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Editorial

The war that won't
go away

H George Bush were to be dealt with on the same basis as the
defendants at the Nuremberg Trials he would be hanged, ob-
served Noam Chomsky recently, as the US-British invasion
and occupation of Iraq descended to yet new levels of barba
risnt. Itis a sign of the perversity of liberal public opinion that
the massacre of hundreds, possibly thousands of Iraqis al
Faltujah caused disquiet, yet the sadistic humiliation of Iraqgi
prisoners prompted uproar. Nevertheless, those photographs
have destroyed the fast remaining vestiges of moral or politi-
cal support for the war among a whole swathe of the popula-
tion in Britain and the USA. The fact that the photographs in
the Daily Mirror were exposed as clumnsy fakes (the anti-war
Independent expressed doubts about themn at an early stage)
should not let Britain off the hook. A number of British sol-
diers have already conlirmed that there has been widespread
abuse.

The release of new pictures showing US soldiers grinning
over dead ITragi prisoners, and emerging evidence ol the mur-
der of prisoners in Irag and in Afghanistan, made atiempts o
scapegoat a few reservists look increasingly tutile. All the
signs pointed to systemic torture and abuse, sanctioned at the
highest level. T a feeble attempt to cover their own bicks,
Bush and Rumsfeld called the tortarers “un-American’. in
fact, the brutality in Abu Ghraib is as American as apple pic,
Mainly from the poorer states of the umion, the soldiers in-
volved joined the military as an escape from poverty and un-
employment. Fed on a dict of TV and radio talk shows and
politiciuans” rhetoric which only dehumanises Arabs, itis hardly
surprising that these soldiers do likewise, and 1 the process
dehumanise themselves,

No less a ligure than General Joseph Hoare, former head of
US Central Command, told the Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee: I 'believe we are absolutely on the brink of failure. We
are looking into the abyss.” He was speaking for a growing
backlash in the US political and military establishment against
the neo-cons, whose fanaticisi and incompetence they are
blaming for the present situation.

In this issuc of Workers Action, we analyse the political
nightmare that Bush and Blair's invasion and occupition of
Traq has become, and ook at the network of camps and pris-
ons in store for those the USA decides are its enemies.

What credibitity Bush's regime still enjoys outside the
hardcore Republican vole is largely courtesy of Tony Blair. Tt
is Blair's unconditional support for Bush that enables Wash-
ington to reter o the occupiers of Iraq as a “coalition’. For
some US voters, British support was the factor which de-
cided whether they supported the war in the first place. We
now know, from Bob Woodward's Plan of Attuck, that Blair
was given three opportunitics by Bush not o participate in
the invasion because of the political risks involved. Blair's
response was T am with you', Clearly, Blair is not so much
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Bush's poodle as his guard dog. Every opportunity Blair gets
(o lock himsell in with Bush, he takes. He joined Bush in
supporting Sharon’s plan to annexc to Isracl parts of the West
Bank. One of his policy wonks should telt him that Palestinian
sovereignty is not his to give away, The support o Bush and
Blair has given Sharon the green light to mow down unarmed
demonstrators in Gaza and reduce the town ol Rafah to rub
ble. One result of Blair's Middle East policy, other than to
make the Britain more hated in the region than ever before, is
an increase in the price of crude oil o record levels, 1F that
aflects the state of the economy, then come the next general
clection Blair will be facing hostility froms voters on this issuc
as well as on the war.

A number ol high-profile establishment figures have now
distanced themselves from the war. Whether theirs is a genu-
ine conversion, or merely that of opportunists deserting a
doomed causce is debatabie. ‘The point is that Blair, his un-
popularity in the labour movement growing by the day, is
facing isolation in middic England as wetl.

But more important than whether Boris Johnson has changed
his mind about the war is what is happening in the Labour
Party. Talk of geting rid of Blair is longer confined to the
Labour left. It s possible that the Blairites are beginming 1o
see Blair as a Hability, This is not just because ol Blair's rela-
tionship with Bush, something that makes cven right-wing
Labour MPs edgy, or because he is becoming personally un-
popular with Labour voters, highly important as that is, but
because of Blair's increasingly erratic and controntational style.
Labour MPs are becoming tired of every issue being made a
test of Blair’s authority.

Take the recentty-announced referendum on the EU consu-
tution, a development which has potentially far-reaching con-
sequences for the next Labour government. ‘This decision
was Laken without reference to Cabinet members, let alone
Labour MPs (nor party members, whose opinion he clearly
values tess than that of Rupert Murdoch). Henee, deputy prime
minister John Prescott’s cryptic remark that the “plates are
shilting’, and the flurry of rumours from Westminster about
the succession,

PCS Conference Fringe
Meeting

Labour Representation Committee
Thursday June 10

12.30-1.30pm

Belgrave Hotel (West Pier Suite)
64 King's Road (Corner of West Street)
Brighton
(Two mins from Conference Centre)

Speakers:
John McDonnell MP
Mick Rix — LRC convenor and former Aslef
general secretary

Butif Blair is showing signs ol weakness and isolation, that
is not necessarily a sign of the strengith of the left, despite the
size of recent parliamentary rebellions, In Workers Action
No.25, we argued at fength that an clectoral challenge to La-
bour such as that mounted by Respectis, at this time, a wrong
tactic, arising out of a4 complete misjudgement ot the present
political situation. We see no reason to reassess that view,
and in this issue we set ont the hasis on which socialists
should, in Fngland at least, be calling for a Labour vote in the
Luro-clections.

Blair's ditficulties on lrag, on the FEU, and House of Lords
reform, result from his own arrogance and bad judgement,
rather than from a delcat at the hands of the lett. After all, il
Rlair were to decide w0 go off to write his memoirs, who
woutd replace him? The PEl-loving Gordon Brown, the in-
creasingly Norman Tebbit-like David Blunkett, or fuck Straw,
presently trying to protect Thatcher’s anti-union legislation
from the threal, real orimagined, of the EU constitution”? How-
ever, the left in the Labour Party and trade unions can cer-
tainly take advantage of the situation, and nse the Blurites®
difficultics to strengthen its position,

Of the plethora ol grassroots organisations and pressure
groups sct up over the past couple of years o try to denioc-
ratise the Labour Party and fight for socialist policies, per-
haps the most important is the Labour Representation Com-
mittee. This is hecause in addressing the crisis of representi
tion in British politics for the working class, the LRC secks to
link up the unions and Labour Party members, [n this issuc
we ook at the importance of this initiative in building the
fightback against New Labour. WA
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Founding Conference
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10.00am - 4.00pm

(registration from 9:00 asn)

TUC Congress House
Great Russell St
London WC1
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SPLAKERS INCLUDE: Clir Mohammed Azam, Tony Benn, Jeremy
Corbyn MP, Jeremy Dear (NUJ), Marla Exall, Kat Fletcher (NUS),
Andy Gilchrist (FBU}, Blily Hayes (CWU), Lynne Jones MP, Paul

Mackney (NATFHL), Alice Mahon MP, John McDonnell MP, Michael
Meacher MP, Jim Mortimer, Francls Prideaux, Mick Rix, Mark
Seddon, Christine Shawcroft, Alan Simpson MP, Pam Tatlow,
International Guest Speaker, and others

A Conference for all Labour Party Members
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Crisis
elections
for Blair

On June 10, there are elections
for local councils in many parts of
England and Wales, for the
mayor and Assembly members in
London, and for the European
Parliament throughout the UK.
Charli Langford considers how
socialists should cast their votes

The June 10 elections arc upon us as this
issue of Workers Action goces to press.
They will almost certainly result inadrub-
bing for Labour. Unless there is a particy
larly pressing local issue, imid-term council
clections are seen as irrelevant since coun-
ctls’ powers have been massively eroded
and the vote becomes a relerendum on
central government policies. Since at this
point the ruling party is normally shifting
from the carly -term task of geting the dirty
work completed to the late term task of
sweetening the voters for the next elec-
tion, this referendum normally goes against
the government.

This time round, Labour ts having some
problems carrying out this traditional de-
ceplion. The Trag war bas brought foreign
policy to the fore. Clearly there never were
any tragi WMD so the main justilication
for the war has evaporated. The Fallujuh
fighting and the exposure of widespread
torture by US/UK forces is now undermin-
ing those who excuse the war by the re-
moval of Saddam  because the repres-
sion and torture continue but the faces
behind it are now those of Bush and Blair.,
The government's transparent altempts o
dodge the questions — the Hutton while
wash on WMD and the attempt to turn the
Mirror hoax into a perception that no tor-
ture occurred — have magnified levels ol
cynicism 1o the point where over 60 per
cent of people now believe the war was
wrong.

Meanwhile on the home front the incomie
gap steadily widens. The massive in
creases in council tax are hitting hardest
the poorest people in the most deprived
areas. The home secretary David Blunkett
is playing to the mostright-wing elements
of society with his policies of scapegoating
and vengeance — the prison population
being at record levels is surely an argu-

ment against his recent allempt to lower
the level of proof required for conviction?
The punishment of parents tor children’s
truanting and other misdemeanours ts
surely a tactical mistake even lrom
Blunkett's perverse perspective, since
many ot the "hang "em and tlog "em’ bri-
gade are theriselves parents and know how
lide they can control their children in the
face of soctal deprivation and an educa-
tion policy that promotes boring and op
pressive schooling.

The main vote painers are likely 1o be the
1ab Dems and the Greens, although in the
scattered council elections in England and
Wiles where the “first past the post” sys
tem operates, the Tores are likely (o show
most gains in terms of scats. Many Lib
Dem and Green voles are likely to come
{rom traditional Labour voters wanting to
register a protest. In Wales the situation is
somewhat dilferent as Welsh Labour is per-
ceived to be well 10 the lett of Blair, al-
though Pluid Cymiru is likely o add some
anti-Blair votes 1o is usual quota. But the
main swing is likely to be from Labour o
‘didn’tbother”, and when this vote loss is
factored in, the scade of the rn from La-
bour will be even waorse than the results
suggest.

The Scottish Socialist Party 1s standing
in the Scotland Furo consbituency. Judg-
ing by (he 1999 Euro-clection result, it will
need between nine and ten per cent ol the
vote to pain a seat, so it has a mountain to
climb. In England, Respect 1s standing in
the Buropean Parliament und GLA elec-
tions but its only — and very shim, given
the pre-election polls — chance of a seat is
in the London Euro-constituency where
George Galloway heads the list. The So-
cialist Party, Independent Working Class
Association and sundry remnants of the
Sociahst Alliance will be standing for local
councils. Respect and TIWCA are also
standing for mayor of London, but are poll-
ing in round figures zero per cent cach.

The other (actor in these elections is the
British National Party. Recently ithus won
some council seats, and itis trying 1o use
this momentunt to make further gains. It is
standing lor 40 per cent more local council
seats than it did in the last election and
has a full state for the Buropean elections,
the Greater London Assembly and the
London mayor - 400 candidates in all. The
proportional systems for the European and
GLA clections make it possible for the BNP
1o win seats on a much lower share of the
vote. There have Tong been predictions
that its leader, Nick Griflin, could win a Buro
seat in the North West where the party has
substantial support, but latest polls also
show it oo five per cent support across
1.andon, which may be sufficient to win a
scat in the GLA,

The chance of a scat through propor
tional represeniation inay also be the fac-
tor behind a recently-reported surge in the
Furopean clection polls by the nutty na-
tonalist celebrity bigots of the UK [nde-
pendence Party. Latest reports are that four
Tory peers are “temporarily’ transferring
thewr allegiance and are calling on support-
ers to do the same. Tory leader Michael
Howard is taking thes sulliciently seriously
tonclude specific campaigning against the
UKIP. Hopelully this may just be a short-
teri blip but we should watch develop-
moents carefully; while there is a big chunk
ol racismn s views, the UKTP is national
ist, rather than fascist  but then so ts much
of the latest support for the BNP, and the
UKIP's political trajectory could well be in
the direction of the BNP.

Only in the London mayoral election is
the Labour showing likely to improve. The
recent decision o readmit Ken Livingstone
was clearly taken 1o avoid repeating La-
bour's disastrous showing last time, and it
has thrown up a rather strange effect. La-
bour's literature for the mayoral ¢lection
pases the choitee facing voters as Lib Dem,
Tory or Ken, It would seem that London
Labour s inalliance with a local party called
Ken. Perhups Blair and his crones will make
the traditional tnove from tragedy to farce
and start a {action called *‘New Ken® init,

In national terins, the most important
question in these elections is whether or
not Biair will survive them. As the day ap-
proaches, the media are speculating ever
more feverishly about his future. Already,
opinion polls purport to show that Labour
would win the next general election under
Gordon Brown, but not with Blar. The Par-
hamentary Labour Party scems to be in tur-
moil; obviously any swing against Labour
would lose some seats but the cost of main-
taining Blair could put the {igure at around
g0 1o 100, so many political careers are likely
1o he on the line. This explains the unex
pected names appearing on the list of those
calling on Blair to consider his future. Oth-
ers want him at the very least to criticise
openly the US regime of abuse and torture
in Abu Ghraib prison in Baghdad. All this
will turn even more hectic it Labour does
badly in the June 10 elections. At the mo-
ment the appeals are from the great and
good for Blair to consider stepping down.
Alter June this could turn into an attempt
by backbenchers and the rank and file to

Jorce him out.

Booting Blair oul as a consequence of
popular discontent with current Labour
policics which are closely identified with
him would clearly be a huge gain, both
within Labour and for the left as a whole,
Unfortunately the likely replacement is
Brown, who has yet again shown his pru-
dence by saying as litile as possible about
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anything. He has managed o make his I
support Tony" comments sound like party
loyalty rather than conviction, and he has
even been able to stay fairly tight ipped
on the cconomy, which is quite an achieve-
ment when you're the chanceltor. Since the
election of an anti-war MP like Robin Cook
as party leader would suggest that Labour
had got the whole war issue wrong and
would represent an obvious U-wrn for
most MPs. it is unlikely to happen. The
Labour teadership necds someone who
isn't overtly linked to Blair’s pro-war poli-
cies but who isn't anti-war cither. Brown
tits the bill, His prime assetis ol having i
clearly-stated policy on the central slobal
issue of the day. Unfortunately, we have
to assume that silence s assent. He did,
after all, unprotestingly bankroll the war.
There is little reason to assune that under
Brown Labour would be much different
from now.

But if the left in the Labour Party has
problems with a successor to Blair, the leht
outside i in an ¢ven worse sitiltion.

The Scottish Socialist Party has build up
a pood local hase, particularly in Glasgow,
by campatgning on working class issues,
[t has a good record in the Scottish Pariia-
ment as a ‘people’s tribune’, backed up
with extra-parfiumentary work, particularly
with trade unionists. For this reason, in
the Scotland constituency for the Luto-
pean Parliament clections, we support a
vote for either Labour or the SSP.

Respeet is a different matter, Tts origins
are from a de facto sphit in the Socialist
Alliance but it has been built predominantly
on the single issue of the Irag war. 1Uis not
asocialist organisation but an alliance be-
tween socialist and non- (if not anti-) so-
cialist forces. 1 has no significant base of
support in the organised working cluss,
but hopes (o altract votes [tom Muslims
on the basis of its anti-war record. While
this form ol building is appropriate for o
single-issue, anti-war campaign, it is not
sufficient for an electoral politicat organi
sation which needs a far wider programme.

in fact, Respect doesn™ have a pro-
gramme atall  merely a listof demands
which have been rubber-stamped with in-
adequalte democratic discussion and which
can be jettisoned if needed to maintain the
alliance, Ttis run by the Socialist Workers
Party but the politics are moderated by the
need o keep Galloway and elements ol the
Musiim Association of Brilsin on board.
{Although MARB itself is not part ol Re-
spect and has not even given a blanket
endorsement 10 Respeet candidates.) Gal-
loway is Respeet’s star candidate. and he
is a {irm opponent of a4 woman’s right to
choose o have an abortion if she wishes.
Some of the other Respeet candidates have
expressed anti-gay views, and Respect is

ablied with the People’s Justice Party in Bir-
mingham, which recently had 1o withdraw
a leaflet containing a homophobic con-
ment dradted by two of its candidates. The
SWP has made light ol the whole aflar,
but such an attitude 10 important issues
suggests tat the right wing holds the whip
hand inside Respect.

But in terms ol whether or not 10 vote for
Respect, the Tacts above are secondary,
The prime reason for not supporting Re-
speet is that it fulfils none of the general
criteria that would justity a non Labour
vole, I has no read base in the libour move-
iment.

Respect supporters are reduced o 15nith-
ing the chum that there is no woral or cthi-
cal way any socially progressive person
can vole Labour since to do so would
lessen the pressure on Blair Presumably it
is moratly OK 1o vote tor Respeet's anti-
choice and anti gay candidates. Lindsey
German, Respect's candidate for London
mayor and top of their GEA st expresses
this confusion best, claiming in the Lon
don hustings that a “vote for Livingstone
is o bullel in the back ot an Irag child” and
then calling on Respect supporters (o give
fini their second preference vote!

In Wales the situation is Lar less clear
cut. Plaid Cymiu clearly has strong work-
ing class support, has attracted a strong
socialist membership, and has a pro-
gramimne which is o the left of Labour’s.
The basis of its appeal is nationalist rather
than class, but the nationalism of what 1s
at best a very junior parter in the British
stte and at worst an oppressed nation i
very ditferent from Linglish or British na-
tionalisnn It has the scope tor the expres-
sion of working cldss valtes —as evidenced
by its leltist programme. While we recomi-
mend a vote tor Labour in Wales, we will
understand it some workers choose to vote
lor Plaid.

Our general view is that despite the ap-
palling policies of the present government,
avote for Labour will in almost all circum-
stances be the best option for socialists
and workers. We think this not because
Labour is in any way a socialist party - hke
the Lib Dems and all points further right,
Iabour is completely wedded o a society
where the guarantee o continuing profit
[or the major corporations is far more im-
portant than the wetfare of the vast major-
ity of the world's population. The Green
2ty is aslightly different case in that while
itis not explicitly a capitalist party, its aims
arc couched in terms of what can be
achicved under capitalism, and while many
of its members may have identilied the
profitecring nature of capitalism as a main
driving force towards anti-environmental
practices, the party as whole and in its pro-
gramme docs not recognise this. Never-

theless, the Gireen Party has been accon

sistent opponent ol the war on Irag. and ts
likely 10 atiract the support o a consider-
able pumber ol former Labour voters.

What Labour has, which other capitalist
parties don’t have, is a hokd on the con
sciousness of the more politically aware
workers, who believe that Labour s thetr
party which was buill by them o support
their interests against the parties of capi-
tl. The centeal tactical problem for suctal-
ists in Britain has always been to convinee
a sulficiently farge part of politically il
vanced workers that this beliel is false. Spe-
cilic circumstances where there is astrong
working class base ol support and the
chance to put forward an exemplary candi-
date — such as a protest vote tor a popular
Labour expellee, or a campaign with a
strong local base, or a local breakthrough
(such as in Glasgow with the SSPY -might
allow an exception, but in general the need
at present is (o demonstrate that Labour
consistently [aits t detend workers” inter-
ests. To do that you must have Labour in
oftice.

Maost orpanisations of the far lettare now
supporting clectoral alliances agiinst l.a-
bour, arpuing in effect that workers have
already seen through Labour and are pre
pared to shift their support o the left. This
view is basically wishtul thinking and is
governed by (he needs of the left rather
than the needs of the working class, Fiest,
it may well be true that sections of the class
have seen through Labour, but they are
likely 1o be tactically sophisticated enough
10 understand that by themselves they will
achicve nothing by putling out until they
can convinee a much larger fayer. The idea
of jumping ship immediately, abandoning
the party 1o Blair's faction, may excite the
sectirian party-building fantasies of some
feft organisations but it is clearly against
the interesis of the working cliass as a
whole.

Seeond, it elearly tlies aganstall the evi-
dence. Leaving out the very lew instances
of a personalised vote (Ken Livingstone
in London for instance). or a specilic local
issue (Wyre Forest in the last general elec-
tion), pulitically aware working class vot-
ers stilt tend to vole overwhelmingly La
bour — it is in fact the less politically aware
that shift their vole and this vote penerally
shifis 1o the right. The evidence for this is
thut left of Labour candidates hetween
themn tend 1o poll around the two per cent
mark. and even lower when there s a per-
ception that Lubour is threatened (rom the
right. For all the crimes o Labour that Re-
spect et al can point to, the working class
still votes Labour and the left will not ad-
vance until it devises tactics that start from
where the working class really is, rather
than where the fetft wants itto be. WA
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EU25: a
brave new
world?

Following the enlargement of the

EU from 15 to 25 states, Darren
Williams looks at the neo-liberal
agenda at the heart of the

European integration project and
explains why socialists should

‘ reject the draft EU constitution

On May [, 2004, the European Union ac-
quired len new member states — Cyprus,
the Czech Republie, Estonia, tiungary.
Latvia, Lithuama, Malta, Poland, Slovakia
and Stovenia — and 75 million extra citi-
zens. This represents the biggest ever ex-
pansion of the *clab’ ereated by the Treaty
of Rome in 1957, which has grown from the
original six states 1o 25 1ts significance is
underlined by the fact that it has prompted
the drawing-up ol a new EU constitution —
stit), at time of writing, the subject of tortu-
ous negotialions. Moreover, the process
is not yet over: Bulgaria and Romania are
expected to jom the union i 2007, and
Turkey also continues to seck membership,
L‘or the more xenophobic right - wing ele-
ments within British politics and the mie-
dia, enlargement means a flood of cconomie
migrants (rom the cast, threatening the eco-
nomic and social stability ot western Eu-
tope. By contrast, an unproblematically
positive view of enlargement is presented
by a wide spectrum ol opinion, from the
‘respectable’ conservative right o the so
cial-democratie centre-fell. On this ac
count, 118 a progressive and inclusive
development: the graduation of backward,
nnpoverished countries which have proven
themselves worthy of joining the club of
enhightencd lree market democracies — leav-
ing behind the dark days of commmunism,
Por the sociahist left, our attide o en-
largement must be based on a carelul as-
sessment ol the complex processes in
volved, but there are two tundamental ques-
tions 1o be answered. First, what iy the
project behind the enlargement process”?
And second, what are its implications for
the working class, and for oppressed and
marginalised peoples — in the established

Canember slates, inthe aceession countries

and 1 those that will remain outside the
Union?

Triumph

In one respect, ol course, enlargement rep-
resents a further contirmation of the -
umph of Western capitalism and liberal
democracy over the attempl to matntin an
alternative social system in the East. The
cight former Soviet bloc states among the
accession countries {plus Bulgaria and Ro-
mania) subiitled their applications for U
tmembership in 1994.96, 4 very shorl time
aller the overthrow of their Stalinist re-
gimes. In order to satisty the criteria for
membership which had been laid down at
Copenhagen in 1993 which include ‘ua

functioning {ree market ecconomy’ — they
had 1o restructure their economies before
their admission was linably agreed (again,
in Copenhagen) in December 2002, This
process, supported by new legislation and
institutions, and policed and monitored by
U hodies, has involved teansforming their

fegal und financial systems inorder o open
up their economies to international linance,
introduce currency convertibility and al-
fow foreign conwol and speculation.

Collapse
This structural change has supported and
reinforeed o process whereby the econo-
mics of the central and eastern Butopean
countries (CEECs) have reorientated away
from the former Soviet Union towards the
EU following the collapse of the Council
lor Mutual Econonue Assistance (CMEA.,
the Soviet-era trade organisation). Since
the curly 1990s, they have becomne increas-
ingly dependent on the core EU states tor
financial inflows and export markets. As
Gus Fagan and Andrew Kilmister have
noted, ‘By 1993, 60 per cent of Hungarian
and Czech exports and 69 per cent of Polish
exports were 1o the EUL Only 20 percent ol
Polish exports that year were in the old
CMEA area.” In addition, the CERCs have
become drawn into a new internationad di-
vision of labour shaped by the core EU
states, through the pattern ot their invest-
ment i these economies. Fagan and
Kiimister, using “world system® analysis,
characterise this as a core/semi-pertphiery/
periphery relationship, with the core LU
states wsimg their cconomic and political
power o impose policies that pursue thetr
own interests. Like the USA i Latn
America and South East Asia, the core
states have been:
petting control of product markets, con-
centraging and centrahsing capitalin the
hands of core MNCs [ multi-national cor-
porations] and torcing out competition,
gaining core control of the most dybamic
regions of market growth, preventing the
CEE states {rom developing national
strategies tor industrial restructuring and,
al the same time, toremg them to open
Uweir ade regnnes; buyimg local con-
pany assets.. forcing the privatisation ot
state-owned assels....”

