He reveals
the striking statistic that as late as 1968, nearly 25 years
after the war’s end, 50 per cent of the Bundesbank’s top
personne] were ex-Nazis. The president of the bank in the
1960s, Karl Blessing, had been the main organiser of the
appropriation of Jewish money in 1938,

The book makes clear that there was a continuity
between the Reichsbank and the Bundesbank which went
further than its personnel. In fact Germany’s central bank
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has been a source of continuity throughout the country’s
modern history. While governments, from Bismarck
through the Weimar Republic to Hitler, came and went,
the central bank carricd on, sanctioning whatever political
arrangement best suited capitalist interests at the time.

The Reichsbank came into existence as one of the
central institutions of the new German state in the 1870s,
It rapidly became a central part of the world financial
system then in operation, the gold standard, largely on the
basis of gold reparations extracted from France after the
war of 1870-71. From then on the Reichsbank, and after
the Second World War, the Bundesbank, were at the centre
of the German economy.

From the start the relationship between German indus-
try. banking capital and the state was even more integrated
than in other leading capitalist nations, German capitalism
developed relatively late, and by the time it formed
a unified national economy the first *free market” period of
capitalism was already drawing to a close. Since the late
nineteenth century, developed capitalist countries have
relied increasingly on state intervention to combat eco-
nomic decay. From the creation of the German state in the
1870s the German cconomy has been characterised by
a high level of state intervention. Consequently there has
always been a very close relationship between the State,
the banks and industry,

Marsh’s survey of the German central banks reveals
just how close this relationship has been. Irrespective of
what kind of government has been in power, democratic
or dictatorial, as the needs of German capitalism have
evolved so have the interventionist policies of the state
and the central bankers, For example, in the period of
relative stability at the end of the nincteenth century
the Reichsbank pursued a policy of sound money, very
much as the Bundesbank is doing today. But when it was
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of which America and Britain rebuilt the
German ruling class after the war

necessary (o finance the war effort in 1914 sound money
was abandoned, paving the way for the currency instabil-
ity in the interwar years.

The transfer of power from the Weimar democracy (o
the Hitler regime similarly created few difficultics for
Germany’s top bankers, except for those who had Jewish
wives. Indeed the German financial establishment, like
other big capitalists, backed the Nazis as a desperate last
throw to revive the economy. The German economy in
the twenties and thirtics was stagnant and beset by
inflation. German business needed to force through a mas-
sive attack upon working class living standards. and break
a powerful socialist and trade union movement, if it was
lo get capitalism back on its feet. After other options
failed, big business turned to fascism as the political
movement that could act as a razor gang against the
German working class.

The conversion of capitalist interests to the Nazi cause
can be seen in the career of one man, Hjalmar Schacht,

Schacht was appointed president of the Reichsbank in
1923 under the Weimar regime. In the late twenties, as
German society experienced deep shocks, he became
convinced that only the Nazis could save Germany from
communism. Schacht then became the key link between
the Nazi Party and German capitalism. He was head of the
Reichsbank under Hitler and played a central role in
German militarisation in the thirties until he was sacked
for opposing rearmament—on financial rather than polit-
ical grounds.

Schacht served at the Reichsbank under governments
of all hues, from Social Democral 1o Nazi. No doubt he
would have been quite prepared to serve under the post-
war Adenauer government had he not been too old. He
typifies the way in which Germany’s top capitalists shifted
their political allegiances according to what they saw as
being necessary for the survival of their system. Or as one
later German economics minister put it *stability is not
everything, but without stability everything is nothing’.

Marsh’s book shows how the German establishment
was complicit in Nazism. But it also lets slip how little the
British establishment was concerned about the character
of the Nazi regime. The governor of the bank of England
in the thirties, Montagu Norman, had no problem with
dealing with Schacht, to the extent that he became the
godfather of Schacht’s grandson. Norman’s representative
in Berlin, Charles Gunston, was an admirer of Hitler who
spent his summer holidays at a German labour camp. This
is symptomatic of the cordial relations that existed
between the British and German ruling classes during the
thirties, when ‘appeasement’ was the favoured policy of
the British establishment.

The British and American authorities were also instru-
mental in enabling so many top Nazis to resurrect their
careers after the war. Both Washington and Whitehall
were far more concerned (o bring stability to Germany
than they were about bringing Nazis to justice. Today it
might suit the British and American authorities to pursue
a few ageing Nazis, as a way of reminding the public
about Germany’s past. But ex-Nazis were the human
material out of which America and Britain rebuilt the
German ruling class and economy after the war.

In the light of all this, and given the British preoccupa-
tion with Kraut-bashing today, how should we look at
Germany and its history? I think we should remember that
the horrors of Nazism were the product, not of some back-
ward state, but of one of the most advanced capitalist
socicties in the world, with 4 long tradition of culture and
learning. It should act as a constant reminder to us, not of
some alleged flaw in.the ‘German character’, but of the
fact that capitalism in extremis is capable of anything.

[ think we should also recall that the Nazis were not an
alien excrescence on Western society. They were backed
and bankrolled by the German tuling class, and enjoyed
cordial relations with some of the pillars of British society
among others. Currently, the media is focusing on a few
German skinheads and claiming that they are the main
link with the Nazi past. In fact, the real continuity comes
from the polite and civilised men who glide into the
Bundesbank offices every morning, and their counterparts
in the Bank of England, who still believe that “without
stability, everything is nothing’.
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Escape Attempts: The Theory and Practice of
Resistance to Everyday Life (second edition),
Stanley Cohen and Laurie Taylor, Routledge
£10.99 pbk

While Malcolm McLaren was putting together the Sex
Pistols, two young-ish academics were also taking pot-
shots at ‘the counterculture’. In Escape Attempts (1976),
Stanley Cohen and Laurie Taylor wrote: ‘the slogan of
getting it together advanced by communes and the cultural
revolution is illusory.” These were escapees from tradi-
tional left-wing politics, who went on to question the
kaleidoscopic mish-mash of Herbert Marcuse, Timothy
Leary and Norman O Brown. Somewhat unwillingly. they
retreated towards ‘the search for identity’, the Self and its
‘struggle Lo rise above social destiny’.

