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nicn Jack flags fiying in the
streets. Young men with beer
guts marching about in combat
gear. A coarse celebration of Britan's
greatness, and & glorification of violence
against foreigners. Who needs the BNP
when we've got the official D-Day
commemaraticn?

In the run-up to the May local elections,
anli-racisis have been obsessed with
chasing the fringe Brtish National Party
around the backstreets of east London.
Meanwhile, nobody is protesting about
the nationalist, anti-foreign jamboree that
has taken centre stage in British affairs,
focused around the forthcoming fiftieth
anniversary of the D-Day invasion in June.

D-Day now seems to be an item of
everyday news, with the press and the
TV competing to give us blow-by-blow
accounts of the plans for political and
military events to mark the anniversary.
And the underlying theme of all the D-Day
staries is that, half & century on, the Brits
are still winning againslt all-comers.

“We' have already routed the Germans
oy making clear that they are not welcome
at the ceremonies, and hammered the
Franch hoteliers who tried to turf Brtish
veterans out of their D-Day beds to make
rocm for oily foreign VIPs. Now we wail
with bated breath tc see if Princess Di
agrees to come out of retirement for the
occasion and siorm up the Normandy
peaches in a British designer suit.

Some might say that all this fuss about
D-Day is harmless enough, and thal it is
all right to remember the dead. But wnatl
exactly is il that we are being asked tc
celebrate in June?

In the first place, the version of histary
on which the D-Day ccmmemoration is
based is a fantasy. The image of Britain as
a freedom-loving nation which saved the
world from fascism does not quite fit the
facts of the time: the Brifish establish-
ment's sympathy for the Nazis, the way
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that 'Quit India' and other anti-colonial
movements were condemning Britain as
an imperial tyrant at the tme of D-Day,
and so on. (These are historical issues
which we will return to in Living Marxism
as the various wartime anniversaries
come around.)

But more importantly, the D-Day circus
is not really about rememberng lhe past
at all. It is a vehicle which tne British
authorities are using to convey a politcal
message for the present.

The D-Day evenls are not designed to
commemorate what happened on the
beaches 50 years ago. They are about
celebrating the continued superiority of
British decency and demacracy over the
alien creeds of oppression and evil. They
are designed to stir nationalist passions
and so rally support for the British author-
ities in fighting today's battles, at hcme
and abroad. This carnival of militarism is
motivated by entirely contemporary con-
cems; why else would it be that the further
the Secend World War fades into history,
the louder the commemorations become?

A celebration of Brilishness like the
D-Day commemerations can never simply
be a dignified remembrance of the dead.
it always involves setting up & counter-
positicn between us and thern. An official
tribute to those who died for Britain auto-
matically raises the questicn ‘who killed
them?' (and always avoids the issue of
what the British war machine did w© its
enemies). Any national commamaration of
the Second World War straght away
draws a line betwean us, the noble victors,
and them, the vanquished tyrants. In this
way, history becomes a powerful resource
for nationalist politics.

In mobilising the nation around D-Day,
the British government is effectively
declaring war without firing a shot. It is
using yesterday's dead as foot soldiers in
a milttaristic campaign for toda
running the Second World War on our
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screens, the autharities hope to recreate
a bulldeg public spirit that can carry
the beleaguered Major government to vic
tory over its current foes, both real and
magined,

Kraut-bashing has long been a strengd
undercurrent of British politics. Now hostil-
ity to all things German is being brought
further out into the open, in the guise of
a history lesson. A chauvinist climate has
been created in which any incident that
touches upon the war is turned into grist
for the nationalist mill.

So, for example, it was inevitable that
the English Football Association would
cancel April's international against Ger-
many, scheduled to take place in Berlin on
the anniversary of Hitler's birthday. This
nad nothing to do with any real signifi-
cance altached to the date in Germany;
as the bemused German autherities
pointad out, international footoall matches
had been played on that anniversary
before without incident. The English with-
drawal was entirely a response to the
political meoed in Britain, which demands
that no opportunity be missed to reming
the world that Hitler lived, that the Ger-
mans are still Nazis really, and that Britain
is the nation of fair play.

The Second Werld War burlesque show
now being played out before the nation is
pornegraphy for patricts. The decline in
Britain's global status leaves them with
little to get excited akout in the real world.
But they can still get a thnll out of the
images of past glories, by wanking over
the war. All of the drooling over D-Day is
designed to remind us thal, despite
pathetic leaders, Britain is not impotent,
and to show that John Bull can still get it
up with the rest of the great powers

When a controversy Oros

over whether Winston Charch he con-
queror of Nazism, was mmself a racist (he
as, of course, Song n the entire
Bntsh ssiDishmen Frank Johnson,




assistant editor of the Sunday Telegraph,
issuad a telling waming against messing
with the mythology of the Second World
War. "We need historians wha question
myths as well as perpetuate them', he
said. ‘But above all, in the age of Majer,
Clarke and Heseltineg, we need the myths.'
The wartime myths feed the inflated
sense of Britishness that is the very stuff of
palitical life in this country. The centrality
cof naticnalism to British attitudes has been
well demonstrated around the recent
European debale, in rows over everything
from British beef to voting rights. In March,
when John Major atiacked the rest of
Europe and Michae! Portllo boeasted
about the Tories ‘batting for Britain’, they
showea that cabinet ministers need no
lessons from little fascist groupings about
now lo pash fereigners for political pur-
poses. In Apnl, when the Archbishop of
Canterbury was crucified by newspapers
and MPs for daring to suggest that Britain
today is a ‘pretly ordinary little country’, it
confirmad that blind faith in the doctrine cf
‘British is best' remains a prerequisite for
being accepted by respectadle society.

One consequence of this chauvinist
British consensus Is the creation of a poi-
scned political atmosphere, dominated by
the narrow-mindedness of whal we have
caled the Daily Mail mentality. As Pat
Roberts argues elsewhere (see page &),
the strength of nationalist prejudice is the
bedreck on which everyday racism flour-
ishes in our society. The geep-seated
notion that Britain is somehow a cut above
the rest centains the implicit assumption
that other peoples and nations are inferior.
That message, conveyed in a million sub-
tle and coded ways, lends powerful legiti-
macy to the politics of race.

That is why there is no place for the
BENP in mainstream British politics, As laong
as the authorities can have D-Days. they
don’t need the overt racism of the far right.
The Second World War provides the gov-
ernment with a respectable ‘us and them'

l

In mobilising the nation around
D-Day, the British government
is declaring war without

firing a shot

dealogy that s always readly at hand,
and can be used to strengthen a reac-
tionary political bloc on all manner of
issues. If a nationalist bandwagen can be
set in meton around something like
D-Day, it gwves a boost to conservative
prejudice about everything from race to
family values and law and order,

Yet where are the protests against the
Tories' efforts o set such a bandwagon in
motion? Instead, it is the low-life BNP that
has been gracbing all the attention amang
anti-racists. But the BNP has played no
part in forging the anti-foreign outlook that
dominates political debate in Britain, It can
claim no credit for institutionalising racial
vigolry in cur socigly. So why has
become the focal point for anti-racism
today? It is diffcult to escape the con-
clusion that anti-racists have chosen to
talk up the threat from the insignificant
BNP, because they are impotent when it
comes to challenging the strength of
mainstream British nationalism.,

Campaigns cencentrated against the
BNP are not the same thing as fighting
racism. Worse, they can even reinforce
the problem. The common approach
among anti-racists is to brand the BNP
as 'Nazis',’ in aorder to emphasise that
group's alien character and mcbilise as
much opinion as possiole against it. But,
as the D-Day commemoration shows,

a popular crusade against ‘Nazis' Is
exactly what British nationalism is all about
taday. Far from challenging racism, this is
the central plank on which modem British
chauvinism rests.

In these circumstances, it is little won
der that every mainstream pclitical party
has responded enthusiastically to calls 1o
congdemn the BNP. There is now an
unprecedented all-party consensus an
this issua. The 'evil of the BNP has
pecome a mantra that peliticians get
tegether and chant at every opportunity.
The pin-striped racists on the parliamen-
tary front benches join with anti-racists to
damn the ‘Nazis’.

Being ant-BNP has now beccme a
badge of respectability in British politics.
It doesn’t seem to maltler whal scandal
you are involved in, or how incompetent or
obnoxious yeur own party might be. So
long as you condemn the BNP, you can
shore up your credentials as a civilised
champion of British democracy. This is
a sideshow which those who are serious
apout fighting racism shoula have nothing
to do with. The problem we have to tackle
is not a scumpbag British National Party
that might win a ccuple of council seats; it
is the respectable British nationalist par
ties that are running the country.

Let's get our pricrities right, and declare
war on D-Day.

n
/
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Naive about genetics?

Reading this menlh's issue ['Nature's not good
enough’, April), | wondered if a change of name
to Living Liberabsm might be in order. | refer to
the passionale defence of all research irlo
genetics and embryaogy.

Yau quocted with total contempt a raving Tory
who was worried that such research could oe
‘misused for cammercial gain’. But surely any
research caried out in & bourgeois capdalist
society will nevitably be used in a way that suits
bourgeois capilalist objectives.

| am sure Living Manism wou'd agree that
knowlecge is good for ts own sake. However
the ‘act suraly is that so much money is being
put Inte genetic anc embryological research,
not for love of krowledge, but because such
research is a real monay-spinner.

Those in the first world with sufficiently high
disposable income, who can't nave their cwn
sprogs, will pay geod money o praduce 2 child
they can claim to pe their own. Infedtility, how-
ever, is an individual problem, not a collective
one. There is no worldwide colective problam
of ‘not enough bavies’. Surely Marxisls should
enthuse more about research belng carred oul
to solve collective problems lke early ceath
from diarrhoes in the third word or cancer in
the first, or my favourile as it threatens me,
Alzheimer's, and worry less zbout the peculiar
needs of some of the infertile.

Ine ravng Tories you mention are right in
thinking the information gleaned from cenetc
research could be usec in capialist Britain
to marginzalise the 'genetically inadequate’,
excluding them fram employment, even nealth-
care. It s nol dfficult to envisage a right-wing
captalist Britain that instead of being suspi-
cious of abortion, makes it, by the withdrawal of
bensfits, more or less compulsory for those of
us who don't quite come up 1o scraich, Me and
ming, for example,

Come the revolution, you will be rignt to sup-
port all avenues of research into everything, But
untl then, a litte less oatimistic naivety please.
Deborah Lavin Kiibum, London

PS | shall not be cancelling my subscrption.
Even Living Marxism cannol be perfect, bul
please {ry harder.

Ann Bradiay asks 'why s there so much fuss
about the new reproductve technologies?
{'Sterile concerns’, April). A very approprate
cueslion, but a blocdy cheek coming from one
af the writers responsible for the "Nature’s nal
good encugh’ section which occupies nearly
a auarter of a magazine supposedly decicated
to revolutionary politics.

If th's represents the first mantestation of the
new polcy of teling us what Living Marxism is

| for, not just against, we're off. Our introduction
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to the posl-revoluticnary stale: nat the encing of
the forcible mainterance of prooerty relalions,
but babies for all whatgver the state of our fai-
lopian tubes. During the dificull transition to
communism we'll be neglectng the food sup-
plies to ensure those hi-tech eggs get fertilisec
on demand.

Al through this wasted paper, as in several
other instances in the last few months, you
expioit the ward ‘Progress’ for its emotive cual-
ity, and you come across lke Stalinist appa-
ratchiks chantng praise of the Five Year Flan
through loudspeakers. What you mean is
resparch and develepment. Doesn't sound very
ralpvart or interesting then, does it? It isn't.

Underneath all this ‘Excelsior!” swif is the
assumolion that techneiogy Is inherently pro-
gresswe, therefore all technology is good
technology. What «ind of analysis is that? Under
capilslism the worst-case scenario must hap-
pen, in case someone else does it first and the
body that funds your research loses he oopor-
wnity for entrepreneurial exploitaion. So the
research you cal for wil lead lo ever mare
inescapable authoritanznism and selectively
enhanced and limited designer-workers

Even worse, can you tell us how the word is
going lo be a better place without Downs
Syndrome people, yet with the far less worlny
middle class not ®Bnly rampant, bul abe O
cesign itself? Could you find some cther bee for
your barnet, Ann? Do you like football at all?
Susan and Paul Farmer [ruro, Comuall

The excellent articles on fertlity treatment anc
research somewhat misrepresent the current
stuation. suggesling that reatmenl has a suc-
cess rate of between zero snc 30 per cent.
n fact IVF gives a success rate approaching
100 per cent for mary causes of inferlility. but
this requires between six and nine courses of
treatmant. In Newcastle, women receive only
two courses. following a wait of five years,
After that they have lo pay.

Low average success rates, quoted in the
articles, appear from acding n all causes,
including male infertility for which WF is
diagnostic only, or only taking one or two
courses. The currert debate not only attacks
research, it also allows health authorties ta limit
funding, which is the main restriction on treat-
ment today.

David Hall Newcastie-upon-Tyne

War and peace in Ireland

Claims by the British government that it is
a peace-broker with ‘no selfish, strategic or
economic intersst’ in remaining in Ireland
require clarification. Thousands have penshed
under British rule In Ireland, Teday, the govern-
ment is prepared to pump £7.4 billion per
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annum nto praoping up its regime. O s it? No
wonder. Sinn Fein seeks clarifcation.

The Anglo-lrsh agreement of 1885 and row
the Dawning Street ceclaration stem from Lacti-
cal deliberaticns oy successive Brtish govem-
ments on how best to undermine the republican
movemen:. The British establshment knows
only oo wel' that a urited and independent
Ireland would represent a crioplng blow o IS
authorty, calling inte question its ability 10 rule.

Partiton constlutes a oarrier 0 progress.
The right to self-determination can only be exer-
cised by the removal of thal barrer. The dis-
establishment of partition in the context of
sell-detemination would release the  Irish
pecple from artficial division imposed upon
them by Bnlish governments and their Border.

Unfortunately the state ‘will not sufer tself to
be dismemberad...rather than lose anything
which it considers of importance, t will pull the
roof of the world down upon its head'. So sad
Willlam Moris in 1888, The cbservalion is
relevant teday because it encapsulates why
Brilain stays.

The liberaton of Ireland from Brilish social
control would not only urfreeze Irish history, it
would represent a major step forward for every-
one in Britzin interested in change, The Issue of
sef-determination for Irelanc s central © the
debate for change in Britain.

The Irist people nave the right to determine
ther own future, It is also their right to decide
the means necessary ta reease that future frem
the grip of the cppressor. However, the currerl
Sinn Fein position in seeking to embrace
constitutional politics and 'reach an accomma-
dation’ 15 causirg cerfusion among supperters
of Irish freecom.

The Anglo-Irish ‘peace ramewcrk’ presages
‘talks zbout talks'. That framework has resulted
from a process set in motion by Sinn Fein itself,
Elemerts in Sinn Fein appear 1o be erticed by
the prospect of embourgesoiserment, But repub-
licans in the Six Counties are de facto revolu-
tionaries because they seek 1o overthrow the
state, therefore ‘isolation’ in relation to the
estanlished political arder is inevitable.

If that croer presides over a system which is
corrupt or simply incapable of providing for
peopla’s nesds then altlemative strategies are

‘the Irsh problem’. It is se
the Irish people, troops out n
MJ Hallihane Sheffiald

Quack counsellors

| read with interest Beth Adams' article
(‘The counsefling con’, March). Having been
put through this Orwellian nightmare myself,

| have come to the o

onclusion that she is right.
na is in short a 'quack’ professicn.




The counsellor may genuinely believe that
he/she is helping people outl, but in rezslity the
aoposile is the case, Subconsciously (or con-
sciously) the counsellor will always promote kis
or her own interests or preucices zhead of the
interests of the client, In effect, the counsellor is
the modern-day equivalent of the priestpriest-
8ss, wizard or wilch-doctor, and is a barrier {o
human cevelooment and personal freedom,
Robert Wyatt Noraocd, London

Strenuous shoving

| fall to see how any attentive reader of my book
Seeaking of Sex cwld concluce, as Peter Ray
contnves to do In kis review (Februzary). that

advocale merely terminological reforms to
sexual law and social attitudes. In saying that
victimless crimes should be elimnated, and
that public nuisance offerces {whether sexua
or not) should an'y be the concern of the ‘aw
when someone who has aclually been peslerec
or annoyed is willing t¢ gve evidence lo that
effect \n court, | am advocatng sweepirg
changes to cument public morality atlitudes
which Ray quite wrongly sees me as ‘keen
tc cefend’.

And as lo ‘ciscreetly pushing st the ocoen
door of reform’ in the 1960s. | experienced it 35
a cecade of strenuous shoving against heavy
ocds. | wonder where your reviewer was at
the time?

Antony Grey London

Reasonable offence

| agree with Lady Howe—on my gcd—t‘nat
reason is preferable to offensiveness (letters
April). Unfortunately we live in an age of unraa-
son, and those whe use reason risk offending
‘common sense’. These who harbour progres-
sive tendencies risk offending Lady Howe, etc.
| 2m afraid that reasonabieness and offensive
ness are these days one and the same thing.
Stuart Sharp Bnxfan, London

Affairs of state

Public scancal is not the disastrous thing for

the capitalist West which Pat Roberts seems
to think (‘Scanczlous affairs of state’,
Scancal of the 'wrong' kinc is routine

April).
y spixed

oy rews edtors and published by Private Eye.
Scanda' of the 'right' kind sells newspapers,
diverts our attentior from more sericus social
Iis, discredits poitcians like Clinton anc Major
whe are too ineffectual to run capitalist govern-
ments, and reaffirms our faith n the integnty of
bourgeois democracy when 'uslice is seen lo
be dore' by the removal of scapegeals.

In ltaly scandal's exposure serves lhe cause
of severng the rch nardth from the poor soulh,
yoked together for so long by a corupt
coaliton. Elsewhere, most mzajor countries are
one-party or duopolistic states. In the absence
of anything ke genuinely aoversarial democ-
racy, leaking and the crchestraton of scanda
are rcqulrcd n the making of pa‘ace revolutions
to put in place more scundly based leadershios
and pelicies. Once considered cisloyal and
dysfunctional, ‘'eaking and scancal-mongenng
are now an integral part of politics, much as
they were when urdesirable Roman emoerors
had lo be replaced,

Pal Roberls characterses the ‘scancal
anidemic' as a spertanaous expression of frus-
trated democratic grievance from belew. Since
what most of us know about these scancals is
what the capitalist press has chosen to el
this is ¢ assume that the Mail, the Sun and the
felegraph have somehow been transformed
intc our champions, articulating the moral out
rage of us all. That's wnat they want us to think,
and in Pat Roberts' case they have succeecea.
B Miller 8nstol

Grasses, keep off

Are you a law-abiding member of the com-
munity? Worried about the neighbaurs—the
loud music, the kids joyriding and smoxing
cope, strangers calling at their house at night?
Put-off frem taking action by the prespect of
your invoivement in pretracted court proceed-
ings? No problem. Just dial this number and
we'll send round a member of staff ‘o witness
the trouble anc act as your proxy in court,

This might sound like an Orwellian joke but
in Mothenwell near Glasgow, the distnct coun-
cll, which already has TV surveillance cameras
or its hausing schemes, Is introducing a round-
the-clock hit squad of ‘professiona’ wilnesses'
1o anti-sacial behavour, So as well as the nolice
and housing officers, a team of grasses fram
the nousing department will be on permanent
stanc-by.

Public surveillance cameras were pioneered

in the Miclands and the west of Scotiand
and this looks like another pilot-run. | want
a number o rng to report the activities of
these professioral grasses and to compiain
about the anti-sccial behaviour of Motherwel
council,

Deirdre McFerran Glasgow

Infantile phase

A possible reason for John Parker's confused
apclogy for the behaviour of some Leeds
Uniled fans during a silent trbule to Matt Busby
could lie in his belief that ‘supperling a team is
anout collectve sef-belief bordenrg on self-
deception’ {'LUFC PC?', April.

As a lover, player and supporter of footbal
for over 30 years ‘el me assure kim that this
is merely an infantle stzge that one has to
pass through before becoming a true football
supporter!

Danny Lees Pontefraci

PS5 Messace for Mar< Hughes ialias Mick Hume)
We love you Villa, we do
We love you Villa, we do..

{That's enrough Villa—ed;

The Bill

In a recent issue of Living Marxism the
inescapable impression is given that | hac been
interviewed by Andrew Calcutt. | am reported
as being ‘proud of the new meral tore of
The Bill', | was not interviewad by Mr Calcult nor
anyone from Living Marxism, and d'd not utter
these words; neither can they be accurately
trarsiated frcm the interview with the Daily Mai!
| gave in 1892. If Commander Marnoch’s com-
ments were attnbutec to an interview with the
Guardian, then it should have been made
equally clear my verbatim remarks were also
fram an intarview elsewhere, Morsover, if | am
1o be quoled, it sheuld not be in a ferm frun-
caled o the peint of distortion, which was the
case in Andrew Cacull's piece,

Would you please publish this letter by way
of carrection
Michael Chapman, Executive Producer, The 8l

~

® See ‘A cauton from The &', page 20




Everybody from MPs

to police chiefs declares
heir support for
anti-racism today.

Yet racism in society

The
trouble

remains as strong as ever.
What's the connection?