While the cconomic dominance of the
core states has obviously been greatly fa
cilitated by the collapse of the Stalintst re
giimes in 1989-91 and by the restructuring
needed to guality for EU accession, ithad
actually begun to be established as carly
as the 1970s, when alt the CEECs, and es-
pecially Hunpary, Poland and Yugoslavia,
borraowed heavily from western Europe.
The resulting debt erises allowed the core
states o demand policies that advanced
their own interests, effectively transform-
ing Hungrary into a market cconomy (albett
with state ownership) even betfore the col
tapse of Stalinism. Beonomic “shock
therapy® policies dictated by the IMF in
the 19905 saw the CEECS’ industrial base
decimated, state assets sold of fat knock-
down prices and public expenditure dras-
tically cut buck, causing large-scale unem-
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ployment, impoverishment amd nuisery. The
Hungarian cconomist Laszlo Andor has
likened this process (o the Great Depres
sion of the 1930s: *Luckier countries like

Hungary Jost only about 20 per cent of

thetr rational income m the years after 1989,
while the GDDP of others fell by 30-40 per
cent. Poland was first to recover ils 1989
output level, in 1997; the rest only man

aged 1o do so in 2000 or even fater. OF

coutse, this did not mean that consump
tion fevels oraverage living standards have
been restored with the same speed.™

Investment

But while the cconomice relationship be-
tween core and semi-periphery is clearly
driven by the interests of the former, do
the CEECs not at least benefit {rom the in-
How of forcign dircctinvestment (FDI) they
have recerved? In fuct, neither in scale nor
in pattern has FDI produced much advan-
tagze (o the recipient cconomics. For exam:
ple. the net investiment flow into seven of
these countries” between 1993 and 1997
wus only one per cent of what the Eoro-
pean Bunk [or Reconstruction and Devel:
opment estimated as necessary 1o raise
productvity o EU levels. Morcover, EDI
has been very uneventy spread and largely
geared 1o the pursuit of new markets.
Where it has involved productive activity,
this has been driven by low wage costs
and has tended to take the torm of low

value-added labour-intensive production,
usually sub-contracting to Western MNCs
for the KU export market.

None of this is likely to change much as
deonsequence of LU enlargement. In fact.
as Fagan and Kilmister suggest, one of (he
principal factors driving the process is the
need for political legitimaton of the situa-
ton that already exists, assuring the ac-
quiescence of the castern European peo-
ples by granting them formal equality wath
the established citizens of the LU, and thus
reinforeing the credibility of the govern-
ments and capitalist classes of the CERECs.
Inaddition, there are cconomic benefits to
fractions of capital active in the cast, by
the creation of & more stable investment
climate. 1t has also been convineingly ar-
gued that the decision to opt for a ten
state “big bang® enlargement, rather than o
more gradual process. was motivated by
the need to stabilise the region politically
afler the 1999 Kosovo war.®

Benevolent

Those who have presented enlargement
as a benevolent process have also sug-
gested that the new member states will
benefit from their eligibility for EU strue-
tural funds. The most significant category
of these is objective | funding, which ap-
plies to regions, or whole countrics, whose

GDP per head is less than 75 per cent ol
the EU average. All of the accession coun-
tries fall into thas category, thus the overall
average will be substantially lower than at
present. This, and the fact that the EU
budgetlormulais o remain ata similar level
1o the present 1.27 per cent ot total GDP,
means thit there will be massive transters
of funds to the new members from the cur

rent beneficiaries (Greeee, Iretand, Portu-
val, Spain, as well as poorer regions and
nations of richer states (in the British case,
Cornwall, West Wales and the Valleys,
Merseyside and South Yorkshire). Thus,
the consequence of enbargement is o foree
the poor and the very poor to compete for
ashare of a very small cake.

As Breadan Youny has argued, “the EU
enlargement strategy, while fornally and
in the ideological outpourings of its pro-
ponents it appears to be astep n the uni-
ficaton of the contiment, 1t is in reality
deeply divisive’." This 1s because it will
maintain the cconomic dependence of the
CEECs on western European countries, wall
be characterised by two-tier deciston-mak
ing structares enforcing the dominance ol
the core states, will set the poor of the ex-
isting member states against the very poor
ol the CELCs, and itentaits the re-division
of Furope along o militarised border, be-
tweent the newly enlarged EU and the im-
poverished countries to its casl.

Superstate

Some on the left have seen enlargement -

along with cconomic and monetary umon
and moves toward a European army - as
heralding the creation of a European
superstate, as a dominant regional power
and an economic nival to the United States
and Japan.

On this account, the new constitutional
treaty 1s seen as the fatest stage of o proc
ess that began in the 1950s, turther con-
centrating power in the hands of unelected
burcaucrats. The rhetorie associated with
such iarguments (see especially the Morn-
i Star) sometimes bears a certain resem-
blance to that of the Daily Mail/FExpress/
Sun school of Eurosceptictsm, with its
emphasis on protecting British “sover-
cignty’. While (he Mail ctal warn that the
"British way of fife’ and capacity for self
povernment is threatened by the determi-
nalion ol Kuro- {edecalists o merge atl na-
tonalidentities into a Furopean monolith,
the CPB sees the (limited) poputar sover-
cignty represented by national parliaments
being expropriated by EU institutions in
the interests of European big business.

Undoubtedly, the tendency ol European
integration has been to make decision-mak-
ing less aecountable and more remote from
ordinary people. Morcover, there have al-
witys been, within EU governments, the

proponents ol a ‘decepening” of integru-
tion, involving some measure of political
union, and the capacity for united Furo

pean intervention in international affairs.
Nevertheless, the ‘superstate” approach
suppests a degree ot Buropean raling class
atamnity that is palpably at odds with re-
ality. Ditferent national bourgeotsies have
dilterent and olten conflicting interests,
and 1t 1s these “national” interests that are
the prime concern of their respective na-
tional yovernments. The EU/EC/EEC has
always been primacily 2 means of reconcdl

g these nterests as lar as possible and
alfowing stable capital accumulation 1o
{ake place to the mutual bene it of its ment-
bers™ capitalist classes. The ongoing ar-
guments over the constitutional treaty —
while no doubt overstated, in the British
case, at least, Tor the benetit of a domesue
andience  are a demonstratton ol the per
sistence of divergent interests, Successive
British governments — Tory and New La-
bour alike - have resisted Frimeo Gertan
moves toward political union and have
weluadly been stengthened in this by en-
larpemant, as the complexity of establish

g common institutions amony 25 states
will incvitubly slow down the converpence
process.

Exaggerated
So. how significant is the consalutional
treaty”? o velation 1o the issues around
which it has been publicly debated  as
relayed by the mainstream media —its <ig-
nificance has probably been exaggeraled
by proponents and detractors abihe. Tt is
neither the founding document of a pro-
gressive new Fuaropean order, based on unt-
versul citizenship, nor does it represent the
death warrant lor national povernmental
sovereignty (1o the extent that this existed
in the tirst place). Notwithstanding the at
tenipts of its authors w break new ground
with the charter of fundamentat rights,
which were tirmty blocked by the British
government, iGs fargely atidying-up exer
cise, and ‘incorporates word-for-word
most ol the articles in the Treaty of Rome,
the Single European Act, the Maastricht,
Amsterdam and Nice treaties’, according
to Sir Michacel Butler, former British -
bassador 1o the BC, who claims that (he
dralt treaty involves lar less sharing of sov-
ercignly than the Single LBuropean Act,
which he negotiated {or the Thatcher gov-
crruentin 19857

One of the main sources ol contention in
the protracted negotiations over the lust
year of so has been voting rights al the
council of ministers. Changes 1o the sys-
tem ol “qualified majority voting” (QMV)
seek to establish dual criteria for a majority
decision, based on number of states and
cumulative population. Arguments have
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centred on where the lines should be
drawn, with Spain and Poland — two me-
diuni-sized states — attempling o mantain
the relatively tuvourable posttion they were
granted by the 2000 Nice Treaty, and re

duce the capacity of the “big four’ — Ger-
many, the UK. France and laly -- to exer-
cise a collective veto over decisions®
Spain’s change of government has made a
compromise more tikely, and in any case
the big stutes would probahly have hitle
difficulty in buying off enough ol the
smaller countries to establish a majority. A
more fundumental argument for the left is
the fact that the council of ministers, to-
gether with the European coramission, s
the main decision-making body of the EU,
while the European Parliament — the only
directly-elected institution  has httde real
power.

Overrule

But in addition o setting out how QMV
should operate in the expanded FU, the
constitution also sceks to extend the runge
of issues over which it wilt apply — those,
in other words, where the council of minis

ters will be able (0 overrule the wishes of
member states,

Of most concern in this regard. as
Brendan Young explais marecent paper,”
is the inclusion in this category of deci-
sions o open international trade negotia-
tions in health, education and audiovisuad
services. The Nice Treuty allowed member
states a veto on such decisions but this is
abolished by the draft constitution, which
gives the Luropean Comnnission the sole
right Lo make agreentents at the WO
through the GATS process  one of the
main instruments ot international neo-lib-
cral econontic policy, which serves o open
up public services worldwide Lo privatisu-
tion. The Commission would be allowed to
offer particular services within Europe up
for competition, and bid for European com-
panics to obtain access to public services
in other parts of the world. Already, leaked
documents have shown that the Conunis-
sion has pressed o number of developing
countries to open their witer and treatment
services to international bidders, Since the
GATS negotiations are seerel, the details
of such hids and ofters would not have Lo
be made public.

Privatisation

Defenders of the draft constitution argue
that protection against privatisation is al’
forded by the articles covering health and
education, which give member states the
right to determine policy in these areas.
The common commerciai policy contained
in the treaty states, however, that any com-
mercial aspects of public services would
be fair game for “liberalisation’, and it is

clear that this would mclude health and
cducation services, since these can - and
in some cases, have already been — broken
ap into diserete functions, some of which
have been run connnercially (e.g.. through
PELin Britain). EU Trade Commnissioner
Pascal Lamy said in 1995 that he consid-
ered heatth and education “ripe for hiberali-
sation”,' and his subsequent publie state
ments demonstrate his continued adher-
ence to this belief. Any dispute over
whether a particular service should be sub
ject w GATS would be settled by the Furo-
pean Court of Justice or the Disputes Reso-
lution Panel of the WTO  neither of which,
as Young powts out, could be relied upon
o defend public services or democeratic ac-
countability.

Perhaps the maost significant aspect of
the EU constitution, then, is one that has
received virwally no coverage in the main-
strearn medias an insidious attempt 1o ad-
vance the neo-tiberal privatisation agenda.
‘This should serve o reinforee socialists’

understanding of the dominant project of

the EU: the creation of profitable condi-
tions for capital accumulation, and the dis-
manthng ol whatever legal or political bar
riers stand tn the way of this goal. In this
respect, the pro-‘liberalisation” clauses in
the draft treaty are ol a piece with the cco-
nomic annexation of central and castern
Europe under the cloak of enlurgement, and
the drive towards cconomic and monetary
union as Laurence Buarrett explained in
Workers Action No 24

Austerity

However, the permanent austerity pro-
gramme that has been underway since
Maastricht, il not before, is already experi-

cencing serious difficulties. Lven Germany

has now flouted the rules of the stability
and growth pact driven through by the
Kohl government in 1996, Spending cuts
and welfare ‘reform’ by the Raflurin gov-
ernment in France were punished in this
year’s local elections, while Gerhard
Schroder had to threaten resignanon in
order 1o get similar measures passed by
the Bundestag. Tony Blaie's decision to
hold a referendum on the EU constitution
may have been taken to appease the
Liurosceptic right, but the campaign, when
it comes, will provide i rare opportunity (o
open up the debate about the character of
the European integration project. It is vital
that the socialist left does not allow the
xenophobes to monopolise the ‘no” cam-
paign. We should build a case against the
actually-existing EU that highlights the
democratic deficit, the attack on public serv-
ices and the subordination ol the impover-
ished east 10 the core capilalist wealthy
nations and regions of the west,
Socialists need to be clear that the alter-

native to the B is not socialism in one
country (or even in several countrics si-
multancously). The case for a political al-
1ernative has to proceed from the reality ol
European integration, and to be based on
the demand for a more democratie, equita-
ble and unified Turope. We should argue
for w umon stretching {rom Tretand to the
Urais and from Scandinavia to the Balkans,
without militacised borders. There must be
substantial redistribution of resources from
the wealthy core states and regions, to
those presently marginalised and impov-
crished. The neoliberal agenda advanced
by Maastricht, Amsterdam, Nice and the
current constitutional treaty must be
halted, and replaced with an alternative
programme based on the defence of jobs
and public services, And power must be
redistributed from the councit of ministers
and the European Commission to the Eu-
topean Parliament. On this basts, we can
begin 1o build support for an alternative
vision of Europe  one that genuinely e
tlects the interests of all its peoples.
NOTES

"G Fagan and AL Kilmister, “The EU's
castward expansion id the tesponse of the
lel, Paper presented to Conference of the
European 1 eft, Stockholm, August 2001,
Available from Labour Focus on Eastern
Furape, 30 Bridge Street, Oxtord OX2 OBA.
lhid., p.6.

"1 Andor, “Furope’s Great Depression’,
The Guarduan, April 28, 2004,

" Poland, Hungary, Czech Republic,
Bulgaria, Romania, Sloventa and Estona,
Statistic trom J. Sperhing, Recasting the
luropean Order

(1997, citedd by Fagan and Kilmister, op. ait,
n.d.

*See b Andor, "European Union: big bang in
slow motion”, International Viewpoint 350
(June 20403).

“B. Young, ‘Divisive, reactionary and ant-
working class: EU enlargement strategy . Red
Runner 2002,

fQuoted by W, Keegan, "We gol what we
winted in Europe. So be happy', The
Observer, May 2, 2004,

I'he proposals drawn up by the Furopean
Convention, which drew up the Treaty, set the
canditions tor a majority at 50 per ceni of
states o 66 per eent ot the population,
thereby cttectively giving a joint veto to
Germany, France and Britain, which
collectively account for 44 per cent of the EU
population,

B, Young, ‘The L the dratt constitution
and the GATS: conslitution marks a victory

lor the: Tiberalisers', paper presented (o
conterence at Maynooth University, on behalf
ol Democracy and Public Services in Burope
(dapsc@eircons.net), April 2004,

" Quoted in World Development Movement,
‘Serving (up) the Nation', November 20072,
www.wdm.org.uk, Citedd by B. Young, op. cil.

WA




8

The housing
Crisis

Pete Firmin looks at the inability
of the capitalist system to provide
decent, affordable homes tor low-
paid workers and at the struggle
to defend council housing

Stories about housing in the media abler-
nate between those about how prices are
on a relentess increase and others talk-
ing about a shortage, espectally of “aftord
able’ housing.

House prices have been increasing now
lfor many years, still on average by 18-19
per cent a year, and trebling in the Tast ten
years. What has olten been a phenomenon
ol only certain regions, particutarly the
South East, s now a natonal one, Despite
regular predictions of a collupse v the
market, mainly based on its “inevitability
it has yet (o come. 1t may well do so, but
no one secins able o predict when. Lasi
tinie around many losi their homes when
they could not allord to keep up their
HIONQAEe payinents,

This rise means that prices have reached
ridiculous levels, with the national aver-
age house price now aronnd £140,000. Of
course, 1 means wealth for estate agents,
mortgage and building companies and
property speculators, but also 1o a lesser
extent for those who have paid oft their
mortgages and (on paper at teast) tor those
wher have seen the value of their home rise
considerably.

Al the same time, however, this situa-
tion brings misery for others, cither be-
cause 1t has dragged up rents inits wake
or because they can’tatford a first home.,

Exacerbating the problean is the fact that
house building has slowed considerably,
meaning a general shortage — old stock
needs replacing, the population is increas-
ing, and changing lifestyles mean that ex-
tended Tamilies are less likely (0 want 1o
live in the sime honre.

Given the way British society and the
ceonomy tunctions, this problem is at s
waorst in the South Bast. The government
(in the torny of John Prescott) petiodi-
cally comes up with house-butlding pro-
gramiues, sometimes Jor complete New
Towns, but these encounter two problems
- those already living in the area do not
want such a massive encroachment, and
the housing is not where itis most needed.

When house building is undertaken,

there is much talk of the peed tor “attord

able’ housing. Sometimes the tlk is ol

reserving such housing for "key workers’.
The definition of “key worker™ varies, bul
usually revolves around teachers, nurses
and police, as if these were the only (rela-
tively) low paid workers esscutial (o the
functioning ol a community A much
longer List would include shop workers,
local government workers, transport
warkers and postil workers at least.

*Attordable’ is, of cowrse, such a toose
tern that itcan mean anything, and house
builders are hardty interested m keeping
teir prices down il they can sell more
expensive homes castly. The cost of such
“wiordable’ homes 1s often beyond the
reach of the lower-paid workers itis sup-
posedly intended for.

The solution w tus problem used to be
council housing — seen us one ol the pil-
lars of the weltare state alter the Second
World War: it meant secure tenancy lree
from the worst vagaries of capitalism and
stutn Landlords for those who couldn’t af-
ford the deposits and payments required
tor a mortgage, In thair heyday, councii
homes were welcomed as a masstve im-
provement in living conditions for the
poorest section of society.

Over time, though, with the rise in rela
tive prosperity in the post-war period and
unprovements in general housing stand -
ards, coupled with negteet by (often La-
bowur) councils, council housing i many
arcas became less attractive and stigma-
tised.

The ‘right to buy’

Then Thatcher tried 1o put the final nail in
the coffin of council housing by introduc-
ing the ‘right 10 buy’  cnabling council
wnants (0 buy thenr homes, and at a con-
siderabie discount for those who had been
there for many years, Successive govern-
ments” policies have been aimed at encour-
aging and increasing home ownership,
through tax incentives. The right of coun-
cil tenants and later some housing asso-
ciation tenants to buy their homes under
the vight to buy and right 10 acquire polt-
cies has enabled over two million people
(o becorme owner-oceupiers, Over 14 mil-
lion houscholds (69 per cent) are owner-
oceupiers, up from just under SO per cent
i 1971 and in surveys ap 1o 90 per cent ol
people say that home ownership is there
ienure of choice.

White the take up of the right to buy has
varied cousiderably, with lew sales on the
most run-down estates (and some of those
who hought finding it difficult 10 sell them
on), this has meant a decline in overall
housing stock as councils have been un-
able 1o replace homes they sold. Not only
has there been no government house-

boilding programme 1o replace (he lost
stock, but local councils have been denied
the right to borrow for house-building or
access (o the proceads from sales,

Labour builds on Thatcherism
This drive o encourige Owner-occupaney
has (wo ideological aspects. Like the
spreading of share ownership during the
privatsation of utilities, property owner
ship 15 intended (o make people feel they
have a personal stake in capitalism, even
if the realbity s that their stake is tny com-
pared 1o thut of the banks, Secondly, 1t
further weakens local councils and demo-
cratic collective control.

As with cconomic pobicy in general,
New Labour not only adopted Tory poli-
cies wholesale, but looked o go one bet-
er {or worse).

Dressed up in the undoubted need o 're-
generate” many areas with run-down hous
ing cstates, and knowing that councils
don’Uhave the resources necessary tor this
regenerition, the government has come
up with various schemes, all of which in-
volve privatisabon ione guise or anoiher.

Not only has the Blair government nol
serapped the right 1o buy (though 1t has
occasionally tatked about st, at least in
arcus with ashortage of “alfordable” hous
ing), it has gone ane lurther in mtrodue-
ing stock transfers,

[ people are not buying, their councit
fiomes in sufficient numbers, what do you
do? Answer - transter them en bloc out
of council ownership to ‘responsible so
cial limdlords™ (RSLs), usvally Houosing
Assocations, The carrol (o encoutage
prople w vote for such transters is that il
they agree the government then (and only
theny releases funds for the much-needed
renovation of the properties. The calch,
of course, is that enants have cven less
control over housing management under
Housing Association ownership, and less
sceure tenancies. And Housing Associa
tions have moved on {rom their image of
small, almost co-operative friendly soci
eties to multi million pound businesses.

While such an offer has been irresist-
ible to tenants in some arcas, in others
campaigns have perswaded people to re

jeet the transter. This has been no small

feat, given that government and councils
pump thousands of pounds into winning
the ballots, with “advisors’, show homes
and glossy, biased feallets. Against this,
tenants can only pitch their own re-
sources, at most backed up by some fi-
nance from local unions (particularly
Unison) also opposed to transfer, not least
because their members would be trans-
terred out of local government cmploy-
ment,

A natonal campaign, Defend Council
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Housing, also came into existence 10 op-
pose stock transters, co-ordinating local
opposition, but also winning the support
of most of the nattonal unions concerned
with the issue and 4 considerable number

of MPs and councitlors, Despite many ot

s key personnel being SWP members,
Defend Council Housing has been built
almost as a model campaign around a sin-
ple issue, providing unions and tenants
with back-up arguments and materials and
arganising lobbies of MPs,

ALMOs - the ‘third option’

Aller more and more ballots were tost on
stock transfer, the government introduced
anew “third option” in addition to remain-
ing under council control or stock transfer
-Arm’s Length Management Organisation
(ALMO). While looking relanvely innocu-
ous, ALMOs also contain the seeds of pri-
vatisation. Most of the tunctions the cur-
rent local authority housing department
carries out would transier into a company
managed by aboard of dircetors. The con

pany would still be owned entirely by the
council, not by any private organisation.
Ieis elaimed that AL.MOs ‘empower” 1en-
ants and leascholders because they sit on
the board of dhirectors, alongside council-
lors and independently selected people,
How independent the “independents’ are
18, however, a moot point, given that they
are interviewed and selected by council-
lors and council officers. This board has
the final say in how the services are pro

vided and delivered.

The pressure on local councils 1o go
down this road is based on the fact that all
councils have 1o reach the government’s
‘Decent Homes Standard” by 2010. TLocal

councils don’t have the money to meet

this standard, but a “high performing’
ALMO, as assessed by government in-
spectors, would open the door o millions
of pounds of extra money to spend on all
homes.

From the start, Defend Council Hous:
ing warned that ALMOs were a half-way
house to stock transter/privatisation. This
has now been borne out by the fact that
Westminsier Council's ALMO is running
outof money and the council has told ten-
anls on two estates they will have to ac
cept stoek transter. In Hillingdon, also
now an Af.MQ, the counci! plans 1o seli
off 100 homes a year (o o housing asso-
ciation.

In drawing up the procedure for ALMOs,
the government left out one important
provision they include in that for stock
transfer  there does not have to be i bal

lot of affected tenants, the council only
has 1o show there has been full consulta-
tion’. In some arcas, tenants have been
ranslerred to AT.MOs with hardly any re

alisation that such a process was underway.
Despite this, under pressure from ten-

ants (and, no doubt, fecling contident of

winning) some councils have conceded a
baltot before an ALMO takes over. Of
course, the adverse conditions in the bal-
lot procedure for opponents of ALMOs
are the same as for stock transfer, but at
least it gives a chance o mobilise for re-
Jection. Islington Council got round this
by baltloting at a few days’ notice, gaving
no chance for opponents to build up their
ciampilign.

The most spectacular defeat for the
ALMO option was in Camden after a high-
profile and expensive campaign by the
council was matched by the efforts of ten-
ants’ associations and Unison, resulting
ina 77 per eent vote against the ALMO.
To its credit, and agaunst pressure from
government housing minister Keith Hill,
Camden Council has accepted the result
of the ballot and has now joined lorces
with tenants and Defend Council Hous-
ing it campaigning for the government to
adopt a “lourth option” ol releasing the
monies for renovation and refurbishment
direct to councils,

Alongside stock transter and ALMOs,
councils, under pressure from the govern-
ment, have also adopted variations of the
Private Finance Inttiative to deal wath thetr
shottage of funds for regeneration. Thus

tn South Kilburn, in the London Borough
ol Brent, where the cost of regeneration is
estimited to be anything up to £600 mil-
fion, only about £30 million is on offer from
the povernment even with stock transfer
and ALMOs. To make up the shortfall it is
proposed (o double the density in the area
by building 2,400 flats for the private mar-
ket to pay for the rebuilding and renova.
tion ol the existing 2,800 council homes.

From defence to solutions
While sacialists must defend current pro-
vision against the drive to privatise, wo
also have to come up with alternatives to
the irrationalities of capitalism, whereby
tndividuals and tamulies are expected to
invest a massive proportion of their in-
cote 1nto housing 1o the benelit of mort
gage companics and estale agents.