Escape Attempts (first edition) was written on the cusp
between the revolutionary fervour of 1968 and the dis-
affection of 1977. Cohen and Taylor were painfully aware
of their diminishing aspirations, but felt that this shrinking
world ‘is the only world we seem to know’. In the 16 years
since their book originally appeared, many have first
followed and then overtaken them on the way to tunncl
vision. In writing a new, lengthy introduction to the
1992 edition of Escape Attempts, Cohen and Taylor are
trying to pull the postmodernists back towards some
notion of intervening in ‘paramount reality’. They are
advocates of the Self, with a social conscience but without
‘the pointlessness of metanarratives’. Instead of pomo
apathy, they want a kind of minimalist re-enchantment.
Where 20 years ago they were precursors of postmod-
ernism, now they come across as post-postmodernists.

But our authors have conceded the ‘pointlessness’
of any attempt to understand ‘paramount reality’ as
a whole. This means there can be no sustainable logic
behind their argument against apathy. Indeed Cohen and
Taylor can only offer their (understandable) moral objec-
tion to Baudrillard’s notion of the couch potato as hero.
together with their own nostalgia for the Get-li-On days
of seventies campus-life.

Criticising the postmodernists, Cohen and Taylor
point out that the pomo notion of ‘hyperreality” is a re-
working of the Situationists” ‘spectacle’, minus the
attempt at subversion, Agreeing with the postmodernists,
they recognise that ‘paramount reality” has absorbed and
neutralised devices such as irony and parody which
20 years ago were held up as oppositional. But if ‘to
dissolve meta-theory is to open rather than close the
discourse of resistance’, where will such resistance come
from? Cohen and Taylor can only hope that ‘the imagin-
ative purchase upon the world provided by Utopian
visions” will re-energise the Self and its capacity for
‘identity work'.

They want world-visions, but deny the possibility of
a rational worldview. Aware of the narrowness of identity
politics, nevertheless they end by arguing for ‘more recog-
nition of folk wisdom’. In taking up Baudrillard for his
praise of apathy, they share his celebration of irrationalism
and backwardness.

In some parts of their new introduction, it’s hard o tell
whether Cohen and Taylor are agreeing or disagreeing
with the postmodernists. They hop between systems of
thought, trying to pick’n’mix the best of each. But this is
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an imitation of postmodernism, not a challenge to it.
Cohen and Taylor would argue that their work shows

a healthy ambivalence. 1 call it two-faced. 1 1 feel the need

for a mixture of insight and idiocy on the subject of

‘everyday life’, I'll stick to Baudrillard. At least he has

faith in his own cynicism.

Andrew Calcutt

The Porcupine, Julian Bzrnes, Jonathan Cape,
£9.99 hok

Julian Barnes” latest novel, The Porcupine is set after the
overthrow of the Stalinist regime of an anonymous Easl
European state. The trial of Stoyo Petkanov, former
*helmsman’ of his country, is the occasion for the new
government to set its seal on the process of reform. The
tale’s cynical laughs betray a pessimistic and insular
reaction to the failure of both Stalinism and capitalism in
the East that is all too characteristic of Western intel-
lectuals today.

In the ensuing court drama, relayed on TV to an
expectant population, issues of justice and revenge are
secondary. This modern breed of show-trial deals instead
with questions of self-definition, setting the new order off
against the old and proclaiming the right of the new
authorities to judge the past. But il is another show-trial
nonetheless: ‘the President of the Court, the Prosecutor
General, the defence counsel and the accused-—most of all
the accused—knew that anything other than a verdict of
guilty was unacceptable to higher authority.” (pS8)

The more that Prosecutor General Solinsky secks to
expose the old government, the more he echoes its past
excuses. His own justifications about the ‘difficulties’,
‘readjustments’ and ‘realities” involved in the transition
to a market economy are hard to distinguish from the old
dictator’s talk about inevitable hardships and sacrifices
along the road to socialism.

For Barnes® characters, the idea that history has
a human purpose is hard to sustain, so arbitrary are its
upheavals,

‘Look what happencd throughout history: Re-
formation, Counter-Reformation, Revolution, Counter-
Revolution, Fascism, Anti-Fascism, Communism,
Anti-Communism. Great movements, as by some law of
physics, seem to provoke an equal and opposite force.
So people talk cautiously of the Changes, and this slight
evasion made them feel a little safer: it was difficult to
imagine something called the Counter-Changes or the
Anti-Changes, and therefore such a reality might be
avoidable wo.” (p42)

Barnes work is imbued with scepticism about the poss-
ibility of his characters’ engagement with society. Fiction
is about preserving the solitary individual from the de-
personalising currents of history. In his earlier book
A History of the World in 1042 Chapters, he writes ‘love
won’t change the history of the world...but it will do
something much more important: teach us 1o stand up to
history, to ignore its chin-out strut’ (p240). Eastern
Europe’s impasse provides a ready backdrop for Bames’
imtrospection,

Alasdair Ward
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A week of discussion organised by the Revolutionary Communist Party
at the University of London, Malet Street, London WC1l

Tickets cost £38 waged/£28 unwaged before 1 April, and £50/£38

on the door. Make cheques payable to RCP Association and send to
BM RCP, London WCIN 3XX. For further details phone (071) 278 9908.
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