8
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Pat Roberts solves
the puzzle

nti-racism has acquired
the status of respectability
in Britain in 1994, It is
no longer just liberal clergy who
swear on the Bible of anti-racism;
Conservative ministers and police
commissioners are often just as
keen to be seen condemning racism.,
To be anti-racist is now considered
an important part of being polite
and well-behaved.

For years, racism has been a dirty
secret which nobody in British politics
wanted to mention in public, Today,
the mainstream parties are suddenly
compeling with each other to come
across as the most committed
anti-racists. When the Commission
for Racial Equalily issued a statement
against playing the race card in the
run-up to May’s local elections.
candidates of all the major parties
rushed to sign it. A parliamentary
exchange in March, a few days before
the TUC held its big anti-racist march
in east London, was typical of the
changed mood.

Hartley Booth, a Tory backbench
MP, introduced a private member’s bill
which would make racial harassment
a specific offénce. The goyernment
initially declined to endorse his
proposal. but assured Booth that it
shared his concern to stamp oul racial
violence. Next, Labour MP Ken
Livingstone attacked the government
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with
anti-rac

for refusing to support Booth's bill,
but claimed thal the idea of a law
against racist violence was actually
a Labour Party proposal. The Liberal
Democrats’ spokesman then stood up
to attack Livingstone for stealing fus
party's proposal for a law against racial
violence—and, for good measure, laid
into the TUC for refusing to let Liberal
leader Paddy Ashdown speak at the
east London demonstration. The
spectacle of everybody from the Labour
left to the Tory right jockeying for
position on the anti-racist bandwagon
suggested that this issue has acquired
the kind of all-party status normally
reserved for supporting the NHS and
the armed forces.

Given the strength of respectable
opinion in support of anti-racism,
it seems paradoxical that racism
continues to influence so many
aspects of life in British society.
While MPs make anti-racist speeches,
the immigration and asylum laws they
have passed continue to brand black
people as second class citizens (see
page 11). While police chiefs issue
anti-racist codes of conduct, their
forces carry on harassing black youth.
And all the while, the everyday reality
of racial discrimination, petty abuse
and violence goes on 4cross
British society.

It is as if the worlds of anti-racism
and racism simply do not meet. There

appears to be no connection between
the growth of the culture of anti-racism
and the reality of routine racism. What
is the solution to this puzzle? Look

a little closer at the real relationship
between the anti and the racist, and

an answer suggests itself. It seems

as if the target of what is called
anti-racism today is nol racism as
such, but merely certain aspects of

its manifestation.

Falklands factor

If we are to make progress in the
battle for equality and freedom, it is
important that we make a distinction
between fighting racism on the one
hand, and respectable, mainstream
anti-racism on the other. They are
two very different things.

Fighting racism is a critically
important cause. Racism not only
discriminates against and denigrates
its targets—it corrodes our collective
humanity.

Racism is also an important resource
for perpetuating the domination of the
elites over the rest of society. In the
past, racial politics were about the
ruling classes declaring their natural,
innate superiority over the rest.
However, in the age of mass politics,
racism is rarely presented in public
in such an overt aristocratic fashion.
Instead we see racism presented
in & more popular form. Rather than




Foreigner-bashing
minister Peter
Lilley is more of

a racist threat than
the BNP thug ever
could be

emphasising the difference between the
superior clites and the inferior masses,
modern racial politics seek to unite the
nation against the inferior foreigner.

In this flag-waving fashion. racism can
be deployed to mobilise the many in
support of the interests of the few who
run society.

So. for example, every lime the
government is in trouble, one cabinel
minister or another makes a speech
about standing up for Britain against
Europe. By making “no surrender’
speeches about Britain’s voting rights
in Europe, and calling the Labour
leader “Monsicur Oui’, John Major
was preparing to run the campaign for
the May local elections on a nationalist
ticket, until the issue of enlarging the
European Union blew up in his face.
He may still [all back on the nationalist
card as his best chance of survival.
Conservative goyernment ministers
have not forgotten the Falklands factor.
They remember how a little war against
an external enemy can unleash a wave
of chauvinism and help an unpopular
government win an clection.,

Nationalist attitudes and
a chauvinist outlook are central 1o
the British political culture. Indeed
their centrality to the outlook of
the British elite helps explain
the *Euro-scepticism’ of many
Conservatives, who are troubled that
their ability to appeal to patriotism may

be undermined by advancing European
integration. The cult of Britishness is
carefully nurtured at every level of
public life. It is difficult to watch any
international sporting event without
encountering hostility towards the
foreigner, who is usually a cheat and

a cad. When Torvill and Dean failed
to win a gold medal at the Winter
Olympics, the British media
immediately pointed the finger at the
dishonest foreign judges who were too
blinded by envy to see that the British
pair were so obviously the best.

D-Day

The cult of Britishness and the casual
tendency to denigrate everything that is
foreign help to define a political culture
which encroaches on every aspect of
public life. It contributes to the creation
of a climate in which a *British is best
attitude is taken for granted. British
politicians do not normally have to
wave the flag or beat the national drum
as wildly as other governments.
Nationalist assumptions are so deeply
ingrained in British life that a coded
comment about ‘our’ proud history

or ‘their’ strange customs is usually
enough to press the patriotic button

in the public mind. In these
circumstances, nobody needs to make
overtly racist statements about ‘wogs’.
The unquestioned assumption of British
superiority automatically endows
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evervbhody else with the mark of
inferiority. This is what structures
and shapes perceptions and popular
reactions to other peaple.

The football hooligan drapecl
in the Union Jack and John Major
“fighting Britain’s corner’ in European
summits are only variations of the
same political theme. But there is
an important difference. It is the
chauvinism of the establishment which
endows run-of-the-mill racism with
respectability, And every new official
celebration of Britain’s greatness, such
as the forthcoming commemoration of
D-Day, helps to reinforce the common
sense of racism in Britain, The racists
on the streets are taking their lead
from the top.

Racism is fundamental to
the British way of life. It is a central
component of the British identity.

The establishment lives its life
according to its assumptions of
superiority and inferiority, Its dominant
position in society is underwritten by
its ability to win popular acceptance
for this outlook.

The central flaw of today’s
anti-racism is its failure to understand
the fundamental cause of racism.
Respectable anti-racism separates racial
prejudice from the nationalist cult of
Britishness which underpins it, Indeed
prominent anti-racists often couch their
arguments in the language of nationzl p
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Race and nation

conceit. Anti-racism criticises the
British for violating their principles
of fair play when they discriminate
against immigrants, It often suggests
that racism is not British. Worst of
all, it fails to grasp the link between
British political culture and racism.

Not all racists wear black shirts

Anti-racists will denounce BNP
thugs, football hooligans and
aggressive white racist vouth. In the
mind of the anti-racist, the identikit
racist is an unemployed skinhead
from east London. The anti-racist
imagination does not appear to
entertain the possibility that the real
culprits are ruling politicians who seek
1o mobilise national passions against
foreigners. Yet it is their actions and
the influence of their nationalist ideas
which create a climate where racism
will always thrive. According to

the twisted logic of mainstream
anti-racism, il seems that an
unemployed racist thug is more

of a problem than a chauvinist cabinet

minister al the centre of political power,

with access to the mass media, guite
capable of communicating his
message to us all.

Anti-Nazi racists
Anti-racism directs its fire not
at the causes of racism but at some

The entire national identity is
constructed against the Krauts
and their un-British ways.
Far from posing a challenge to
racism. the anti-Nazi legacy continues
to be used by the British establishment
to reinforce its authority. The
gavernment which ‘stands up
for Britain® against its European
competitors is also busy organising
the coming D-Day celebrations. In both
cases Britishness is defined positively
at the expense of others—mainly the
Germans. The objective of all of these
chauvinist campaigns is to strengthen
the legitimacy of the politics of
‘British is best’.
One of the reasons why anfi-racism
has become so respectable is because
it does not threaten vested interests.
Its anti-Nazi emphasis even appeals
to the prevailing norms of Britishness.
Having a march ‘against the Nazis’
a few weeks before the D-Day
jamboree complements the initiatives
of the ruling elite.

 Just how complementary this
relationship has become was seen

Fighting racism

in the reaction to the BNP's electoral
success in the Isle of Dogs last year.
When politicians of all shades unite
to condemn the BNP and its voters,
there is an implicit affirmation that
the rest of the British people stand
together as decent and civilised.
All that anti-racism demands is that
we should be polite to each other.
By focusing on the extreme
manifestations of racism, the essential
quality of British decency is retrieved.
The convergence of old-fashioned
British decency and anti-racism does
not make the struggle against racism
any easier. Indeed anti-racism
confuses those who want to fight
against oppression in all of its forms.
Campaigns against the BNP are not
only ineffective, they serve to reinforce
the impression in the public mind that
racism is an extreme violation of the
essential British tradition of tolerance.
They divert attention from the
mechanics of mainstream racism.
Maoreaver, since these campaigns
involve no questioning of the
principles of British nationalism,

of its cansequences. Opposing the most
obvious manifestations of racism, such
as racial violence or the activities of the
BNP, constitutes the staple of anti-racist
politics. Such a narrow approach is not
only misguided, it is counterproductive.
By restricting the scope of the problem
to its most unpopular aspects, it leaves
the culture of respectable racism
untouched. Worse still, focusing
on racism as something extreme and
un-British that is found only on the
far-right fringe of politics can even
help to legitimise the routine forms
of racism which are embedded at
the centre of British society.
Anti-racists seem capable of
recognising racists only when they
wear a black shirl or sport a swastika
armband. Hence their fascination with
Nazis. However, not all racists wear
black shirts. In fact, in Britain, the
vast majority of racists would define
themselves as anti-Nazis. This is

@

w

z because the anti-German outlook

% centred on the Sccond World War -

3 forms one of the central strands of

= modern British nationalism, Being

g anti-Nazi in Britain today has nothing
i to do with fighting against racism,
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the establishment can carry on fuelling
chauvinist sentiments while anti-racists
chase around after a few fascists. And
as long as Britain’s leaders are allowed
lo carry on waving the flag, the culture
of racism will continue to retain

its force.

It ought now to be possible
to see why the growth of respectable
anti-racism has not coincided with
any decline of racism. Both can grow
side-by-side, because the fundamental
roots of the problem of racism remain
outside of the discussion. Forget about
blackshirts and swastikas. The problem
is British chauvinism, organised under
the Union Jack.

TI'hose who *stand up for Britain’
are pushing society to unite against
foreigners and people from different
cultures. As long as their chauvinist
sentiments retain the ability to mobilise
popular support, something like a
Falklands War can crupt from one
moment o the next. And as we know
from past experience, such nationalist
sentiments can be used against people
from within and outside Britain, [

Hunger

or
freedom

Few people seemed to notice
but, in March and April, over

200 asylum-seekers were on
hunger—strike against being
imprisoned without trial in Britain.
Kirsten Cale reports

hile every mainstream
political party v I
e to establish its anti-racis
credentials in the run-up to the May
local elections, none of them wanted
to know about the asvlum-seekers
on hunger-strike in jails and detention
centres around Britain. Politicians
keen to boast about their opposition
to the British National Party in east
London were strangely quiet about the
desperate and dramatic protest against
Britain’s racist asylum laws taking
place in their own constituencies.
British law assumes that immigrants
and asvlum-seekers are criminals,
scroungers and liars. Asylum-seekers
are routinely fingerprinted, interrogated
and imprisoned on suspicion of being
‘bogus’ refugees. This institutionalised
discrimination is the bedrock of British
racism, branding people from the
third world as second class before
they even set foot in the country,
Yet the asylum laws, and the protests
against them, are not an issue for
today’s respectable anti-racists, p




Asylum protest

12 May 1994

The first thing vou notice as
you enter Campsfield House, a new
immigrant detention centre outside
Oxford, is a notice proclaiming the
immigration service’s commitment
to equal opportunities. This irony
is not lost an the inmates inside,
Samuel Robertson is from Liberia,
but the authorities refuse to believe it.
He is officially designated *nationality
doubltful’. Immigration officials tried
ta trip him up in an interrogation:
‘They asked, what colour are the
taxis, name the presidents since 1945,
what do the banknotes look like?’
Every asvlum-secker is assumed
1o be guilty of lving, until they can
prove otherwise. Samuel has been
told he won't be released. T didn’t get
all the questions right because some
were so stupid’, he said, ‘they asked
what the Liberian army is called. T said
“the Liberian army”—swhat else would
it be? But they said that proved 1 wasn’t
telling the truth’.

Luxury breakfasts

The new Asylum Act has

intensified the pressure on refugees
and immigrants. More than 9000
asylum-seekers and immigrants are
held in Britain's detention centres and
prisons each year. Under the Asylum
Act, more people are being held, for
longer periods, with less chance of
being allowed to stay.

The proportion of refused
asylum—seekers leaped from 14 per
cent in the first half of 1993-—before the
Asvlum Act came into force—to 72 per
cent in the second half of the vear,
under the Asylum Act. Those granted
‘exceptional leave to remain’
plummeted from 76 per cent to 22 per
cent after the act was introduced.

The prisons are full of unconvicted
asylum-seckers, Jacques Mutoko is
being held in Canterbury prison. He's
committed no crime, but he's locked up
with a racist “who always gives us shit’.
He still can’t understand how he bought
an expensive plane ticket from Zaire
to jail. Canterbury prison is famous
for its soggy chips, ‘but I want dignity,
not better food in prison’,

In March and April, more than
200 imprisoned asylum-seekers
joined the hunger-strike. Prison
officials tried to break the protests with
inducements and threats. On 17 March,
hunger-strikers at Campsfield House
were served breakfast trays of yoghurt,
cornflakes with milk and sugar, orange
juice, toast and jam-—far more tempting
than the usual fare, The inmales
dumped their trays in the corridors.

Later, officers entered the
hunger-strikers’ rooms and read
out a document which said that the
immigration service would take no
responsibility for those who continued
to protest, and that hunger-striking
would lead to pain, bad hearts and
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death, Alphonse Amrah, a Ghanaian
prisoner, later grimaced: *Tell me
something I don’t already know.’
Hunger-strikers have been kept
isolated from other prisoners, with
the heating turned off, and subjected
to violence and threats. *The prison
staff are frightened and try to break
our morale’, explained a prisoner
al Harmondsworth detention centre,
near Heathrow, ‘The Group 4 guards
are the roughest.” The prison officers
told people that they would be instantly
deported if they refused food, and
falsely promised hunger-strikers
immediate release if they abandoned
their protest.

Weak with hunger

Harminder Singh, incarcerated

in Campsfield House, says that

his wife was present when officers
promised his release. But when he took
foud, they denied all knowledge of the
conversation. “The immigration officers
are liars: they say they'll personally
attend to our cases if we give up, but
it’s just a trick,” Instead, protesting
prisoners have been sent to psychiatric
hospitals, or moved on to prisons such
as Winson Green in Birmingham and
High Down in Sussex, And some

have been deported.

‘Everyone feels very weak,
especially after a few days’, said
Samuel Robertson. “It’s extremely
difficult to get out of bed." Harminder
Singh was still vomiting days after
he’d come off hunger-strike al
Campsfield House,

1 took the 81 bus from Heathrow
o Harmondsworth detention centre.
Like hundreds of others, Hassan Chadi
made the trip in a Group 4 security van
after he turned himself over to customs
officials al the airport in March. He's
still a prisoner.

British democracy

I met Hassan in Harmondsworth's drab
cold visitors room in April, with rain
knocking against the window. He was
a slight man, wearing a shell-suit. He
had been on hunger-strike for 16 days.
His eyes were cloudy and he couldn’t
talk for too long, but he maintained

a lively contempt for his jailers.

“This morning, a nurse told us to
drink more water or we'd damage our
kidneys’, he said, ‘Maybe she thought
we didn’t know that starvation is bad
for our health.”

He had found out quick enough
that Britain is no haven for the
disenfranchiscd or dispossessed,
and he was angry and bitter about it.
‘I came here because I thought Britain
was a democracy. Now ['m in greater
fear for my life than | ever was

in Algeria.’ &

{Some names and places have
been changed to protect the identities
of hunger-strikers.)

asylum-seekers imprisoned
in Campsfield House on
15 March 1994:

Algeria (Pl 3
Bangladesh

Cypus —
8

8 £ ;
‘Nationality doubtful’
Total



outh Africa’s black townships recently
rang to the cry of “Viva SADF!’, as
supporters of Nelson Mandela’s
African National Congress applauded the deci-
sion to impose a state of emergency in Natal,
ostensibly to prevent Inkatha disrupting April’s
elections, Who would have thought that the
South African Defence Force would be cheered
by the same communities that it was gunning
down during the township uprising of the late
eighties? And who would have thought that we
would see Mandela applaud the introduction of
a state of emergency—the same instrument that
the apartheid regime used Lo suppress Mandela’s
supporters when he was still a prisoner on
Robben Island?

As it prepares for governmenl, the ANC has

| been transformed from an opponent 1o a sup-

porter of state repression in South Africa. The
process of bringing the ANC out of the prisons
and townships and into the corridors of power is
the key to solving a central problem facing the
South African state: how to present the hated
security forces of the apartheid regime as the
democratic defenders of the new South Africa.

A recent funeral in the East Rand township of
Yosloorus illustrated the widespread hatred of
the security forces. Thabiso Mofokeng of the
ANC and Samuel Mabotja of Umkhonto we
Sizwe (the ANC’s military wing) had been shot
by members of a paramilitary Internal Stability
Unit (ISU), a division of the South African
Police. At the burial there were bitter calls for the
murderous ISUs to be driven out of the town-
ships. But while the ANC leadership singled out
the Internal Stability Unit for attack, it continued
to demand that another branch of the old
apartheid sccurity state, the SADF, occupy the
townships.

The ANC is not alone in trying to give some
new legitimacy to the South African security
forces. The British authorities are playing their
full part. ‘To build up a new level of trust
between the police and the communities is an
enormous task’, savs British ambassador to
South Africa Sir Anthony Reeve, ‘one in which
we are very anxious to help and are helping’.

A British woman chief inspector is organising
the training of ANC and Inkatha marshals at
marches. ‘She is explaining how in Britain we
organise marches of that kind to ensure they
don’t result in violence.” A Home Office
counter-terrorism  expert, Assistant Commis-
sioner Keith Biddle, is leading a European Union
group of senior police officers, including 40 from
Britain, to oversee local policing of the elections.

The Civil Service College at Sunningdale,
Berkshire is a venue for the South African Police
Policy Training Programme. Among those
teaching the South African security forces how
to pass themselves off as democrats have been:
Barbara Mills of the Crown Prosecutions
Service, Sir John Smith, President of the Associ-
ation of Chief Police Officers, Commander John
Grieve of the Metropolitan Police, Ian Burns of
the Home Office and Chris Boothman from the
Commission for Racial Equality. The course
includes visits to courts, the Home Office and
Scotland Yard.

Visitors to Sunningdale also include key
members of the transitional executive council
like Cyril Ramaphosa (Secretary General of the
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ohn Pearson on how Britain is helping to brush up
the image of the old apartheid state security forces

ANC) and Siphiwe Nyanda (Chief of Staff,
Umkhonto we Sizwe). Other students of British
policing have been Jesse Duarte (special assis-
tant to Nelson Mandela) and top members of the
South African Police including Brigadier
Sharma Mabharaj, one of the most senior non-
whites in the force.

Britain’s interest in the policing of the new
South Africa is not based upon concern with
freedom for the black majority. Britain is still
easily the largest foreign investor in South
Alrica, with investments of around £6 billion.
For years Britain supported the apartheid regime
when it seemed the best way to guarantee big
profits. But more recently Western thinking has
been that a moderate black-led government
would provide a more stable economy. The more
effective the state can be in co-opting and con-
taining disaffection and unrest, the better will he
the return on British investments. That is why the
Western powers pressed the apartheid regime 1o
start the process of reform, and why Britain is
now so keen to help the security forces acquire
some measure of public legitimacy.

A newly legitimised regime in South Africa
has other benefits for Britain, Britain re-
established military contacts with South Africa
in January 1994 after more than 25 years, with
the visit of a Royal Navy warship and support
vessel to the Cape. Britain has high hopes of mil-
itary sales to South Africa—especially of naval
vessels. Keen nol to lose out as the country opens
up, the British authorities are developing a close
working relationship with the new South African
leadership.

So how will policing change for black South
Africans under the new governmen! and British
guidance? The state of emergency in Natal looks
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like a sign of things to come: old-fashioned state
repression of the masses, repackaged as a co-
operative effort to defend democracy.

The South African Police initially promised
to change the colour of the ISU uniforms from
camouflage to a more tasteful blue. A more fruit-
ful deal was struck by FW De Klerk and
Mandela to replace the ISUs with troops of the
South African Defence Force in the East Rand
townships. When the plan was made public the
ANC announced that it was organising a series of
rallies to welcome the froops and to help create
a spirit of co-operation between the security
forces and the community,

In the meantime the National Peacekeeping
Force has been formed as part of an integra-
tive initiative between the ANC and the SADF,
to create a 10 0(N)-strong paramilitary force to
replace the ISUs. Peacekeeping force members
will be equipped with Perspex shields, visored
helmets, batons and tear gas; and cach will be
issued with 9mm pistols, R4 rifles and body
armour. The peacekeeping Dixon of Soweto will
clearly be ready for war.