Individual house ownership is irrational.
There is no reason why pooed standard
housing cannot be collectively provided.
toven other advanced capitadist states gel
along quite happily with much lower lev
¢ls of home ownership than Britain —
owner-occupaney rates for Germany,
Sweden and Switzerland, for instance, are
fess than 40 per cent compared to Brii-
ain’s 70 per cent.

A massive programme ol social hous-
ing is necessary to meet both the short
age and the need lor renovation., WA

Wrexham council housing stock
transfer plan defeated

The New Labour dogma ol “private good. public bad’ ok another knock in
March when, in a referendum, 58 per cent of the 9.722 Wrexham council
tenants who voted said no to the transfer of the council’s entire housing stock
to u specially created quango. Tai Weeesam, writes Laurence Barrett.

The Labour council attempted to blackmail tenants by saying it lacked the
funds to carry out improvements to the town’s 13,000 council homes, and that
without the transfer, rents would increase and jobs would be lost. But the ten-
ants, led by Wales Against Stock Transfer (Waste) called the council’s blulT,
realising that transfer would mean higher rents, less security and less control.
Now the tenants are being punished for their choice with a three per cent rent
rise, on top of a {ive per cent rise already imposed this year.

It is possible o have a twinge of sympathy for the council, however. The
council is a victim ol the blatantly rigged rules which prevent it trom borrowing
money to improve stock, yet which allow access to borrowing afrer any trans-
ler has taken place. At the moment, the Welsh Assembly government can do
nothing because housing linance is not devolved and remains under the control
of the Treasury. At this year's Wales Labowr Conference, Unison showed its
solidarity with the tenants with a resolution demanding an end to stock trans-
fers in Wales, and a change in the Ginancial rules.

The new socialist party Forward Wales, which is based in Wrexham, was
prominent in the no campaign, and claims to have recruited members from
Labour over the issue. Its work in the no campaign may well ranslate into scats
won from Labour on June 10. Council houstng may well be yet another issuc in
which Labour’s ‘heartland® voters desert in droves.
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Teachingon
the cheap

With the government trying to
save money by reducing the
number of qualified teachers and
relying instead on low-paid
teaching assistants, it is time for
the unions to stop bickering and
organisc a united campaign, says
Andrew Berry

There is a popular, right-wing misconcep
tion of teachers as a pampered, lazy, over-
paid group who work less than six hours
per day and have 13 weeks™ holiday a year.
This caricature lalls apart the moment you
apply more than three brain cells to it -
when do they do marking, plan lessons,
prepare work, read curncula, receive
training, see parents, whatever? Batat still
remains @ powerful unthinking populist
reaction and this makes teachers vulner-
able 1o political attack..

There has also over the Tast 25 years or
SOCEIOWNR up i strong attitude agianst us-
ing physical violence, fear and oppression
as the prine motivations towards learn-
ing. Teachers have had 1o resort o (rying
1o cngage the student's interest i the
work instecad. This is obviously a much
harder task with younger students being,
far more interested in play and older ones
having the hormones coine crashing in.
Social change has also played its part —in
many inner-city areas the nunmber ol chil-
dren who cannot speak English adequately
on entry 10 school has risen hugely over
the past quarter century. The fict that these
children are fluent in Bengah, Turkish,
Arabic, Chinese, and will become bi- or
tri-lingual by the end of primary school
is never seen as a poad thing, Duc 1ot
adequate tunding these children fearn Eng
lish while taking leacher resources — and
sometimes class time  lrom those who
alrcady speak English adeguately. The re
sult has been that stadents tend 1o take
longer 1o display skills at reading, arith-
metic, cte. There is some evidence that
children now have a greater understand-
ing of how arithmetic works rather than a
parrot-like ability (o ¢hant the umes ta-
bles. but the perceptions ol parents are
stll of the ‘I could do my twelve times
table at your age' variety. There is also a
vicious racist sub-agenda from a situation
created by inadequate government

resourcing. This  false  perception of
falling standards and of prelerential treat-
ment given to non-English speakers also
lcaves teachers valnerable,

Waorkers 1n schools have different grades
and responsibilitics. Many are involved in
teaching, bul the prime ditferentiation is
between (qualified) teachers - mainly in
the NUT, asmialler number in the NASUWT
—and (unqualified, less qualitied or guali-
lied in different aspects such as pastorl
care rather than teaching) teaching assist-
ants organised through Unison, TGWU
and GMB. ‘This tade union organisation
is based on the history and status of the
various tashs, rather than the best strue-
tre w tespond 1o the attucks they cur-
rently face. A prime example of this has
been the response 1o the povernsment's lat
est attack, which is disguised in the form
of the document issued early last year en
ttled ‘Raising the standards: tackhing work-
load".

Classroom cuts

This doctment essentially proposes to
decrease the workload on (eachers by al-
lowing teaching support stadl 10 cover
classes. A new grade of HUTA (Ingher level
teaching assistant) would be created. In
other words, it is proposing that less qualdi-
{icd stalt take the weacher’s role without
the support ot a qualilied wacher in the
class. This of course will save the schools
and the local councils and eventually the
government money because support stadl
wages are considerubly less than those of
teachers. The attack will impinge much
more on primaiy schools because second-
ary schools usually have far higher teacher
o student ratios and sccondary students
are more capable of working independently
of teachers. Children will suffer because
their “teacher” will almost certainly be less
experienced, less capable of handling alone
around 30 kids, less aware of the curricu-
lum, fess qualified in teaching methods, less
trained in vbservation and assessment ol
the children. In primary schools, where it
is usual for one teacher to be assigned o a
particular elass and the teacher’s role is Tar
more i loco parentis, there will also be a
Joss of the fumiliar ever-present face. There
wilt also be one less adultin the classroom,
which iy particularly worrying since the
average number of adults in a classroom at
any time is around two,

These problems were all exacerbated
when i1 became clear that the HLTAs
would not cover just the odd hour during
the school day when the regular teacher
would be dotng planning, preparation and
assessment (PPA)Y and hence would be on
‘non-contact time'. It would also cover
sickness absence and other ‘unspecilied
time” absences — which would presumably

N

involve such things as when a teaching
post was vacant. More sinisterly, il could
involve strikebreaking, and it could be an
cncouragement o school management to
cut (expensive) teacher posts in times ol
fonding difficulty.

Teaching unions divided

The NUT, sensibly and predictably, raised
all these problems immediately and con
demned the document as “teaching on the
cheap'. Thew concern iy for their mem
bers  the number of teachers would ob-
viously 1all 31 this document was imple
mented. Supply teachers, maintained by
local authoritics o service teacher ab
sence inany of their schools, would im-
mediatety become redundant. There is a
strong coriclanon of the concerns of the
NUT with those ol parents and carers and
others who regard the wellare ol the chil-
dren as prites the question "Do you want
a qualified teacher or a leaching assistant
teaching your child?” adnuts only one an-
swer.

The three unions representing eaching
assistants ook a blinkered and naive ap
proach. They came out in support ot the
document, won by the promise ol o new
grade with “a wider range of responsibili-
ties” and hence presumabty higher pay. The
support staft whom this Chistoric™ agree-
mentis pied atare almost all women and
notoriously low paid. £6.000 per annum
for working the full school day is not unu-
sual, Even a doubling of that salary would
mean they were doing a teacher’s job for
around two-thirds of u teacher’s pay. Un-
tortunately for Unison, TGWU und GMB,
even ltus low-expectation beliel has col-
fapsed - while some councils have pro
duced more money, many are saying thal
the HLTA is just a recognition of status.
not i regrading and therefore attracts no
{urther pay.

As if 1o vindicate the NUT position, a
report from the Blue Skics think tank
within the Department for Lducation and
Skills was published in December 2003,
This report presented a vision ot a school
with the head as the only quahfied teacher,
apparently directing all the school support
staff who fake the fessons. The report was
withdrawn alter a hostile veaction from
teachers and the public, the government
blaming ‘over-zealous junior otficials’ tor
its escape. However, it is widely believed
that David Milliband and Charles Clarke,
the Blairites in charge of the departinent,
were fully aware of the report and were
esting the water (or future policies.

"The irony Tor the NUT is that the “Tack-
ling workload® document came out ol the
negotiations on “workloree remodelling
(please excuse the management-speak,
this term really means redistributing tasks




11

between grades such that the overall re-
quirements for cach school cin be per-
formed by Tewer workers and by workers
on Jower grades, allowing the schools (o
make redundant the more expensive work
ers), which occurred as a resubt of indus.
trial action and further threatened action
by the NUT, defending their members
from the ever more onerous demands on
their supposed ‘lree time” caused by the
need 1o take work home with then.

What kind of response?

This situation reguires a response from the
unions at all levels. The ties( most impor
tant, and what should in the trade union
world be the most glementary response,
has to be that the unions must show
united front o management and that afl
warkers must be defended. The fact thal
teachers recerve far better pay than teach-
INE assistanls is not an exeuse 1o serew
the NUT - instead, teachers’ pay should
provide a beachmark for what the teach-
ing assistant grades getoand there should
he a negotiated and recognised method
for a teaching assistant to qualify as a tull
teacher, probably including paid time oft
for the required study and examinations.
The teaching practice should be casy to
arrange.

There are obvious burcaucratic prob-
lems for tie untons in this approach m
terms ol members needing to change un
ton - and possibly in the distant future, it
would make more sense for both teacher
and assistants to be in one union. The driv-
ing force, though, has to be the interests
ol the workers, not the prescribed bownda-
rics of the Bridlington agreement. One
future solution might be the amalgumna-
tion of the teaching unions into an educa
tion section of Unison as the largest pub
fic sector union and a reorganisation of
assistants into that section. But whatever
the solution, the driving principle has to
be the best representation of the group of
workers.

Undervalued, underpaid

Bul while we wait {or this utopian rear-
rangement, there are other immediate ques-
tions. Teaching assistants need appropri-
ate pay tor the work they are currently do-
ing. Many 1ake responsihilitics for helping
children with special needs or with behav-
ioural difficulties, often outside of the main
class. They also give one 1o one or very
small group teaching support to the most
vulnerable children. This allows the weacher
to teach the rest of the class more efiec-
tively. Without teaching assistants, more
children would fall behind in regulur
classes. The role is essential not just lfor
the children the assistants work with di-
rectly, but for the other children in the class

as well, and itis a major source of shame
for the government that such valuable peo-
ple are paid below the poverty line.

The third issue is the fack of nationul
agrecments for teaching assistants. 1is
this that makes it necessary tor pay bat-
tles (o be fought again and again by loca
groups of workers ugainst individual
councils. It means that a strong and well-
organised workloree can get a good local
pay agreement while a weaker one has to
sufter far worse conditions, While the
likes of Aesop might draw w asetul gen-
eral conclusion from such a situation, the
reality 15 that management can learn from
the experiences of one struggle and apply
the tessons to the rest. Nursery nurses in
Tower Hamlets and in Kirklees won very
good local agreement from their strikes,
and teaching assistants in Islington and
Nottinghamshire County also made big
gains, but the Scottish nursery nurses are
facing u tar more recalcitrant employer;
the Scottish management have seen the
results of carlier struggles and are deter
mined on a lesser settlement. Other local
unions and councils are watching the Scot-
Gsh struggle and if the settfement is worse
or the strike is long then there will be
tendency to accept status quo, Tacticadly,
anational dispute for a national rate would
be far more effective. Unfortunately Uni-
son, GMB and TGWU have refused to
consider a national pay ctaim for teach-
ing assistants as it would go against the
1997 “single status agreement’ with the
employers, which established a national
pay spine and ‘anchor points' for prades,
but within this had a principle of giving as
much negotiating independence as possi-
be to local authorities.

There are specific problems organising
rade unions in schools, because they are
unlike uny other section of the council, Tt
15 hard to stand up to Tocal management
when there are a small number ot support
staff paid part-time and isolated from the
rest of the couneil workforee. Local man-
agement of schools gives massive power
on stafting o head teachers and some
schools such as Voluntary Aided Schools
are legally the employers. Some Local
Edducation Authorities have refused to ne-
potiate atan LEA level, This leaves union
branches having to negotiate school by
school —which in some places means over
500 schools.

While the unions - particularly Unison
— are recruiting hand over fist with the
proniise ol increased pay atter accepting
workloree remodelling, in fact that agree-
ment contains no commitment to lunding
and the government has refused 1o give
the councils any nore money. The effect
is that low paid union members are taking
on further responsibilities while the pay

tnereases are not forthcoming.

Funding crises
While the nittional agreement on work load
remodelling was being finalised in 2002/
2003, a funding crisis was developing in
schoats. About 1,500 teachers were made
redundant and while support staft figures
are unavailable there were abnost certainly
considerably more job losses and cutting
ol part-timmers” hours. Cuts are still con-
tinuing, although at alower level. The cause
is inadequate funding trom central gov-
crnment. During the erisis, schools were
allowed to use capital expenditure funds
(i.e.. money allocated (o buildings and
cguipment) (o pay stait on the basis that
the government would provide extra fund-
ing the following year. Labour reneged on
these promises and now many schools
have serivus debts and will be loreed into
staft redundancies or even closure. At this
tune of massive job loss the unions failed
to tuke any action. H has been left 1o the
conference of the NAHT (National Asso-
ciaton of Hewd Teachers) —i.¢., the school
managers’, rather than the workers', union
to give notice of imention to withdraw
from the agreement at the end of 2004 un-
less the tunding materialised. This deci-
siof was i compromise between the tank
and file (can you have rank and file head
teachers?), most of whom wanted to with-
draw in September, and the leadership who
wanted to give the government until Aprid
2005.

Remodelling is not possible without
funding. The proposed changes include
from September 2003 support staft tak-
ing on additional administralive dutics that
tormerty tell to teachers. These additional
tasks should mean employment of further
support stall or extension of hours for
those already in post. Instead, pressure is
being put onto abready overburdened stalt
1o take on the work for no more money.
CEA@Islington, the privatised Islington
LEA, says: ‘T.imited resources have been
provided by the DIES in the current fi-
nancial year to fund the movement of ad-
ministrative tasks from teachers to other
support staft. It has been argued that ex-
isting resources can be “remodelled™ in
order that additional financial resources
are not necessary . . . routine clerical and
administrative tasks, which used to be car-
vicd out by teachers, should now be in-
corporated in the jub description of ...
teaching assistants’. The document goes
on to say that they will take away manage
ment allowance from teachers to fund this
remodelling, A local NASUW'T official
suppaorted the document, saying that teach-
ing assistants would have 1o take on the
waork because teachers wouldn't do it. But
while the NASUWT is behaving disgrace
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fully, Unison, GMB and TGWU are barely
audible in their calls for more funding.
The NUT has voted to strike over the
funding issue as well,

It was no surprise to hear a New Labour
minister like David Milliband attacking the
NUT at a Unison conference for school
support staff held in central London on
May 27, where he maliciously referred
10 the NU'T as the *minority teachers’ un
ion” (in fact it has more members than any
other teachers’ union and in primary
schools — where the proportion of teach-
ing assistants is highest - i has an abso:
lute majority ). But it must have been mu-
s1¢ to his Blairite cars to hear Dave
Prentis attack the NUT at the same con-
terence. Referring to the NUT, Prentis
made reference to “other unions that do
aot i any way help us’, and claimed that
there was o "class divide” in the class roont
hetween teaciier and support staft. Tle
also referred to a comment by Doug
McAvoy, NUT pencral secrelary, over a
year ago in regard (0 not being in favour
of education teams of support staft and
teachers. If this was said it was not help-
ful, but NUT conference policy  a lar
more anthoritative souree to anyonge but a
union bureaucral — stales quite the vppo-
site. It Dave s fooking for evidence of a
‘class war® between teachers and support
staft he need look no turther than Nigel
de Gruchy, previous general secretary of
the NASUWT, who referred o support
staff as "pig ignorant peasants”. NASUWT,
however, shares Prentis's reactionary
views on the remodelling sell-out. 1t was
noticeabie at that support stalf conlerence
that Unison did not invite NAHT, despite
the fact that it represents mainly heads of
primary schools, where the remodelling
agreement bites deepest, prelerring to
invite the deputy secretary of the SHA
{Secondary Headteachers™ Association) —
which is far more compliant with the
agreement.

Part of the Blairite agenda s to foment
division between unions, especially in
education, and it has gone (o some lengths
to demonise the NUT. When the NUT was
considering strike action to getrid of SA'TS
in schools, the government provocatively
said it would be making no change to the
SATs regime: when NAHT —a very small
union — threatened to ke action oven
SATS, the govermment agreed to make
cnough changes to satisfy the interests ol
head teachers. This was not for fear of the
diminutive NAHT buot o ensure that the
NUT would remain isolated on the ques
tion. The government is still trying to iso-
late the NUT; ministers will not even re-
ply to its letters, Within this situation
Prentis’s remarks — despicable at the best

of times - are a form of betrayal.

Unison is debating the agreement at its
local government conference on the June
21. There are motions [rom several
branches, including Islington, and also
from two Unison regions (Greater Lon-
don and South East). that call for a cam-
paign, possibly including strike action, to
sceure more funding. There is also a mo-
tion to consider suspending Umson’s in-
volvement in the agreement. Within the
debate we need to call explicttly for sup-
port for the NUT and publicly raise and
denounce both the government's and
Prentis's attempts (o ridicule them.

We need o campaign for schools to re-
ceive the funding they need - both for

sataries and tor work required — and within
that campaign we need to unite parents /
carers. teachers, support stalf and any
other supporters. We should calt for all
classes to have assigned teachers and
teaching assistants; this would gain par-
ent / carer support since i1 would bener
resoutce their children. The left in both
Unison and NUT particularly have o en
sure that we do not fall into either pro-
fessional snobbery or Prentis's simplis-
tic reactionary teacher bashing or his ub-
surd notion of class war. These divisions
play into the hands of the right wing. We
need 1o call for across class’ unity now,

FIGLURING IT OUT

LABOUR MARKET: Luployment reached an all-tme high of 2833 million in the
three months (0 the end of February, Redundancy rates have fallen o their lowest
level since records began. Only six in cvery 1,000 workers were made redundant in
the winter of 2003-04, The Claimant Count is at its lowest since 1975 and the 11O
measure ol unemployment fell by 33,000 10 143 milhion in March. However, thereare
now 2.4 mutlion people in Britwn receiving mcapacity benefitand 311,000 who re-
ceive severe disablement allowance  three Limes the nutsber that were in receipt of
heuatth-related benetits in 1979, The region with the highest unemployment rate
Britain is London it 6.9 per cent.
MANUFACTURING: In the first quarter of 2004, manulacturing jobs tell hy 22,000,
and manufacturing output fetl by 0.5 per cent. Compared with a year carlier, manufac-
turing jobs had fallen by 102,000 in the pust year (0 3.4 nutlion.
TWO NATIONS: The richest 20 per cent of Britain’s population carns 15 times more
than the poorest. This means that inequality is much the same under Lubour as it
was in 199596 under John Major. However, some sourees saggest the gap between
rich and poor narrowed slightly last year as private sector pay slowed down.
MINIMUM WAGE: More than 200,000 people are still being paid less than the
minimum wagce,
COUNCIL TAX: One in four houscholds now pays more council tux than income
tax. Since Labour came o power in 1997, counci! tax has risen by an average of 70 per
cent, hitting pensioners and othier people on fow incomes particularly hard. About
13 million people in 6.2 million houscholds across Britain pay more council tax than
income tax. This figure has increased from 5.5 million houscholds in 2002 — the resubt
ol above-inflation rises in council tax,
WOMEN ANDEMPLOYMENT: In 1971 women made up 30 per cent of the work [oree,
By 1998, this had risen to 50 per cent.
WOMEN AND MARRIAGE: The proportion of women who are martied dropped
trom 74 percentin 1979 to 49 per cent in 2002,
WOMEN’S WAGES: in 1938, the average woman earned £1. 12 per week compired
with £20,3 14 per year in 2003, The average house price in 1938 was £590, compared
with £139.716 in 2003,
MUSLIMS AND INEQUALLTY: About 60 per cent of people of Pakistani and Bang-
ladeshi background live on tess than 60 per cent ol the median disposable income
compared with 20 per cent of white Britons. Unciployment rates among men of
Pakistani and Bangladeshi background arc up to three times higher than among
white males.
RACE HATE: Figures from the Crown Prosccution Service show that the number ol
defendants accused of racially motivated crimes rose by more than 12 per cent last
year 10 4,2(X).

‘Empiricist’
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Challenges
for the left
in the PCS

Following the victory ot the left in
the union’s elections, Richard
Price, Group Executive Chair at
the Office for National Statistics,
looks forward to this year's PCS
conference

Delegates from the main civil service un-
ion PCS meet in Brighton {rom June 9
1T for their annual conlerence under a
siege atmosphere, with both government
and opposition vying with ¢ach other 1o
slash civil service jobs by up 1o 20 per
cent over the next few years,

[n Gordon Brown's budgel statement on
March 17, he announced 30,000 jobs
be cut in the Department for Work and
Pensions, 10,500 to go with the merger
of Inland Revenue and Customs and Ex-
cise, 1,460 to go front the Department for
Education and Skills and a 2.5 per cent
cut per annum from departments” admin-
istrative budgers from 2004 1o 2008.
These cuts are in addition o the 20,000

Jobs the Lyons Review proposes (0 move

out of London and the South Last, while
the Gershon Review is proceceding o look
into the “efticieney of (he civil and public

services’, with the aim of culting lens of

thousands more posts.

With the "Tories pledging to cut 100,000
civil service jobs, it's clear that what is
involved is a Dutch auction in the run-up
to the general election, in which both sides
take i as read thar civil servants are a soft
target, easily portrayed as wasteful, idle
and inefficient burcaucrats. As the lead
motion at conference on defending pub-
lic services, in the name of the NEC, ar
gues: “If the government want to reduce
the number of civil servants they need to
explain what services they are prepared
to dispense with. There were no facts or
proposals to hack up Mr Brown’s budget
stalement.”

Worthy (and long) though the NEC's
motion is, it is weak in a few crucial av-
eas. It doesn’t clearly state its opposition
in principle to the relocation of jobs from
London and the South East, af a time when
London has the highest unemployment of
any region in Britain. It's also weak on the
equal opportunities angle, when this needs

to occupy a prominent position. While the
government talks endlessly about its com
mitment o diversity, it is planning 10
move large number of jobs from the most
diverse part of Britain to some of the feast,
which can only result in a whiter, less di-
verse, civil service.

The NEC motion also talks about using,
industrial action ‘as a last resort if, where
and when appropriate’. IUs ¢lear that win-
aing batlots for a campaign of strike ac-
tion to defend jobs cannot be taken for
pranted, and will have to be built for over
an extended period. But iCs equally clear
that 1if and when cuts of this scale get
underway, it will be a necessity, and this
needs o be spelt out in advance,

A motion from my own branch, where
members face i cut of 50 per cent of the

jobs in London, calls for industrial action

in the event of compulsory redundancies
or translters, and for the union (o seek

Judiciai review under the Race Relations

Amendment (2000) Act to counteract the
ctfects on equal opportunities. Tt also
calls for & comprehensive political can-
paign, with the aim of exerting the maxi-
mum pressure on Labour MPs and GLA
members,

Relocation

The leadersiip of Left Unity 1s proposing
supporting not only this motion and the
NL:Cs, butalso amotion from the Depart-
et of Constitutional Affairs South Wales
branch that argues that “there may be scope
for some relocations of work (Lyons Re-
view) withoul adversely affecting mem-
bers” employment in London and the South
Last’, provided that there is ‘full negotia-
tion and agreement on the terms’ of refo-
cation.

The tine of ‘not being opposed in prin-
ciple’ is the thin end of the wedge under
these concrete conditions, since the
relocations being proposed are not to de-
prived areas, but almost exclusively to
cities that are alveady booming. The relo-
cation of generally poorly paid civil serv-
ice posts (0 such towns wouldn’t redis
tribute the wealth of London so much as
ptle more misery on the public sector, and
PCS members mustn't allow themselves
o be split on regional lines,

On pay, PCS members face a new round
ol dilficult negotiauons, with the Treas-
ury sceking to cap settlements at 3.5 per
cent —even lower than the cetling bast year
which led to the largest strikes for a dec-
ade. The raising ol the pension age for civil
servants, the steady drip-drip of privati-
sation and outsourcing, and the assault on
established working practices under the
banner of modernising government poses
a further sct of struggles to defend con-
ditions of service.