Astunning illustration of the ANC’s spirit of
reconciliation came in March on Sharpeville
Day, the thirty-fourth anniversary of the
Sharpeville Massacre when at least 69 blacks
were gunned down by the security forces. “The
majority of the police force’. emphasised Nelson
Mandela, ‘is composed of honest and devoted
men and women, black and white., we need them.
they need us’, The thousands that have been
killed since Sharpeville, both under apartheid
and during the ‘peace process’, suggest that
black South Africans need the security forces
like a hole in the head. ®

Additional information from Jenmy Grabham
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.. 22-28 July at the University of London

Union, Malet Street, London WX

Towards 2000 is a week of discussion and debate
organised by the Revolutionary Communist Party.
It is the summer conference that seeks to break
all of the political taboos, and to answer

the questions that others dare not even ask.

Registration rates:

Before 1 June £50 waged/£35 unwaged and students; before the conference
£55/£38; on the door £60/£40. Special flat rate for school and FE students
£20. Block booking rates: 10 or more students £30 each; 10 or more school

or FE students £15 each.

We organise transport from many major cities around Britain and can give
advice on accommodation in London.

For tickets and further details contact Kate Flint on (071) 278 9908 or
write to T2000 (67), BM RCP, London WCIN 3XX. Make cheques payable
to RCP Association.

l
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At Towards 2000, the week is centred around
five-session courses. Some of these are specifically
designed for first-time attenders:

® Introduction to Marxism
® Introduction to the Marxist theory of the state
® Introduction to Marxist economics

Sther courses include:

@® The state of welfare -

® What makes us human?

® How capitalism tries to cope

® The myth of the White Man’s burden

® The clash of civilisations

@® Justice, liberty and rights .

® The science of politics: elites, classes and masses

® The family today

® Imperialism now

® International relations in the .
twenty-irst century

® Social regulation, the family and the state

@® Nature and society

@® The science of war

@ Politics and power in Eastern Europe

In addition there are scores of workshops and evening
sessions to choose from. -




Each month, this Living Marxism
feature takes a critical look at
today's conventional wisdom on
social, moral and sexual issues
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asks Juliet Connor

A friend recently (old me about

a social worker, a woman, who went
into a prisoner’s cell to interview

him about his application for parole,
only to find the walls covered with
pornographic centrefolds. She
demanded that the prisoner take

the pictures down because she found
them offensive, When he refused, she
cancelled the interview and his chance
of parole.

What is bizarre about this episode
is that the social worker should feel so
threatened by the photographs that she
could not bear to remain in the same
room as them—especially considering
that it was she who had the upper hand.
The prisoner’s move to defend one of
the few comforts of prison life was
interpreted as an unbearable act of
aggression towards the woman. The
notion that by having these pictures
on his cell wall, the prisoner could
intimidate a person in such a position
of power over him is ludicrous.

[ would like to think that the incident
was nothing more than an example of
one woman's silliness, but her attitudes
towards pornography are widely held
taday. The assumption that pornography
poses a threat to women is rarely
challenged. Controversies aboul
pornography regularly appear in the
news. And when one does appear, you
can guarantee that it will get heated.

The latest controversy surrounds
computer pornography. There is a real
scare developing about children being
corrupted by computer-generated
pornographic images. Apparently, for
around £20, school kids can lay their
hands on CD-ROM copies of games
like Voyeur, Playboy Massage or

even Strip Teacher. in which the teacher

Who'’s afraid
n?

says, ‘tell me the name of the thirteenth
president of the United States and I'll
show vou my tits’. These kinds of
games and images, it is argued, are
putting dangerous ideas into children’s
heads, Tt has even been widely reported
that one 11-year old was so inspired by
computer pornography that he attempted
to rape a six-year old girl.

It is not just the old conservative
moralists who are getting upset about
computer porn; feminist opinion has
been just as vociferous in denouncing
it as filth. The debate around CD-ROM
pornography reveals the growing
consensus that pornography is
objectionable and should be banned.

One group, Feminists Against
Censorship (FAC), does maintain
that banning can only do more harm
than goad. Censorship, for them, is
a dangerous infringement of the right
to free speech. For its sins, FAC has
met the wrath of the anti-porn feminists
whose sole concern is the apparent
correlation between pornography and
rape. The two sides of the debate seem
poles apart, but they do share one
common assumption, Whether they are
for or against censorship, just about all
feminists agree that pornography is
a problem that needs to be tackled.
They only disagree on how to tackle it.

Questioning the anti-porn consensus
today would appear to be a difficult task.
The ideas that pornography causes rape
and that it is degrading to women seem
to have common scnse on their side.
However, once held up to serious
scrutiny, the anti-porn arguments
are very weak.,

Most feminists agree that the
social inequality of women is expressed
through sex. Men dominate women
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in every aspect of their lives; nowhere
more so than in their sexual relations.
According to veteran anti-pornographer,
Andrea Dworkin, sexual domination has
become material reality:

‘The woman’s body is what
is materially subordinated. Sex is
the material means through which
the subordination of women is
accomplished....As such, pornography
creates inequality. not as artefact but
as a system of social reality.” (*Against
the male flood: censorship, pornography
and inequality’, in C Itsen.
Pornography. p528)

For Dworkin, then, pornography is not
just the reflection of woman's unequal
position in society, it is the actual cause.
In her upside-down view of the world,
reality is merely a reflection of images,
rather than the other way around.
The proaf of pornography’s harm
is said to lie in the accounts of rapists p



who have said that they regularly

used pornography for sexual arousal,
Bul this is no proof at all. If Dworkin’s
analysis were true, then the thousands
of men who pick up a copy of Rezzle
or Fiesta every month ought to be out
on the streets raping women. Unless
Andrea Dworkin lives in a world
radically different from my own,

this is not happening,.

It is not particularly surprising that
men who rape women often get a kick
out of pornography, just as people who
commit violent crime probably enjoyed
Reservoir Dogs, but what kind of
evidence is that? When Peter Sutcliffe
said he mutilated women because
God had told him to, everyone thought
he was just a loony. Nobody concluded
that Christianity is driving men to go out
and murder women and there certainly
weren't any calls to ban the Bible.

The reality is that neither rape nor
the subordination of women is caused
by men’s exposure to pornography.
The cause of women's position in
society is far more fundamental to the
way that we all live. In today’s society,
where women are still second class
citizens, it is not particularly surprising
that they can become the victims of
brutality,

Rape is the conscquence of
women's inferior social status.
And if pornography does not cause
rape, it certainly does not cause
the subordination of women. What
guarantees women’s inferior position
in society are low pay, financial
dependence upon men and fewer
job opportunities, And all of these
problems centre upon women’s
position in the family.
When men apply for jobs, they
are more likely to succeed than women.
It isn’t because bosses have watched
Deep Throat too many times that they
assume women are unreliable
employees. It is because women
are expected to make family life
their priority, Unfortunately, they often
have to. If a child falls sick, the woman
does the nursing; if an clderly relative
is bed-ridden. the woman does the
caring. Even if a woman does not have
a family of her own, society still views
her in the same way, as a potential
wife and mother. None of this has
anything to do with the prevalence
of pornography, but a lot to do with the
influence of respectable family values,
The mos! popular argument
against pornography is that it is
demeaning to women. Bul why should
we find women in sexually submissive
positions so demeaning? Why should we
find it any more degrading than the
images of women that we see on the
television every day? It is just as
feasible to argue that most of the female
characters in TV programmes are either
bitches, boring wives or virgin maids
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and that this is demeaning to women,
In the real world, meanwhile, real

women are really being degraded all

of the time. Why is a woman struggling

on to a bus with two small children

and a pushchair considered perfectly

normal, while a model in a porn movie

is seen as an insult to womanhood?

The message is clear: sex is dirty
and degrading—men want it,
women do not

Pomography is seemingly different
because it involves sex and sex is
a taboo subject. Sex is presented as
something that men do to women;
something that men want all of the time
and women put up with. Ironically
cnough, it was the idea that women
should lie back and think of England
that feminists in the 1970s fought
against. They argued that sex is
something that women want just as
much as men do. Taday, it seems that
it is considered best to keep your legs
crossed and avoid it altogether,
According to today’s politically
correct outlook, promiscuity indicates
a lack of sclf-respect and pornography
is degrading to all women, And so the
anti-porn feminists join hands with
Mary Whitehouse. The message is
clear: sex is dirty and degrading, Men
want it, women do not. If this is the Kind
of sentiment coming from those who
claim to be standing up for women,
then we might just as well be back
in Sunday school.

The new prudery is widely accepred
today, even to the point where the Sun
is considering cutling page three.
Labour MP Clare Short, after failing

1o get her 1986 bill against topless
newspaper pin-ups through parliament,
is delighted to hear the news. Al last,
she says, ‘the tide of public opinion has
switched and it has been widely seen

as grotty and demeaning’ (Guardian,
25 February 1994). If anything is grotey
and demeaning it is the restrictive
censorship that treats nudity and sex

as obscene,

The idea that women are under siege
from a barrage of lusty men, turned on
by pornographic magazines and on the
lookout for a victim to rape, can only
encourage the perception of women as
pathetic victims. Calling for bans on the
basis that we need to be protected from
over-sexed men and degrading images
suggests that we just cannot look after

ourselves. Women have little enough
power in society without feminists
celebrating powerlessness and behaving
like a lot of shrinking violets. Befare too
long, they will be arguing that we all
need chaperons.

Being against censorship is not
simply a case of challenging the
prudish outlook of the anti-porn camp.
Censorship is not only ineffective in
improving the position of women
in society; it is a hindrance to the
cause of liberation

The experience of recent events
in Canada bears testimony to the
dangers of calling for the banning of
pornography. The Canadian government
has been tightening up on cxisting
abscenity laws so that it is now possible
to prosecute those in possession of
publications or videos considered
‘demeaning’ to women. In the
R v Butler case, the supreme court
found Donald Butler, adult video store
owner, guilty of peddling abscenity.
The obscenity laws have since been
strengthened to include anything
which is considered demeaning or
dehumanising, especially to women.

Predictably, the Canadian
authorities have come up with their own
definition of what is demeaning, What
started out as legislation apparently
designed to protect women has quickly
become the mechanism by which the
government can ban undesirable ideas.
For the authorities, however, undesirable
ideas mean gay and lesbian literature,
an exhibition on youth sexuality and
even feminist anti-porn books written
by Andrea Dworkin herself.

The bitter irony is that it was the
anti-porn feminists who argued for the
legislation in the first place. However,
even in the face of such resounding
proof of the dangers of censorship,
Dworkin and Catherine MacKinnon,
who helped campaign for the new law,
remain undeterred, They are currently
arguing for similar legislation to be
introduced in the USA.

Even the universitics in Britain
are not immune from the fashionable
demands to censor pornography and
other material branded offensive; in
fact, they can often be worse. At Leeds
University, the students’ union has just
voted to oust the Sun from the campus
because page three is offensive.

To most, the event would seem more
ridiculous than dangerous. However,
from the experience of Canada, it should
he clear how, once a censorious climate
has been established, the authorities can
impose their own definition of what is
offensive. Allowing them to decide what
is acceptable and what is not can only
mean giving up more of our freedom.

Nobody has to like pornography.

But who says we need to get rid
of it? I'd rather see the back of
Mills & Boon novels. @




BRADLEN

ick Fisher's bemusement at the smcrument degmon 1o bin
his sex education book; Your Packes Gluide to Sex. was quite

i géxtuuh} Fe had absofutels nn idea that fis contribution 1 the collec-
oot young people’s huoks about sex; wiitten for the Haulth: Bdues-:
tion Autharicy (HEA)Y was g0img to cause such a storm in' the cahmcl :

After all. there’s nathing very special about his guide:

It is weltten i “unogthodox fanguage’ that j juniar health minister -
- Brian Mawhinney might find ‘smutty’; bt then'so is evers othier recent

baovk aimed b 3@ vouth market.: Same nliits pespectives o sex: play

- might be rather quéstionable, viz the much quoted ijuoie that *if vou’ve

never licked chocolate mousse off yane girliriend’s nipples. you dan’t

know:what “sexy’’ means”. But gven the tabloids were forced fo admit:
‘that the ook takes & fashionably: responsible: ling an siressing the

importinee of relationships andl ihe dangers of uupmtected SEX.
Having perused: a copy bt the: book

that Mirginia: Bottomley: primfy’ tefused

to show a'copy to Labour’s health team, 1
can confirm that it is quite nnexceptional,

sex guide has more to:do with: cnrrent negﬁliuium ahout the future
of ‘the: HEA, than about the: prorience ‘or: punumlsm of: members of
parlwmcm

U ven' before this rec.am furore, the work ‘of ‘the HEA was

Cunder serutiny - following a: sisuciueal reviow.: the consaqucmxx of

whichs have nor vet been mads public: The gnvcmmmt s -attitude to the

quango iy ambivalent: On theone hand, the HEA 15 a pcrfcct vehicle

for govemment conceins. The Dadly Mail deseribes it as ‘a key cag in

‘the government’s health machinery’, churning oot advice an how we

should five our Iives according ta the new rules on mutrition; alcabol
abuse and sexupl health, and administers mitiatives 1ike: National No
Smaking Duy. Iris seen us a mouthpiece for the Depanment of Health
but not of it and:as ' such the quango: provides a way of mak'mg
amcmmcm edicts: mOTE palatable,

Lectures: from - Mis Banomley abaut

“thought '10-be 'so smutty by the: chbinet: — smoking: 05 drinking or sex’ ane reccived

Virginia Bottomley
The “government's: demund - for the

oo e i e s PPNl refused

with hostlity (what. tight does she have
‘10 1ell ns what to et or who (0 sleep
vuth"} while: ‘Infarmation” ‘from the
CHEAS We!comed piecause it'is seen as
i polmcmh' nentral; Norman Fosvler knew

the ‘acquiescence ‘of‘the HEA who had siwhal he: was domg when' he set np the
Cormmissianed it Wi EVen: more surpris- to Show a copv S H}_'.A m: 1987 speafically” to be a cam-

ing because the: baok: fiadl gone throigh
all the usugl: “offwial channels™ ‘of to Labour’s

approval. It had already been yvetted. and

givcn‘c thuinbs up; by the suits at the heauh team

HEA and the Department of Fleadth.

Sawhy the hysieria? One explanation
is that ‘the pubhc'dtwn date fell at s bad timie; cummg shartly: afper
a number of other sex education scandals, Following the: backbench

siproar: dbout @ Family Planning JAssociation manoal swhich siggests
ways:that teachers can answer questions about ‘masturbation, media
shasterda: atoul @ discussion:of - Mars bars: paities” and:oral:sex in

a:Leeds classioom: and:internecine strife between the departments of
health and ecucation: about how feschess should deafl with enguiries

about-sex - Fron nuder- s, the: publicasion of Fisher’s sex guide was

baund fa make higadlings,

Furthermore the governmens was ina urrigue position 1o -act (and be
seen 1o act) hecause it funds the publishers, the HEA: 1o the tune of
ranre than £30m « year. Bambing ihis book was 3 perfect sop o the

backwonds back benchers. Tt was ¥ clear vit: gasy strike that could be:
justiticd because of the official Hinks between the HEA and the Depari-:
ment of Health. [tis far easier Yor Major’s people to be séen tobe decis:

sive about pulpmg a booklet they are: paving for than it is 1o forbid

teachers giving contraceptive advice &y the under-16s; a cnvent canse:
of backbench aggravation: between those who think that giving advice:

encouruges undersige sex and: thoss: Who believe ‘that preventing
advice would encourage uuder-a(.& PECEBANCICS:

But another reason why mmxstcrs have falien fike jackals on the

: mg arganisalion.. particalarty : on
; safc sexassucs, It is unlikely that paplar
gublications sach as women’s magazines
wonld wish to be séed praducing trendy
sex-supplements with the Deparitaen af
Health; un street cred there. but :he HEA
is @ different maner Same message, différent image.:

The pmhlem for e government i that while the' HEJ& plav\ an
effective: role in frying 10 indoctrinate the ‘nation ‘with ‘government
approved notions of decent Tiving, it daes not come cheap. Ministers
and back benchers alike balk at supporting the: heslth guange with its
staff of 200, Some siwply do not understand:the HEA's usefulness at
all; and bridle at its PC indulgences: Others fail o sée that for the HEA
o ptav its ‘most effective: role--mediating between Dcpartmcnt of

i Heatth asd ;;ul)hc—-—u is sometimes useful for it to be 4 hittle Tisqué.

The action against Nick Fisher’s book is « shot across the HEA'S
hows, a warning not to-overstep the mark. The message is that they are
supposcd t0:be putting a trendy gloss ‘on the govemment’s Safe sex
policy, nol smathdring it with Mars bars. 1t may evén:help provide
the government with s justification for: slimming ‘down the: whole
operation. Carrent government thinking seems to b that it could get
the samie ddree of useful autput for less:

But whatever form this particular quango-sdopts in the future, it is
hu:hl) unhkely thar the govemmenr wxil want to gct rid of i ..dlogﬂhcr

i .rc:lncuw hcallh and sex’ pohucs o the masses, in & i'mguage Lh.u
Mrs Virginia Blnestocking conld never get higr tongue around.

|




20

Each month, this Living Marxism
feature seeks to challenge
prejudice and mysticism on
matters scientific, technological
and environmental

PROGRESS

May 1994 LIVING MARXISM

technolog

way we live, :Cdmpumt“p rog ra}mrhér
Mark Bowman tells a different story

The disin

This Is the information age’,
says Bill Gates, billionaire boss
of the computing company Microsoft,
Business magazines, books, and the
popular media echo Gates® claim that
new information technologies are in
the process of powerfully transforming
economies and the way people live, The
background to this claim is the building
in every major country of information
highways—networks of fibre optic cable
which offer cheap, very high-speed
communication over long distances—
and the availability of cheap, powerful,
personal computers. Soon the phone line
entering vour home or office could carry
information equivalent to all the
telephone calls being made in Europe
al any instant today, and tomorrow’s
personal computers will be more
powerful than today’s super-computers
costing $20m.

‘Make no mistake, these
changes are going to make up one
of the most powerful revolutions in
the entire history of humankind’, argues
US vice-president Al Gore, who is in
charge of the information superhighway
in America, Capitalists dream that if
information becomes capital, then
capital will have no limits to its growth,
since information is limitless. Forfune

magazine believes that growing up
around us is an ‘economy whose
fundamental sources of wealth are
knowledge and communication rather
than natural resources and physical
labour’ (* Welcome to the revolution’,

13 December 1993). US labour sccretary
Robert Reich agrees, but argues that this
development has consequences which
traditional capitalists might not like.

In the workplaces of the future, says
Reich, information workers will call the
shots: ‘the claims of both routine labour
and financial capital increasingly are
subordinated to the claims of those

who solve, identify, and broker new
problems.’ (The Work of Nations:
Preparing Ourselves for Twenty-First
Century Capitalism)

The idea that new technologies
will shift power into the hands of
individuals is a theme echoed by many
commentators. According to Charles
Handy of the Financial Times, ‘we are
seeing Karl Marx’s great dream come
true in a way which he could never have
envisaged. In 10 years’ time, in mos!
successful businesses, the workers will
truly “own the means of production”
because these means will be in their
own heads and at their fingertips’




formation age

(29 December 1993). It is often claimed
that people will no longer have to leave
home to work-—they will simply receive
and despatch work down the data
highway. ‘“The opportunities for each

of us as individuals are far greater than
at any time in human history’, insists
tuturologist John Naishitt, who uses the
new technology to work from his home
10000 feet up in the Colorado
mountains. Another futurologist,

Alvin Toffler, believes that we will all
soon live in “electronic cottages’ which
will help restore the nuclear family,

For the pundits of the information
revolution, the only dark cloud
threatening this rosy future is the
danger of a division in society between
the information *haves’ and ‘have nots’.
They fear the creation of a new
underclass, marginalised by their
ignorance of the new ways, In fact,
the problems go much deeper than
that. The whole notion of an information
revolution is wrong. Information
technology does have great potential—
but as a tool, not as an all-determining
autonomous force, Whether that
polential is realised is dependent
on the dynamics within society.

In the undynamic conditions of late
twenticth-century capitalism, the

likelihood is that the true potential of
information technology will be stifled.
And unfortunately, whether computer
literate or not, workers will no more
own the means of preduction than
they did in Marx’s own day.

Since the phrase ‘revolution’
is bandied about so much in this area,
let’s start with the views of the twenticth
century’s leading revolutionary,
VI Lenin, He was a great fan of all
technologies, and once declared thar
socialism equalled Soviet power plus
electrification, He alsa argued that it
wouldn’t have been possible to make
the Russian Revolution without the
telephone. For Lenin, however, the
telephane and electric power were tools
10 be used by society, not a power in
their own right. He was under no
illusion that Alexander Graham Bell
caused the overthrow of the Tsar.

Information technologies do have
great potential as tools, Already, systems
are used 1o predict the weather, search
for mineral deposits and communicate
instantly from one end of the globe to
another. Technology is being developed
that would enable vou to have access to
any music, film'or book in the world, all
at the press of a button. In the future you
could tune into a lecture at Harvard or

consult with an expert on 4 rare medical
condition in rural China. while in the
background, the latest English defeat

in the West Indies will be showing;

the difference being that you may have
tuned into the Caribbean television
coverage to avoid the whingeing
commentary. Way into the future,
nanotechnology promises programmable
minuscule robots which could fashion
products directly from raw materials

to your individual specifications.