In clection results announced on May
24, the Democracy slate  a joint slate rep-
resenting Left Unity and the centre-lett PCS
Democrats group  swept the board, win-
ning 27 out of 34 seats on the NEC, and all
seven senior officer posts. In fact, had the
Democracy slate not *double-banked® six
of the candidates for senior officer posts,
i would have won 33 out of 34 seats,

Majority

The left and centre-left won 55 per cent of
the vote compared to 45 per cent for the
right winp Moderates and their allies. For
the second year running, Lett Unity memn
bers hold an absolute majority on the NEC,
Although this represents a substantial vic-
tory on paper, it's somewhat undercut by
the fact that only one in seven memnbers
voled, and a great deal more work is needed
to connect with large sections of the mem-
bership that remain indifferent o the leht
rnght battle.

Part of the problem lies in the current
leadership of the Teft, in which current and
cx members of the Sociulist Party and the
Scottish Socialist Party feature heavily.
Ultra-left in their attitude 0 Labour, but
conservative industrially, they are clearly
over represented both in terms of num
bers and ability. General seeretary Mark
Serwotka may well Tive to regret his de-
cision to hack the Respeet coalition. 1t it
polls as dismally as looks likely, it hands
the right wing a stick with which 10 beal
the left. The SWP, meanwhile, continues
o operate as 11 1S union activily is an an-
nexe to its wildly overestimated electoral
ambitions,

Advances

The outgoing NEC has certanly made
some steps forward over the last year. There
were important advances in erms of cam-
paigning, media profile and recruitiment,
Over a third of the union’s members took
part in industrial action over pay, albeit in
one or two-day actions, and without any
stgnificant victories. There was much bet-
ter co-ordination across departments over
national and London pay and in other cam

piaigns. But the threat of massive job cuts,
the first warnings ot which came in April
2003, has seen the union slow to develop a
concerled response.

The cruciat battleprounds over the com-
ing year will be pay, job losses and
relocations, pensions and privatisation.
PCS needs to move beyond being i union
with well-framed and principled policies
o one that goes on the offeasive and rung
mcaninglul campaigns that mobihse large
numbers of members. Otherwise, the dan-
ger is that the relentless series of attacks
on all fronts will lead to demoralisation.

WA
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Rebuilding a
party of labour

Graham Bash looks forward to
the founding conference of the
Labour Representation
Committee on July 3

The reason that the lett should support the
Labour Representition Committee is thal it
has (he potential 1o be at feast the begin-
nings of a solution to the crisis that we face.
In this period, o key characteristic has been
the enormity of New Labour's crisis, ex-
pressed ina number of ways: the mass move-
ment and the huge demonstrations against
the war; the parliamentary rebellions around
top-up lees, foundation hospitals and the
war: the U-turn on Ken Livingstone’s re-
admission into the Labour Party and sup-
port lor his candidatore as London mayor;
the growing isolation of Blair following the
Spanish general election result, and the po
1ential further isolation in the event of ade
feat for Bush in the US clections.

[ my opinion, this crisis ol New Labour
all the more starkly reveals the erisis of the
left and the failure (o rebuild any political
representation for the working class — in
short. the working class in the UK is fucing
a growing crisis of represemtation. New La-
bours prostration hetore the dictates of Brit-
ishoand global capital and ats atenpts to
tuke over and destroy the Labour Party have
lelt the fabour movernent more and more po
litically and electorally disenfranchised.

One response to this crisis of representa-
ton and to the fact that the Labour Party
has been hijucked by New Labour has been
the various attemnpls Lo build electoral alter-
natives 1o Labour - in recent years the So-
ciadist Labour Party, the Socialist Alliance
and now Respect. The primary reason tor
the faiture of these electoral aliernatives 1s
not the crrors made by various sections of
the left in building them. 1t isn’t the semi-
Stalinist aature of the Socialist Labour Paity
that accounts for its electoral failure, nor the
sectarianism or opportunisin of the SWP that
is responsible tor the Tailure to build the So-
clalist Alliance or its successor, Respect.

The reason that none of these left group
ings has succeeded, and cannot for the fore
secable [uture succeed, is because of the
centrality of the Tabour Party. The contin-
aed existence of the [abour Party, its his
torical cinboditment of the British working
class, and its base in the unified trade union
structure, together with the nature ot the
clectoral system itself, meuans that, alone

among the major social democratie partics
in Europe, it has not suftered any sertous
splits or electoral challenges from within the
labour imovement (apart from the limited and
partial exception of the Scottish Socialist
Party which has yet to win a parhamentary
seat under the fiest past the post systent),

1t has always been my position that if the
Labour Party were to be destroyed by New
Labour, our task would be to rebuild a miss
party of fabour based on the trade unions.
None of the electoral alternatives 1o the teft
ol Labour claims 10 be building an alterna-
tive labour party, and because of that could
never be twore than a marginal electoral al-
ternative, or ever seriously address the cri-
sis of representation,

It is not [or us on the Labour left 1o take
any contfort from the latlures of those oul-
side the party. As faras I'm concerned, that
is practically a given, and Lthink that a lot of
the emphasis given to the failures of the left
outside is really just a mask for the crsis
that we i the Labour lett face.

So whit form does this enisis take? Ina
nutshell, we can see in the real world out
side the structures of the Labour Farty and
trade unions 4 mass, amorphous movement
ol opposition, most graphically revealed off
course in the anti war movement, but also
present in varioas dilferent Fayers of strup-
gle. The problem for us is that this opposi
tion has only found the inost limited expres-
sion within the structures of the party; the
constituency partics remain in decline and
membership is dropping, especially follow-
g the war in frag. ‘There are tewer constitu-
cacy delegates (0 annual conterence,
the constitueney left is small and poorly or-
panised.

Above all, there is @ movement towards
disattiliation tn some unions and this is a
major cause tor concern. The RMT has ul-
ready been expelled (rom the party tor sup-
porting the right of some of its Scottish
branches o affiliate to the Scottish Socialist
Party. It now seems more and more likely
that the FBU will vote for direet disaffiliation
atits next conference, which has been post-
poned tor a month. This looks all the more
likely in view ot the attacks on the lirefight-
ers from this New Labour governtent, OF
course disatliliation from the party in the
absence of 4 new mass party of labour can
only lead 1o a split trade union movement
and increase rather than reduce the crists of
representation, Our task isn’t just 1o hector
the disalliliationists — we're infinitely closer
to them than we are to the Blairites who lead
the party. Our only answer o the threat of
disaftiliation by the trade unions and 1o the
hacimorrhaging of individual party member
ship is to fight o ensure that the Labour and
wade union lelt, speaking more and more in
the name of the party itselt, is vasible und
central o all of the key struggles against

New Labour's attacks on the working class
in this country and internatonally. Unless
this happens, making the distinclion between
Labour and New Labour erystal clear, there
is every chance that New Labour’s historic
task of destroying the Labour Party as a party
ol lubour will suceeed.

In this period. linking up with forces to our
nght is a necessary tactic (o unile the grow-
ing forces opposed o New Fabour — but
owr Key task is more difficudt not only 10
ensure that the Labooe and trade union {eft
has a central place in the struggles against
New Labour, but to attempt to bring the
broader forces, often disparate and chaotic,
triro the structures of the labour moveinent
and the Labour Party in a situation where at
is desperately difticult to do soin view of
the actions of the New Labour government.

Why should activists in the anti-war move-
ment, in the conmunity campaigens, even in
the tradde unions look to a Labour Party
whach sull speaks in the voice, and under
the leadership. of New Labour?

This ts where | believe that the Labour
Representation Committee has avole, repre-
senting both the majority of existing Labour
Party members - those opposed to the war
and the fundamentals of New Labour  and
the tens of thousands who have been forced
out or who have left the party in despair and
disgust at the fact that it has been taken
over by fatter- day Thatcherites, and who are
desperate for the creation or recreation of a
party of lubour that can in some way repre-
sent their interests.

In short, the Labour Representation Com-
mittee has to appeal 1o existing party mem.
bers and affiliaes, but also o thuse we have
lost in the recent years. [tmust be capable of
fighting wilhin the existing structures as well
as appealing Lo those forees who must be
part of any party of fabour. Our task is o
rebuild the party in such a way that those
who have lelt can return to play a central
role and those who are responsible for the
disintegration of the Fabour Parly as a party
representing the working class are
marginalised in every way possible.

So we base ourselves on class struggle
and against New Labour’s contiol of the
party. and our allies are all thuse torces en
gaged in struggle, whether inside or ontside
the party. Our Lask is wherever possible
work with these forees inside the various
campaigns and struggles, and draw the
struggles into the Vabour Party and trade
unions.

To me, the Labour Representation Com-
mittee represents as link between the exist
g party which must be rebuilt, and avision
ol the future in which the party is fundanien-
tally transformed, essentially from outside,
by brimging in those lorees ol stiuggle. 1tis
a desperately difficult task — but there s no
alternative and there is no shorteut. WA
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Disrespect
forwomen’s
liberation

Louise Whittle

“The personal is the political’ - slogan

from the women's liberation movenient

[ was pretty cynical about the formation of
Respect and whether 1t was going to
amount to much politicully but I thought 1
would reserve judgenment until | saw their
national declaration and what they were
intending (o <o as a coalition. With the
SWE involved, 1 was guite worried about
what they would have to say about op
pression and liberation politics especially
when considering the contempluous re-
marks made by Lindsey German about les-
bian and gay rights at last year’s Marxism
= ‘Now I'm i favour of defending gay
rights, but Lam not prepared to have itas a
shibboleth.”

I was reading a report from the South
West Respecet convention in Weekly
Waorker of March 25, 2004, and was amazed
that one of the candidates from the West
Midlands, Majid Khan, had made com
ments aboul ‘gender segregation’, which
entatled having scparate coaches for men
and women for one ol the anti war demos.
It seemed that nobody criticised him. The
CPGB were obsessed with chalienging
Respect regarding the rejection of a repub-
lic at the tfounding conference but they kep
qutet aver the sexist claptrap being
spouted. As a socialist feminist T was ap-
palled by this and especially so as the
CPGB tried to defend itself with the excuse
of *well, he said it in a personal capacity ™!
That is no excuse. As socialists we have a
right to criticise these ideas. Majid Khan
made his ‘personal views' public. They may
not be the views of Respect but he made
these comments on a Respect platform. |
thought this would have been obvious to
the comgades in the CPGB, or are they will-
ing, rather like the SWP, 10 make conces-
sions to reactionary ideas?

Within the past few weeks George Gallo-
way has made comments in a *personal ca-
pacity " about his anti-abortion stance. He
was supported by the Muslim Associa-
tion of Britain, who issued a press release
sayng that ‘they also aflirm George Gallo-
way's standing as a man of principle who
does not shy away from putting his own

pusition on the line for his beliefs and con-
victions'. (Sce htip://www.mabonline.nct)

A woman's right to choose is an impor-
tant demand and Galloway has decided to
speak out against it His stance on abor-
tion s an attack on the fundamental right
ol women to control their own bodies. Does
Galloway reulise that he has something in
common with George Bush? Again, Re-
spect has said nothing about this and has
kept quiet. Does this mean a woman’s right
to choose is expendable as well?

If Respect is serious about winning votes
and garnering respect (pardon the pun),

then 1t has to appeal to other sections of

soctety, including lesbians and gay men,
women and black people. This means
broadening the campaign to include a femi-
nist and soctafist agenda, as opposed 1o a
hatf-baked, misconceived coalition be-
tween reactionaries and socialists with o
populist agenda, Backlracking on an al
ready Himited platform as regards oppres-
sion is a fundwnental mistake. It is divisive
and detrimental to the coalition as it alien-
ales sections ol society. What about
women whoe feel constricted and isolated
in various religious communitics? What
about appeating to them?

Respect is appealing to reactionary cle-
ments who, if you scratch away at therr
‘personal beliefs’, have some very nasty
and unpalatable wdeas. If Majid Khan had
indeed won the argunient 1o organise sepa-
rate coaches for men and women, what
would have been the response from the
lett? More concessions? And now we have
virtual stlence over Galloway's ‘personal
views' on abortion,

[ am not particularly "having a go” at Re
spect/SWP us regards women's liberation,
but other left groups are just as bad s
well. Take the CPGB, for instance. They
produced a leaflet at tast year’s Marxism
condemning Lindsey German's remarks and
supporting lesbian and gay rights and
women's rights. Reading the feaflet, 1 felt
compelled to check out the CPGB und
Weekly Worker's website for {urther arti
cles supporting liberation politics, involve-
ment in campaigns and maybe even some
feminist ideas. But no, T got nothing.

Again, if the CPGRB were serious in sup-
porting liberation campaigns, then their
leatTet was ajustiftable criticism of the SWT
But as they say very little indeed except in
their programme — which is a rather bland,
uninspieing and simplistic analysis of op-
pressions - then the criticism they made
of the SWI scems based on opporiunism
and point scoring. ‘Glass houses’ and
‘stones’ come to mind.

As asocialist feminist and a union activ-
ist who still sces the fight for women's
rights as being as important as ever, 1 get
rather tired and bored by the tack of aware-

ness and by the sexism which exists around
the teft. A bit of consciousness raising and
lessons not just in collective responsibil-
ity but individual responsibility wouldn’
go amiss! Fighting oppression is integral
Lo fighting the class struggle, not some
amendment you can tack on to the end of a
programme — the "just wait lor the revolu-
tion” response, which is patronising and
insulting to say the least.

Finally,  know that feminism seems 10 be
something ‘not worth fighting for’. 1 read
in the newspapers that women have ‘got it
all”. Well, not true! What about equal pay,
a4 woman’s right to choose, childeare, edu-
cation . . . and so on?

Women are always at the bottom of the
pecking order in a capitalist and patriar-
chal soctety. And now with plobalisation
and neo-liberalism, the fight is as impor-
tant as cver. As Barbara Eheenreich statcs,
‘the globalisation of women's (raditional
roles poses challenges to anyone con-
cerned about gender and economic in-
cquality’. (Global Wonan, Granta Press,
2003,p.13)

So yes, the fight is still ongoing! And
that means the lefl bas o take sceriously
women’s oppression and other (orms of
oppression oo. | leave the last comment
o Southalt Black Sisters who, in their ex-
cellent book From Homebreakers to
Juilbreakers (Zed, 2004, p.289), say “that
struggles against all oppressions inelud-
ing race, sex or class, can be waged simul-
tancousty. Only by doing (his can we hope
to build a strong, progressive human and
civil rights movement. Rather than rights
for the few, we must have rights for all”.

@ For discussions about leminism, de-
hates, reviews and other links check out
the website www.thefword.org.uk. WA
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Iraq

The new
gulags

Assassination and torture are now
the stock-in-trade of the US ‘war
on terror’, says Simon Deville

The revulsion expressed at the photos (rom
Abu Ghraib prison by US and Britsh poli-
ticiuns shows arank hypocrisy on two lev-
els, Ona greneral level the whole history of
cimpire shows thatan occupying army jus-
tifies its actions by convincing itself that
the colonised are sub-human. The psychol-
ogy ol colonal occupation woukd natu-
rally tend to encourage the occupiers o
treat the occupied population as animals,

On a {ar more specilic level, as disgust-
tng as the actions of the individuals caught
on camera are, they do not point © the
existence ol one or two “bad apples’, bu
fitin to a pattern of torture and humilia-
tion used as a dehtberate military tactic
and authorised from the op. (n its report
that Geolt Hoon tumously dida’t read, the
International Commitiee ol the Red Cross
stated that abuse contrary (0 the Geneva
convention had oceurred in Baghdad,
Basrah, Ramadi und Tikrit, and possibly
throughout occupicd Irag.

Neo-cons
In The New Yorker, Seymour Hersh out-
lined the role of the neo-cons in this (or-
ture and the military crises that have led
the neo-cons into supporting a policy of
illegal torture of detainees. Frosu the start,
the Bush adiministration has treated inter-
national legality as an annoyance that got
in the way of the world’s only superpower
doing whatever might be in its interests
(or at leastin the interests of the arge mul-
tinationals that pull the sirings). During
the US assault on Afghanistan, US intelli-
gence ofticers identified a vehicte that they
believed was carrying the Taliban leader
Mullah Omar, but didn’ attack it as 1they
couldn’t get authorisation from the Liwyer
on duty at US Central Command HQ in
Florida. Donald Rumsfeld was furious, view-
ing this hesitation due 1o legality as being
political correciness. A number of simila
incidents had occurred elsewhere — US
Special Forces identified key individuats
they were targeting, but wailed to get au-
thorisation before acting.

According 1o Hersh, Rumsfeld's re-
sponse was o authorise the creation of a
secret programme that was given carte

hlanche prior approval 1o kill, capture and
t poassible interrogate high profile targets
in the adiministration’s "war on terror”, "The
special operatives could iterrogate pris-
oners at secret CIA detention centres
around the world, using force i neces-
sary, and relay the information back to the
Pentagon, Fewer than 200 people, both
operatives and officials, were alleged to
have known about the progranime. Of bl
the inttiatives post-September 1, this
seeret Special Aceess Programme (SAP)
was seen as one of the suceesses. The SAP
and the prison at Guantinamo Bay oper-
wed outside any legal framework, the
former because everything about . in-
cluding its budget, was kept secret,

Belligerent

The Guanlanamo prisoners were unilater-
ably categorised as “illegal combatants’ by
the US. The noton that a belligerent power
has the right to decide whether or not ats
prisoners have rights under international
law might be a rather strange and cirenlar
legal wrgument (they don’t have legal rights
hecause we've invented a new category
of prisoncr who doesn™Chave legal rights),
Dut it at deast paid lip service o a legal
framework.

Alter the “mission was accomplished”
in Traq, with all their military might and
intcihgence, the US couldn’t stop the
prowth of Tragi insurgency. Sacking the
fragi army en masse and sending them
home with their weapons might in retro
spectappear a tactical blunder, but this was
only the fust ol many. Looters and crimm-
nab gangs grew exponentially and troops
have opened fire on civilians for peace
fully demonstrating or for driving a car
too close 1o a check point — brutalising
and humiliating the population,

The extent to which the US administra-
tion faited 1o prepare for the occupation
is reinforced by their surprise st how the
msurgency has grown. Internal reports
concede that many of the attacks againsi
Coalition targets show that insurgents
have a great deal of intelligence about the
movement and activities of the occupy-
ing forces and their Teagi allies, but that
US forces had very little intelligence on
the lragi resistance.

Resistance

ICwasn ™t until fast autumn that Rumsield
realised that the insurgency wasn't just a
dwindling group of “dead-enders’ trying
1o restore the Ba'athist regime, at which
point he proposed a policy of “petting
tough’ on lragis suspected of bemyg in-
volved in the resistance. The commander
of interrogation and detention of
Guantanamo, Major General Geoffrey
Miller, was brought to Baghdad to review

interrogation procedures. One of Miller's
key changes was to place wilitary incelli-
gence in charge of the prison,

Within Abu Ghraib prison there appear
to have been numerous non-military per
sonnel involved in the running of the
prison and the interrogations. 1t is not
clear whether these were miblary intelli
grence, whether they were working for the
Special Access Programme, or whether
they were simply Trom private “security’
firms. Clearly, military personnel were
taking orders from peaple whose relation-
ship to the US army is unclear, Rumsfeld
wils unable 1o answer how the command
structure between militury and non-mili-
tary personnel worked in the prison.

The methods used in “softeming up’ pris-
oners for interrogation are not simply ran-
dom acts of violence but {1t in with inter-
rogation methods that Spectal Forees train
for both in the US and in Britain. Prior 1o
the invasion of Irag. many neo-cons often
referred o a 1973 studly, “The Arab Mind',
which put forward the notion that Arabs
were particularly valnerable to sexuil hu
miliation. Hersh argues that two themes
were prevalent amongst neo-cons  “that
Arabs only understand foree, and that their
bigpest weakness ts shame and humitia-
tion™. Under this doctrine, photographs
are taken of naked prisoners in order (o
blackmail them by threatening to show the
photos to their families. By the time these
methods had filtered down the military
rapks. such photos became “trophies”™ with
troops using them like baseball cards or
as screensavers on their compulters.

Mercenaries
The events within Abu Ghranb prison
should not be seen as an exception: they
are a microcostt of the occupation, Noris
this something that 1s just done by the US.
There is no distinction between British and
LS forces as they are a single occupying
force under a single command structure.
The mereasing use of inercenaries in lraq
has compounded the lawlessness amongst
the occupying forces. In addition to the
130,000 or so regular forees in lrag, there
are around 30,000 ‘private secunty” per-
sonnel. These mercenaries don™t need 1o
operate outside the law because there is
no law in lrag. While soldiers may fisce ¢
court martiad, mercenaries do not have to
worry since there are no Iragi courts, civil
or military. that with hold them (o account.
it s clear that these interrogation and
tarture centres run by the US don't just
exist in trag: they are becomng the nor-
mal way that the US deals with people it
considers its enemies. Increasingly, the
British govermnent is being sucked in to
justifying this illegality or clse simply
denying that it huppens. WA
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In for the
long haul

The occupation is a catastrophe,
but there's far too much at stake
for the US and Britain just to walk
away from Iraq. Simon Deville is
more than a little sceptical about
the Coalition’s exit strategy

Over a year since George Bush stood in
front of a ‘mission accomnplished” banner
and declared that major military opera-
tions were over in liag., things have gone
trom bad to worse. Pretty much everything
Bush and Blair had predicted has faled to
malterialise. While many Tragis may have
welcomed the West's toppling of the
Ba'athist regime, even at the time most
were saying they wanted the US o leave
traq. If you wanted (0 write a textbook an
how not to conduct an invasion, Traq is a
good starting point. However, despite the
disastrous nature of the invasion, there s
a real chance that we end up as witnesses
to a long and bloody occupation that is
opposed not just by the overwhelming
majority of fragis, but also by large sec
tions ol the populations of the colonising
powers.

The architects of the *war on terror’, key
right-wing ideologues in the Bush admin
istration, no longer even pretend to de-
fend their original strategy. The master
plan espoused by the Project for the New
American Century think tank was that the
US would fight und decisively win two si-
muoltaneous wars as an example (o the
world of what would happen to anyone who
broke trom US wishes, Rumsield, Cheney,
Waolfowitz et al claiined (hat all this could
be achieved using new technological
weapons and a relatively small number of
troops, with fitde need for a Jarge regolar
military force. Coinciding with this plan
was the long-held wish of right-wing Zi-
omists in their camp to remove Saddam
Hussein and replace him with a pro-lsraeli,
pro-US puppet government.

Masterstroke

The one mastersiroke of the US over the
invasion ol Iraq was to neutralise the lead-

ership of the Lragi milirary in advance of

the invasion. ‘Shock and Awe’ appeared
to have worked as the invaders faced lite
of the predicted resistance. From that point
on, though, things have fallen apart. fraqis
were supposed o embrace the US inva-

ston and all the [uss would be overin weeks
but the Lraqi populition has obstinately
refused to tollow the neo-cons’ seript.,

The problens faced by the Bush adntin
istration over the war were of a differemt
nature {rom those faced by Tony Blair,
Bust's popularity reached record levels
for a sustained pernod as he fed the coun-
ry into two wars as part of the “war on
terror’. This side of the Atantic there was
never great enthusiasm tor the war on Al-
phanistan, and the fargest political move-
ment in generations aganst the war on
[rag. That there were no WMDs may have
been nnportant in Britain, but it was never
much ot an issue for Bush, who from the
start. made it clear his aim was regime
change. For Bush, WMDs were sitply an
issuu to try and win support from the UN
securily councit for the war he was going
(o have anyway.

‘The problems of the two leaders have
converged as it has become absolately
clear that both countries are likely to be
locked into a coslly occupation that is [uc-
ing an increasingly organised resistance
moventent from a populiion that over-
whelmingly opposes them, The neo cons
will have to go back to Congress time and
again to ask for turther billions of dollars
for a war that they claimed they could do
on the cheap. Here in Britain, New La-
bour might have avoided real scrutiny over
the torture of prisoners by blaming it on
the US lorces and diverting attention awaty
from the issue by focusing on the fraudu-
lent photos published in the Mirror, but
this will only give them a temporary re-
pricve, and the tssue will still rumble on,
If Rumstekd were forced to resign, or if
Bush were to lose the clection it Novem-
ber, it would have an immediate impact
upon Blair's position. Blair’s most loyal
toadies are alrcady publicly discussing
whether or not he is an electoral lability,
and how (o have a smooth transition (o a
new leader.

The sttuation has forced the neo-cons
and New Labour to look lor the earliest
possible exit from lrag. Both the British
and US administeations are desperate 1o
‘hand over sovereignty’ 1o cither an Lragt
puppet government or the UN. For the
aco-cons (o have reached this conclusion
is truly humiliating for them. The prob-
lent is that even the defeat of both New
Labour and of the neo-cons will not awto-
matically mean an end to the occupation;
more likely it will mean o reassessment
ol strategy.

Many within the anti- war movement in-
terpret Bush and Blair’s problems as
meaning that with one final effort we can
bring an end to the occupation. Such arosy
picture misunderstands the nature ol the
{orces we are up against, and in the longer

term will only serve to demoralise the
movement. We shouldn’t underestimale
the importance of the occupation to im-
perialism. The growth of the lragi resist-
ance and the revulsion of the actions of
the occupiers around the world in no way
mean that imperialisim is about 1o up and
leave. Tuis not just the military plans of a
handful of Bush's advisers that are at stuke,
but US control of the world’s major o1l
fields.

Reconstruction

The exit strategy thatimperialism is look-
ing foris one that gives the government ol
frag an air of legitimacy while leaving
Bechtel and Halliburton in control of re-
construction, permanent US military bases,
and the Iragi cconomy so indebted that
the US could cripple its cconomy if ever an
Iragi administration considered acting
against US interests. Much of the debate
about how the *Coulition” forces could pull
out is simply about how they can hand
over to a safe pair of hands for US inter-
ests. Whether this is done by handing tor-
mal power to an lragi puppet administra-
tion, to a UN force, or even Lo lorees made
up from Arab goveraments should not be
the issue for socialists,

If the purpose ol “handing over sover-
cignty’ is to secure and strengthen imperi
alist control ol lrag for generations to come,
we should oppose it. We need to demand
that real power is handed over (o lraq -
that Coalition forces are withdrawn, that
US appotated reconstruction contracts are
cancelled, and that Tragis are allowed to
develop their own democratic structures
and government. WA
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' United States

The election
and the
anti-war

movement

John Kerry won’t end the war, but
independent political action can,
says Mark Harris

*What's incredible was the yoy who was
president then was Richard Nixon, which
shows that when you build a big move-
ment from down helow, repardless of who's
in the White House, you can bring about
chiange.” —Tony Mazzochi, tormer legisla-
tive director of the Oil, Chemical, and
Atomic Workers™ Union, on the passage
of the first OQccupational and Safety Health
Actin 1970, (New York Times, August 24,
2061)

Some of the more enthusiastic moments
at the March 20 anti-war rallies around the
country occurred when speakers raised the
spectre of President Bush being given the
clectoral equivalent of aone way bus ticket
back to Crawfordsville next November. t's
an understandable reaction. The Bush Ad-
ministration s arguably the single worst
thing to happen at 1600 Pennsylvania Av-
enue since the British torched itin 1812,

But the fires this thine are those of an
unbridied demagogucry and deceit and
crass superpower nationalisi. The White
House war against Irag was built on u
house of fies and oil and imperial ambi-
tions that left unchecked now threaten
even worse conllagrations to come. With
over 700 American soldiers and an esti-
mated 10,000 Iraqi civilians now dead as a
result of the US invasion and oceupation
of Traq (not to mention unspecified casual-
ties of the former Iragi army), it would hardly
be an overrcaction to suggest that the
Bush Administration deserves not another
term in the White House, but a war crimes
tribunal.

Unfortunately, itis unlikely that interna-
tonal law, such as it is, will soon be bring-
ing to justice the perpetrators of this war.
That's because international law now is
not much more than a polite term for what
is otherwise the modern day rule of clubs

and cluster bombs — whoever has the most

becomes judge, jury, and final arbiter ot

something supposedly akin Lo “justice”
this world.

11" also unfortunate that the upcoming
US Presidential election offers no likelihood
whatsoever that an anti war candidate will
be elected who will do the principled thing
and end the US occupation of Trag. At least
not at their own initiative. Appatently,
Serator John Kerry's run-away Democratic
primary cunpaign has emboldened the
Massachusetts politician only in the sense
that he has stepped up his eftorts (0 win
support tfrom those who share his friend
Senator John McCain's (Republican — Ari-
zona) view thal the occupation of Irag re-
mains a ‘noble cause”.

As Tim Russert noted on NBC's Meet
the Press, Kerry is sounding a lot like Bush
these days when he talks about Trag. Con-
sidering what a messianic ideologue of wa
Bush is, that’s saying a lot. Asked if he
thought the Irag war was a ‘mistake’, Kerry
would only say that it was the way the
President went to war that was a mistake.
As he earlier declared in a February 2004
speech at UCLA, "Whatever we thought
ol the Bush Administration’s decisions and
mistukes - especially in lrag - we now have
a solemn obligation to complete the mis-
sion, o1 that country and i Afghamstan.”

Kerry's stay-the-course stance on Irag
is beconnung more fromie by the day as sup-
port lor the occupation plummets, both
domesncally and in Irig. A recent New
York Timex/CBS News poll found 46 per
cenl of Americans believe the United
States should find o way to get outol Lrag).
In Trag uself, a poll taken by Western news
services just prior o the recent outbreak
of violence in Fallujah found a muorily ot
Iragis 57 pereent want the US military
and its occupation allies out of the coun-
try ‘in the next few months’. Where the
violence of recent weeks has since driven
Iragi opinion 1s not hard to surnisce.

Actually, Kerry is somewhat less inclined
on the war issue than the President 1o en
gage inall the claptrap rhetoric about bring-
ing “freedom’ and “democracy’ to lrag. His
declared concern now is more the estab-
tishment of astable, pro-US (1.c.. comphi
ant) lragr government. And so it goes that
the more things change, the wore they stay
the same: the sume concerns tor pro-west-
crn stability once led President Carter and
the CIA 1o support the 1979 internal Ba’ath
party coup that orginally brought Saddam
Hussein to power. The same concerns led
the Repubhican administrations of presi-
dents Reagan and later Bush Sr to remain
steadfast in their Nidelity to Jussein's dic-
tatorial rule throughout the 1980s (the dec-
ade of his greatest military power and hu-
man rights crimes).

The same concerns also led President
Bush St to hold back from sceking the
dictator s overthirow m (991, even at-
ter amass Shi‘ste rebellion in the soath
in the altermath of the lirst Gult War
threatened justthat, Likewise, concerns
tor regional stablity, not *freedom” and
‘democracy” oreven “weapons ol mass
destruction’, motivated President
Clinton’s unflinching support of UN
ceconomic sanctions against Irag, de-
stgned as they were to weaken but ned
destroy the central government while
creating devastating conditions for the
civilian population,

Accordingly, 11 is no surprise that
while President Bosh and apologists
for the occupation bluther on about
bringing *lrecdom’ (o Trag, occupation
authorities are also moving to bring
back into (the fold tormer Baath Party
officials and Saddamistomlitary offic-
ers, 1o collaboruate in the rebuilding of
what is destined to he a new repres-
sive political-security apparatos not es-
sentially different [rom what Trag has
already known Tor decades.

What’s a progressive to do?
The Massachusetts Senator’s "Bush
hite” forergn policy undoubtedly disap-
points many among (the broad lelt pro
pressive mihieu, such as it s, that sup-
ports him. Unless one believes eriticis-
ing the Presicdent’s lack of “boldness”
i rally myg waternational allies to the oc-
cupation cause is somehow a galvi-
nising message, Kerry is offering “Any -
hody But Bush’ supporters a rather
1epid foreign policy “alternative” o rally
around.

What Kerry's hawkish views should
not do is shiock. He has in his recent
history been far more consistently con-
servative on military und security 1s-
sues than the Republicans would like
volers o believe, Kerty voted for the
2002 Congressional resolution author-
ising the assault on raq. Kerry voted
for the uncivil assault on civil and con
stitutional liberties legitimised under
the Patriol Act. Kerry has been saying
for a while that more troops are needed
inTrag - approximately 40,000 more, for
now. e says expect at least a six g
ure presence of American lroops tore
main in leaq a year from now — when he
hopes to occupy the White House.
Nonetheless, the presumed Democritic
nominee says we must elect him be-
cause he widl do a better job ut interna-
tionalising” the Iragi conflict, mending
irclations with European allies and the
United Nations for purposes of the im-
perial nussion.

Of course. no matter how disappoint-
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ing Keiry’s caripaign (Ruth Coniff writes
for The Progressive that this may be the
year Kerry finally loses the liberal label for
good), the desire to detear Bush will not
deter many who have marched against the
war Irom also voting for Kerry. Nor will it
prevent some in the progressive medii from
creating ils own spin machine on the
Democratic candidate’s hehalf, “The right
to choose, environmental sustainability
and ecconomig justice will all be hanging in
the balance on November 2, 2004, wrote
Don Hazen and ‘Tui Mosces for Alternet
(March 5). the progressive, Sun Francisco-
based. news service. *With positions, mes-
sages and values this starkly opposing,
there won™t be many undecided voters in
this race.’

Admittedly, Hazen, Alternet’s editorial
director, and Moses penned these words
in carly March, when some of the {ree {or-
all rhetoric of the primary campaigns, with
muiltple candidates raking Bush's handling
of the cconomy and WML issuce, was still
fresh. But [lash forward two months and
Hazen is now interviewing a linguistics ex-
pert on the problem Kerry is having find-
ing adefining theme for s campaign! Such
18 the Unbearable Lightuess of Being a Pro-
gressive Apologist for Anybody Bat Bush.

Kerry's pre-eminence as the party's
front-runner has had some time 10 hang in
the air now, enough to hegin to smog up
some of the hype of pro-Kerry groups like
MoveOn.org with the grimy reality that the
clection is shaping up as a choice between
a bad, pro war candidate and a really bad,
pro-war candidate. Of course, there are dil-
ferences on issues (there are always diff
lerences!). Kerry is pro-choice and Bush
ts not, for example. But the idea that the
future of choice or justice or even survival
itsell *hangs in the batance' on November
4 1s just not true. On the war issue, there’s
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contacts

Stop the War Coalition
PO Box 3739, London ES 8EJ
www.stopwar.org.uk

tel: 07951 235 915

email: office @stopwar.org.uk

Labour Against the War
PO Box 2378, London E5 9QU
tel: 020 8985 6597

fax: 020 895 6785

email: latw@gn.apc.org
Affiliation/sponsorship of
LATW is £10 for organisations,
£5 for individuals

notmuch difference at all 1t's also unlikely
the great wash ol non-voters (somewhere
in the range of hall the adult population!)
will be motivated by the programme of ¢i-
ther of the two partics 1o begin an unpree-
edented rush to the ballot box.

It Irag’s weapons of mass destruction
wrned out o be illusory, no less so now
will be the Tantasies of Democratic Party
crities that the lragi occupation can be
transformed into a “sociatly responsible’
oceupation  United Nutions-sanctioned
or not. In this way, Democrats like left-lean-
ing Hlinois US Senate candidute Barack
Obama, who ran in the state’s primary
boasting of his anti-war credentials, are
sclling soinething even more insidious than
the rank Republican rhetoric. These wre the
untt war’ Democrats whose opposition in
the build-up 10 1he war melted into air the
moinent US troops crossed the border into
iraq. Now they attempt (o paint an increas-
ingly brutal military occupation with the
vencer of hopes Tor resuscitated Ameri-
can good intentions. As if it's possible for
the US presence in fraq (o transform into a
benevolent mission! As if the United
States (or the United Nations) has a track
tecord of supporting democratic revolu-
tions in the Middle Fast!

OF course, the wild card in the Western
debates over the fate of Traq s the Tragi
people themselves, When asked in the
New York Times/CBS polt if they saw the
Amcrican military as ‘liberators” or ‘oceir-
piers,” 71 per cent of [ragis suid occupiers.
Yet the architects and apologists for the
war cling o the delusion that the resist-
ance reflects only politically isolated ‘ve-
gume retnants” and “terrorists” (the latter
professionals no doubt!). But with the city
of Fallujah under # month-long Anierican
stege, soldiers and paramilitny seeurity
forces of the newly formed lragi Armed
Forces have been deserting in droves,
ruther than fight, or even joining the rebels.
ICas o dramatic indicator of how military
assaulls by a toreign power on a city's
neighbourhoods must be registering with
the wider Traqi population. But then win-
ning the hearts and minds of the locals can
become problematic when you're also
dropping 500-pound bombs on the neigh-
bourhood. It’s somehow doubtful whether
the victims ot US violence care whether
those bombs are sanctioned by nco-con
Republicans or *progressive’ Democrats.

But with resistance and disaffection
growing inside Iraq. it's inore than the Iragi
sceurity forces who are deserting the
Americans. The Coalition of the Willing is
tast becoming the Coalition of the Willing
to Leave the United Stutes in the Lurch.
luternationally, the United States has never
been more isolated before the court of
world opinion. Spain has announced it is

withdrawing its twoops, while six other
countries are now restricting their small
reptments to their bases, Nor does the
United Nations show signs of becoming
anything more than what Naomi Klein in
The Nation calls *the political arm of the
continued US occupation®. The desire now
by many Democraue critics o push the
UN, or even a Nuto intervention, as some
kind of salvation for the American war (even
as a desperate Bush also turns o the UN)
is under the circumstances of the national-
istuprising unlikely o succeed. As Klein
notes, “The posi-June 30 carctaker gov
ernment being setup by UN envoy Lakhdar
Brahimi will be subject 1o all the restraints
on Iragi sovereignty that sparked the cur
rent uprising in the tirst place.”

‘Anybody But Bush’

The "Anybody But Bush® vision now has
most ol the progressive miliew in its trance,
but it is not w vision as much as it iy a
paucity of vision. Faced with a war sparked
by the extremist right-wing politics of the
Bush Administration, the bestso many oth-
erwise articulate and powerful voices for
JUSLICE Can musIer Is an insistence on sup-
porting whoever happens to win the Demo
cratic nomination. 1Cs atelling sign now of
how truly rudderless left-progressive poli
ties is in the United States, It's also reveal-
ing just how desperate progressives are
that a return (o the Clinton-style politics
Kerry embraces is now considered almost
a gad-send.

In fact, the social policy of the Clinton
Adnuinistration was the mosl conservative
of any administration since the end of
World War 11, as historian Howard Zinn
reminds us in the revised edition to his A
People s History of the United States. The
entire tenure of the Clinton Administration
was defined by erosion of New Deal social
policy, gutting wellare and other safety net
programmes, deregulating industrics, un-
ion and cavironmental protections, and
generally cosying up to the interests of
stlver spoon investors and corporate ¢x-
ccutives, the principal beneficiaries of the
era’s market prosperity. The campaign sto-
gan of 1992 *Putting People First," came to
mean “putting the bond market” first, as
Ldward Herman, Wharton School profes-
sorof finance, remarked a few years ago tn
a Z magazine round up on the Clinton
tepacy. In this sense, the Clinton Presi-
dency was but a stage-setting prelude (o
the Republicans Gone Wild nightmare of
the cirrent administration,

Is the only choice now one of the speed
of the retreat from the promise of a beuer,
more just society? Untorwunately, il the
possibilitics for political change are viewed
only through the lens of Bush versus Kerry
in November, then that is the sorry reality,



20

But it's a mistake to view the clection as
the be-all and end-ali of all our hopes. tet’s
instead get heretical in our thinking and
declare that a neo-con Republican in power
is not inherently less responsive to pres-
sure from “the street” than a liberal Demo-
crat. Historically, when has progressive
social change ever depended more oreven
mostly on whether a Democrat or Republi
can is in office, rather than on what hap-
pens outside the corridors of power, in the
workplaces, campuses, and neighbour-
hoods, among the oflicially voiceless and
disenfranchised or excluded? This is the
story of the Civil Rights movement, when
sit-ins and marches and a growing, relent-
fess dissent compelled a bipartisan power
structure, long comtortable with Jim Crow
racism, to finally sit up and take action.
This is the story of women's suffrage, 100,
the Vietnam peace movement, and labour’s
jong quest for the cight-hour day, benefits,
and such civihised ideas hike vacations,
This is the story of the historical move-
ment of democracy itself.

Think about this; In 1970 labour activ-
ists helped secure passage ot the Occupa
tional Salety and Health Act, viewed by
many as ‘the most important pro-worker
legislation of the st 50 years’, as Steven
Greenhouse noted in a 2002 New York
Times prolile of veteran labour [eader Tony
Mazzochi. Notably, the OSHA legislation
was passed under a Republican adminis.
tration. Those same Nixon years also saw
an end to the military draft, and legal rec
ognilion of & woman’s right to choose.
Again, no thanks to Nixon or even (o a
‘progressive’ Supreme Court (it didn’t ex:
ist), but to the popular, organised activism
and mobilisation of public opinion of mil-
lions of Americans. In this context, the mil-
lion-plus Match for Women’s Lives on
April 25 did more 1o secure women's re-
productive rights than anything that will
happen on November 4.

It might similarly be casy to credit Presi-
dent Clinton for passage of such legisla-
tion as the Family Medical Teave Act, bul
that leaves out the reality that the real im-
petus came from wornen’s groups and un-
ions, who had pushed for such legislation
for years. Likewise, the beliet that Clinton’s
early health care reform initiative tailed
becuuse it was too liberal or visionary turns
reabity on its head. The proposal failed be-
cause whatever reformer's viston it could
claim sank in the bog of endless reassur-

ances by the Administration 1o sectors of

the insurance industry that their profits
would remain sacrosanct. But without a
maobilised public movement, even that was
not enough to ensure passage ol the health
care reform. This was not the case in
Canada, where historically active public
support for the independent, union-based

New Democratic Party helped to eventu-
ally win passage of a single-payer health
system.

1 Ralph Nader, an carly endorser of the
sial! Labour Party group founded by the
late nmion organiser Tony Mazzochi, was
actually running a cunpaign advocating
Mazzochi's ideaof truly independent, work-
mg-class campaigns for office, in opposi-
tion 1o the corporate-dominated (wo par-
ties, it could at the very least set an exam
ple of the direction grass-roots orpanising
needs to go if independent political action
IS ever going © gain momentum in this
country. Unfortunately, that is not what
Nader is doing. The Nader campaign seeks
o oppose the Demovratic Party while os-
tensibly trying to boost the party, hoping
to pressure Kerry from the grass-roots feflt
to take better positions on a host ol is-
sues. Accordingly, Nader thinks he can pul
large blocs of disiHusioned non-voters. in-
dependents, and even Republicans into
voling booths, blocs otherwise beyond
Kerry's reach, who, the thinking goes. will
then invariably transtate part of their pres-
ence in the voting booth into backing (or
vartous progressive Democrats ronning for
local and state offices. 1t's a confused,
ambiguous strategy and i0makes about as
much sense as Michacl Moore’s endorse-
mentof General Wesley Clark, who led Nato
i boiubing civilian targets in Belgrade in
1998, us 1 “peace’ candidate for the Demo-
cratic nomination.

While Nader at least advocates getting
out of Trag (but in six months), the problem
now with all the elite debates about the
future of Iraq is the thorny problem of the
lvagi insurgency, which in one way or an-
other, is likely to continue growing. Of
course, it's possible the US military may
perpetrate a repression so thorough and
bloody that it effectively puts down the
reheltion. For now. But with weapons you
can never obliterate the spirit of human
resistance, They ulso cannot kitl everyone.
‘The spirtt of nationalism is such that the
tragi people will in the long run never coun-
tenance the ongoing occupation ol their
country, puppet government or not, espe:
clally with the current atrocities and kill-
ings becoming purt of their collective
memory. They will one way or another be
the final arbiter of the future of traq.

More protest, more
demonstrations

As a tabour organiser, Tony Mazzochi un-
derstood that the type of progressive so-
cial chunge that endures always originates
and grows {rom the grass roots, from the
cetlar floor, challenging the existing status
guo as well as whatever conventional wis.
dom tells us about the limits of what is
‘practical” to achieve, Social change rather

happens when the dissent in the ae prets
organised and visible and takes to the
strects as well as the ballotbox. And pet-
ting organised has never depended upon
lesser-evils' or benevolent ehies. Qur but
e now is nol just against aamlitary occu-
pation, but aganst militarisnyitsel

Uandoubtedly, Lt year's anti-war pro-
lests fost same of their urgeney following,
the quick military victory by US and Brit
ish forces over Suddam Hussein's govern-
ment. Yet nuunstream Amencan politics is
as muchacreature of paradox as i0is mostly
an exercise in sound bites and personality
contests. [U was thus perhaps at the mo-
ment of President Bush’s most (riumiphal
war posturing, when he paraded macho
style in tulf ftight unitorm on the thght deck
of a US aircraft carrier, celebrating ‘Mis-
sion Accommplished™ in lrag. that a sense
of the seismic credibility chasm the Ad-
ministration was about (o plunge into he
gan to edge into tuller view.

The chasm has opened. What is untold-
ing now in Iraq is a political disaster for the
United States. As reports surface from
“altujah of Marine snipers who shoot
ambulances, or civilians who step oul of
their houses, or of American soldiers who
sadistically abuse Tragi prisoners in the very
prison Hussein once used tor his own tor
tures, the evidence mounts ol the utter
moral collapse this war represents tor the
government of the United Sties

What our political leaders have done is
criminal. Under the guise of a phantom
weapons threat, the United States govern-
ment started a war that afier one year ol
‘liberation” has led not to dancing in the
streets but street combat. The beginnings
of a classic nationalist rebellion against
occupation by a foreign power are now
underway. Think Vietnam. Think Algeria.
With the infrastructure still in crisis, elec-
tricity spotly, hospitals in disrepair, cities
under sicge, unemployment over 50 per
cent, union rights denied under the sume
Husscin-era laws, and world opinion
largely in square opposition to US policy,
the corporate CEO-think that delines the
Bush mind-sct has proven its profound
inabitity to lead. At least if political leader-
ship still has anything to do with social

justice, peace, und prosperity in the world.

The Democratic front-runner John Kerry
cqually shows no signs of a fundamen
tally different mind-sct.

The anti-war marches betore the warand
most recently on March 20 sent a vibran,
detiant message that international and do
mestic opposition to the US war and occu-
pation ol Traq runs deep. They must con-
tinue. Now mwore than ever. Louder than
cver, Bigger (han ever. No matter who is in
office. The killing must stop. Think Out
Now. Bring the troops honie now. WA
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Cyprus
remains
divided

Nick Davies is not surprised that
Greek Cypriots rejected the
United Nations plan for the
‘unification’ of the island

On the European Union's south-castern
border it really does look like fortress
Europe. One hundred and twelve miles of
barbed wire and sandbags snake their way
across Cyprus and through its capttal,
Nicosia, separating the Greek Cypriot
community, EU cttizens from May 1,
from the Turkish Cypriots.

‘The double irony is that in the referen-
dum on April 24, it was the Turkish Cyp
riots who voted roughly 2-1 in favour of
unification and EU entry for the whole of
Cyprus, and yetremain outside; the Greck
Cypriot community, which has made a 30-
year grievance of the division of Cyprus,
voted about 3-1 against. As both commu
nities had 0 vote “yes® for there to be
change, Cyprus stays divided, with the
Greek Cypriots cast as the sulky guests
spoiling the EU's sell-satisficd enlarge-
ment party, while their neighbours peer
in at the festivities.

In its official statement, the BU talked
about a ‘missed opportunity”, The UN's
envoy, when asked by the Associated
Press what he thought, said he would ‘have
(o bite his tongue’. Even the Guardian
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could not resist sticking the boot in, gues-
tioning whether the Greek Cypriots shoubd
hiave been Jetin at all (CIsland of lost
dreams’, April 26, 2004),

The more sophisticated critics of the
Cireck Cypriots” position have been guick
to argue that the historic goal o right - wing
Greek Cypriot nationalists, cnosis, or un-
ion with Greeee, has now been achieved
within the EU. while the pariah state of
North Cyprus, recognised only by Turkey,
15 to be rewarded forits yes' vote with 260
million curos” worth of EU aid, (hus giving
it the recognition, and the funds, that it
has craved for years. Therefore, the argu-
ment follows, the consequence of the Greek
Cypriot vote is the strengthening of the
position ol reactionary communalisim on
both sides of the divide.

But those who rush to condemn the
Greek Cypriots for their intransigence
should consider for a moment where this
reunification’ plan came from, and what
the Greek Cypriots were being asked to
sipn up for. The USA, tor its own strate
gic reasons, would like to see its ally Tur-
key in the EUL In December 2002, the 1S
deputy defence seeretary and prominent
neo-con Paul Woltowitz. made a speech
(o the Institute of Strategic Studies, iden
Lifying a solutton of the Cyprus “problem’
as the key to Turkish accession.