To come back down to earth today,
an inkling of the possibilities can be
seen from the Internet system. Internet
is a global network through which
millions of people meet and exchange
information. It comprises approximately
12000 computer networks across the
world and is used by around 15m
people. Tt allows people to exchange
news, research and ideas, and connect
up with other users. You need

to be technically proficient to use

the network, but it is worth learning:
there are groups discussing every type
of interest from politics to science to
music. Used on a larger scale this sort
of technology could help stimulate
debate and learning in every sphere

of knowledge. p
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However, there are a host of
barriers to the realisation of these
possibilities, An immediate practical
problem is the clash of formats and
regulative procedures between the
telecommunications and media
industries. These mis-matches are
a product of market competition, and
such is the anarchy of the market that
a solution might not be forthcoming.
Our governments may solve these
problems in time, although if the
Channel tunnel fiasco is anything to
go by, we may be in for a long wait.
A more fundamental problem, however,
is that the development and use of the
new technologies is moulded to suit the
needs of the elites that run our societies.

information does not write its
own ruled 1t is bound by the laws of
capitalist society. Information maybe
limitless, but so for all intents and
purposes is seawater—and we now
have water shortages in some parts

of the world despite well-known
desalinisation procedures. Desalinisation
is not considered profitable enough,

so some people have to make do
without adequate water. Similarly,

the use and production of information
is constrained by the profit criterion.
Like machinery, information is
produced by a workforce, and also like
machinery, information becomes capital
when it is employed to produce profit.
Those who own information, like those
who own machines, have power over
others, And they guard this power.
Copyright is used to protect ‘intellectual
property’, and governments seek to
advance the cause of their own national
information industries at the expense

of their rivals.

The emphasis of science policy,
whether in America or Britain or
Germany, is on national commercial
success. If there is no obvious profit in
the foreseeable future, then a particular
area of science is in trouble. The study
of planct Earth, of how all the oceans,
atmosphere, biosphere and humanity fit
together, is one of the more significant
ventures that is threatened by the drive
for short-term results and national
advantage.

The study of planet Earth could

be a major application of the new
information technologies. But rather
than overseeing long-term projects like
this, governments on both sides of the
Atlantic have concentrated on going
with the flow. In the case of the
information industries, that means
facilitating the media-led development
of the new technology by allowing
telecommunications companics 1o

buy up media sources, and vice versa,
Potentially we could be mapping out the
future of the world: instead we are being
offered Arnold Schwarzenegger videos
down the phone ling, plus committees of
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the great and the good to make sure we
aren’t watching computer porn,

This kind of mis-match between
potential and reality in part accounts for
the fact that, outside of computer buffs
and the business and media worlds,
there is little popular enthusiasm for
the new technology, By contrast, during

For those who work at home
it is not work but the home that
is disappearing

the industrial revolution, a far more
dynamic period in the history of
capitalism, there was great popular
interest and enthusiasm for new
developments. Leading figures of the
industrial revolution such as Brunel
were revered figures. Today's prophets
of the information revolution are
shallow characters, and their followers
irredeemably nerdy.

Today's information highways are
being develaped in the context of global
economic slump and deindustrialisation.
This sets the framework for the
development and use of new
technologies. In these circumstances,
the changes which are being brought
about through the use of information
technology amount to making the best
of a bad job as far as companies are
concerned. And that in turn means that,
for the vast majority of working people,
most of the changes are for the worse.

In the 1980s, informaition
technologies were used first and
foremost to cheapen machinery
and speed up production. Corporate
capitalism was able to reduce
product development time through
computer-aided design and production.
In addition, employers were able to save
cash by using computerised ordering
and stock-keeping to reduce the amount
of capital tied up in stock.

In the 1990s, the prime use of
information technology is to reduce
the importance of individual knowledge.
The emphasis is on cost-cutting
through cutting thousands of jobs
and imposing flexible working
practices such as multi-skilling
and team-working. Fashionable
new computer programmes known
as groupware have been specifically
designed to reorganise work around
projects into which individuals can
be slotted, and €jected.

Far from freeing people from
the constraints of work and giving

individuals more power, the cumulative
effect of these changes has been the
opposite. Contrary to the hi-tech image
of the information industry, much of
the work is relatively unskilled.
Speaking as a compuler programmer,
Robert Reich’s vision of empowered
workers is a fantasy to me—I certainly
don’t feel T have any power over those
with capital for whom T work, Whether
you are a designer, programmer,
engineer or keyboard operator

you are always replaceable, and
nowadays there are plenty to replace
you. Unemployment is not confined

to ex-car workers in Detroit or former
Yorkshire miners.

The reality of home-working is
much closer to Karl Marx’s description
of the oppressive conditions of the
cottage industries of the nineteenth
century than it is to Toffler’s
comfortable vision of ‘electronic
cottages’, The idea that home-working
will allow people to spend more time
with their families is a joke: today it is
leading to something closer to 24-hour
working. The advent of more widely
affordable faxes and mobile phones
has had the effect of placing us on
permanent call. For those who work
at home, it is not work, but rather the
home that is disappeating.

T am one of the estimated
1.2m people working from home in
Britain today, My own experience of
teleworking as a computer programmer
is that you have to keep clocking up the
hours until the work is done, sometimes
working through the night, For those
with families, the pressures are worse.
A recent report by two Sussex
University academics detailed the
family tensions caused by long hours
and home-working in a fairly cramped
environment. ‘It feels like a 24-hour
working day’, said one woman trying
to juggle her job with housework and
childcare. The children expected to
spend time with their mother because
she was home. ‘Unless you are
physically out of the house you haven't
left work’, said another.

The spread of information
technologies in the society in which

we live is only reinforcing the old
inequalities of power and wealth in

a new form, Futurologist John Naisbitt
can live in peace up a mountain, yet still
enjoy a lecture from Harvard and talk o
the world, because he has the resources
and the time to do so. Billionaire Bill
Gales of Microsoft can live wherever

he wants and travel First Class down the
information highways at his leisure. The
great mass of information workers, on
the other hand, have neither the
resources nor the time to make use of
the opportunitics the new technology
has thrown up. Roll on a real
revolution.... ®




he elections in April were hailed as the
end of an era for Italian politics, and
a new start for a political process which
had become discredited and scorned by the
Italian people. This view séems to be borne out
by the results, The Christian Democrats (DC),
who had ruled Ttaly without interruption since
1945, ceased to exist as a party. A DC rump
called the Popular Party commanded only 10 per
cent of the vote. The Socialists, the heirs appar-
ent to the DC but also their allies in the tangled
web of corruption, suffered the ignominy of
receiving just two per cent,

The star of the elections was the man who
epitomises the idea that there is something new
in [talian gblitics; Silvio Berlusconi, media
mogul and owner of AC Milan. Berlusconi pro-
jected himself as the saviour of Italy, a slick, suc-
cessful new broom wha would sweep away all
that was old and rotten. Nothing could be further
from the truth. Berlusconi is as steeped in the old
wavs as the corrupt politicians he has replaced,

Like many of the disgraced political class,
Berlusconi is a member of the P2 masonic lodge,
an institution which reaches from the mafia to
the Vatican and takes in the top echelons of
finance and contract allocation along the way.
Berlusconi is also a bosom friend of Bettino
Craxi, former Socialist prime minister. [t was the
exposure of Craxi’s crooked operations in Milan
which opened the floodgates to corruption inves-
tigations throughout Italy, Berlusconi’s fortune
was built upon that Craxi connection. The threal
of anti-trust legislation has been a major source
of worry to Berlusconi. His entry into politics
had mare to do with preserving his debt-ridden
business empire than with any mission to
save Italy.

Forza ltalia, the organisation that Berlusconi
founded only months ago to front his ambitions,
has as much substance as one of his afternoon
TV pameshows. The candidates may be
unknown names from the media or from
Berlusconi’s business orbit, but the people who
pulled the organisation together were the old
Socialist apparatchiks who have been in the busi-
ness for a generation. Since the election, the
political in-fighting which characterised the old
Italian system has simply been raised to a more
farcical level.

The DC used to win 30-35 per cent of the
pall, then use patronage and backhanders to con-
struct a coalition government with a hatful of
smaller parties and, in later years, with the
Socialists, Berlusconi won only 24 per cent
of the vote, and depends on two antagonistic
partners. The Northern League has built its base
on the rich north’s contempt for the south, while
the National Alliance (the new name for the neo-
fascist MSI) only exists because it has inherited
the DC’s networks in the south. This is not the
stuff of stable gavernment, nor an enthusiastic
endorsement of Forza ltalia.

People voted for Forza Italia because they
hated the old parties, not because they were
attracted by Berlusconi. The arbitrary nature of
Forza’s support was exposed by an opinion poll
back in February. The pollsters slipped in a ficti-
tious party called ‘Avanti Italia’ supposedly led
by Diego Maradona. It received the equivalent of
four million votes. The foothall link serves to
remind that ‘Forza ltalia’ is itself an adaptation
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Alan Harding on the ltalian
farce that may turn to tragedy

end in the clowns

of the rallying cry ‘Forza gli Azzurri’ (the Italian
national team). It makes sense for any politician
10 connect, however tenuously, with the only
national institution that any [talian has any
time for.

Alongside all the talk of a new leaf,
Berlusconi’s election success raised one preoc-
cupation with the past. Everyone has been poring
over Italy’s fascist past and the spectre of
Mussolini. It is difficult to take any of this

seriously. Mussolini was a bully and a failure,
but he headed a real social movement that
expressed the fears of Haly’s petit bourgeoisie
and became the truncheon with which the ltalian
elite disciplined the militant working class.
Berlusconi’s vacuous manifesto— You can be
rich like me’— is not likely to match Mussolini’s
programme of national regeneration and attract
thousands of committed party cadre.

What makes Berlusconi representative of
Italian class politics in the nineties is not
his charisma (he has little) nor popular enthusi-
asm for him (there isn’t much). Berlusconi
is the product of political disengagement and
disenchantment. At the time of the last opinion
polls, two weeks before the election, 50 per cent |
hadn’t a clue who they would vote for. |
Berlusconi’s success is a symbol of a society |
which is sickened by its political representatives |

ftaly

but has nothing except empty style with
which to replace them.

Berlusconi’s cult of the successful business-
man rising above party politics is openly elitist
and anti-democratic. But the reaction from
Ttalian liberals (and their colleagues throughout
Europe) has been just as elitist. They put
down their failure to Berlusconi’s semi-clad
1 3-year old dancing girls. It never occurs to them
that the recycled politicians of the left might
have little or nothing to say to millions of
voung [talians,

The left says the right won by buying off
the stupid working class with Berlusconi’s
baubles and entrancing them with his media
machine. Radical playwright Dario Fo railed at
the ‘imbecile people’. The idea that idiot work-
ers were hooked on a diet of media sex and
sleaze was belied when a new non-Berlusconi
newspaper hit the streets of Milan during the
election campaign. Tt sold out within three hours
to people hungry for something different. Unfor-
tunately when they read the new paper it was
just the old centre left whining at Berlusconi’s
vulgarity.

ltalian politics today is a farce. but the scene
is still set for a tragedy. Berlusconi is neither
charismatic nor the master manipulator, He is,
however, all that’s on offer, and that makes the

plot serious. ® |




These days it seems as if discussions of every issue from child benefit to video nastie:
‘family breakdown’ and ‘problem parenting’. How come the establishment is so obses

Ann Bradley looks into why the
family matters to the authorities—
and how they are finding new
ways to police the way we live

“T'he facts are that one in three marriages ends in divorce;
there are thought to be something like 150 000 children
each vear who become victims of divorce. Those people
who cohabit before marriage have a higher rate
of divorce. Thirty per cent of babies are born out of
wedlock. Single-parent families represent some one
in five British households. The number has risen from
840000 in 1979 to 1.3m today. One-parent families have
almost doubled as a proportion of families with dependent
children from 10 per cent in 1976 to 19 per cent in 1991.
The cost of it—if we are worried about that—is
£6.6 billion a year....

‘Bearing in mind this catalogue of facts, it is not
an exaggeration to say that there is a real danger of
a breakdown in the fabric of society. If we were to be
here in five years' time what would be the statistics on
this? There would be more divorces, more children born
out of wedlock and more single-parent families. We are
going down, at a very fast pace, an extremely slippery
slope and no one knows what the end of it will bring.’
(Baroness Young, House of Lords Official
Report, Yol552 Nod5 col639)
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aroness Young's contribution
to a recent House of Lord’s
debate on the family (left)

summed up the tone of the entire cvent,

For four hours peers competed to be
the most concerned about family
breakdown. The only points of
contention emerged over the cause,
Those on the Labour benches found
different ways of articulating the
folk wisdom that “when poverty
comes in through the door, love goes
out the window’, while Tory peers
chuntered on about declining
moral standards.

The lords are not alone in
worrving about family breakdown.
It is impossible to open a newspaper
these days without coming across
concerns about problem parenting,
These concerns can now be raised
in relation to just about any issue.

The influential Royal Society of
Arts, for example. recently contributed
to the discussion about the rising
number of single-parent families by
suggesting that parents should contract
to stay together until their youngest
child has grown up, and that child
benefit should be linked to attendance
at parentcraft classes.

v fa

The recent court judgement that
a childminder should be able to smack
a child became a vehicle for a general
discussion aon appropriate means of
parental discipline, implying that
modern parents no longer have the
ability to make decisions about how
to control their own children. Similarly,
the presentation of a report on the
alleged effect of video nasties on
young viewers provokes a discussion
of how parents should supervise their
children’s entertainment.

Care on hand

The establishment’s concern about
the family is understandable. Society
as we know it could not exist without
strong, stable families. Society is
organised on the understanding

that family units exist and are able

to take responsibility for numerous
practical functions. It is extremely
difficult o survive as a lone individual,
as anyone who has suffered a bad
dose of flu or a broken leg while
living alone will appreciate, The
authorities organisc social welfare
provision on the assumption that
recourse to it is the exception rather
than the rule.




s can be turned into a debate about
ssed with defending the family unit?

mily matters

It vou are ill, it is assumed that

your family will rally round and care
for you except in circumstances where
your condition makes it absolutely
necessary and appropriate for you
to be cared for in a specialist medical
environment. It is assumed that voung
people will take some responsibility for
their elderly parents, enabling them to
remain ‘independent’ for as long as
possible—independent, that is, of state
welfare, It is assumed that when the
school day finishes in mid-afternoon
there will be a parent available to care
for the child, and where parents are
unable to take charge of their off-spring
it is assumed that they will have made
a private alternative arrangement—
usually involving grandparents.
Al every turn, the family is expected
to take private responsibility for our
welfare, rather than expecting public
assistance from the authorities,

Changing attitudes towards the
family can generate practical problems,
If employment (and unemployment)
patterns encourage geographic mobility,
then it is not possible for the elderly
to depend on their children in quite
the same way. A single parent will find
it extremely difficult to balance having

sole responsibility for a child with

the job that is necessary 1o maintain

a decent standard of living. These

are problems to which the authorities
cannot alford simply to be indifferent.

Family ties
The concerns that members of the
establishment express about changes
in the structure of the family have
a rational element to them. The ideal
[amily, from the point of view of
modern capitalism, is one where two
people enter a commitment for life and
establish a division of labour through
which they can earn an income
sufficient to support them and their
progeny, while also carryving out
necessary domestic functions, This
unit should be willing and able to take
responsibility for any other relatives as
and when required. It is accepted that
not everyone will be able to live in this
way all the time, but il is supposed ta
be the functional norm.

The main fears that haunt the
likes of Baroness Young concern
how to manage society if the domestic
arrangements that suit capitalism no
longer suit the individuals who live
within it. If the family breaks down

so does the whole informal structure
of care on which capitalism depends.
This is always an issue for modern
capitalism, but particularly so at a time
when, as now, the state is concerned to
cul public spending. The emphasis on
care in the community (see p32) places
an even greater burden on the family.

The family’s function for the
authoritics is not limited to providing
a framework for care and welfare.
Family life is also an important means
of stabilising individuals and giving
them a stake in society. People’s
commitment to other family members,
and in particular to the future of
their children, helps to generate
a conservative influence which
is openly welcomed by those
who run society,

Recent publications by the
right-wing think-tank, the Institute
of Economic Affairs, have stressed
the importance of family stability
to social stability. The director of the
Institute’s Health and Welfare Unit
blames the growth of the welfare
state for social ills from child abuse
to crime. He argues that people
become irresponsible when personal
responsibility is taken away from p
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Why family matters

them, and can be made responsible
again by giving them responsibility
for their family’s welfare. This view
is widely accepted. It may not sit
casily with equal opportunities
policies, but personnel administrators
know that when they are looking

to appoint workers who will be

Sexual health campaigns preach
the importance of fidelity far more
effectively than moral lectures

26

May 1984

responsible, reliable and put in the
avertime, it makes sense to select from
a constituency of home-owners with
familics. A man with the weight of

a morigage on his shoulders, who
knows he is responsible for a wife

and children. is less likely to

step out of line.

Modern parents

A third area of establishment concern
about the family is more ideological.
As the Daily Express pointed out
recently when publishing the results of
a survey on parental attitudes, “family
values are supposedly the glue that
holds our society together”. Because of
this, it is considered important that we
respect family values even if we don’t
manage to live our lives according to
them. We arc supposed to acknowledge
that divorce is, in general, a ‘bad thing’,
even if we are ourselves divarced. We
may not live in traditional. two-parent
loving families but we are supposed

to aspire to it. The British way of life

is supposed to encompass the domestic
vision, The image of home and
hearth—pot of tea on the table, lather
reading the paper, mother with her
arms in the sink, children doing
homework, dog asleep on the floor,

is Britishness itself. It is no wonder
that the establishment looks at the
decline of the family and sees the
decline of Britain reflected in it.

The Express was horrified to find
out that, according to an ICM poll.
most madern parents were not even
prepared to pay lip-service 10
‘traditional values’. Commenting
on results which showed only
a minority of parents thought religion
was important or thought banning sex
scenes on TV would influence moral
standards, educationalist Professor
David Marsland remarked on
the ‘chasms within the nation’s
consciousness’, ‘In its moral thinking
and behaviour’, he added, ‘this nation
is divided, confused and potentially
headed for the quicksands of
moral decline’.
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The trouble is, it is far easier for
members of the establishment to panic
and rhetoricise about the perceived
problems with family life than it is to
do anything about them. John Major’s
government has responded to the
concern aboul the welfare of the family
by officially including family matters in
Virginia Bottomley’s health ministerial
portfalio, but it is difficult to see how
she will address what is seen as the
problem. Even though the family s
crucial to the operation of capitalist
society, it is understood to be our
own privale world, in which we
live our lives free from interference.
An Englishman’s home is supposed
to be his castle, after all. Ironically,
any government measure which
compromises the autonomy of family
life serves to undermine traditional
family values still further.

Compulsory Sunday roast?

In any case. it is hard to see what
practical measures could be taken (o
deal with the problems that Baroness
Young perceives. Even those who
believe that the liberalisation of the
divorce laws over the past 30 years has
led to an increase in broken marriages
would find it hard to argue that couples
would remain together if divorce were
once again made more difficult.
The advisers to Nol0 are reputedly
enthusiastic about the direction
taken by the Royal Socicty of Arts
recommendations. but nobody has
been able to suggest exactly whal
it would mean in practice for people
to contract (o stay together until their
children had grown up. How would
such a contract be enforeed?

As columnis! Libby Purves
recently remarked at a conference
on the future of the family. “what
nexl, a law to make Sunday roast
compulsory?”, It sounds ludicrous and
it is ludicrous, because our associations
within the family are supposed to be
our own private concern.

Condoms and aerobics

Every time the government tries
to address family problems directly it
runs into difficulties: people think their
family matters are their own business.
Anything that smacks of interference
in the family generates hostility,
especially at a time when so many
other areas of our lives are fraught
with rules and regulations. However,
if the same ideas for intervention
in family life can be repackaged
in a family-friendly form, they
can become acceptable.

Health cducation campaigns
are a particularly successful vehicle
for promoting the family at the
moment. Sexual health campaigns
focusing on'Aids and condoms preach
the importance of fidelity and sexual
conservatism far more effectively than

moral lectures about the wrongfulness
of casual sex. Healthy cating
campaigns stress a woman’s
responsibility to protect the family
from heart disease by providing

a high-fibre, low-fat diet. Not

exactly a law making Sunday lunch
compulsory, but an indirect means

to get across the message.

Parentcraft classes

The proposal that child benefit
payments should be linked

to attendance at parenteraft classes
caused some furious comment, Yel
the introduction of parentcraft classes
into schools is welcomed. It was the
coercive element of the proposals,
and the linking of classes to welfare
benefits, that caused the problems.
But there is no public objection to the
principle that the state now needs to
teach voung people to do what former
generations have learned for
themselves.

These more subtle means of trying
to restore the family to its rightful role
are being combined with an increasing
amount of interference in family life
from outside professionals, Teachers
and doctors are bombarded with
advice and instruction about their
responsibilities in identifying
‘parenting problems’ and cases
of child abuse.

Family stewards

Awareness of the supposed problem
of non-accidental injury is so high
that earlier this year teachers alerted
authorities about a case of abusc after
identifying severe bruising on a child’s
legs. The ‘bruises’ subsequently
washed off in the bath—they were
stains from the child’s new wellies.
But why would the teacher have
thought “abuse’ when she saw a dirty
mark on a child’s leg? This is where
the public discussion about problem
families has its most insidious effects.
If there is an assumption that everyone
is battering their kids, you begin to see
bruises evervwhere.

The constant discussion about
child abuse is both an expression of
the authorities’ concern about problem
parents and a means of dealing with it.
By spelling out in lurid detail what
is an unacceptable way for parents
to behave, they are clearly establishing
how a normal family should live,
And by drawing in teachers, doctors
and sacial workers to police family
behaviour, they hope to weave a web
of ‘family stewards’ to halt the decline.

The government does not need
an explicit family policy. nor a minister
for the family, to attempt to shore up
the traditional family arrangements.
1t is already deploying all manner
of social agencies in an attempt to
corral people into obeying the rules
of ‘respectable’ family life, @
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Anti-social
work

Sara Hinchliffe looks into the furore surrounding
the failure of the social services to prevent child
deaths—and rejects the idea that social workers
need more powers

Child abuse and surveillance

oftinghamshire social workers
come under the spotlight recentls
- three high-profile child d
drawn the gory atlention of the natios
Three-year old Leanne White was |
death by her stepfather in 1992. When he
convicted of murder and Leanne's mother
manslaughter in February this year
light that Nottinghamshire Social Services
listed Leanne as ‘at risk’ but had r 3
her death.

Leanne White's neighbours, grandmother anc
uncle had contacted social services on seves
occasions beginning in June 1992 to report the
fact that Leanne was being beaten by her ste
father. Their pleas were ignored. Leanne died
14 November from 107 injuries. To make man
warse, according to the local paper, social »
ers sent Leanne’s mother on a £1000) sailing !
idav to France while she was on bail

Other similar cases have hit the headlines. Las
year the parents of nine-year old Nahkira Harrs
were convicted of her manslaughter. They |
withdrawn their daughter from insulin treatme
for her diabetes and she had died in a « !
coma. The social worker in charge of the case
was unqualified; she had spent five hours trying
to find Nahkira after she had been discharged
from hospital by her parents, and had then closed
the case,

Then in early March 1994, three-year old
Julian Bramley was killed in a fire at his home in
Kirkbv-in-Ashficld. He and two other children
were being looked after by two [3-year old
babysitters while their mother was enjoying
a night out. DSS officials had put Julian on the
Child Protection Register following complaints
that the children were being left “home alone’.

Nottinghamshire social workers appear (o be
taking a lot of stick. Leanne White’s grand-
mother is suing the council for negligence
on the grounds that the police should have been
involved in the case from the beginning and that
social workers should have physically examined
Leanne. The Tory group on the council is
demanding that the social workers in charge of
Leanne’s case be sacked (three of them were
promoted). The common theme of all the criti-
cisms and complaints, however, is that
social workers are not doing their job properly.
Nobody is questioning the right of social work-
ers to intervene in family life; indeed everyone—
from local councils to the trade unions and the
governmenl—is demanding more intervention.

In response to the criticisms of its social ser-
vices, Nottinghamshire County Council is claim-
ing that its 250 child abuse social workers are
not enough to deal with the epidemic of child
deaths. A wholesale review of child protection
services has been launched, and the area is to be
restructured to fulfil the demand from all sides
for more highly trained and better-supervised
social workers, A new management structure,
with more than seven new well-paid child pro-
tection managers costing an extra £192 000, is
being implemented.

Nottinghamshire is not alone. Child abuse
beécame a national issue once again in late
March, when the National Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Children (NSPCC) p
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< launched an awareness campaign to remind
the public about child deaths from abuse and
neglect. Childline reports that its freephone
lines, open to abused children to call for help, are
getting busier and busier each vear.

In line with the increased exposure of the
issue. the law on child abuse is being changed to
enable the authorities to intervene more casily in
family life. Measures are being cnacted which
will make it easier for local authorities 10 remave
children suspected of being abused from their
families. Earlier this vear, following the case of
a Newham child who had been wrongly taken
into care for a vear. the Court of Appeal ruled
that such children had no right of redress.
In other words, social services have a blank
cheque to remove children from their families
without fear of prosecution.

Local authorities and social services already
have wide-ranging powers to intervenc to stop
child abuse. A whole array of child protection
legislation, culminating in the Children Act
which obliges local authorities to act immedi-
ately to remove children in cases where physical
abuse is suspected, has been implemented
in recent vears, In the past year, child abuse
referrals and requests for help have leapt by
6000 to over 48 000, In Nottinghamshire alone,
1500 child abuse cases are dealt with by an army
of sacial workers annually. Local papers around
the country carry the local DSS phone number to
encourage friends and neighbours to report their
suspicions of local abusers.

Social workers now interfere in people’s lives
on a wider basis than ever before. Yet there is
hardly a murmur of public epposition. It is time
to take a step back and ask some more critical
questions about all this social work intervention.
Let’s look for a moment at what social workers
actually do,

In a study of child protection practices in
Western Australia (where social work practice is
similar to Britain) published in April, David
Thorpe of Lancaster Universily argues that
social workers spend most of their time policing
the parenting habits of disadvantaged people
who need practical support rather than
surveillance.

[n practice this means social
workers target tamilies which
they judge will find it diffi-
cult to make the right
decisions about their lives,
such as single parents,
uncmployed people. work-
ing class families and blacks.
Children of single paréents are
often found on the “at risk’ register simply
because they don’t have a father. Julian Bramley
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A friend of mine's children routinely
threaten to phone Childline if they want
to give their mum a hard time

was on the register because his single mother
went out for an occasional drink, leaving her
children in the charge of not one but twa babysit-
lers. This may sound like responsible behaviour
to the rest of us. But not to Notlinghamshire
social workers, who considered Julian at risk for
not having a mother who never went aul.

‘At risk’ families are unlikely to share social
warkers’ PC views (the social worker in the
Harris case kindly dropped the family a note to
let them know she was going on a racial aware-
ness course). Parents may well be checked to sce
whether they are passing on what are considered
the right values to their children. According to
Thorpe’s study, ‘the chikl protection system is
being used to impose standardised norms of par-
enling...rather than try to protect children from
injury or harm’, Families which don't match up
to the right standards will be subjected to more
social worker visits and interviews. Thorpe’s
research supports the idea that social workers are
looking for more than abused children:

‘Because social workers have nothing 1o go
on when trving to distinguish the risks in one
family from those in another, they fall back
on moral judgments. Decisions are being taken
on the basis of untested assumptions about what
parents should be, rather than evidence of harm
to children, Issues like the physical state of
the house, how tidy the children look at scheol,
the lifestyle of the parents and minority child-
rearing traditions, such as expecting older chil-
dren to help look after younger siblings. were
decisive in the workers’ assessment of risk.’
(Guardian, 30 March 1994)

Sacial workers say they are there to help people
who just can’t cope with the pressures of daily
life. 'This all sounds very helpful. So why
does the joke about the difference between
a Roftweiler and a social worker (answer: it’s
easier to get your Kids back from a Rottweiler)
have a ring of truth for ordinary familics?

In fact, social workers are there to test par-
ents’ ability 10 bring up their children, Under the
Children Act, state bodies are required to *put
children first’. This means that parents are
judged according to how well they meet the stan-
dards set by social workers. Most parents suffer

_ the attentions of social workers prying into how

. they bring up their kids. Mothers of newborn
babies have to put up with months of surveil-
fance from health visitors,

Many mothers cannot even agree with each
other on child-rearing issues; should you feed
your baby whenever it cries, when should it go
on to solids, at what age is it safe to let vour child

|

play outside? It has long been accepted that par- |

ents are the best judge of what’s right for their

own children, But no longer. Today, if your ideas
don’t match what the social workers think—for
instance, if you think it’s OK to smack your
children—then you are likely 1o be judged to
need their help. And according to Thorpe’s
research, if you get a visit from child protection,
vou had better look sorry and be grateful for their
concern. Where parents were welcoming and
contrite, the case was more likely 10 be dropped
than when they were hostile and suspicious of
the investigating agency, regardless of any evi-
dence of harm to the child.

It is insulting to imply that parents need social
workers 1o tell them that it’s a good idea to fewl
their children and send them to school, Parents
don’t need social workers to tell them that it's
a bad idea to beat the kids up, or that they
shouldn’t have sex with their children,

When we take a step back, is today’s social
worker really so different from the patronising
middle class Victorian matrons satirised by
Dickens in novels like Bleak House? These priv-
ileged women saw visiting the poor as part
of their Christian duty and tried to get impover-
ished families to read the Bible, say their prayers
and behave themselves. Todayv’s social workers
may well be the modern equivalent: urban mis-
sionaries, there to ensure that we comply with
their view of what our lives should be like.

Interference and surveillance by social work-
ers now has an impact on many aspects of peo-
ple’s lives. Neighbours who bear cach other
a grudge are just as likely to report their enemies
for child abuse as for working while signing on
the dole. A friend of mine’s children routinely
threaten to phone Childline if they wanl to give
their mum a hard time. A few weeks ago
I noticed a poster stuck to the lamp posts on a
local street, like the ones people put up when
they have lost their cat. It had been put up by par-
ents who had been visited by child protection
officers and police after a neighbour had reported
their children screaming, The poster thanked the
neighbour for dobbing them in and advised them
to learn the difference between squeals of plea-
sure and squeals of pain. Their kids will proba-
bly be on the “at risk’ register until they leave
home,

The last thing families need is more social
workers with more powers. We don't need
a new army of social workers taking every nosy
neighbour’s phone call seriously, or thousands
more children on the Child Protection Register
because their parents don’t match some middle
class madel lifestyle, or health visitors with
the power to strip-search children far bruises.
{In one case earlier this year, parents were inter-
rogated by social workers and police, after

a teacher spotted ‘bruising’ on their daughter’s
legs. It turned out to be ink marks, from where
the girl’s mum had written her name inside her
wellies.) Families should be lefl alone to work
out the best way to bring up their kids for
themselves, In fact, given that their sole role is to
lay down petty laws about how people should
live, we wauld be better off if there were no
social workers to interfere at all.

The acceptance of social workers’ interven-
tion doesn’t just have consequences for individ-
ual families—although those are bad enough.
It has consequences for the rest of society too.
Are we so lacking in confidence that we are pre-
pared to hand over decisions about children’s
welfare (0 an army of PC snoopers paid by the
state? Don’t we trust ourselves 1o make deci-
sions? It is so much easier for the government to
bring in the sort of Big Brother legislation it is so
keen on, if it can claim to be doing so because of
public concern about child abuse,

I have heard it argued that all the problems with
social workers are worth putling up with if they
save children from being abused, But all the evi-
dence suggests that social workers cannol stop
child abuse in the first place. The only solution
offered by social workers is to remove children
from their families. But putting kids in homes
doesn’t solve the problem; a constant stream
of prosecutions of children’s home workers and
foster parents shows that kids can just as easily
be abused while under the state’s protection. And
David Thorpe’s research indicates that ‘fewer
than a quarter of the children entering state care
had been physically, sexually or emotionally
abused” (Guardian, 30 March 1994),

The evidence also suggests that child abuse
has been built up into a moral panic, with
increased intervention by social workers justi-
fied by inflated claims of abuse epidemics. The
NSPCC’s recent campaign launched a new panic
about child abuse by highlighting the fact that
around 180 children will die from neglect or
abuse this year. Yet these figures have remained
more or less constant for the past 20 years.
In other words, all the changes in the law, all the
social workers, and all the NSPCC campaigns
have had no effect on the problem of child abuse.,
which is much the same now as it was in the past.
Yet the NSPCC used these figures to launch a
new panic about child abuse. It argued that peo-
ple need to be made more aware of what child
abuse is, perhaps so that we don’t mistakenly
abuse our children while giving them their tea.

We need much less of this patronising atti-
tude—and fewer social workers with fewer pow-
ers to police people’s lives would be a good start.

Additional information from Joanne Hayes
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In recent times, the balance between private life and
public life has shifted in favour of the home and the family.
Public activity is in abeyance, says James Heartfield

The privatisation
of everyday life

30 May 1994

mbership of the major
olitical parties has
i slumped. Labour Party
membership has been falling for more
than a decade. But the Tories too have
been in trouble since the late eightics.
Nor is the decline of mass party politics
restricted to Britain; in the United
States, the Democratic Party won the
1992 election despite discovering that
it had no membership list. In Italy, the
major political party of the postwar
years, the Christian Democratic Party,
collapsed once its leaders had been
implicated in corruption scandals,
And political parties are not the only
public organisations to lose popular
Support.

In Britain, trade union
membership fell from 13 300 000
in 1979 to 9 600 000 in 1991, or fram
53 to 37.7 per cent of the workforce
in 12 years, Membership of mainstream
Christian churches fell by more than
a million from eight million in 1975
to 6 720 000 in 1992, Britain already
has the lowest church participation
in Burope at just 15 per cent in 1990
(compared to 81 per cent in Ireland).

Armchair politicians

The National Federation of Women’s
Institutes, The Mothers Union and the
National Union of Townswomen's
Guilds have all seen their memberships
fall by nearly half since 1971, The Red
Cross Society, the British Legion, the
RSPCA, the Guides and the Boy Scouts
(though not the Cubs and the Brownies)
have all suffered major falls in
membership over the past 20 years, In
fact, almost all major public institutions

i
W

fram the National Farmers Union fo the

Green Party have been affected by the
decline in popular participation.

In recent elections in America and
Russia participation hit all-time lows.
Even the Italian election, in which
Silvio Berlusconi’s right-wing Forza
ltalia was supposed to have injecled
fresh life into politics, was marked
by a decline in voting overall.

Britain might seem to go
against this frend, since the numbers
voting increased marginally in the
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1992 general election to 33 275 000,

a 76.3 per cenl turnout of those eligible
to vote. However, this rise in the
turnout in Britain does not contradict
the wider trend: the turn away from
active to more passive participation in
public life. Increased voting should be
seen alongside decreased membership,
canvassing and campaigning,

Mare passive kinds of public
involvement have been holding their
own or increasing, especially those that
you can do from your own front room.
Marginally more people write to local
councillors or newspaper editors than
once did. Many more people give to
charity—the incomes of charitable
organisations have increased from
£320m in 1981 to £793m, adjusted for
inflation, in 1993. Of course, giving to
charity is the sort of public conscience
that you can exercise in private,
giving by telephone while watching
a televised appeal.

Complaints to official ombudsmen
increased sharply between 1976 and
1992, more than doubling in the case
of the ombudsman for health and
increasing nearly 10 times in the case
of the ombudsman for local authorities,
Similarly the workload of Citizens
Advice Bureaux, law centres, the
Equal Opportunitics Commission and
the Commission for Racial Equality
has roughly doubled in the past
10 years. These semi-official
bodies have taken up the strain of
dissatisfaction on an individualised
basis, where the avenues for more
collective protest have narrowed
or disappeared altogether.

As people’s aspirations have
become mare individualised, so their
use of their free time has become even
more centred upon the home and family
life. In their leisure time most people
now prefer to stay indoors than go out.
Average television viewing reached
an all-time high in 1992, the last
recorded figures, of 27 hours per week,
while attendance at football matches
continued its long-term fall and
cinema visits levelled out at an
average per person of two in
1992 after a long decline.

One telling sign of the increasing
relevance of home life—alongside the
slight reduction in the amounts spen!
per household on drinking and eating
out—is the importance of late night
Friday television. Star turns like
The Word. Roseanne, Jo Brand and
‘Mr Friday Night’, Jack Dee, have all
joined in the competition for the Friday
night, TV slot, Years ago, when Ready,
Steady. (Go was on a Friday night, they
said ‘the weekend starls here’. Now
The Word is your weekend, along with
a game of Fantasy Football,

'‘Out’ is dangerous

But it’s not just a case of staying

in with the box instead of going

out. Even television viewing itself

has become more fragmented

and privatised than it once was.

As ownership of televisions has
increased, so more and more families
watch TV scparately. To cater for the
proliferation of television watching,
cable and satellite services have been
set up, providing a variety of specialist
television viewing, Add the attraction
of computer games and personal
CD-plavers, and it is not unusual to find
several members of a family pursuing
different private pastimes in the home
at the same time,

The attractions of home and
hearth weigh even heavier given the
generalised anxiety about going out.

In the past vear recorded violent crimes
against the person dropped after vears
of steady increase. Fear of crime, by
conltrast has risen precipitately in recent
years. The overwhelming sense that
‘out’ is a dangerous place to be is

a major attraction (o staying in,

Fear of violent crime and other
unwanted social encounters puts real
strains upon public space. In the United
States ‘gated communities’ like
CityWalk in Los Angeles arc on the
increase, especially in the suburbs.
‘These artificially public spaces are
in fact privately owned, with security
guards on hand to expel unwanted
‘troublemakers’: the poor. In Britain
there are few gated communities,
though privately policed shopping




malls aré more common and there

ate similar trends of suburbanisation,
{Cornwall, Cambridgeshire,
Buckinghamshire and other southern
counties have seen the biggest increase
in population befween 1981 and 1991,
while the numbers in urban centres like
London, Liverpoal and Belfast are
either stagnant, or falling).

In Canary Wharf in London's
Docklands private security guards turn
motorists away from the yuppie
development site that was subsidised
with £8m of public money. “The point
is to deter people who have no business
being there’, according to Canary
Wharf Ltd spokeswoman
Georgie Gibbs.

For the wealthy, gated communities
are an option but for most people home
will have to do. The underlying
sentiment is similar nonetheless. Public
space is 4 dangerous place. As much
as possible peaple prefer to live their
lives in the safety of their own families.

The privatisation of evervday life
often appears to be a matter of the
technology at hand: television replaces
the cinema, telephone calls replace
visits, market research and opinion
polls make mass politics redundant.
But above all the disaggregation of
collective life is a political trend. There
is nothing inherent in the new means of

communication, whether satellite or
Internet, that means that people have to
turn inwards to the family for comfort.
That is all down to the political climate
which makes the public world seem
dissatisfying and dangerous.

The massive extension of public
life that began at the turn of the century
was premised upon the entry of the
masses into politics. Mass football
and cinema attendance, the first holiday
resorts and other arenas of public
leisure were created as a growing
urban workforce won time and
money for itself.

Crinkly Bottom

Mass organisations like the unions
along with their representative arm the
Labour Parly—swere formed as the
working class tried to organise itself
and more middle class reformers tried
to reorient it towards constitutional
politics. Mass parties were also created
as a counterweight (o the newly
assertive urban workforce. The modern
Conservative Party and other middle
class organisations were created to keep
the working class out of power.

But few people today would
put any great hopes in the politicians
or political parties. Today’s
disillusionment with mass politics
does not just affect the parties of the
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Staying in

left. Without popular pressure, all mass
politics, and with it mass cultural life,
has lost its urgency, The privatisation
of everyday life is the outcome of the
exclusion of the mass from politics.
The less the public sphere seems to

be an arena in which ordinary people’s
aspirations can be met, the more home
and family offer themselves as the
consolation prize,

And alongside the disappointment
with the public world there is fear.
Without clear guidelines for public
interaction—Ilike which team you
should support, or which party ar
cause—"out’ is a frightening place.
Increasingly, points of social contact
are seen to be a source of danger rather
than satisfaction, Instead of secing each
other as potential friends or allics, other
people look more like a threat. If vou
go out you can be robbed or attacked.
duped or raped.

The real danger. though,
is not going aut, but staying in.

The diminution of the public world
threatens to exclude people from any
role in making the decisions that affect
their lives. Worse still, you might get

to like it in Crinkly Bottom. ]

(Mos! statistics taken from
Social Trends 24, 1994 edition,
Central Statistical Office.)
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A year ago, the introduction of the community care reforms was supposed
to bring a big improvement in the lives of the elderly and the infirm.
Instead, reports Debra Warner, the changes have
helped to ruin the lives of many women in the family

PHOTO: MICHALL KRAMER
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‘At least babies grow

n Eastenders Pauline Fowler

e recently agreed to take in her

55 Auntie Nelly, discharged from
hospital and too weak to live alone,
because, after all, “she is family”.

As state facilities are run down, many
people are left feeling that they ought
to look after their own. But while we
can laugh at the trials of Paulinc and
her interfering aunt, the reality for
most people caring for sick relatives
is no joke.

Sue’s ailing mother came to live
with her three years ago after a series
of falls left her too weak ta cope on
her awn, Sue works in the evenings
and her day is spent cleaning up after
her husband and two teenage sons, and
caring for her mother. now hedridden
and incontinent. Before going out to
work she cooks the evening meal and
feeds her mother, and when she gets
in she often has to change her mother’s
sheets before going to bed. She rarely
gets a full night’s sleep. ‘I thought it
was bad enough when the boys were
babies, but at least you know that
habies are going (0 grow up. Mum
will probably get more dependent on
me as she gets older. Sometimes I'm
so tired I feel like telling her to get oul
of the bed and let me climb in and get
some sleep.’

Informal carers

The lives of women like Sue were
held up as an example in a February
debate in the House of Lords, held
to mark the International Year of
the Family. Amid the many warnings
about family breakdown, Lord Bishop
of Oxford reminded his peers thal
‘not all is gloom. There are 6m
informal carers in Britain—people
responsible for the disabled and the
¢lderly—of whom 43 per cent are
in paid employment’. This, according
to their lordships, is evidence that
the family is alive and well.