This gave fresh impetus to UN-spon-
sored talks which had been in progress
since the previous January. The EU's Co-
penhigen sumnut ageeed to Cypriot mem-
bership by 2004 provided the two commu-
nities agreed 1o the UN plan. Otherwise,
only the so-called Greek Cypriot part would

jom,

Bitter memories

Muny Cypriots with bitter inemories of the
1974 partition of Cyprus (see *Forward to a
united Cyprus®, Workers Action No.22)

United Nationx
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Mediterrancan Sea

would have seen any plan sponsored by
the US as akin to asking a fox to supervise
a hencoop. The plan itself justified the
worst suspicions. The proposed loose, fed
cral structure legitimised the 1974 partition,
replacing two states with three: notonly a
Greek and Turkish state, but also a federal
authority. None of the laws of any state
could override those of any other, guaran-
tecing a Turkish Cypriotright of veto, There
would stitl be restrictions on the right of
Iree movement and ownership of property,
and Greek Cypriot refugees from the north
would be obliged to aceept compensation
in licu of their lost homes paid not by the
Turkish government, whose troops drove
thein out, but by the Greek Cypriot gov-
crnment!

Although some i the Greek Cypriot
community were inclined to accept the deat
as the best on offer, there were enough
objections for the plan to reach a fifih draft
by the time of the referendum. Even then,
it was oo much for most Greek Cypriots to
swiallow, with opposition ranging from the
centre-right president Papadoupolos to the
Communist Purty, Akel.

Power sharing

It they had voted “yes® there would be three
mini-states, each with its own parltament,
president and constitution. The Greek and
Turkish Cypriot mini-states would be
lorced to compete for central government
funds, jobs and investments. In the fed

cral government, there would be 50-50
power sharing, despite the Turkish Cypri-
ols being only 18 per cent of the populi-
tion as at 1974, Up 1o 6,000 Turkish troops
would stay in Cyprus until 2011, or when

ever Turkey joins the EU, whichever is the
soonet. The plan would also fegitimise the
presence in Cyprus of the two ‘sovereign
bases™ — the British bases at Dekhieha and
Akrotiri. Eighty thousand Greek Cypriot
refugecs would be denied the right to re-
wrn home, having o accept compulsory
compensation, and., in some cases, being
deprived of access to their lormer busi-
nesses. A further 80,000 could return home
only over three and a half years, and 20,000
other refugees could only return to lund
presently under Turkish Cypriot rule over
aperiod of 18 years. Thus, ‘reunified” Cy-
prus would be the only couniry in the LU
where the EU's supposed tundamental
[reedoms of movement, ownership and
setilement would not operate. It is little
wonder that a majority of Greek Cypriots
voted "no’.

Damaged by sanctions

For the Turkish Cypriots, it was a different
story. Their mini state, damaged by sane
tions and lack ol international recognition,
is siX times poorer than its neighbour, Last
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year, there were huge demonstrations in
the north, demanding that the government
there sign up to the plan, and therelore o
LU entry.

Crucially, the Turkish government, w©
which the Turkish Cypriot government is
ultimately answerable, supported the two-
state solution, thus marginalising Turkish
Cypriot leader Rauf Denktash and his al-
lies, possibly signalling the beginning of
the end of the staeler

Renewed isolation

The referendum result is contradictory.
While opponents ol the plan cannot be
blamied for voting against it, the renewed
isolation of the Turkish Cypriots trom their
neighbours is undoubtedly a setback. But
that is what comes of tying the interests of
Cypriots of both communitics to deals
hatched in New York. Brussels, or Ankara,
Any unity dependent on the interests of
the USA. and by extension, Kofi Annan,
would have to suit the interests of the
USA's ally, Turkey: hence the blatandy
partitiomst dynanic of Annan's plan. Mak-
ing LU entry for (he whole island depend-
ent on acceptance, by both communities,
of a plan that was obviously rigged in fu-
vour of ‘Turkey and against the Geeek Cyp-
riots was likely (o increase divistons in
Cyprus, not reduce them.

In "Forward to a united Cyprus™ we re-
ported on the pro-unity demonstrations by
Cypriot workers on the brief opening of
the border last year, and the potential for
working people lrom both communitics
to by-pass the politicians. The workers of
both communities need w pick up where
they left off last year, and build the links
among themselves which can fead to a
genuine unity of all Cypriots, not the sham
unity foisted on them from outsidd,
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India rejects BJP

Good riddance to the BJP, says
Nick Davies, but we should
remember that it was the
Congress Party that introduced
economic deregulation and
privatisation to India

Former prime minister Atal Bihart Vajpayce
clearly thought that his party, the BIP,
would win the tecent Indian election. *In-
diashining’ was the smug stogan on every
billhoard. This referred o the current eco-
nomic hoom, which has produced growth
rates of cight per cent over the past few
years, and has created w new layer of mo-
hile brandishing yuppies, mainly involved
in India’s fourishing IT industry, and shops
overflowing with consumer goods.

India’s embrace of neo-liberal cconom:
ics has produced some conspicuous win-
ners, and some less well-publicised lusers.
Rural-urban inequalitics are as wide as at
any tune since mdependence. Small farm-
ers are mired in debt, and 47 per cent of
Indian children sutfer from malnuition. To
try 1o contain the opposition provoked by
its ecconomic policies. the BJP-dominated
caalition government brought in the Pre-
vention of Terrorism Act (POTA)Y. This
picee of repressive legistation allows the
use of confessions extracted by the police
to be admitted as evidence in a court of
taw, cffectively Tegalising torture. The
POTA has been used in a variety ot ways
1o stitle criticism of the government and to
intintidate and terrorise those who protest
againstit. In the state of Uttar Pradesh, the
POTA has been used against farmers pro-
testing against the loss of their land.

But of course the BIP-dominated gov-
ernment did not just base itselt on neo-
liberalism and the growing urban middie
class. Tt was also based on a virutent Hindu
nationalism, and so the POTA has also
been used against Muslims, In the state of
Gujarat, where in 2002 a pogrom left an os-
timated 2,000 Muslims dead, of the 287
people rounded up under the POTA all but
one were Muslim,

The BIP was expected to win the elec-
tion. That it did not was a surprise. What
was also a surprise was that it was rejected
in some of the large cities like Dethi and
Bombay where it was expected to do well,
Although the victorious Congress Party
had been courting the votes of the rural
population who had been made poorer by
BJP policies. it uctually lost votes in some
arcas to the BJP.

While it is good (o see the back of
Vajpayce, will a government dominated by
the Congress Party offer any real change?

The answer is probably not. In opposition
to the Hindu nationalism of the BIP, Con-
press stands lor secularism. But there the
dilferences end. Congress is virtually in-
distinguishabie from the BIP on privatisa
tion and on the insane nuclear race with
Pakistan. In fact, India’s neo-liberal experi-
mentstarted back in 1991, when Congress
was in power. Under prime minster
Narasinha Rao, forcign businesses were
allowed 1o own majority stakes in their In-
dian subsidiares, or set up wholly-owned
subsidiies in India. And who was re-
garded as the architect of India’s economic
deregulation”? None other than Rao's fi-
nance minister, Manmohan Singh. Alter
Sonia Gundhi listened to her ‘inner voice'
which told her that the BJP would use her
laban origins to discredit her, and that as-
sussination virtually comes with the job
description of being a Congress prime min-
ister, Singht ts now in charge. The more
things change, the more they stay the
same!

Congreess will only be able to govern in
coalition with smaller regional and leltist
partics. The left-wing partics have done
well, winning 64 scats out of 545 in the
lower house. The Communist Party of In
dia (Marxist), or CPEHM), won 43 scats, the
Comumunist Party of fndia (CP1) won 10,
the Forward Bloc and the Revolutionary
Socialist Party three cach, and others, five,
This provoked a 17 per cent fall on the
Bombuy stock exchange, but the yuppies
can relax. ‘They should not judge the
CPI(M) by its rhetoric, The CPIM)'s pa-
per. People s Democracy, demanded that
the new povernment did not “succumb o
bullying by international tinance capital’,
and yet in West Bengal, a state it has con-
trolled for nearly 30 years, the CPHM) has
been making life easy for multinationals,
to the extent that in 2002 the state povern-
ment amended the [abour laws, banning
strikes in the information technology sec-
tor on the basis that it was an essential
service! The CPI(M)'s economic policies
should not come as a surprise. It came into
being in [964 as a pro-Chinese split {from
the CPL, and loudly declares its support
tor Chinese cconomic policies, in the naine
of socialism, of course!

Manmaohan Singh sumimed it up nicely
when he said: ‘Friends in the left have dif-
fercnt perceptions about past cconomic
policies, but they are preat patriots. [ don'
see a problem in working out a programme
that is forward-looking, progressive and
growth oricntated.” He is right, unfortu-
nately. Workers and farmers looking for a
respite Irom the eftects of neo-hiberalism
will almost certainly be disappointed in this
new government. For effective political
opposition, they will have to look clse-

where, WA
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Ethnic
cleansingin
the Sudan

Bob Wood explains why Britain
and the United States are
reluctant to put pressure on the
Sudanese government to hall
ethnic cleansing in Dartur

Almost unnoticed by the media in the
West, and apparently of hittle concern (o
the major world powcers, ethuic cleansing,
on a scale which dwarts any in the former
state of Yugoslavia, kas unfolded over the
last six months in western Sudan, in Dartur,
An estimated one million black Africans,
mainly larmers, have been driven from their
homes by Arab militias, at least 10,000 have
died. and approximately 100,000 have
sought refuge in the neighbouring coun
try ot Chad.

There have been clashes between Alri
cans and Arabs belore, but nothing, like
this. As (he Sahara has gradually crept
southwards, nomadic Arab herders of cam-
els and caitle have gradually intruded more
and more onto land inhabited by African
subsistence farmers — the Fur and
Massaleit. The third main black African
group in Darfur, the Zaghawa, arc like the
Aruabs largely camel herders. There has
been previous conllict over access to wa-
ter and grazing rights. In 1987-9, fighting
took place between Arab nomads and Tur
farmers, the Arabs working together as the
‘Arab Gathering” and adopting a thinly
veiled racist ideology. They stressed their
superiority as the people who brought
wealth, knowledge and civilisation to the
region. The racial nature of the current con
flict1s undertined by the fact that both Ar-
abs and Africans are Muslims.

in response to what they saw as the con-
tinued marginalisation of the Dartur region,

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

for a selection of articles
from back issues

and (he lack ol development, two rebel
movements were launched in carly 2003,
the Sudan Liberation Army (SLA) and the
Justice and Equality Movement (JEM).
Both bave sinilar politeal programmes, but
whereas the SLA wants the separation of
religion wnd state (sharia law operates in
those parts of the Sudan controlled by the
Khartoum government), the JEM is said to
have links to radical Istantic groups.

In what it suys is tts attemipt Lo crush the
rebel movement, the Sudanese government
has increasingly come to rely on Arab mi-
litias known as the Janjuweed, mounted
on horses or camels. Although the gov
ernment denies that it has any links with
the Janjaweed, reports by survivors of at
tacks on villages tell a different story. Tris
clear that the Sudanese goversent is
comphicitin the ethnic cleansing which has
fitde relationship to the war against the
rebels.

A common patiern emerges from (the sur
vivors' accounts, First a village is surveyed
or bombed from the air by Sudunese planes
or helicopter gunships. A day or so Luer
the Junjaweed wrrive on horseback, sup-
ported by the army, who stay at a discrele
distance on the outskirts of the village. The
Janjaweed thea enter the village, Killing any
boys or men who have not managed o
flee, loot and pillage, burn the huts, and
rape any wonien they can [ind. Time and
again, relugees say that the Janjaweed, as
they attack, shout “Kill the Nuer! Kill the
Nuer!” (the Nuer are a people in central
Sudan, and the name is used as a general
term for any black African). A tew days
later, the helicopter gunships return, o
ensure that the village has not been reoc-
cupied il so, the village is likely o be
altacked again.

The Sudanese govermment has shown
considerable reluctance to negotiale with
the rebels of the SLA and the JEM. There
have been some talks chaired by the presi-
dentof Chad, which resulted ina ceasefire
agreement, lasting about as long as it took
for the ink 10 dry. The Chadian president,
although he is a Zaghawa (they live on
hoth sides of the border), is nevertheless
deeply compromised by the assistance he
was given by the Sudanese when he came
to power.

Ln spite of the universally ucknowledged
scale ol the disaster in Darfur, the United
States and United Kingdom governments
have been remarkably muted i their
admonishment of the Sudanese povern-
ment, even though the United Nations has
been more torthright. To understand the
reticence of the US and the UK, it is neces-
sary to look at the vngoing peace talks
between the Sudanese government and the
southern rebel movement, the Sudanese
People's Liberation Army (SPLA). o end

the 20-year-old civil war.

For the last ten years, talks have been
underway, supervised by the Inter Gov-
crnmental Authority on Development
(1IGAD), in which the US| the UK, Italy und
Norway act as mediators.

Over the last two years the two sides
have come very close Lo a final agreement,
and it is out of fear that these peace talks
could be jeopardised that the US and the
UK are so reluctant to put pressure on the
Sudan government.

But why are the peace talks so important
o the US and UK? The answer is, not
unsurprisingly, oil. Probably the major
player tn the Sudunese oil industry at
present is China, through the China Na
tional Perroleum Company. BI” has hold
ings in PetroChina, o subsidiary of the
CNPC. The Gulf Petroleum Corporation
(Qatar) is also tnvolved in exploiling Su-
dan's oil, and finance also comes from In-
diit, Malaysio and France. Two British com-
panies, Rolls Royce and Weir Pumps, sup-
ply the CNPC with equipment. Since the
ceasedire, and the resumption of explora-
tion, more potential fields have been found
in the centre and cast of the country. If the
political problems can be solved, there are
rich pickings in the offing lor British and
American ol companics.

Meunwhile a million people in western
Sudan ace famine. The Sudanese govern-
ment continues Lo drag its feet in response
10 UN requests to allow humanitarian aid
or independent monitors. And (he rainy
season is approaching, crealing enormous
problems for the disiribution of aid, even if
the Sudanese pave their permission. WA
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Between
chauvinism
and neo-
liberalism

SriLanka’s general election in
April swept the right-wing UNP
from office. But the alternative
isn't much better. A. Janaka
reports from Colombo

The pencral election in 811 Lanka on April
2 saw the United People’s Freedom Alli-
ance (UPLA) - the popular tront alliance
of President Chandrika Kumaratunga’s Sri
]anka Freedom Party (SLEP) and the petty-
bourgeois left-pomdist Fanatha Vimukthi
Peramuna (People’s Liberation Front
JVP)  winning the largest bloc of seats. It
won 105 seats, 8 short of an overall major-
ity in the 225-seat parliament. The result
leaves Kumaratunga's government de-
pendent on the votes of smaller partics.

The main opposition party, the bour-
reois United National Party (UNP), led by
Ranil Wickremasinghe, won 82 seats. The
Ceylon Workers Congress (CW), which
has the largest [ollowing among Tamil plan
tation workers of Indian origin, contested
the election on the UNP teket, winning
99,785 votes and 8 scats inits hill country
stronghold of Nuwara Eliya. Since the
19705, the CWC has supported succes.
sive capitalist coalition governments, and
tts feaders have served as cabinet minis-
ters. Militant trade unions have yet to
emerge in the plantations to challenge the
CWC's sway. Its rival in the hill country,
the Up-Country People’s Front (UPE), re-
cerved 42,582 votes and won one seat. The
Sri Lanka Muslim Congress, which had a
mutual pact with the UNP, obtained 9
seats.

For voters in the Tamil majority areas of
the north and east held by the Liberation
Tigers of Tamil Eelam (ETTE) during the
long running guerrilla war, it was the first
time that national elections had taken place
for two decades. The Tamil National Alli-

ance (INA), the tour-party alliance sup
ported by the TTE, won 22 scats in Tanil
majority areas, and cmerged as the third
largest parliamentary group. The anti-
LTTE Eclwny People’s Democratic Party
(EPDP), a formerly militant Tami) group,
won one seat.

Chauvinism

The far left partics, which campaigned
aguinst the strident Sinhalese chauvinism
ot most ot the other parties and for an end
to cthnic conflict through a negotiated set-
tement, saw their vote halved.

The Communist Party (CPyand the anka
Sama Samaga Party (1LSSP) - the traditional
left parties — decided to support the UPFA
on the eve of the clection, as they have
done on previous occasions, The CP waon
one seat, while the LSS - once the Ceylon
section of the Fourth tnternational and the
country’s largest opposition party  lost
its sitting MP, a Buddhist monk. The £.SSP
was thrown into crisis when Professor
Tissa Vitharana, nephew of the late LSSP
leader N.M. Perera, accepted the position
ol minister of science and technology in
the new government without purty ap-
proval.

But while the LSSP disapproved of the
Sinhalese chauvinist elements of the
UPFA's campuign, it couldn’t bring itself
to discipline Vitharana. This in turn led to
the resignation of general secretary Balty
Weerakoon, who had been left off the
UPFA’s list, and his replacement by
Wimalasiri de Mel on April 18.

A notable feature of the elections was
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the entry on to the political stage of the
Jatika Hela Urumaya (National Heritage -
JHU), a grouping of Buddhist monks that
won 9 seats. The JHU cmerged from the
following of the popular television broad-
caster and Buddhist monk, Some Thero.
He became il during a visit to Russia Lo
receive an honorary degree and died there.
s followers believed his death was not
from natural causes, and it gave rise to
conspiracy theories that Christian evan-
gelical sects were responsible.

His funeral in Colombo on December 24,
2003, was a huge event, with enormous
crowds. In alinost every street, banners,
posters and funeral decorations were put
up. Videotapes of his sermons were played
to the mourning crowds on huge screens,
Sinhalese chauvinist groups, including
Buddhist monks, used the occasion for
political mobilisation and anti-Christian
agitation.

Through his weekly broadcasts, Thero
had projected ‘the image of a fearless reli
gious reformer’. *Socially and politically
conservative,” he was “devastaling in his
eritique and even denonciation of what
he believed was the cunning and manipu-
Lation of Tamil and Muslim truders at the
expense of the hapless Sinhalese Bud-
dhists.” (Polity, Colombo, Jan-Feb 2004)
He founded a small political party in De-
cember 2001, and announced he would
contest the pext presidential ¢lection on a
platform of Sinhalese-Buddhist political in-
terests. However, on its first appearance
in parliament on April 22, the JHU suffered
a split, with two monks from its proup
breaking ranks to support Kumaratunga's
new coalition government.

Setback

The first sitting of the new parliament also

saw a sethack for the UPFA government,
when it failed to get its candidate lor
speaker elected. The opposition candi-
date. former leader of the House and
former minister of Buddhist alfairs W.I.M.
Lokubandara, secured 110 votes while the
government candidate, veteran Commu-
nist Party member D.E.W. Gunasckara,
polied 109 votes. Kumaratunga is now can-
vassing the support of smaller parties (o
muster a working majority in parliament.
The JIVP won 16.3 per cent and 41 scats
—asignificant increase on the 9.1 per cent
and 16 scats it won io 2001, The JVP sup-
ported the SLEP-led People’s Alliance gov
eromient in the short-lived parliament of
2000-2001 . Kumaratunga dissolved parlia-
ment in October 2001, after a number of
Muslimn MPs had defected from her coali-
tion, and an alliance between the SLEP and
JVP began in the run-up to the clections
in December that year. Despite a broad un-
derstanding, dilferences persisted be-

(tween the two parties on the national ques-
tion and the resolution to the 20-year long
guerrilia war in the North and East, with
the JVP strongly opposed to devolution
in the Tamil majority areas,

Uneasy

The period trom Decerber 2001 to Novem-
ber 2003 saw an uncasy cohabitation be-
tween President Kumaratunga and the
UNP-led United Nationad Front govern-
ment. On November 4, the country was
plunged into political crisis. when
Kumaratunga suspended parliament,
sacked three mimisters and brought the
army on 1o the streets of Colombo in adis-
pute over talks with the Tamil Tigers.

In the run up 1o the election, the UNF
government was shaken by strikes by state
seetor employees in support ol Tong-stand-
g wage demands. Widespread opposi-
tion to the government's privatisation meas
ures found expression in protest campaigns
and in workers picketing state-run retail
outlets, which the government was plan
ning to sell off to private supermarket
chains,

The opposition patties in the UPEA mo
bilised the support of these workers dur-
ing the campaign, by promising 10 put on
hold some of the privatisation plans, pro-
vide jobs for 27,000 unemployed gradu-
ates, and increase subsidies to [armers.
They also promised to address pension-
ers” demands. Pensioners complained that
they have been pauperised because their

pensions are no longer linked to the cost
of living index.

Shortly after the clection, Kumaratunga
invited Norway to resume its role as
Lacilitator in peace talks with the Tamil Ti-
gers. The previous government had
agreed to a ceaselire in February 2002, and
accepted the LTTE as sole representative
of the Tamils in the North and East, The
LTTE was no fonger proscribed and six
rounds ol tatks took place.

In June 2003, the Tigers boycotted a
donors’ conference in Japan, and in Oclo-
ber put forward a proposal for *an interim
self-governing acthority for the North-
East’. The LTTL has been lighting since
1933 for an independent state in a bitter
contlict that has Killed 60,000 people. The
{ragile ceaseflire has, however, held for the
last two years.

The JVP, for its part. has now muted its
stance on the peace process. Previously,
together with the Patriotic National Move-
ment, which had the support ol leading
LINP figures, it had vigorously campaigned
against Norway’s role.

Sumiming up the differences between the
two main parties, GL. Peries, who defected
from the SLEP o the UNF on the cve off
the 2001 clections, and was the UNF's
chief negotiator with the LTTE, says:
*Quite candidly, if you look at the sub-
stantive pohicy with respeet to both the
ceonomy and the peace process, the dilf
ferences are marginal. They relate at most
to matters of nuance.” WA
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Tribute to Al
Richardson

About a hundred comrades,
friends and family members
attended a mesting in London’s
Conway Hall on March 13 to
commemorate the life of the
socialist historian and activist, Al
Richardson. Richard Price gave
the following tribute on behalf of
Workers Action

Firstof all, let me say that it’s an honour to
be invited 1o speak today. I'm aware there
are many comrades here that knew Al bet-
ter than 1 did, and tor much longer, so il
concentrate on the aspeets ot his life that
I"'m familiar with, | also know it won'tre
flect the whole of his life.

I'm also aware that a nunber of Al's in-
terests - Egyplology, hieroglyphics, an-
ctent history and anctent languages — are
among the arcas where my knowledge 1s
either woefully inadequate or non-existent,

I"ve been to a tair number of Tarewells for
comrades on the left over the years, but |
can honestly say that [ have never felt as
emotional as when 1 came out of Al's {u
neral. Not only was it the sense that Al
had been taken from us at the height of his
powers - full of life, producing books taster
than many could afford to buy them, brim-
ming with projects and plans for publish-
ing more. it was also that Al's talents were
unigue and irreplaceable. He was a fiercely

intetligeny, eritical thinker, with i store of

historical knowledge that was unequatled
on the left internationally.

Aland I came from ditferent political gen-
crations. 1 began to get involved on the
fefta few years after Al had left the Char
tist group. What passed for revolutionary
activity in those days — paper selling on
the streets, and getting cold and wet can-
vassing council estates meant that our
piths didn’t cross for a long time.

Negative

I first hecame aware ol Ab and Sam
Bornstein's two books on the Trotskyist
movement in Britain in 1987, My iitial re-
action was quite negative. By placing the
cxperiences of comrades from the 1930s
and 40s on what scemed to be a pedestal,
they seemed 1o be demigrating the efforts
of those who camne in the decades after.
(Of course they were to some extent, as

they made clear in the preface to The War
and the International!)

What were the ideas that scemed so he
retical then? The propositon that
Trotskyism was "a Marxist critique of Sta-
linisin’ that was ‘mcrely the form taken by
Marxism during the epoch ol the defeat of
the world projetariat” carried the implica-
tion that it would cease to exist as a dis
tinct strand of Marxist thinking with the
collapse of Stalinism,

The suggestion that “the true home of
revolutionary ideas is the trade union or
Labour Party mecting’, and not the sects
that many of us cut our pohitical teeth in,
seeied to erode the necessity Tor o Marx-
ist vanguard party.

"The dismissive remark about “civil serv-
ice clerks” — whom Sam and Al identified
with the middle class! ~ was evidently aimed
atmy own union (then the CPSA), as1f
was the Lault of the left that large parts of
the blue collar working class of the [940s
no longer existed.

Onty when | re-read the two books, par
ticulurly The War and the International,
did the importance of the lessons Al and
Sam drew from the demise of the RCP in
the late 1940s really sink .

Inspired

What sct these books apart was their m

spired combination of oral bistory and
cluse attention to the documentary record.
They were streets ahead of almost all the
oral history that began to be published in
the 1970s, much of which indulged the in

terviewee so much that it encouraged ram-
bling and scbl justification.

At the time these books camce out, much
ol the left dismissed the veterans of the
1930s and 40s - with the exception ol the
handful still active in their own groups —
as hopeless sectarians whose time had
passed. Al and Sam restored the voices of
those pioneers (o their rightful place, and
in doing so undermined much ol the myth-
making the main groups on the lelt had
engaged in.

Such an approach wasn't going to win
many {riends among the leaders ol the left.
Butit did influence a lot of people. Speak-
ing last night to a good friend and com
rade in Wales, he told mie that The War and
the International was responsible for his
rethinking his entire attitude towards build-
ing a socialist leadership.

The decision in 1988 through Socialist
Platform to launch a journal dedicated to
excavating the history of the revolution-
ary movement didn’t come at an auspicious
tlime. 1t was the aftermath of the miners’
strike - a period of fragmentation and de-
moralisation on the left,

Al was the driving force in bringing to-
gether a dedicated group, which, despite

containing a range of different, almost in-
compatible views, managed to work 1o
gether. The rest, as they say, is Kevolu-
tionary History. Some 30 issues — many of
them book length — Later, the journal is the
forcmost of its Kind internationally.

Al always intended it 1o be a Journal pri-
ma ily intended for practitioners in social
ist politics that kept a healthy distance from
academic labour history, for which, witha
few honourable exceptions, Al had a very
low regard. [#has inaintained the most seru-
pulous standards ol scholarship with
hardly any of the support a journal ol its
Lype could expect trom acadentia.

I reminded of w slightly heated ex-
change in which a comrade now prominent
in the media accused Al of being the
trainspolter of Trotskyism. Al was indig-
nant that the work he'd put into the jour-
nal could be dismissed i such a way. But
in another sense, and in the nicest way, Al
did have some ol the attributes of a
tainspotter. Lonee ollered hinya high gual-
ity Lacsimile ol a rare journal the Socialist
Platform hbrary lacked. But Al said he pre-
terred (o carry on the scarch for an origi
tal!

Al was an orthodox Marxist who at the
sume tme held orthodoxy in very low es-
teen. Although he could quote the works
of the great Marxists ke scripture, he also
had a restless intellect that wasn’t content
with sinply repeating formulae derived from
very different situations.

Collapse

The collapse of Stalinisan did have anim-
pact on him, as it did with the whoie ol the
feft. With Al T think, it removed any
thought that the existing “Fourth Interna
tionals” were capable ol rising (o the tasks
confronting the lef1. On a number of veca-
sions, | remember him remarking that (he
only peopic on the left who did antictpate
the collapse were those around the journal
Critique, which lay much closer to the
world of acidemia than Al liked to be.

Al's introduction to the collection /n
Defence of the Russian Revolution, pub
tished in 1995, is an interesting reflection
of the development of his thinking. There
he develops the idea of a state whose ini-
tial contradictions were resolved in *a proc-
ess in the direction of purcly bourgeois
norns”,

Al increasingly was not a knee jerk de-
{ender of the theory of the deformed work
ers’ state. Privately, at least, he would ad-
mit that while he found neither convine-
ing, both Shachtmanite burcaucratic col-
lectivism and the theory of state capital
istm cxposed weaknesses in traditional
Trotskyist theory, which had lain lwrgely
undeveloped tor over hall a century.

This Jeads me on to say that although a

-
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pult separated Al from anarchisim and vari-
ous othier strands of ultra-leftism, he was
always gencrous in acknowledging debts
where they proved to have been correct
on key issues, or had played a real role in
revolutionary struggles,

Mischievous

Al embodicd other paradoxes, He cultivated
the air of a man ofder than his years, yet he
delighted in a mischievous, laddish sense
of humour you might expect i somcone
halt his age.

Al was about as far as you could gel
from being a trendy teacher. In fact, apart
from his evident aftection for his children,
I found it hard 10 imagine Al relating o
young people as a teacher — his profes
sion for over three decades. Yet at Al's
funeral you couldn™t help being impressed
by the numbers of puptls, past and present,
who took time to pay their tribute to him,
and also by the tributes of collcagues who
didn’t share many. it any, of Al's political
views, but who held his dedication and
scholarship in such esteem.

Al didn’e suffer tools gladly. He didn’t
tolerate intellectual Laziness, at feast on the
part of those who had the education and
time 10 do bedter. But il you had a serious
pointof view, and could back it up, even il
it was strongly opposed to his own, he
wottld take it seriously,

Al believed passionately in vigorous and
free debate among Marxists, He hated stage
managed events as much as he hated pre
tentiousness, pomposity and hagiography.
Just as some of his incendiary book re
views were calculated to offend. so his
debating style sometimes ok few prison-
ers. But in the bar alterwards, differences
were faid 1o rest with soitable liguid ac-
companiment!

He had a string of mcknames and ance-
dotes about almost every group on the lelt,
which were as irreverent as they could be
and which I won’t repeat here in the inter-
ests of working class unity!

But Al was anything but a cynic. How
often I rang Al up with a half memory of a
quotation, with only the vaguest idea of
where it came from, or pestered him tor
obscure information on the national gues
tion, religions, and other by-ways of his-
tory. He was unfailingly generous with his
e

And  despite  the  prolessional
Yorkshireman exterior, Al was a very sen-
sitive and kind man inside. He had a real
{ecling for the veterans bie and Swm inter-
viewed in the 1970s and 80s, and keptin
touch with. He combined contempt for feft
wing Third Worldism, whether it was the
cults of Che Guevara, Ho Chi Minh or the
rest, with a real regard for revolutionaries
in not-metropolilan countries.

In this spirtt, Al wouldn't forgive vs it

we nde hitn out o be asaint. He could be
tetchy and trritable, he could take deep of-
lence over secondary guestions, and he
harboured a few grudpes that went back
over 30 years. When Al sent up the poli-
tics of “don’t nuke gay whales™ he did it
partly lrom a conviction that the left had
collectively retreated from cluss politics,
partly from I think an overly class
reductionist position on issues such as
national, racial and sexual oppression. But
you also sensed that his pose as the
unreconstructed Yorkshireman had a
strong element of setf” parody.

It is surety ironic that Al scems to be at
least as well known in Sri Lanka and Ar-
sentima as heis here, In Britain, ol course,
many were interested in the archival mate-
tial Al pluyed such a role in uncarthing,
translating and editing. But much of what
he had to suy himsell the lefcdidn®t want
to hear.

Paradox

Al thought the history of post Sccond
World Wur sect butlding had been mosily
a disaster. Al the siune fime, he knew that
the activists on the deft were the ones you
had to relate 1o, even it he disagreed with
them strongly. So Al embodiced the para
dox that he was the staunch defender of
the (radittion of a movement from which he

felt deeply estranged.

['s customary on these occasions 10
mention how much you regret not taking
up the chances to meet up. From time to
time, Al Clarence, Lizzy and 1 would sit
round the dinner table, and consume ap-
propriate quantities of wine. {f, more often
than not, I didn’t tike up Al's invitations
to meet up i pubs, it was sometimes be
cause T was (0o busy, sotietimes becanse
acked the funds, and also because 1luck
an industrial capacity for beer drinking.
Along with other comrades, T found that
dinner at Al's could sometimes consist
entirely of liquids!

Rich legacy

Abhas feft us an exceptionally rich fegacy
ol writings, ot books, and particutarly of
the journal Revolutionary History. He
{reely admitted that his strengths didn't Lie
in the ceonomic and philosophical compo-
nents of Marxism. They lay in a body of
strategic thinking, in a deep understand-
ing of long historical processes and of the
wity they moulded the structures and con-
sciousness ol the institutions of the work-
ing class,

But mostof all, I'shatl miss hitn as a warn,
generous ma, a friend of enormous con
victions, whose contributions will be
looked to by all thase with a commitiment
to building a sociabist future. WA
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Obituary

Fred Jackson
1916-2004

Veteran of the
1930s and 40s

With the passing of Fred Jackson, who died
agred 87 on March 3, another link with the
pre-war and wartime revolutionary move-
inent has been broken.

Born into an Independent Labour Party
lamily in Scotlund in 1916, Fred grew up
‘on a diet ol socialist discussion’, as he
noted in his foreword to Sam Bornsiein
and Al Richardson’s The War and the In-
rernational. His Tuther, who was seiected
as an 1LP candidate for Ayrshire County
Councit in 1929, lost his joh when he re-
[used o accept an ultimatum from his Tory
cmiployer — who was chairman of the coun-
cil--10 withdraw from the election, Fortwo
years the family lived on the dole.

Fred joined the HL.P aged 16, shordy atter
it disaffiliated [rom the Labour Party, and
remained active in il lor seven years, {irsl
in Ayrshire, then Glasgow, and finally in
London, where he moved in late 1937,
Shortly afterwards, he camne 1into contact
with Trotskyist ideas, and in 1938 joined
the newly formed Workers Intesnational
League, which embodied the revolution
ary ideas and practice he had been search
myg for, The next decade, spent in hectic
agitation in the WII. and then the Revolu-
tionary Communist Party, he later de-
seribed as ‘the ten most satislymg years
of my life",

In 1939, hie wrote an important intern
document for the WIL on how to work
productively in the trade unions and the
Labour Party, warning of the dangers ol

talking down’ 10 workers, the overuse of

Muarxist jargon, and of “100 per cent revo-
futionary slogans’,

In 1940, 'ied was one ol four
Trotskyists arrested in connection with
oblaining a small number of documents
that ¢ould be stamped to exempt people
from military service on medical grounds.
Since the policy of the WIL was notl o
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oppose conseription, but o “go where the
workers were', this seems 1o have been
something of a freclance operation to keep
a small number of key militants out of the
forces! The four were initially charged with
stealing, receiving, conspiring to steal and
conspiring to receive the cards, and while
on remand a fifth charge of dotng these
things “with intent to assist the enemy’
was added, which carried a maximunm sen-
tenee of 20 years,

Atthe trial in December, Fred conducted
his own defence, taking the main respon-
sibility on himselt, and making a speech to
the jury outlining revolutionary principles
that lasted for an hour and a quarter. The
speech succeeded in dispelling any idea
that the Trotskyists were in league with
the Nawzds, and tred, who the judge identt-
fied as the “leader of the conspiracy’, was
given a two-year prison sentence. In jail,
he continued making socialist propaganda,
and even i the Fleet Air A, into which
he was subseguently conscripted, he man-
aged to seft his regular order of three dozen
copies of Socialist Appeal.

Like many others, the crisis and disinte-
gration of the RCP in 1947-8 propelled him
out of active potitics. But, as his foreword
W The War and the hternational makes
cleur, he retained his fundamental Marxist
beliefs. In later years, he became a keen
supporter of the magazine Revolutionary
History. He also subscribed to Workers
Action, and before that o Workers News,
and it was typical ol his gencrosity that
shortly belore his death he sent us a dona-
tion ol £5(),
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Introduction

Richard Price

Bert Cochran, the author of the article that
follows, was a sentor fipure in the Social-
ist Workers Party of the United States, und
the leader ol its autoworkers® fraction. In
1939-40, he supported the majority of the
SWP, led by James P. Cannon, against the
Burnham-Shachunan minority.

By the carly 1950k, the radical upsurge
among American workers at the end of the
Second World War and its immediate af-
termatht had given way 10 the period of
profound rcaction synonymous with
McCarthyism.

With the advent of the Cold War, a fren
zied wtmosphere of witch-hunting de-
scended, from the denunciation of fornwer
State Department official Alger Hiss as a
Communist agentin 194X, through the ac-
tivitics of the House Un-American Activi
ties Committee, and reaching a climax with
the triad and execution of Julius and Ethel
Roscenberg in June 1953,

Although many accounts of the period
have concentrated on the impact of the
witch-hunt on Hollywood, the tentacles
of HUAC extended deep into the workers”
movement. Although the Communist Party
wis at the centre of the witch-hunt, mem-
bers of the much simailer SWP were by no
incans exempt {rom its attentions.

Internationally, the situation had been
transformed by the results of the Second
World War. The common perception on
both right and el was that the world was
divided into two camps. inthe Soviel Un-
100, senile reaction pervaded the last years
of Stalin. Radical nationalisn had begun
to spread in Asia, the Middle East and
Alrica, but it had as yet won few major
victories. In Burope, the Trotskyists re
mained simall groups that had been un-
able to pose a serious challenge to the
authority of the mass communist and so-
cial democratic parties. To develop a vi-
able perspective tor revolutionary social
ists int the United States —a minority within
an embattled minorttly - was no casy task
under such conditions.,

This, then, was the background (o the
faction struggle which ook place in the
SWPin 1952 3, and precipitated an inter-
national splitin the Trotskyist movement.
In the mythology of ‘orthodox

Trotskyism’, the Cochran-Clarke minority
within this struggle are demonised as arch-
Yabloite, pro-Stalinist liquidators®. In fact,
atthough some of their views on Stalinisin
were certainly mistaken, they did raise
some very pertinenl questions,
The label of liquidators, borrowed from

Bolshevik polemics against the right wing
of the Mensheviks who wanted 10 ligui-
date” the party’s tllegal apparatus after the
defeat of the 1905 revolution, was also il]-
Judged. One of Cochran and Clarke’s
charges was that the strident anti-Stalin-
st of the Cannonite majority was a cover
tor Largely abstaining from defending the
CH against the witch-hunt, thereby safe-
guarding its own legality.

The man document of the Cochran-
Clarke Taction, *The Roots of the Party Cri
sis — Its Causes and Solution’,' had some
weak sides, Overall, its point of departure
was thata third world war was impending,
and that it would 1ake the form of an "in
terneiional civil wan' between ‘two hostile
class camps’, Following the line of the
Third World Congress ol the Fourth 1n-
ternational, Cochran-Clarke accepted the
view that the mass Communist Parties
would, under the impact of mass pressure
and under certain conditions, be obhped
10 ‘projecta revolutionary oriettation”. All
ol this was not only highly schematic and
fatahstic, but proven wrong by subse-
quent events.

Bui the minonty did Lund some impor-
tant blows i its characterisation of the
SWP us a routinist and essentially con-
servitive grouping, The feushisution of
its own orpantsational independence led
o sterile propagandisim. s shrill ants-Sta-
linisin - at the height of the witch-hunt —
walled itof ! from the signtticant layers of
workers influenced by the CP, and it rel
cgated the demand for a Labour Party to a
minor questlion.

The Tollowing document, deseribed as
‘Draft Resolution Adopted by National
Board, April 27, 1954°, was lirst published
in Volume 1, No. 3ol The Educator (May
1954), an internal publication of the So-
cialist Union ol America - the group set
up alter the minority was expelled in No:
vember 1953, (The pretext for the expul -
ston was that the minority had boycotted
an SWP banquel to commemotate 25 yeurs
of its paper, The Militunt!)

It, o, has 1ts weuak and its strong sidces,
[ts perspective is thoroughly wrong, but
it does represent an honest and serious
atlempt to grapple with the problem of
what Marxists should de, and towasds
which torces they should orient.

Maostimportantly, it upholds the idea off
Marxists secking to integrate themselves
into real workers” movements and orpani-
sations, rather than the squabbling, sell-
important urelevance that has character
1sed so nuch ol the history of the leftin
the United States.

Al Hansen, in his introduction to the vol-
ume of Cannon’s writings that covers the
faction fight, wrote dismissively that: “Af-
ter the sphit, the Cochranites set up their

own organisation whose activity con-
sisted almost solely of promoting the
American Socialist, the maguzine they
founded. But alter about five years (o
gether they sphit, each group going its
own way and soon disintegrating. They
stimply disappeared from the political
seene, with only iahandful of their former
members visibly active in lett politics.™

In contrast, a recent article, oullining
some of the Secialist Union's efforts at
regroupment in the 1950s, and praising the
quality of its journal, concludes: *. . | the
Cochranites represent one of the most ad
vanced and sustaned efforts to apply a
classical Marxistanalysis (o American so-
ciety in the mid 20th century. The fact that
they tailed 1o build a new Marxast teft is
not an indictment of their methodology
nor their analyses. They were just ahead
of their time, I a new Marxist left in the
United States is 1o succeed today, it will
be afong the lines set down by Socialisi
Union.™!

One of Cochrun’s main supporters,
Harry Frankel, went on - as Harry
Braverman - (o become the author of the
well-known book Labor and Monopoly
Capital Readers who want 1o form an
opinion on these comflicting assessments
of Cochran and his supporters will find a
Lirpe number of documents on line.*

NOTES

fSee Jumes P Cannon, Speeches io the Pariy,
athfinder, 1973, pp 338 399,

“ibid, p.21.

Pwww.columbiaedu/ -Inp3/mydocs/
ameriean_lelt/Cochranite. bum

*Hlary Bravennan, Labor and Monopoly
Cupital, Monthly Review ress, (989 see
also Michael DL Yales, "RBraverman and the
Class Strugple’, Monthiy Keview, January
1999, and www. tindarticles,com/et_dls/

mlLA2/8 _SO/SIQT2ERG/pl/ticle jhtmi
twww.marxists.orp/history/etol/newspipe/
amersocialist/ American, Sociabisthtin
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Bert Cochran

The discussion in the SWP ended abruptly
with our expulsion in November 1953 be
fore a number of important political ques
tions had been clarified. Lacking confi-
dence in his own ideas, and in the out-
come of the debate, Cannon’s method was
on¢ ol solving a political problem by or-
ganisatonal means,

We, on our pitrt, had miade a good start
in explaining the meaning and the conse-
quences of the new world reahity as em
bodied in the whole complex of contribu-
tions of the Third World Congress. We
provided a scientific analysis for the first
e in many years of the political reality in
the United States. We began setting down
with precision the place of the SWP within
that reality. We etuborated a realistic ap-
proach (o the Stalinists, We ripped apart
the make-believe world i which the
Cannonttes were dwelling: we challenged
the fruittess round of “campaign activities’
with which they kept themselves and their
supporters stupefied, and we began Lo de-
vise a lactical platform of work suitable to
our position within the general political
framewaork in the country.

But two main contributions — the inter-
pretation of the international realdity, and
the analysis and practical platform of na-
tional activity  still lefca gap. It was still
necessary to re-evaluate the whole broad
perspeetive, both national and interna
tional, of our movemnent. This was not an
arbitrary or artificial problem capriciously
posed, or sucked out ot some individual's
thumb. It derived logically and necessarily
both from the situation of our cadres in
cetation to the world reality and the
progress of the discussion up to that point.

1t was futile at first to become embroited
in &t ciscussion with the Cannonites on our
rode in the world when there was no agree-
menl on the analysis of what the world
was like today or what it would become in
the ensuing years. Obviously it would be
one thing it a major deal between the
Krembin and imperialism was i the offing,
another it we faced a showdown on the
broad basts of the present alignment of
forces. It would be one thing if we recog
mised the consequences of the sweeping
chunges of post-war development (Hast
ern Europe, Yugoslavia, China, the devel-
opments in British Labour, ctc. ), another if
we considered them temporary stages on
the road back to the pre-war situation. We
had no commeon ground {rom which o be-
gin the most important side of the discus-
ston that had been projected but not de
veloped by the Third World Congress.

it will help place the problem inits proper
setiing il we recapitulate a few of the high
points of the previous discussion; a dis-
cussion, let it be noted, brought on by the
crisis of world Trotskyism after the sec-

ond world war.

The international discussion hegan,
properly speaking, with our debate in the
SWPin 1949 over Eastern Europe. Cannon
anderstood at once, far more clearly than
others, that the debate ruised the question
point blank of the role of the Fourth Inter-
natonal, "I you say.” Cannon declared,
that capitalism can be destroyed by an
agency other than world Trotskyisim, then
what remains of our role”? We would at best
be reduced o democratic critics of the
Stalinists.” And since Cannon could see
neither protit nor future m that Kind of a
movement, he solved the problem by de-
nying reality. shutting his cyes to what was
actually going on, and contriving a ntake-
believe world for himsel and his support-
ers. In this world everything remained as
Trotsky had left it at his death. In Eastern
Furope they had capitalisi. The Stalinists
were betraying right and left precisely as
they had done in Spain. We were the only
revolutionary opposition. And when the
workers ot more radical, they would lift
as on their shoulders. Tt was a pretty pic-
ture, and a fonmally logicad one, oo, The
only thing wrong with it was that it did not
correspond to the fucts. etther in the United
States, o1 any other major country of the
waorld.

As the ensutny discussion and the tur-
ther objective developments blew this con
struction out ol the water, Cannon and his
supporters took refuge in an eclectic patch
quilt kind ol perspective. They admitted
that capitalism had been shattered in East-
ern Lurope by the Stalinists from the op.
They admited that quasi-Stalinist partics
successlully led revolutions in China and
Yugoslavia. But in the rest of the world,
above all in the United States, everything
remained as before, and we could continue
along the old accustomed lines.

Sensing that their whole perspective was
in danger of being blown to bits, they in-
stinctively felt 1he necessity of building
around themselves a "Chinese Wall' o in-
sulate themselves against the disturbing
thoughts and embarrassing developments
seeping in from the outside world. This
explains the rise of the Messianic ideol-
ogy in the SWP, the theory that the leader-
ship has been ordained to lead the revolu-
tion if it only slicks together come what
miay, if it never questions the Laith, if it never
wirns right or [eft o gaze at other Gods,
fest this Iead (o destruction. Because surely
it cannot be, they reasoned, that all this
sucrifice and virtue will go unrewarded by
History, The Cannonites thus “solved’ the
question ol the perspective of world
Trotskyism by semi religious invocation
and dedication, and the mysticism and cult
of an ordained leadership. That is one an-
swer o the problem, for whatever it is
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worth.

How have we on our part solved this
burning question? It 1s unnecessary here
to repeat the world analysis that has been
written down in numy documents, Let us

stmply sum up some ol the conclusions of’

the present reality: We see a world where
our perspective of Stalinism betng de-
stroyed in the course of World War [1 has
been proven wrong, We see a world where
Stalinisnn is dominant over the castern halt
ol Europe, where the Conununist parties
are the leadership ot the colonial revolu-
tion tn Asia, where they constitute the
strongest orgamsations of the working
class i Italy and France, o the rest of the
Western world, Social Democracy has been
resuscitated, and in the United States,
where labour has not yer advanced to an
independent political existence, the reform-
ist labour burcaucracy remains dominant,
One ol the recent International documents
stades (hat the Fourth Internanonal enters
the next stage ol upsurge in a tar superior
posttion to that of 1939, but that ts just
rhetorte. ‘Fhe truth of the matter js that the
Trotskyist organisations we nol stronger
today at all than at the Founding Confer-
ence in 1938, even il we disregard the mat-
ter of the present split. The Trolskyist
movenients in their twenty-five years of
existence have been unable to grow into
mass orgausations for a variety of reasons
which have been exhaustively analysed
and explained. The twolone exceptions (o
this, by their speciatised character, even
further underline this Tuct,
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The Cannonttes still retain the outlived
perspective, however, thid the small nuclei
will tormorrow become the mass revolution
ary parties challenging all contenders and
destroying them in battie. Buta more real-
istic perspective based on the actual world
trends is sketched out in the recent Inter
national resolution on *Our Integration in
the Real Mass Movement', (We reprint
clsewhere certain conerete ammendments
and erittersms ol the docament. Here we
contine ourselves to the minn purpose of
this document. )

Basing itself on our previous analysis of
the world situaton, the resolution nds
that we are living in a profoundly revolu-
Gonary pertod where the relationship ol
forces is developing tavourably for the
revolution, and that consequently the ex-
isting mass Connmunist and Social Demo-
cratic parties are subjected o unprec-
adented pressure. This situation, as expe-
nence has demonstrated i England,
France and ltaly, does not lead to splits
and new formations, but remains locked
within the confines of the orgamsations,
undoubtedly because the masses feel the
hot breath of the approaching world con-
thict, and do not believe anything can be
achieved by trying to build new organisa
tions at this juncture of history. Henee, our
resolve 1o ortent towards and to integrate
ourselves within these existing 1mass move
meats lor a long period ol time, 1o act as
the Marxist catalyst, to comprise the con-
setous et wing within the mass move-
ment. For onby with such an approach can
Muarxists play a role in the historie unfold-
ing ol the struggle, for only in such inte-
grabion is there 4 geoutne perspective for
owr sl revolutionary cadre. Ouiside of
such tntegration one can only declaim and
posture in a vacuom for a briel space of
tine until events tinalfy disperse the cadre.