But caring for a sick relative
at home while doing a full-time job
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is a far cry from most people’s ideal
of family life. Mary, whose husband
suffers from multiple sclerosis, works
full time as a secretary but caring

for John is becoming increasingly
demanding as his condition
deteriorates. She finds herself doing
two full-time jobs. ‘T can’t afford to
give up work—how would we pay the
mortgage? We owed a lot of money
when John had to stop work and what
I earn isn’t enough as il is.”

Left to cope

In the morning, Mary washes and
dresses her husband before lifting him
out of bed into his wheelchair. At the
end of the day, she lifts him back into
bed. In between, she goes to work, does
the housework and nurses John during
his frequent 'bad patches’, *After all
the years we've paid National
Insurance, I feel bitter that we’ve just
been left to cope. 1'm not a nurse and
sometimes I worry whether I'm doing
the right thing for him.’

The community care reforms
which came into force in April last
vear introduced ‘needs assessment’,
meaning in effect that many services
are now means-tested. Free home care
provided by social services dropped
by a third on the introduction of the
reforms, according to a survey by
the Association of Metropolitan
Authorities, andin many areas
the charges made for services have
increased substantially. As a result,
elderly people have become more
dependent on grown-up children
to care for them.

These days a weekend trip to visit
elderly parents is less of a social call
than a second job. For Theresa Dunne,
the weekend trips to her in-laws mean
doing the housework and shopping
which the elderly couple are too frail
to do themselves, ‘I’'m very fond
of them, really. But they can be very
demanding—they forget that P've gol

my own home to run as well.” While

Tory peers extol the virtues of the
close-knit family, moving away from
relatives is not an option for families
like the Dunnes. Instead, for Theresa
and millions of women like her, the
demands of caring for the elderly are
added 1o the responsibilities of the
houschold chores and bringing up
her children,

The idea of community care
originated in the late sixties as an
alternative to the shabby, impersonal
geriatric wards that old people faced
if they didn’t have the means to buy
private nursing care. Back then, the
idea was to build comfortable sheltered
accommodation in the community
where the infirm could have access
to care without losing their dignity
and independence. The 1989 white
paper ‘Caring for people” took this
idea up in outlining the government’s
praposals: ‘The changes are intended
ta enable people 1o live as normal
a life as possible in their own homes
or in a homely environment in the local
community.” That idea might have
sounded fair enough: the reality has
been very different.

Cost of care

Al the same time as the community
care proposals were intraduced, local
autharities were also charged with
reducing costs, As a result many
residential homes have now been
closed or tendered out to the private
sector. Places in these homes are
means-tested, so the elderly or their
families are often expected to
contribute towards the cost of care.
A February 1994 report by the health
ombudsman noted that relatives have
been put under duress (o pay up to
£120 per week for nursing homes,

An NOP survey shows ‘a huge
gulf between what the public expects—
cradle-to-the-grave healthcare—and
what the state will deliver, Remarkably
few people (18 per cent) expect they will
have to pay towards their healthcare




in old age. In reality, three out of
five contribute to their residential care
costs,” (Guardian, 29 March 1994),
Many families on moderate incomes
find such costs prohibitive, leaving
them with little choice but to take
in elderly relatives and care for
them at home.

For Sue, the pressures of caring
for her mother are almost too great.
*There's no time oft, When I'm out at

work I worry about her—my husband’s
a long-distance driver. so he's often not
around to keep an eye on her. A few
months ago she had a fall and had to
go into hospital for two weeks. I felt
so guilty because | hadn’t been there
to prevent it, but the relief of letting
someone else look after her was huge.
[€°s awful, but sometimes I wish she’d
fall again, just to give me a break.’

The mixture of guilt and
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desperation expressed by Sue is not
unusual, Community Care magazine
observed Jast year that ‘the pressure
of caring for someone who is confused
can be enormous and push the mos:
caring people into thoughts of cruslty
that make them feel guilty afterwards
(3 June 1993). According to the Carers
National Association, nearly half of
carers say they have reached breaking
point at some stage,

When community care was
ariginally discussed, it was assumed
that it would be provided by the
welfare state. Today, it is taken
for granted that the care should be
provided by the family. What was once
proposed as a step forward for carers
and their relatives has been twisted
so that the burden of care falls on the
shoulders of women like Sue. Caring
is a full-time job. While professional
carers like nurses can 2o home at the
end of the day, for people caring in the
home, the job is 24 hours a day, seven
days a week, without pay or holidays.

A new dependant
The vast majority of carers in this
country are women, many of whom
have spent much of their adult lives
bringing up and caring for children.
Just at the stage when they can look
forward to their children leaving
home, giving them a bit of time for
themselves, they find they are burdened
with a new dependant, and one who is
not going to grow up.

The community care reforms
were promolted as improving the
quality of life for people in need of
care. But the relentless physical labour
and emotional strain of caring etched
on the faces of Sue, Mary and Theresa
shows that the quality of their lives has
been immeasurably reduced. Lord
Bishop of Oxford may celebrate their
lives as a sign of a caring society. But
the reality of community care is that
society cares less, leaving these women
with little to celebrate. ®
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- Watching
- defectives

Under its new truancy watch scheme,

the government wants to enlist the community

In a campaign against ‘problem pupils'

and their parents. Since when,

ask Andrew Calcutt and Jennie Bristow,
was missing school a crime against society?

am very concerned about
: the link between truancy. poor
* academic performance and
crime.” In February 1994 education
secretary John Patten called a press
conference to introduce *a £14m boost
to truancy watch and other schemes
designed to help the wider community
fight truancy’.

The Patten package comprises
86 schemes across England. Most are
modelled on the 1993 Staffordshire pilot
project which involved Stoke-on-Trent
shopkeepers reporting suspected truants
to police and education officers.
Similarly the education and welfare
service in Barnsley will “liaise with
local police’. In Hertfordshire and
Cambridgeshire, ‘patrols will be
mounted by education welfare officers
and police beat officers’. As part of
a joint police-council operation,
Coventry schools will be éncouraged

Lo develop a “pass’ system for pupils
permitted to go off-site.

In the London Borough of Haringey,
truancy watch involves ‘a partnership
between the police, local businesses
and all council services'. Linked to
‘police and the business community”,
the Cleveland scheme will ‘explore’
video surveillance. In South Tyneside,
cducation officers will ‘shadow’
community police. In Sandwell,
Birmingham, environmental health
officers will work alongside police
and education officials. Big stores
in Oxford city centre are collaborating
with private security companies and
local police to catch wandering
schoolchildren,

All truancy watch schemes
employ a ‘multi-agency approach’,
with teachers, shop assistants, security
staff and council officials working
together, usually under the leadership

Truancy crackdown

of the polce, wiw willl cowndimune
the vanoes ageacass arwaibeed

As well as rackmg #hsomes
pupils, truzacy watch will ssomaor
their parcats. ‘Rassine poseansd
AWarencss IS 3 fean -
schemes. “Parcats §
warned the Londoa Evemne Stondony

(T T=ENC nee

(1 February 1994) “P: will xyes

to provide detailed notes om why Sew
children have missed school snder
tough new government rules.” Jumor
education minister Eric Forth spefied
out the standards which the governmen
expects. Parents, he said, “must play
their part in getting their childres

to school on time and in a condition

to learn....Parents should also impeess
upon their children the need to observe
schools’ code of conduct and reinforce
this through discipline in the home’

Under other govéernment measures.
parents who fail to discipline their
children will themselves run the risk
of being disciplined by the authorities
Last year’s revision of the Education
Act (1944) increased the scope for
prosecuting the parents of truants.

At the national Crime and the

Family conference convened by

the Family Studies Policy Centre

in February 1994, Home Secretary
Michael Howard announced an
amendment to the Criminal Justice
and Public Order Bill which will mean
parents being bound over to the sum
of £1000 ‘to ensure that a child under
16 complies with a community sentence
imposed upon him”,

The Home Sceretary is certainly
living up to his job-title. Except in
wartime, no British minister has ever
accrued so much power over the home
life of the general population, With
a chain of command thal stretches from
the Home Office and Department for
Education, through the police and local
authorities to teachers, the government
is seeking all sorts of ways to lay down
the law on how parents should bring up
their children. Truancy watch is just
part of the campaign of intrusion.

Prompted by the announcement
of nationwide truancy watch, obliging
journalists gave the impression that the
country’s shopping malls are plagued
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Truancy crackdown

by a fast-growing epidemic of truants,
all of whom are assumed 1o be involved
in illicit activities ranging from petty
larceny to infanticide. “T'hey share

a Coke, a cigarette and some chips’,
observed the Sun, “they shoplift, they
steal from cars, they snatch purses...the
two 10-vear old boys who murdered
toddler James Bulger in Liverpool

‘Did anyone ever know a boy
who begged his father to buy
him a desk?’

were playing truant’.
If there was a causal connection
between bunking off school and
battering toddlers lo death, every street
in Britain would have its own James
Bulger. This is not the case. While
Bulger’s death was highly exceptional,
truancy is a routine fact of school life.
This has been the case for generations,
Edwardian board schools were
known as ‘bored schools’, whose pupils
used all sorts of ruses to escape the
tedium of lessons, In fishing ports it
was traditional for adolescent boys to
go ‘pleasuring’—helping out on the
family boat for weeks at a time. At the
other end of the social scale, in Frank
Richards’ Billy Bunter stories, ‘the fal
owl of the Remove” was always trying
to ‘cut” Mr Quelch’s Latin fessons in
order to cash a postal order and gorge
himself on tuck. In those far-off days
opinion-formers and educationalists
came close to regarding truancy as
welcome proof of youthful high spirits:

‘According to public opinion
in Bovdom, to sit for hours at a desk
indoors is a wretched waste of time
and daylight. Did anyone ever know
a boy—a normal healthy boy, who
begged his father to buy him
a desk?...Certainly not. A boy is not
a desk animal. He is not a sitting-down
animal....He is a boy—God bless him—
full to the brim of fun and fight and
hunger and daring and mischief and
noise and observation and excitement.
If he is not, he is abnormal.” (H Casson,

Teacher’s World, December 1918,
quoted in G Pearson, Hooligan:
A History of Respectable Fears, p45).

Has there been a steep rise in
the incidence of truancy? There
has certainly been a huge expansion
in the official definition of a ‘truant’.
The term is now used to include any
pupil who goes AWOL for a single
school lesson.

Recent press reporting of
truancy has been as inflated as
the new definition. The Sunday
Telegraph featured the Amy Johnson
comprehensive in Hull: ‘up to one third
of pupils in the final year were absent
as their leaving date drew near”, But
pupils have always been unofficially
advised to stay away from school
after taking their last external exam,
The Sun cited Kensington and Chelsea
as the borough with the worst truancy
rate: in 1992, approximately 46 per cent
of pupils skipped school for one or
more half days. By the same reckoning,
mare than half of pupils were so
conscientious that they didn't skive off
even for a morning, Given that so many
lessons are under-resourced and so few
jobs are available to school-leavers,
what’s truly remarkable is that
the vast majority of students motivate
themselves to turn up to school on
such a regular basis,

Perceived irrelevance

In 1992 the Department for Education
(DIE) commissioned a large-scule
survey from the University of North
London truancy unit. The results do
not tally with the reports of marauding
gangs of truanting voung criminals.
Cutting particular lessons while staying
in the school building is the most
frequent form of truanting. Many
truants cited dislike of particular
teachers or specific lessons, largely

on grounds of ‘perceived irrelevance’.
Nor is truanting necessarily the
precursor o a lifetime of wilful
ignorance and anti-social savagery.
Most truants liked or at least tolerated
school, Even more significantly, nearly
60 per cent of those branded as truants
planned to continue their education
after year 11 (aged 15-16), either at
school or college.

A senior truancy researcher is
dismissive of truancy watch: ‘Tt will
pick up a few kids, but as soon as they
know a shopping centre has a fruancy
watch they won’t go there. Everyone's
against it. The only people for it are
the ones who are going to get
some money,’

Truancy watch has been developed
and promoted by the DfE in line with
the government's general emphasis on
law and order, discipline and parental
responsibility. In the political climate
of the nineties, the spotlight is turned
on to the ‘crime’ of fruancy, and
away from the real problems facing
the schools—such as staff cuts,
under-resourced classrooms, poor
quality cducation and the chronic lack
of jobs for school-leavers. The £14m
cost of the new truancy schemes is
chickenfeed compared to the billions
required to renovate school buildings
and resource the curriculum properly.
Raising the spectre of truancy
is a cheap stunt by a beleaguered
government which is desperate to
improve its reputation in the sphere
of education,

Crusade

Introducing truancy watch, Patten
declared ‘the common thread running
through these excellent initiatives is
a recognition that ordinary people have
their part to play’. A DfE circular noted
that ‘each scheme is unique but all seek
to promote community involvement
in tackling the problem of truancy’.
Not content with inventing a new
crime, the education secretary wants
to enlist “ordinary people’ in a crusade
against il.

The DIE’s moral mission
against truancy goes much further
than telling your next door neighbours
that their kids have been wagging it.
Squealing to the authorities is the
ethos of truancy watch. *The wider
community’ is being called upon to
act as the eyes and ears of the police.
It is another step towards a
repressive society in which the
respectable classes are invited to
form networks of proxy police, spying
on their neighbours in case they or
their children have a lie-in
on Monday morning. @
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TOBY BANKS

merica still kads the world s wumellmg BeRvices; with:
Artists Anonymous now offering help to those wha'find the'

burden of ereativits too much fo bear:
Qur; scepncimn and yel the sathionties are happy tainiroduce their awa
versions uader the gise: of comman sense: and: common: decency.

‘So. while the Honte Secretase expanunds upon his vision df surveilling:

CHMUETSS inevery hnusmg estae {and: by the way, didnt the Tories used

0 warn-us . ad rawsearn; about 1984"), Robert Key, mivister {01 raads:

and traffic hus decided that road signs appcar o4 authoritarian, as they
onder us to keep deft’ ete: He'plans to improve things by adding the

word “please”. This brings to mind the Home Office’s plans 1o issue
police withy 2 ‘Friendby: Inokmg 1rumhwn of which ‘ng more has: R

bccn heard. :
Judges are now am:mbrqb mw':awurcrms semindrs, so they can

pass seutmoe au blzu,k people wmmul giving affence wuh phraacs.

.a!! Tight thett. \\amlw.(;rih prisos: vy W:kmg ta nmpmw 1S ncLauve o

simageby: ‘introducing an ‘angper: e’ sehese prisoners can shumt sad
scream: without bothcnnu anybody. So ho chauge these; to Iwrow
a phrase.

And Tet: nobod\ say - tht Barclnys B‘mk ‘doesi’t care about s

workforee: After sdckm,g, 2 400 staff on the spot (fnclhiding a man sho
hai been granted & mortgage by them the week before), Barehays pers

sonnel director John Cotton said: *We are dotog our best to ensure that

e deal with: the ‘staff v as s¥mpathetic ang: SEUSIAYE & manner ¥s

‘pussible; Those affected by sedundancy swill kave 1w ‘apportanitics to

‘appeal aod sve have:a 24-hour: helplme for stall fo talk: m xmk:pm(km
counsellors abont their situation.”

T like the bit about those “affected by rudundancy wehich; like Adds

ar RSI, is Jearly something dasty: fiat's going around at the moment,

and has nathing at all to do with Barclays. And wha exactly are these

peoplt expected ta appel ta? And how long betore this 24-hour oud-

selling is svatlable on-strsen 4t Lashpomb" Perhaps a small slip can be
dispensed with a ‘cheerful think-positive message for those “without
sufficicnt funds’, along the lines of thase fnmmz.mlhr@ machines at

the seaside. T see an opening there far somenue keew to make i splash

i the world of personnel managesent.

dex:vox pop of Various top peopte revcalzd how dtcpl) th::
tragedy was felr. Belinda Edwards of Harpers and. Queen thoughit: it
was ‘grosslv unfair': ‘I found it very confusiog hecause the crow was

elated “and 1 thought they'd won; T felt lost: and’ abaudoned: v,hen
I reatised they hadn L. |hdll to have 3 bath lecrecaver, T wuldn teven i
watch-the medal ceremony.’ s

I’emnall\' 1 was surpmed how mxm) penple Wcre gﬁnumch

i vas rakesi from the Mall ) Victoria station; The following vear 3 del-

doesn’t cxp]mn the massive T's’ audlcnoe Most: vze\\eﬁ lmd no. mdl

nterest inskating and probably Fo 55 idea whether the! Rua‘uans,wem,

In Britain we pride omselveq o

i FHSEISE salute

-

betfer ‘or nol—what interested - them ' wis' ‘the  ‘scoring  process.

LTS why the edited highlights ‘on TV showed @ few minutes of

skating and then tong tingering shols of the competitars watching the
Scares come up. In this respact skating @5 no-differesit from the Eurovi-
sion: Song Contest, when pe.ople place Hers and switch on for the
wonug attheend. .o

When a Brit s inowith e ch.mcc the country: will 20-small-hore

rifte - mad, clay - pigeon crazy, even. God hclp'u‘s, rugbv barmy.

The excitstent about: Torvill und: Bean' was: simply -an: explosion
of bottled- -up emotion {from thousands of Wwomen who have had nobody

‘o chebr since Super Sue Barker hung up her raguet shd T&D went

professional. Unlike English men, they do not have the experience of
decades nf sparting huwiliation tn foothall and crieke; and the shock
was top mnich for them: hnpe Belinda has. iuun(l a witable connsellor.

h(.nwu' our athletes gat beaten: i the oid dau {here
weas abwarys dark talk: of steroids and beta-blackess, and

“how thase Tiast Burapean women had to shiave more than' their Jegs.
“Now: that the Brilish squad s regularly hit by drug scandals we've

decided 10 chunge our complaint, I quate from the Sunday fi irmes adis-
approving description of “Ma's female army'-the Chinese women
ninners who have been' trashing world: records since. they burst on
1o the scene: last xummer, Ma Junren is referred to as ‘& brute of an
ex-soldier” ind this is:what be gefs up to.

‘Anormal day at Ma’s: Chengong camp Pepinswith an eﬂd} morn-

i ;mg ron after which athletes shower and eat a specially prepared break-
St AL 9am they. “study. for - three: hours, - leaming English. and

mathematics. Laneh:is at: midday and: fm 1pm ta ’rpm they steep.
Afferwards: training resumes with another nun: Ma sets the ‘pace: by

codnwimig ahead of theny in an old motercycle and sidecar. Dinner'is at
“iapm; ‘after which: recreation is ullowed; including physxothuapv And
dcupuncmte At Spii ﬂse al])lctcs gowbad.” HEE

Sounds Sfamiliar? Subsﬂtutc buil\fmg for acupuncture, and yau've got

B T dm.nptrou of ‘an English public school circa Chariots off e

I suggess the Boardmg Schoal Sum\or\ counsellons: get - out
there sharpish:

nd tallung uf short memoties. T Botice: um it mc hyatcrm
abont the ‘England v Germam football match and ‘the

“invitation to Germat velerans ta join in the VE Day celebrations, Jiftte

his been satd about the time real Nazis marches in London; with the
full support of the British: eqmblmhmem In: April: 1936 Naz nificers,
Grenadier Guards und-prime minister Neville Chamberlain: gave the
the coffin of German ambassador Baron von Hotsch

enation of Hitler Youlh swas invited 1o my old school on an exchange

xisit T handly need: add that cvcrything was done ju the very best
;Dliuslc AR o B ®
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PHOIC, GUILD FIl & RSTRISUTION

LIVING

The smash-hit French film of Germinal swaps
Zola's anger and realism for sentiment and
national nostalgia, argues Alan Harding

t a cost of more than 160m
francs. Germinal (cirected by
Claude Beri and starring
Renaud. Gerard Depardieu and
fiou-Miou) i1s the most castly
French preduction aver
mounted The investmenl has

paid off, not anly with a warm |

critical reception, but with 3 staggenng
five million plus payng al the box office
in France.

Watching the film of Emile Zo'a's book
about nineleenth-century French miners,
| coulgn'l endorse the enlhus@asm.
Depardieu as the miner Maheu lurns n
& respectable performance of warking
class honesty and of the world being
a Ittle too complicated for a simole man
lo cemprehend. Miou-Micu Invests his
wife Maheude with the recuisite inner
strength 1o ho'd the family together in
adversity—the Mother Courzge of the
mines. And Renaud brings an inlensity 1o
the protagonist Etienne Lantier without
quite ever suggesting the moadiness and
sense of being close to the sdge of
self-destruction which was so Important
for Zola.

The net result |s @ warthy flm rather
than a good one. The secret of its suc-
cess lies not in the film Aself, but in what
Berri's work means for a French audi
ence 1o whom yesterday ‘ooks befter
than today.

Beri's most famous films, Jean de
Floretie and Manon des Sources, evoke
2 rural France which has gone, if Il ever
existed, Despite all the atlention Berri
paid 1o the harcship and loil of peasant
life in Provence, these films were essen-
tially a sentimental joumey into the past,
in Uranus, Berd rewriles the history of
the wartime Resistance and the Nazi
collaborators in France, 1o emphasise
the theme of national reconciliation.
In Geminal he 15 again looking to histary
and in the most nestalgic way of all—ot
to settle accounts with the past, bul 1O
create myths thal can help deal with an
uncertzin present

Here is Beri's stated reason for mak-
ing Gemninal.

‘| was bom on the Faubourg Saint
Danig, in a3 working class neighoourhcod
of Paris. [My father] went through the
Panuiar Fronl. He must have dreamed
of a “belter world”, before becoming

| dsillusioned. Alter the war, he wvoled

Communist. ..
I have lwved a life which is different
from my fatner's, In matanal terms, | have

- gone over lo "the other side” bul | believe

that my heart still beats in time with his.
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| made Germinal for my father. When |
| think about Germinal, | am on my

| father's side, at lhe side of the miners as

they scream for bunger. | believe that, in
another life, | could have oeen, | woulc
have liked to be, Etienne Lanter.'

Beri's use of Germinal as a vehicle for
sentimental noslalgia is far removed from
the message of Zola's novel. Germinal
lhe book is the story of a cefeated
minars' strike in the grirding poverty of
the Lille coalfield in the dying years of the |
Second Empire. It is also the slory of
the history of working class organisation
and dawning censciousness. Il s a story
of bitter class hatred, of solidarity and
human weaknsss.

While fermally sticking to the story, Bermi
has made a film about reconciliation
rather than canflict. it has hit a nerve with
millicns of French people because, at
a time when thoy feel they are lwing in
a diviced and cirectonless society. the
film creates a golden age when French-
men and women <new who they were
and lived by simple values. The world of
lhe striking mirers Is a France which,
because it is gone and no longer a threat
la anybady, can be mourned over and
regrelled. The rearest example | can
think of in Britain is the way that thoese
who cordemned the militanl resistance
of the 1984-85 mirers’ strike have wept
over the panners and the brass bands
a5 pits have cosed durng the past
18 months

Germinal is the story of a country anc
a generation which is being ground into
the dusl by buldozers, and reducec to
ashes. It's a period which s ending. but
which still exists’, says actor Renaud, in
e most parceptive comment on what
Germinal represents in contemporary
French society. Because the film invokes
the past in order 1o salve the confusion of
the present, it is a8 conservative project, |
The larguage of class confict and fight-
ing to win is subardinated to talk of the
miners' dignity ir cefeat: 'The mirer has
somethiry inside him which comes from
getling energy ¢ power the sarth and he
stll has t. even after the mines are
closed. It's his pnde.' (Depardieu)

As a resull, Geminal the film s alien
hoth to the politcal anc aesthelic sprit of
the author, Zola suffered trial and exle
far ‘JAccuse’, his famous ooen leller ¢
Ihe president of the repunlic in defence
of the amy officer Dreyfus, vicim of
an ant-Semitic witch-hunl. ‘JAccuse
emoodies the division in French saciety
which Berri ooscures. Mareaver, whiie
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Zola places the miners' struggle in the
context of its relations wilh Kard Marx's
emerging International Working Men's
Association, for Berri this 15 all but
absent, leaving the struggle as a sponia-
neous and arbitrary French affair,

More damring is that the fim's rosy-
hued nostalgia departs completely from
Zola's naturalism. Zola believed the novel
to be a sciendfic act of abservalion.
In Germinal he gives us the orutalisation
ot sexual reations, deformity, ill-bealth

and the pallor of a ife below earth sus- |

tzined by polaloes. It is relentiess and il
is nol pretty In Berr's film 3 June feast
day spent in the pub is not sawdust and
spiltle, but more like the French equiva
lent of Merchant lvory doing EM Forster.
In Bern, lovers run through corn fields

with white teeth flashing, In Zola, grimy |

and hungry peools hump In the corn and
averywhere else,

In emphasising e cignity of defeal
and the preservalion of a vanished world,
Berr/ {although he ends his Him wilh
them) has ‘0s! the sense of the combat
ive and forward-ooking words with which
Zola concludes his novel

Men were spranging up, & black
avenging host was slowly germinaling in
the furows, thrusting dpwards lor the
haryests of fulure ages. And very scon
their germination would crack the earth
asunder.’ ®

Germinal opens in Lordon or 8§ May

:
;
3
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The March 1994 issue of Living Marxism carried an article entitled ‘Kill The Bill" by

Andrew Calcutt. It did not meet with the approval of Thames Television Ltd, makers
of The Bill. Here we reprint extracts from the correspondence which ensued

To. Mlck Hurne

edilor of Living Marxism
me- John FltzGerald
legal adviser, fhe Bi

Mr Michael Chapman, the executive pro-
ducer of Thames Television's programme
The Bill, has asked me to bring & your
attention the arlcle headed 'Kill The Bill'
by Andrew Calcutt.

Mr Chapman informs me that he nas
not given an interview 1o your magazine
and has never spoken 1o the journalist
Andrew Calcutt. The passage in the arti-
cle states; ‘producer Michael Chapman
je proud of the new maral tone of The 8ill:
"wiewers can walch the police, as repra-
sentec by The Bilf, and have the same
warm feelings as they had to the pelice in
the ara of Dixon of Dock Grean™." In facl,
ne has never compared The Bi-’.’ in such
terms Lo the BBC's television senes Dixon
of Dock Graan.

In these circumstances | must ask for
your undertaking to publish an agreec
correction in the next issuge of the
magazine. To resolve the maller would
you kindly lst me have a copy of the text
af your statement so that it can de
approved oy Mr Chapman. Meanwhile all
rights are reserved,

I'-rom- Andrew calcutt

Tne arlicle in guestion did not purport
to be an interview with Michae! Chapman
of any other representative of The &iil.
It was an opinion piece which incerpo-
raled materia! from a wide range of pub-
I'shed sources.

The quote sliributed to  Michael
Chapman was taken from an article by
Bran James. published in the Daily Mail
an 13 May 19927, In view of this, it seems
there is no need for Living Marxism to
publish & correction.

If Michael Chapman would lke to take
issue with my assessment of The Bill, he
is welcome to express nis opinion in the
letlers page of Living Marxism.

*In the Daily Mail of 13 May 1992,
Michael Chapman is quoted as follows:
“There is no point trying o be a PR

exarcise. We don't moralise, but If a |
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police character is seen as less than
scrupulous, then others are seen to be
aware of that, and respond.

Viewers can walch the police, as
represented by The Bil, and have the
same wam leslings as they hac to the
aolice in the era of Dixon of Dock Green.
A differant sort of policeman, of course,
Bul these are different times.

‘Alienation between public and police
sorings from forgetting that police are
citizens in uniform. Reminding them is
perhaps what we do best.’

From: John FitzGerald

| do not agree with the view expressed

by Mr Calcutt in the second paragraph of

his letter. However, in order {¢ deal with
this complaint in an amicable manner,
Mr Chapman agrees to your suggestion
anrd submits the enciosed letter to be
published, withcul editorial comment, In
the next 'ssue of Living Marxism.

| would be grateful, in due course, 0
receive a copy of the magazne contain-
ing Mr Chapman’s letter.

Dezar Sir

In a recent issue of Living Mamasm the
inescapaole impression is given that
had been interviewed by Andrew Calcutt.
| am reparted as being ‘proud of the new
moral 1one of The 8", | was not inter-
viewed by Mr Calcutt nor anyone from
Living Marxism, and did nol utter these
words; neither can they be accurately
trapsialed fram the interview with the
Daify Mail | gave in 1982, If Commander
Marnoch’'s comments were attrbutec o
an interview with the Guaraian. then It
should have oeen mace equally clear my
verbatim remarks were also from an inter
view elsewhere. Morzover, if | am to be
queted, it should not be in & form trun-
caled lo the point of distortion, which was
the case in Andrew Calcull's piece.

Would you please publish this letter
by way of carection.

Yours fathiuly
Michael Chapman

A caution from The Bill

.To' John FltzGerald
From' Andrew calcutt

Mick Hume has agreed to print Michael
Chapman's letter in the May issue of
Living Marxism. In the interests of accu-
racy. however, | would ask you to take
note of the following points.

In an opinion piece such as 'Kl The
Bill' it 's acceptec joumalistic practce to
guote from statements which have
already been published and have there-
fore entered the public domain, without
necessarly creditng all of the orginal
sources,

Having first categorically denec com-
paring the public perception of The Bill
with that of Dixen of Dock Green, Michael
Chapman row seems to concede that he
dic da so, and his criticism has changed
tack. He now lakes exception o my Sug-
gestion that he is 'proud of the new moral
tone of The Bill’. Does he mean that he is
ashamed of The Bilf, or that the pro-
gramme has no meral tone?

In his letter, Mr Chapman insists he
‘did not utter these words; neither can they
be accuralely trarsiatecd from the inter-
view with the Dally Mail | gave in 1982".
But 'these words' are not presented as
a quote from Michael Chapman; they are
my reading of the lone of the programme
and my interpretation of his publishec
statements about it. Mr Chapman surely
does not mean to curlai my interoreta-
tion simply because it fails to tally with
his own.

On two occasions Michael Chapman
has wrongly accused me of poor jour-
nalism. Accusations such as these are an
inevitable aspect of critical debate, and |
am net unduly worriec by them. A maller
cf more concem, however, is the piclure
of policing which emerges three times
a week from the studios of The 8ill.

| suggest Mr Chapman shoulc forgel
the technical quiboles, and address
himself 1o the real queston: is The il an
accurate portrayal of policing? In 'Kill The
BiI' | likened it to & 'police PR video'
If Mr Chapmar believes othenwise, he
should come forwarc and defend his
programme,

| am pleased w0 @l you that the
Ma-,' ssue of Lwing Marxism carrying
Mr Chapman's letier is available from
good newsagents, price £2, or direct
from Junius Publications, BCM JPLTD,

| London WC1N 3XX (£2.80 inc p&p).




hy should «ou be good? Al moral philosophiés, all the-
orics of state and most theologies take their cue fram this
question.: Naw Wogan: has: the: snswer, His new shov Do the Right
Thing adopts a democratic and dialectical appraach to personsl eihics
The show takes the farm of a short drama i which the prafagonists’
“moral decigions are debated by a studio ‘sudience. The 'drama has two
possible endivgs wnd the gudienct t home gets to:vote on which oné
gets shossn. The studio is set up like Raphael’s 'Schoal of Athens”;
with the audience: lounging around o the steps'of a little amphitheatre,
+one side of which s foc the Yes voles: fhe other for the Nos, A hittle
spice is added by a'panel of pundﬂw,ho are knowrs sintiers, Weve had
David Mellor. for instance; though notin bis Chelsea sirip,

There'is an interesting moral fension between the studio audience
and the andience at home: The studio audience feels iself involved in
the debate and usually yotes for rectitude’, The viewers 4t howe. on the
other hand. are: stuck n on' 3 Satarday night with nothing o do hus

watch Wogan. They are naot yaing 1o \cule for sameone following the -

path-of Truth and ﬁndmg anner peace. They invariably. Vobe [or self-
destruction and disaster.
The shose hus been billed as # kind of privetime Mnml Maze: but
thiy iy undair, The Moral Maze addresses
isel o policy ixsues; such as should we:
allow” vivisechion: or-lower the ‘age aof
homosexual consent. . Wogan’s " moral
teasers are ‘more: basic—is. it alright 1o
o shag your: step-daughier, - for instance,
wis one. The Mosd Muze fatters ifs
listenews. The “we' of its questions is
“wxiomatic: I imphies that *we” the Rudio
Four listeners are included in the policy-
- making - process. I fact nebods gives
twva hoots what [ think about the age of
consent. Wagan's questivns ot Teast
Shave s kind of irgency.

The ‘moral structuire the programme promoles: is @ very: primitive
one: il you do wrong you will suffer the ‘consequences. what noes
avound comes-around. So ong man who found pbap of mones: aud kepl
it; ended up being wanted for murder, The touble swigh this paint ‘of
view is that it is patently not the case. We hardly ever siffer the consss
quences of owr sins. On the contrary, we often do rather wall ot of
them. a fact that is bronght home all tvo clearly by the sight of the
errant:Metlor grinning chummily at the camera from his coshy spec an
Wogan's padium.

shudders

Historically speaking, this disheartening fuct led fo the inyention of
theology. ta the idea of post-dated punishment. You:may nol suffer
now; ot wait antil you die, Smart Afec: This has da classical simplicity
and: L'can’t help thinking that Do dhe Right Thing would be: nuch
improved if:ittook it on board, Tt would be fun'fo see the floor openup
and the actors being consumed in eternal flanies, just oviry nov and
then; In ‘Christian morality, condoning, contemplating or promoting
avil iy just as bad as perpetrating it, so if the sudienve vuted incorrecthy,
they: would have 1o go up in smoke too, whicl swould imprave my
Saturday everings immeasurably,

The collapse of the Holy Roman Empire and the rise of the madern
nution: state: weakened this form of meral compulsion: The: new

N e R e
Reach out for

a packet of Radion
and the ocean

imperative was not the healeh of the soul. bur the good of the state. You
shouldl behave well in‘order to help preserve the peace and prosperity
of the pation: AU s eeudest; this argument comes out'as ‘what would it
be tike'if we alldid this?*: Again. T'think Wogan might think about

mukingase of this apocaliptic approach. We could bave 4 little drama

abontastate which had collapsad asa result of the mass-debauching of
step-childsen. Or one in which cvervone was so busy grassing up their
hest friends tiat nobody had time to:do anything else.

Moderiv bourgenis masalify  has—sorprisingly—reinstated simple
causality, though in-ay epic form. with Ihe envirpnment rather thon the
deity as the strument.of nemesis: The fiell of play of thisnew ethics
is neither the bedmon hot the corridors of power, but the supermarket.
Here yan are faced with-a million garish temptations: Make the wrong

‘choice and you unleash destriction upan the world. As Rita Fairclough

once memorably put it “if 1 Tacquer my hiir, ice caps™!f et and next
thing you: know, Back Rosimund Street is crawling with homeless
polar beass™.

The odd thing abous this moeality is that, wthongh it is praceically
hegemonic:in middle class thinkisig. it bas never translated itsclf into
policy, Nobody has eveér made (rips to the
bottle bank: compulsory: but who: now
wiulidever stick a bottle'in the bin? The
individual rather thun the state is now the
moral actor, Indeed: politics itself has
upw bevome less concerned with policy
and mone concerned with 'the ‘moral fir-
ness of “politiciang: The morality of the
arms frade is never questioned. anly that
of the arms trader

The bourgeois individoal seas itself as
exemplars. The world would be a beter
place if only. everyone bought Dalphin-
friendly; buyeatied Nesthe; reoveted their
plastic bugs and generally: behayved more like me: On'one’ Jevel, this
puts o fremendogs:strain on the average Teseo shapper. A walk down
the tinned goods aisle 18 more or fess equivalent 1o the Dark Night of
the Soul: On the ather hand; it'is temendously sel-aggrandising: The
cansumer:has auly 1o réach vl for 4 packet of Radion and the ocean
ahudders ras unplusmbed depths, Buy 4 jur of Nescafé and thounsands
die;asil the world were un intricate web of relationships with the Wesl-
ern consumer as the spider in the middle: The spider’s least mavement
reverberates through the whaleweb::

It &5 fashionatle 1o sneer at this world picture; ta suggest that the
baurgedisie, excluded fram real power, tries to make: its shopping trips
significant; 1o point ot that (hough they will agonise forever nver
which brand of tuna: to: buy, they won t carapaizn for an mtegrated
tanspart pulicss oran end to the asset-stripping of the rest of the world
by thehigh street: banks: But vou shouldn't reallv:laugh  because
this time it’s true The Western: consumier: really is like 2 big fat all-
devouring spider: When you buy Nescafé, people really do die.
It weaudd e reatly good fa se¢ & Do the Right Thing that reflected this.
A shopper stops to fill up with petrol avd buy a:Snicker and the whole
Western world is immediately overwhelmed by the defrauded growers
of sbcon, dragging disconyled superguns and remaindered nuclear per-

ssonnel mines hehind them: Now thal 1 €olerthinment; [}
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James Heartfield
on Prince Charles’
architecture magazine

g nthe lelevision drama 7o Play the King.
& Machiavellian, right-wing prime min-
ster, Francis Urghart, is challenged by
a well-meaning but ineffectua king with
stranglec vowels—a bit like Prince
i Charles, sponser of the new architec-
i ture magazire Perspectives. The TV
¢ king protests at the subordination of
evarything decent apout his kingdom 1o
the untrammelled forces of Tree-markel
seffishness, In Perspeciives, the real
Prince sings a similar tune:

‘| ming very much that the world we
are creating for our children should oe
ess ugly and less ecologically damaged
than the world which my generation
nherited.’

In fact it is just as well thal the Tory
ministers who talk so warmly of Chares’
Ittle venlure haven't read Ferspeclhves
toa closely, with its ‘Power to the people’,
‘Fighting market forces' and ‘Insensitive
Western investors' headlines.

Bul unlike To Play the King, Chares
won't oe done over by the scheming
prime minister for daring to speak aut
against the market. Nol just because
Jonn Major s no Frarcis Urchart, but
hecause this is a safely cultural protest
against market forces, not a poltical
one that could cause the government
any trouble.

ILis a rural, or rather suburban idyll, in |

fact, a respite from everything cemmon,
n 'Bloomsbury, Bath, Bedford Park and
Hampstead Garden Suburd', {Te get the
proper metre of that list you have to
imagine John Betieman or John Gielguc
reading It} This is the England of warm
beer, the sound of leather on wilow and
schoolmistresses cycling home at cusk,
of John Major's fetishistic caydreams.

Charles lcoks forward to the day when
'we can again reflect in cur buildings
that crilical spidtual cimension of our
ives together whose social importance
has shown down the ages’. ‘Never more
dramatically’, he acds, ‘than when Lhis
dimansion was lost with the coming of the
incustrial revolution', So that's where
we lost our way. I's just as well Brilish
industry is being shut down then

The haok on which Charles' rural icyll
hanrgs is the campaign against the moc-
emist architectural movement launched
oy Le Corbusier and Walter Gropius, The
modernists lovec the new materdals, like
concrete anc steel, and loathed the twid-
dly deccrations Victorians stuck on the
fronts of their houses. Years ago, Le Cor-
busier cesignec 'Machines for living' in
vast cityscapes, laid out in grand isomet-
ric perspective.

Le Corbusier's motivations were, if
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‘Nobody understands
one’: Prince Charles
explains his vision of
a suburban Britain
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they only knew it, quite clese to those of
the Parsoectives people, Like the Prince,
Le Carbusier was concerned with the
agehumanising effect of market forces
the dehumanisation of the workes in the
capillalst production process. Seeing
tnal the worker was glienated and so had
no stake in the status quo, Le Corbusier
wanted to forestall revalution by compen-
sating him with a home thal was as wel
suted to his domestc needs as the fac-
tory was to his werking life.

Like Le Corousier, Perspectives sees
architecture as a constraint unon dehu-
manisation, but holds modernism to oe
part of the problem instead of the
solution. Christopher Brocker writes ‘the
Modem Movement had been based—
like commurism—on a colessal fantasy,
a aream which seemed so beguiling, but
which in practice could nct be realised”.
In the 197Cs, says Brooker, he was
‘'so horrfied by what we were doing to
Londen, and o the huncreds of thou-
sands of pecpe who had been herded
by this mad wision into tower biocks and
nhuman, desoiate housing estates'.
‘Come friendly bombers', wrote Betjeman
in the blitz, 'rain upon Slough'.

Tom Wolfe made the argument best in

ram Bavhaus fo Cur House. There he
ridiculed the ‘worker housing' schemes of
Walter Gropius and heir Amernican imta-
tars: ‘Here they were called public

housing projects. Bul semehow workers,
intellectually undeveloped as they were
managed to avoic.."the projects” [and]
headed out instead to the suburbs.’ The
only pecple left trapped In worker hous-
ing 'n America teday', Wolfe adced, ‘are
thosge who den't work at all',

The Prince of Wales adopled Wolfe's
argument against modemism when he
denounced, in the language cf the eigh-
teenth cenlury, the ‘'morstrous caroun-
cle on the face of an cld and dear
friend’. the proposed modernist exten-
sion to the National Gallery. A chill wind
blew through the profession as architects
complaired that the prince’s sway was
losing them commiss.ons.

Agan following Tom Wolfe, the
prince's campaign, manifested in the
new magazire Perspectives and ils
sponsors, the princa's Institute of Archi-
tecture, ‘obkias for the suburbs against
the city, and the small sca'e aganst the
gargantuan, The fantasy is that if only
the workers were back in their little brick
terraces everything would be aldght.
‘Many of todzy’s family preb'ems can be
traced back to the socal disruption of
mass planrning in the 1960s’, writes
Alexandra Artiey. 'Neighbourheod struc-
tures are built up slowly over generations
and in the 1980s we cestroyed them.”’

Of course it is true that the newer
plarned estates were imposed with patri
cian arrcgance from above. When the
slum cwellers of King's Cross were
decarted into the new estate in Somers
Town their clothes and fumiture were
bumed and ther badies fumigated In
a publc ceremony attended by lhe
mayor and other subscrinars to the new
rebuiiding func. Ana while it is true that
Somers Town tcday is a bit grm, the
slums they cleared were nothing 1o write
home about either. The Yictoran ecuiva-
ents of Alexandra Arlley and Christopher
Brooker were bemoaning the breakdown
of the family way bzck ther as well.

The truth of the matiar is that housing
is as good as the ncome the occupants
can command anc deorivation will never
be zbolished by town plarning, on'y by
an eaconomy planned for everyone's
benefit, The housing association fals
bult in the eighties under local control
are zlready showing signs of the strain of
overcrowding because lenants per
suaded bullders to overdook standards
on size in arder to keep within budget.

Meanwhile Prince Charles, lixe some

senile  delinguent, though  hardly
deprved, complaing ‘nobody under-

stards ong'. Anc Perspectives bearing
the royal stamp. lke Prince Michael of
Kent's crystakvare advertised on Amer-
ica's Larry King show ('l felt cheapenec’,
said Lamy), acvertises the sort of
wrought iron goods that you can buy in
the Mail or the Telsgraph. it not Country
Life. It is the sort of ant-commercial com-
mercialism you would expect from a pub-
lisher callea Perfact Harmony Limited. @
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REVIEW OF BOOKS

Adam Eastman explains why anxieties about Islamic fundamentalists say more about

the West than the East

The wrath of Islam

Islam and the West, Bernard Lew s, Oxford Univers ty Press. £1750 nbk
7nrh Verso, £35.95 hbk, £11.9

Vicing, 21899 hbk

lslams and Modemlties, Aziz Al-f
The Ottomans, Andrew Wheatcroft, \

5 pbk

Some to Mecca Turn to Pray, Mcr“n ﬁlo«-‘lt. Claridge Press, £12.95 pbk

The Revenge of God, Gilles Kepel, "L.| . £39. 50 nbk, £11.95 pbk

The 22 defendants—four of whom were convicted in
March—currently being held in the United States for the
bombing of the World Trade Centre last year would
seem to have little in common. They are Palestinians,
Jordanians, Sudanese, Iragis and even two Americans,
a Puerto Rican convert to Islam. and a black Muslim
from Brooklyn. More mysterious still, nobody has
been able to state even a motive of the sort that, as
Newsweek pul it, *American juries usvallv understand’
(28 February 1994),

In fuct the only motive offered is their religion. Being
Muslims, they are supposed Lo be driven by forces quite
distinct from and mysterious to the rest of us. Apparently
Islam dictates an implacable hostility to all things
Western and, nurtured by centuries of resentment, these
Muslims are out to even the score, The prosecution in the
World Trade Centre trials admits that its casc is at best an
inference from circumstantial evidence. But no matter,
the notion of a worldwide Islamic conspiracy has served
as a substitute for hard facts.

The bombing has been seized upon by the American
right, which has been predicting a ‘global intifada’ for
the past few veuars. Republican Patrick Buchanan, lor
example, is already looking forward to a twenty-first
century dominated by the struggle between Christianity
and Islam.

In the intellectual world. preparations for this coming
war with Islam are if anything more feverish. The num-
ber of books being published which warn of the rise of
Islam is guite remarkable. Four of the books here under
review, those by the noted *Orientalists” Bernard Lewis
and Gilles Kepel. and the less well-known Mervvn
Hiskett and Andrew Wheatcroft, are contributions to this
growing conservative literature.

Hiskett’s book is undoubtedly the crudest. It’s a sort
of Daily Telegraph reader’s guide to the weird and won-
derful world of Islam presented in a stvle you imagine
goes down well in the shires; big prinl, short paragraphs
and even shorter sentences, many of which end with

'Oh ves!” tvpe exclamation marks. For all that, Some to
Mecca Turn to Pray is usefully clear in its arguments. free
as it is from qualification and pretension. It is supposedly
wrilten, as all these books are, in the spirit of ‘under-
standing’, This, however, is understanding as in ‘know
thine cnemy’, and can be read rather like un army brief-
ing on the not-to-be-underestimated wiliness of a foe in
battle. Having paid respeet, Hiskert then declares his pur-
pose, ‘to explore the cultural clash between Islam and
secularism’ (p5).

The need to prove that it is possible to speak
of entirely scparate “secular” and ‘Islamic’ worlds. and
further that they inevitably ‘clash’. is asserted before
Hiskett begins.

Hiskett presents religious lovally as so powerful that
it has resisted all altempts at modernisation. These
Islamic forces, according to Hiskett, were only temporar-
ily restrained in the liberal postwar era. Now we face ‘the
resurgence of ancient Islamie rivalries’, which “have now
surfaced once again, having lost none of their former
virulence’ (p142). The spirit of the Crusades has stirred
irself once more.

Hiskett wilfully ignores the [act that the so-called
fundamentalism of recent years arises out of modern
developments—principally the failure and humiliation of
secular Arab nationalism-——and bears only a superficial
resemblance to previous Islamic movements. Similarly,
as in the bulk of this literature, the hostility between East
and West is projected back through history as if it were un
eternal fact of nature. The threat of the Ottoman Empire
1o nineteenth-century Western Europe is rediscovered at
the turn of the century in the horror of Arab slave traders
and then again in the present: “the public view of Islam
in Britain circa 1900 was little different from that
aroused by the Iranian ayatollahs and Arab terrorists of
the present day’ (p58). With varying degrees of intensity,
it seems. we have been at war with Islam for centuries
and will presumably continue to be so into the indefi-
nite future. B
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So why you may ask is he telling us all this? If East
and West are so implacably opposed. what is there left to
explain? The fact that Hiskett includes material on sub-
jects such as the PLO, which is manifestly nothing to do
with religion, indicates that his concern is not with Islam
as such.

His first concern is o puncture the perception that
the West bears a responsibility for events in the third
world—specifically that Western domination has held the
third world back. Hiskett worries that our domestic policy
continues to be dogged by an unnecessary ‘guilt’ for past
misconduct. Interpreting everything through the prism
of ‘Islam’ allows him to explain away Western domination
as simply a cultural incompatibility between East and West.

In this manner the Iranian revolution is reinter-
preted as the reaction of a primitive people to modernisa-
tion. The Iranians preferred the Koran to Coca Cola and
Elvis Presley. The fact that the Shah of Iran was a brutal
American stooge dictator is simply written oul of the text
through the elevation of religion and culture. “What now
seems clear’, says Hiskett hopefully, ‘is that the terms
“colonial-ism” and “imperialism™ have long since been
detached from their original reference to military occu-
pation’. Instead, they are ‘simply the inevitable and
involuntary economic and cultural dominance that a
technological lifestyle...assumes over a less developed
lifestyle’ (p147).

Rewriting the history of Western domination over
the East does not only excuse past fauls, it also makes
the West look good by comparison. This is an argument
used by Bernard Lewis in Isfam and the West. His world
is one where. ‘Islam as an independent. different, and
autonomous religious phenomenon persists and recurs
[rom medieval to modern times’ (p133). The West, on the
other hand, is the permanent embodiment of secular
reason, As Islam is doctrinally intolerant. so Christianity
is doctrinally enlightened and progressive.

So what happened to hellfirc and damnation. the
Crusades and the Inquisition? The answer lies in Lewis’,
and coincidentally Gilles Kepler’s, favourite quote from
the Bible: ‘Render unto Caesar the things which are
Caesar’s; and unto God the things that are God’s.’
According to Lewis’ imaginative interpretation, this is
why we have a secular tradition in the West—the Holy
Bible ordained there to be a division of authorily benween
ruler and deity. The separation of church and state
becomes an historical given for all the ‘Christian” world.
In this argument, tolerance and individualism become as
characteristic of the West as the subjugation of life to reli-
gious dogma is to the world of Islam.

Lewis has been writing books like Istam and the West
for years. Now he fecls that his moment has come and
launches forth in this latest work with an attack on his
principal rival in the field of Islamic studies, Edward
Said, and his renowned work Orienialism.

For Said, the bulk of Western writing on the East
through the ages has simply created a strange and threat-
ening ‘other’ against which the West has defined itself.
Said says that the West nceds the Orient as the negative
example against which the positive virtues of Christen-
dom are contrasted. Often, the presentation of 4 singular
and alien ‘Orient’ has simply been an apologia for West-

LIVING MARXISM

THE MARXIST REVIEW OF BOOKS

ern domination of the region that bears little relation (o
the real history of the Middle East. A better approach,
Said argues, would be 1o celebrate cultural difference.
instead of decrving it as a deviation from Western
secularism,

Said’s charge that Western scholarship has been con-
cerned with excusing colonialism is all nonsense as far as
Lewis is concerned. Lewis argues with some justification
that if all Western writing on the Orienl were an expres-
sion of power relations, as Said claims, then it would be
impossible to establish the truth. But Lewis takes partic-
ular umbrage at one of Said’s most positive propositions;
that Muslims are no more bound to tradition than any-
one else.

The implication is that the Islamic world
continues to be dogged by the barrier of

its own past-whereas in reality the greatest
obstacles Muslims face are those thrown
up by modern Western domination

Against this Lewis cites the Iran/Iraq war. The fact that
the propaganda used by the two sides was posed in terms
of ancient hatreds is cited as proof positive that Muslims
are tied to the past. The implication is that the Islamic
world continues to be dogged by the barrier of its own
past—whereas in reality the greatest obstacles Muslims
[ace are those thrown up by modern Western domination.
And, at the same time, we are supposcd 1o forget the fact
that enlightened Britain is incapable of negotiating so
much as an EC subsidy without raising the spectre of the
Second World War,

Despite Lewis’ genuine hostility to Edward Said, he
has more in common with the Palestinian scholar than
he might like to admit. It is striking how comfortable
conservatives like Lewis feel with arguments about “the
other” and ‘difference’ pioneered by their more liberal
opponents. He devotes a whole chapter to ‘Other people’s
history’. He roundly reprimands the French, for justify-
ing their imperial mission by denying any validity to the
culture and history of their North African subjects,

In fact throughout fslam and the West, there is
a strong emphasis on the specific traditions of the
colonised world having been undervalued, just as Said
argues. This underlics Lewis’ plea that we recognise the
particularity of Islam and other traditions that have hith-
erto been deemed inconsequential. Any ideas of similar-
ity with our own society were illusory. Lewis even adopts
Said’s method in arbitrarily quoting from European liter-
ature through the ages to indicate that the Western mind
has always viewed the Orient with suspicion and latent
hostility. But rather than indicating his broadmindedness,
Lewis’ concessions to Said only suggest that Said’s argu-
ment is not so progressive after all.

At first reading, conservatives like Lewis and radicals
like Said scem to be on opposite sides of the fence. Said
seeks to rescuc Arab culture from the attacks of the
Orientalists. Lewis denigrates Arab culture in defiance of
its apologists. But underlying their different interpreta-
tions there is an underlying agreement that the cultures of
East and West are overwhelmingly dissimilar. Both
attack the idea that there might be common ground
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between East and West—Said becausc he fears that any
universalist doctrine will equalise them on the West's
lerms; Lewis because an assumption of common human-
ity indicates that the different fortunes of the two cultures
might have real rools, in the modern relations of power
between the West and the third world.

Andrew Wheatcroft's The Qttomans demonstrates
the compatibility of these two apparently  hostile
approaches. Wheatcroft happily borrows arguments from
both Lewis and Said, and pays compliments to both.
He charts the images generated in the West of this old
enemy. He notes particularly the notion of the *Lustful
Turk® and the “Terrible Turk’. In effect, Wheatcroft
reduces the conceptions of the colonial world generated
in the West to banality. “The image of the Turk...will
never be free from its deep roots: in European fears of sex
and violence looming from the East.” (p239)

‘Bvery age has its ogres—the alien “other™.
Wheatcroft concludes (p238). Wheatcrolt's argument is
that the demonisation of the Muslims is just human
nature, anyone would do it. The flaw in this argument is
that it makes the whole politics of racial and cultural
superiority into something without a history. It is as if
cveryone has always hated everyone clse, and that can
explain everything from slavery through colonialism to
today’s hostility to Islam. The search for any particular
dynamic towards domination is rendered absolete.

Aziz Al-Azmel’s Islams and Modernities highlights
the similarities between conservatives and radicals in the
debate over the Orient. Al-Azmeh ridicules the popular-
ity of cultural explanations of conflict, saving that the
modern world is a ‘voracious consumer of particularities’
(p34). Al-Azmeh rightly condemns, as dishonest and
reactionary, the emphasis, verging upon invention, placed
on cultural differences and identity. The idea of incom-
mensurable cultural identitics, for example. he describes
as a ‘pathetic notion which is supposedly responsible for
much of the nonsense one hears about the supposedly pri-
mordial antagonisms of Lebanon” (p132).

As for Islam itself, Al-Azmeh convincingly rubbishes
both the idea of Islamic law as a code commanding the
behaviour of its followers and the presentation of the
Muslim community as a homogeneous whole. Instead he
indicates the very modern origins of ‘fundamentalism’,
with its intellectual themes of revivalism and cultural
authenticity—more romanticism than the Koran.

In particular, as Gilles Kepel

describes in his recent The Revenge

of God, Islamic groups were encouraged as
a means to marginalise the pro-Soviet and
nationalist left in these societies

Al-Azmeh talks of ‘petro Islam’, suggesting that the
Islamicist discourse *started as a local Arab purveyance
of the Truman doctrine’ in the 1940s (p34). He points
here to a great irony: that the impulse behind the promo-
tion of Islam in the postwar vears came from conservative
Arab regimes backed by the Western powers, who saw
religious conservatism as a possible bulwark against
instability and rebellion. In particular, as Gilles Kepel
describes in his recent The Revenge of God, Islamic groups

were encouraged as a means to marginalise the pro-Soviet
and nationalist left in these socicties.

Good as Al-Azmeh is at explaining how ideas of cultural
diffcrence can serve to explain away the West’s political and
social domination of the third world, he does not improve
upon Maxine Rodinson’s 1988 book Europe and the Mys-
fique of Islam (1B Tauris). Rodinson’s achievement is to
show how the European view of [slam changes over time,
in accordance with ils own needs, so refuting the myth of
a fimeless opposition between the West and its Oriental
‘other’. Radinson stressed the largely fraternal and under-
standing view of the Islamic world which was characleristic
of eighteenth-century universalism in the West. A hypothet-
ical threat from the Ottoman Empire mattered little,

Our views of the world are essentially shaped by the
outlook of our own socicty, not by distant threats. In an
mtellectual climate where all men were seen to be born
with equal abilities, East and West were part of a total pic-
ture of humanity. This is not to suggest that they did not
hold imperfect and inaccurate views of the East, but it
was of no significance, and was unlikely to be of conse-
quence. It was the degradation of Asia and Africa fol-
lowing the colonial era that led to the view of the Islamic
world as a distinct. scparate and rather pitiful object,

Even in the early nineteenth century, with the begin-
nings of colonisation, the development of a threatening
Islam as a distinct image was still absent. A world that
had apparently crumbled under the impact of European
superiority was not to be feared. Alarmism about Islam
began with the opening of the age of imperialism in the
late nineteenth century, when Western capitalism experi-
enced the limits of its capacity to expand. Manifest
cxpressions of this stagnation—the development of open
rivalries between competing powers and the instability
generated in the colonial world—began to stimulate fears
that the “immovable East” was being stirred Lo revenge
and might take advantage of ‘our’ weakness.

Since the original positing ol a distinet threat from the
East al the turn of the century, the Western view of Islam
has gone through a number of major twists and turns.
Mosl notably in the aftermath of the Secand World War,
when an open sense of Western superiority was no longer
suslainable. The East was said to be essentially similar to
the West and capable of catching it up. Concern about
4 cultural challenge was submerged. Now, as the West is
again racked with a morbid sense of decay and decline,
the notion of a challenge has been revived. The impo-
tence of Western society leads its intellectuals to fear
a threat from an imaginary and potentially more attractive
spectre, bent on the West’s destruction.

Even our old buffer Mervyn Hiskett speaks with
barely concealed envy of his mythical Islam’s sense of
tradition and solidarity as opposed o our own ‘rotting
grave of multiculturalist doubt” (p316). He demands that
the primitives be integrated in Britain, but can barcly
muster the enthusiasm to honestly suggest that our
‘rotting grave’ is something anyone in their right mind
would wish to be part of. In the meantime, staging show-
trials of *Islam’ in the West might at least create the sicge
mentality necessary to suggest that we really have got
something that ‘the other’ wants, and which is therefore
worth defending,
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Beyond a Boundary, CLR Jarres,
Serpent's Tail, 1389 pbk

This is the best book ever written on the subject of
cricket. If you think that this is a matter of no importance
that's your problem. It is so good because as CLR James
remarks in his own preface: *This book is neither cricket
reminiscences nor autobiography. It poses the question:
What do they know of cricket who only cricket know?” In
Boundary James recalls an English writer’s argument that
the cricket ethic has shaped not only the cricketers, but
West Indian social lile as a whole, and remarks: ‘It is an
understatement.’

James dedicated this book to Learie Constantine and
to WG Grace, the link between the cricket of a lost rural
England and the modern game. Grace epitomised the
singlemindedness, dedication and loyalty of the English
gentleman. Constantine, a fellow Trinidadian of James,
was a great fast bowler and a big clean hitter who played
the leading role in the campaign (o have a black man cap-
tain the West Indies team. '

In the late 1950s that first black captain was the
great Frank Worrell, the third and last dedicatee of this
book. It is Worrell who initiates the age of West Indian
cricket domination. | remember the awe with which as
a 12-vear old I watched Hall and Griffiths mow down the
England batsman and Kanhai, Butcher and the incompa-
rable Sobers take apart the England attack. Most of all
Sobers, the all-rounder to whom Hadlee, Imran, Kapil
and even Botham must concede pre-eminence.

Despite the continued success of the West Indies and
another decade of Brian Lara to savour, those magical
days are probably gone forever. The peculiar relation of
West Indian society to cricket has changed. No longer is
it the pre-cminent game for West Indian youth who look
now to the USA and Michael Jordan. Exploitation and
oppression continue, but they are no longer embodicd in
the innate sense of superiority of the colonial presence.

It is this experience which shaped the generation of
James and those who followed him, James himself was
educated in a school which followed in all its details an
English public school. He learned to love not only
cricket, but also Shakespeare. He also learned, as he pul
it, that ‘the most profound loyalty can co-exist with a jeal-
ously critical attitude’. James himself was a great radical
and a revolutionary, but the whole world of his upbring-
ing was intensely loyal and knowledgeable about cricket
while detesting the unjust society which had brought it.

What James is saving is that West Indians took up,
transformed and threw back with a vengeance the game
of their oppressors. If you think this is too heavy a load
for cricket to bear think of the significance of Richards’
[astest-ever test century on his home island of Antigua.
Think of the blackwashes. Most poignant of all think of
those days on a featherbed pitch at the Oval in 1976 when
Michael Holding—all grace and athleticism—turned
in the most sustained and greatest piece of fast bowling
of all, until he uprooted the stumps of England’s white
South Alrican captain, Tony Grieg, who had boasted
that he would make the Windies grovel. 1n the event

it was England who grovelled—and they’re still

grovelling.
Alan Harding
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The Virtual Community: Finding Connection
in a Computerized World, Howard Rheingold,
Secker & Warourg, £16.99 hbk

Howard Rheingold is a booster for the Internet. He argues
that the burgeoning networks connecting millions of per-
sonal computer-users comprise a ‘democratising’ tech-
nology with ‘the potential to bring enormous leverage to
ordinary citizens’, Rheingold the radical is determined
that the Net must not be taken over by media monopolies:
‘the activist solution has been to use CMC (computer-
mediated communication) to create alternative planctary
information networks...it is still possible for people
around the world to make sure this new sphere of vital
human discourse remains open to the citizens of the
planet before the political and economic big boys seize it,
censor it, meter it, and sell it back to us.’

But Rheingold has a lot in common with the "political
and cconomic big boys’. He shares their concern to cre-
ate a sense of community *in the face of America’s loss of
a sense of social commons’, and he believes that the Net
could be the means to this end: “the future of the Net is
connected to the future of community.” But what Kind of
community? Judging by the heroes of Virtual Commu-
nity, the virtues of Rheingold's electronic villagers bear
a close resemblance to the models of good citizenry
advocated by the likes of Bill and Hillary Clinton.

A ‘small-town’ atmosphere pervades Rheingold’s
Net-working. He takes part in an electronic conference
on ‘parcnting’, and when its members eventually meet
face-to-face—rather than mouse-to-mouse—it sounds
like an out-take from The Waltons: ‘it was a normal
American community picnic—people who value cach
other’s company. getting together with their kids for soft-
ball and barbecue on a summer Sunday. It could have
been any church group or PTA.” Somehow I don’t think
the homeboys from South Central LA were invited.

Elsewhere Rheingold presents a textbook formula-
tion of the new moralists’ argument for self-censorship:
‘the only alternative to imposing potentially dangerous
restrictions on freedom of expression is to develop
norms, folklore, ways of acceptable behaviour that are
widely modeled, taught and valued. that can give the cil-
izens of cyberspace clear ideas of what they can and can-
not do with the medium...if we intend to use it for
community-building,” Such sophistry is dangerously
insidious: it sounds anti-authority but corresponds
exactly to the ‘community” strategy of involving as many
people us possible in policing each other according to
standards of acceptable behaviour set by the state. This
essentially authoritarian ethos is what ‘community” has
come to mean in the mid-nincties.

Technology is only as ‘democratising’ as the social
context in which it is applied. The anti-democratic drift of
today cannot but influence the way in which the Net is
used and developed. For all his protestations of open
access to all, Rheingold’s ‘virtual communitics™ only
function as such because most of the population is
excluded from them. 1 hope it won't be long before Living
Marxism is available via an electronic bulletin board. But
that doesn’t mean the Net is a current of liberation in its
own right,

Andrew Calcuit
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