This leads us 1o the next question: How
do we envisage the development of the
nextrevolutionary stroggles, and who will
fead them? Naturally, the question can only
be answered in very general tenms. But
even i general answer is required because
itdetermines in farge measure our course.
I we take our unalysis seriously, we must
have the conviction that the mass strug-
gles of the coming decade will rise (o su
preme revolutionary heights, and that in
the course of those fieree clashes there is
bound o develop a higher pobtical con-
sciousness,  and a4 consequent
regroupment of forcees within the working
classes. All experiences attest that in such
penods the telt wing grows at the expense
ol the right, and that at certain climactic
points, the mass {orces will be wvadable
{for the creation of new revolutionary par-
ties, cither by o process of splits and
fusians, or by the Marxist wings conquer

ing the old organisations. H at such times
the Marxist cadre is well orgunised and
clearly understands the historical tasks at
hand, il ithas established itselt over a pe-
riod ol time as an integral part of the exist
tng movements having intimate relations
with different layers of militants, if il has
gained their respect 1na series of strug-
gles, the cadre can rise 10 the necessities
of the historic moment, and with masses
behind e shape the course of events,

We are well aware that this is an alpe-
briie projection, and that it cuts through
such gargantuan problems as the third
world war, the possible occupation of the
heart of REurope by the Red Army and it
allied troops, the possible burcaucratic-
nulitary ttanstormation of several West
Buropean countries on the Fast European
pattern, revolts against Stalinism of the
order of the June 17 rising of East Germany,
attacks ol imperiaiism W impose a counter
revolutionary order, all taking place in the
nudst of unprecedented devastation and
ruin of war. But nevertheless, the lormula
is an entirely valid one, especially in Eo-
rope, and at a later stage in the United
States, because the aspiration of the
nasses, and the attainment of the nexi his-
toric advance towwrd Socialism cannot be
realised by the old parties and leaderships,
even i one or two Commauist parties in
(he West take a revolutionary path voder
the impact ol mass pressure, The next his-
toric advance will profoundly revolution
ise not onty all existing institutions, bui
the organisations and masses carrying
through these transtormations. Ditleren-
tinttons of considerable scope will alter the
relationship of forees in favour of the Marx
ists. ‘The experiences of China and Yugo-
sfavia only presage more far-reaching de-
velopntents to come. But the course of his-
tory 1s alvcady revealing that if capitalism
was first destroyed at its weakest points,
in Russtt, then in China, and is erumbling
in the colonial world, it will have to be from
the West that the revolution will rise (o a
superior level of consciousness, mass pat-
neipation, democratic control and opera-
tion, The weakness and the backwardness
of capitaltsm in the Fast pushed the revo-
lutionary [orces there to the fore for sev-
cral decades. 1 will be the higher culture,
tradition and the greater specific gravity
ot the working classes in the Western coun-
tries which will provide the conditions for
the rise of higher type Marxist mass par-
ties, and will Tift the revolution to a higher
tevel.

We wre obviously discussing a very tor-
tuous, comphicated, and involved process
whieh will take place very unevenly overa
period of lime, and with great variations
{ront one country to the next. In what sense
then can we speak of the future of the
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Fourth International, since the resolution
declares, ‘Naturally the world victory of
the revolution will not be the exclusive
work of the present national nuclet of the
Fourth International but of their close fu-
sion with broader revotutionary lorees.
From this fusion there will artse new revo
lutionary mass parties of tormorrow, as well
as a new form ol the world party, of the
lnternational.” The answer that the resolu-
tion supplics to te above question 15 as
{ollows: "To the degree that the world revo-
futionary upsurge continues to spreid and
moves toward the world victory of the pro-
letarian revolution wnd ol socialism, the
programme and organisation of the In-
ternational will be validated. The world
victory of the proletarian revolution and
of socialism cannot be conceived as the
artthmetical sum of partial victories ob-
tained through centrist programmes and
formations. ltwill be the victory of full revo-
lutionary Marxismn.”

‘The longer one ponders over the mean-
ing of this quotation, the more convinced
he becomes that this is more irrelevancy
than answer, as (he question that needs
illumination [irstof all, and above all s the
next historic period rather than the period
of the world victory of the revolution and
of Socialism, And the discussion has
reached the point - and, even more deci-
sive, the position of our cadres is al the
point — where more has to be said about
the next historic period and our role in it

From the rise of Hitler 1o the World War,
there did not exista strong enough current
upon which a new revolutionary formation,
competing and supplanting the old work.
ers’ organisations, could be based. The
Trotskyist groups found neither the open
field that favoured the tise of the Sccond
International nor a development cquiva-
lent to the Oclober Revolution which
started the mass trend toward communism.
After World War 11, contrary to our pre.
war prognoses, Stalinism was not elimi-
nated, but rose to new heights of influ-
ence. Because the situation was, and re-
mains, revolutionary in the world — and
because, therefore, the workers no longer
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clung to the old parties merely for protec-
tion against reaction - there has been a
clear test of the ability of Trotskyism (o
create anindependent movement on a pro
grammie broadty confirmed by the new revo-
futionary developments. The tact that no
one can realistically envisage a break-up
i the old workers” movements prior to the
next revolutionary developments s the
clear sign that the old Trotskyist perspec:
tive has become outmoded, As helore the
war, the vanguard secks to realise its revo-
lutionary aspirations within the old par-
tes, leaving no room for a new revolution-
ary mass organisation. Thus the Trotskyist
movement, despite the brilliance of its
feader. the considerable abilittes and ener-
gies ol ils national cadres, and e many
experiments with entees and fusions, was
doomed 1o remain isolated. The test was
made lora whole historic era, both in peri-
ods of reaction and revolution, and is there-
fore a decisive one,

But while Trotskyism, due to historic -
cumstances. remained outside the main
currents of the labour movement, it built
up in a quarter-century ol its existence o
truly tormidable literature, doctrine and tra
dition. This tradition, we have said, pives
Trotskysm the status of Twentieth Cen-
tury Marxisi. However true this clain imay
be trom an abstract theoretical pomntof view,
it has not cntered the consciousness ol
broad masses as did simitar claims made
by the Social Democraey prior to World

far |, or by Lenin and the Comintern adter-
ward. The tradition of Stalinism led to the
mass revival of the Communist Party in

France atter the war, and the tradition of

Sociat Democracy toits revival in Germany,
but the tradition of Trotskyisin could do
no more than maintain it as an ideological
tendency.

Every bmiportant movement has its own
specitic radition, and c¢very important
Jeader places his indelible stamp upon an
organisution, not only through the formal
resolutions and theses, but by his meth-
ods of work, his approach to big questions,
his hundred and one evaluations, and 1n
wiys even maore elusive and diffrcult to
describe, Marx projected himself upon the
First International. Lenmn put his stamp on
Bolshevism. And withoul any peradven-
wire of a doubt, Trotsky did the same in
fulsome measure in the case of the Fourth
International. Now it is at fact that our whole
uadition — so magnilicent in tiany ways —
is of no interest W the existing lubour move-
ments. Because the tradition has been cre
ated largely outside of the labour move
ments, it is foreign to them. They do not
see or believe that any o il is pertinent o
the solution of their problems. We there-
fore have Lo face up to this aspect ol the
reabity just as we did o other parts ol it,

and have 10 draw the necessaty lessons,

The very formulations ol the Interna-
tonal Resolution must lead us 1o the con-
clusion that the revolutionary partics of
tomorrow will not be Trotskyist, in the
sense of necessartly accepting the tradi-
ton of our moveinent, our estinution ol
Teotsky's place in the revolutionary heer-
archy, or all of Trotsky’s specific evalua-
tions and slogans, We n the United States
lad precisely this expertence where
Trotskyists fused with the small Muste
organisation (o form the Workers Party in
1935, The fusion occurred only alter we
had overcome considerable resistunce in
the Musteite ranks (o accepting the spe-
clal characteristics of Trotskyism by as-
suring them that we had no special sectar-
ian axes to grnd. How much more opera-
tive will this be when the lett wing devel
ops through its own specific experiences
and the merging of different currents and
groups inside the big centrist or retornist
mass movements,

Our analysis and our tactical orientaton
would reimain like a knite without a blade it
we do not follow through with the neces-
sary conclusion, And this conclusion is
thal in the present hustorical conditions,
our cadres have to take the whole body of
Marxist theory and struggle, including
Tronsky's contributions to i, and trans-
late them imto the language of our life-
time, and into the language of the exisi-
ing movenients of the various countries in
which we are situated.

The worst error s o think this mainly a

Job of ¢learer Tanguaage, or for our cadres

to start masquerading as simple homespun
mechanies who have none o secure a
mastery of graminar or syntax. What is in-
volved if we are to integrate ourselves in
the mass movement and to begin function
ing cifectively as its Marxist wing, 1s that
we have to rid ourselves of all faction spirit
and too-narrow understunding of the Marx
istUs rote i the centrist and reformist mi-
licus ol our time,

Our purpose is to bring our ideas 1o
the mass movement, and to gradually ratse
the consciousness of the rinks to the his-
foric tasks. But the last thing in the world
we should attempt is to inculcate the ranks
with the necessity of adopting our spe-
cific tradition, and impressing upon them
the truth of all the evaluations and pro-
posals broached by Trotsky from 1923 on.
The thought that s the coming period of
our activity we have 1o go out of our way
to mention the name and work of Teon
‘Trotsky, and the name and the existence ol
the Fourth International, shows how tarall
ol us have become infused with nanow
proup thinking, and orgamsational fetish-
istn, how (ar we have ravelled trom the
outlook of Frederick Lingels, who warned
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the Soctalists in America not 1o publish
the Contmunist Manitesto, as it was based
on old-world cxperiences, and that the
American labour movement, developing,
under different conditions, would not un-
derstand i, and would not know what Marx
and Hngels were talking abow. Why isn't
it possible for us o take tus simple thought
of Lngels and apply it w ourselves and
our work? If Engels didn’t think this was
putting a question ik over bis revolu-
tionary integrity, why should we?

We suid before that only by integrating
ourselves within the existing movements
could our cadres survive and fullil their
mission. We will now add 10 that proposi-
tion this corollary: Only by dropping all
sectarian notiony of imposing our specific
tradition upon the mass movements which
developed in different circumstances and
under different influences, can our ap
proach register suceesses and guarantee
the future of our precious cadrey, What is
involved, itis clear is not any modification
of programmatic essence, but a sharp re-
versal ol organisational coneepts and per-
spectives on the natere of the develop-

ment of the mass revolutionary parties off

Omorow.

There rematns 1o say o word whether this
course does not contain dangers that the
cadre will getlost in the mass movement
and therefore become liguidated as a spe-
cific revolutionary current. Of course, the
danger exists, just as there is danger every
time & revolutionist takes a job as an offj-
cial in a union, and begins to live in an
opportunist environment. Some succumb
to material blandishments. Butif the cadre
is cohesive, and firm in its revolutionary
convictions and mms, the losses arce {ew
and the gains are many. Events will justify
the necessity tor a Marxist policy and prove
its effectiveness in action. The dangers will
be counteracted by the struggle iself. We
have an addittonal guarantee, insofar as
there are any guarantees in these things,
in the clarity of our views, the devotion of’
our ranks who have been tested over a
long period of time, in vur ideological soli-
darity, and in the unifying clement ol un
international centre. o we (ry (o impose
additional guarantees by adopting narrow
group viewpoints, and sporting narrow
group ideologies in the mass movement,
we witl vitiate the whole concept, and de-
feat our common purposes.,

Atlthough in the United States the situa-
tion is unique as the working class is stll
not organised into its own political party,
the orientation here discussed operates
with tull force, One has 1o dwell in the
never-never lund of a Cannon to seriously
promulgate the theory that the American
working class, which has not yet attained
labour party consciousness, will pass, with

the next struggle, (o the banner of
Cannonite revolutionism, or what amounts
to approxunately the same thing, will in
rapid-fure fushion, plunge in and cut of
labour party to join up with Cannon and
his Tieutenants to storm the barricades, We
have correctly stated before that the Ameri-
can workers will move massively through
their organisations, and not jump over the
heads of their orpanisations, That implies
that they will move in deliberate stages,
not when the Torward columns are ready,
bul only when sizeable phalanxes of the
clasy are prepared to move.

Basing ourselves on this analysis, we
have oriented towards the organised la-
bour mavement, especially the mass pro-
duction unions ol the C10O, as the battle
ground of the big tuture class develop-
ments, and the repository of the forees that
will advance the working class to its next
political stage with the formation of a la-
bour party. That does not mean that we are
absolutely certain that a labour party will
be Tormed. What the perspective does base
itselt on with certainty s that the inevita-
ble political regroupment will pass through
existing channels ol the organised labour
movement and have a political character
capable of uniting masses at a minimum
level. The broad character of this move-
iment will provide room for the various ex
isting political tendencies, Stalinists, So-
cial Democrats, centrists and Marxists o
operate within it. That is why, whatever
the vicissitudes of the struggle may bring,
whatever forms it may assuime, whatever
channels 1t may Lake, the strategy of bas-
ing ourselves on the organised labour
movernent, and particularty Hs mass pro
duction sectors, and directing our main
attention to 1t is the correct one and will
provide us with the necessury sustenance

Jesto

o carry on.and 1n due course to establish
ourselves inconjunction with allies as the
lelt wing of a growing political movement.

Of course. as we tried to explain to the
SWP, between thie present and the next
developments exists a more or less pro-
tracted period of time, and a political ten
dency cannot deduce its day to day tac
tics soiely, direetly and immediately from
the grandiose strategy, but must seek oul
and find every possibility for advancement
of its programme and its influence, be it on
the most {united basis, and from sources
thit by themselves will not necessarily be
the main forees of the big labour advance.
‘Thatis why in many localities, where trade
union avenues are not open to us for one
reason or another, we must seek out other
milieus. whether of the Stakinist variety, or
student cireles, or various liberal o minor-
iy groups.

We approach all these strata, however,
tn the spivit of Mark’s Communist Mani-
which proclaimed that  the
revolutionists had no interesis separate
and apart from the working class, that we
are notaspecial seet, cult, or church, which
seeks o draw people out of the broad cur
rents into its backwater, but rather us
Americin Marxists, we seek (o join with
others in advancing the existing struggles
to a higher stage and on a broader front.
We are convineed that out of these strug-
gles and experiences, even before big mass
forces take to the ficld, Teft currents will
arise with which we shall be able to co-
operate and fuses that the American Marx-
ist lendency, as a stronger formation than
at present, will thus be able to discharge
its role as a felt wing in the big movement—
as part and parcel of the struggle to create
the mass revolutionary party in the United
States. That 1s our perspective. WA
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The Communist Party of Great Britain
wats, throughout its history, one of the
feast distinguished in the world, both nu-
werically and intellectually, Only in two
{iclds  both of them well removed from
contenmporary politics — did it stand out.
The first was iu the nsural sciences, where
it had four or five ol the outstanding lig-
ures of the mid-twentieth century. The
second was history.

For an organisation of ils size, it pro-
duced a remarkable group of historians.
Figures tike Christopher Hill, Eric
Hobsbawm, Maurice Dobb, Edward
Thompson, Dorothy Thompson, Raphace!
Samuel, Victor Kiernan, Rodney Hhilion
and John Savitle set the agenda for many
ol the debates that raged in the 1950s and
60s, [rom the Peasants’ Revolt, the tran-
sttion from feadaism o capitalisim and
the revolution of 1640 10 the making of
the modern working class, the ongins of
the modern labour movemnent and the na-
ture of tmperialism. The emergence of an
avowedly Marxist school within the des-
iccated world of academic hustory marked
a watershed. Hitherto, British historians
had prided themselves on their lack of any
theory beyond the collection ol empiri-
cal facts  and highly selective facts at
that —and mostly dismissed economic and
social lactors as mere “determinism’.

OFf course, much ol the early work of
this group consisted in embroidenng as-
pects of Marx's writings. Some of i1s
products, like Christopher Hill's The Lng-
lish Revolution 1640 were quite crude,
while others were heavily tainted by Sta-
linism. Nevertheless, despite their limi-
tations, the members of the Communist
Party Historians Group and the journat
Past & Present which they founded
changed historical writing in this country
for pood, and ensured that class, econonuc
and social bistory could no longer be ig-
nored by any histurian who wanted to be
taken seriously.

I Christopher Hill is generally consid-
cred the most eminent of the group (al-
though to what extent he can be consid
ered a Marxist is debatable) then Lric
Hobsbawmn is probably the most widely
read. Where others left the Commurst
Party after Hungary to take part in the
New Left, a few joined the Trotskyists and
others dropped out of politics 1o further
their academic careers, Hobsbawm re
mained with the CPGB right up to s hit-
tle mourned demise in 1991, and at the
age ol 87 is still with us.

Both Hill and Hobshawm wrote prolili-
cally. But where Hill rarely strayed out-
side his chosen area of the sevenieenth
century (aside from an embarrassing book
on Lenin and a short volume on economic
history), Hobsbawim has ranged across

centuries, continents and themes in a mun-
ner far removed {rom the traditionally
cloistered interests ot specialist histori-
ans. The popularity of his four-volume
epic, The Age of Revolution. The Age of
Capital, The Age of Empire and The Age
of fxtremeys, has ensured his celebrity,
though there s still something strange
about secing him desceribed on the cover
of this book as “Our greest living histo-
rian  not only Britun's, but the world’s
by the good old Tory Spectator!!

Such is the hreadth of Hobsbawm’s
knowledge that, whatever we think of his
liberal Stalinist politics and his reputation
as guru o Neil Kinnock, his books can
still be vead profitably. How then does the
history of his own life measure up? Inter
exting Times comes with all the usual
Hobsbawim production values. s clegant,
learned, readable, populated with a gallery
of interesting characters and — for the au
tobiography of a historian - Lairly event-
tul. As often seerns 1o be the case with
autobiography, the act ol reachimg into the
furthest recesses of memory to recall child-
hood brings out some of the best writing,
Born in Alexandriain 1917 o a British-few
ish father and an Ausirian -Jewish mother,
Hobshawni grew up i Vienna. His descrip-
tion of his childhood in a non-practising
Fatnily that sttuggled o maintain an aic of
respectability amid mounting problems is
beantifully executed.

By 1931, both his parents had died, and
he moved to live with refatives in Berlin
with Hider on the brink of power. There
he joined a Connuunist secondary school
students’ organisation at 1§, in time {0
lake part in the last legal mass demonstra-
tion of the KPD in January 1933, and 1o
leaflet workers™ ilats during the election
campaign immediately before the Navis
consolidated their hold on power. Hthe was
sent o Beitain shortly afterwards.

ldealised
An idealised vision of the Soviet Union
scems, if Hobsbawin is o be believed, 1o
have exercised less of an influence upon
him as a Cambridge student than it did
upon predecessors such as Philby, Bur-
aess, Maclean and Blunt. He was motivated
by the threat of fascism, intellectually
drawn 10 Marxist idcas, and by his own
account. never a gredl activist or organ-
iser. The CP never had more than F0mem-
bers at Cambridge in the 3s, but the wider
Cambridge University Socialist Club had
1.000 by 1939 - over one in tive ol under-
praduate students  which testifies to the
strength of *Red Cambridge” in spite of its
privileged intake,

The student reds may have had a deep
impact on Cambridge, but the venerable
institution had a lifelong effect on them
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too. There's something surely more than
a bit odd about maintaining an adherence
o the wdeas of communism, wid yet tuk-
g so much evident pleasure in being a
‘Cambridge man’. It stems from the con-
tradictions of this generation of CP inel-
lectuals - the blind loyadty (o ‘ideals’, the
pride at belonging to an “intelectual aris-
tocracy’, the exclusivity of the Apostles,
the determination (cultivated by the CP)
to be the best in their chosen profession,
the complete inability to apply Muarxist
analysis (o the Soviet Union, the defer
ence 1o the party line.

This also tells us something about the
compartimentalisation ol the Britsh CP.
Whilce the party intellectuals were encour
aged to concentrate on academia, the at-
mosphere among the working class rank
and file was often crudely workerist. I'm
reminded of one leading CP building
worker, [or whom “so-called bleedin® hin-
ter-lee-chool™ was top of the list of po-
Titical put-downs.

Mauny interviewers and reviewers have
asked why, piven Hobsbawm's obvious tal-
cats, he remained i the CPGB for so long.,
Hobshawm spends 24 pages touring
around the subject, without ever giving a
satistactory answer, beyond an emotional
unwillingness to hreak the connnitinents
made in his youth and distaste for ex-com-
munists. There are, bowever, clues o nxnre
persuasive reason elsewhere. Paradoxically,
the answer lics in the fact that Hobsbawm
was less in theall to Sovies Stalinism than
most ol his contemporaries. For others, the
revelations of Krushehev's secret speech
or the bloody suppression of the Hungar-
ian Revolution brought their entive world
crashing around their cars. Hobshawm's
Gaod failed in amuch less spectacular way.

That being said, he doesn’timnake an hon-
cst assessment of his relationship o Sta-
linism, which his prestige as a historian
bolstered - albeit a1 arm’s length - for so
long. As has been the case for most of his
life, he writes remarkably fitle aboul the
Soviet Union. There's no attempt 10 ana-
lyse why he showed so little empathy with
Stalin’s mulu-millioned victims, or why
the intellectual curiosity he showed in the
best of his books like Prinitive Rebels
let him down so badly when he tooked
cast,

Instead, he tells ot a desultory trip Lo the
Soviet Union in 1954, details his discus
sions with castern BEuropean CI intelleciu-
als, and spends a ot of tinme explaining what
it felt ke to be a communist. Astonish
ingly, he seems to have had almaost no in-
terest in the life of' ordinary workers undet
‘already exisling socialism™. Al any rate,
they barely pet a mention,

And what are we (0 make of throwaway
sentences such as: “Obviously, none ot us

believed the version of Soviet Party his-
tory contained an the, pedagogically bril-
hant, textof Stalin's History of the CPSU
(h): Short Course’? When il comes (o
Hungary, Hobsbawm atlows himselt to
wullow in selt-justification on the strength
of aletter signed by the Histonans Group
and published in the non-party press. In
fuct, arguably the CP reeded pro party
dissidents like Hobsbawnt in 1957 to pre-
vent totad meltdown, The disreputable
James Klugmann, author ol from Trotsky
10 Titea book so chock Tull of lies ut
had (o be withdrawn {rom circulation and
pulped — and two incredibly tedious vol

umes on the history of the CPGB. is men
tioned throughout as & decent old sort,
whose only tault was that he Jacked some

thing called *civilian courage’.

Once we reach the 60s, the interest
wines. The nwrative breaks down into a
succession  of  chapters  detailing
Habshawm's contacts with Trance, Spamn
and ltaly, the United States and the Third
World, and tis late- flourishing academic
carcer. He makes no bones about being
oul ol sorts with the student rebellions of
the 60s, although you feel some sympa-
thy when he writes “To enjoy that yew
{19671 in San Prancisco, one really had
10 be permanently high on something,
preferably acid, and we were not.”

Guru

Ouly on one occasion did Hobshawm take
centre stage pohiically — during the de-
bate around the series ot Marxism foday
aricles subsequently published as The
Forwerd March of Labour Halted? He re
jects the label *Kinnock's puru™ as absurd
on the grounds that they only inet twice,
but there can be hitle doubt that New La
bour owes o substantial debt to
Hobsbawin, The effects can be seen over
20 years on with the presence of ex-CP
members like Peter Mandelson, John Reid
and Kim Howells at the heartof New |La-

bour and the support given to Blair by
former C'P NUS leader tuined Guardian
columnist, David Aaronovich,

Hobsbhawm strongly supported Neil
Kinnock as the man who ‘saved the Ta
bour Party from the sectanans’, applawded
Dents Healey's victory over ‘Tony Benn
for the deputy leadership in 1981, op-
posced the “delusions’ of the ‘extremis
leadership” of the miners, and breathed a
sigh ol reliel when the leaders of Mibi-
tant were expelled. Prenty rich for some
one who never managed to purge the Sta-
lin-worshippers from his own party.
Hobsbawm even tries 1o take the credit
for bringing the term tactical voting (lor
the Tiberals and the SDP) into political
debate. He s surely nustaken, since it was
doing the rounds in the Liberal revival of
the carly 70s.

Hobsbawm's true kinship, he makes
clear, iy with the Ttalian Communist Party
in its BEuro-Communist heyday. Its mod-
crate polities, suflicient)y distanced from
Moscow, matched his own, and the all-
embracing manner in which it dominated
entire communittes Tullitted his need o
helong to 4 movement, albeit al arm’s
length. Hobshawm is the man for whom
Bermstein's aphogism that “the movement
is everything, the final goal nothing’
should have been coined.

Too bad he was tied up dissecting the
problems of the Labour Party to sort out
the Nalian Communist Party, which we're
told vaguely, "was beginuing to lose touch
witht its popolo comanista’  something,
Hobshawm had failed to pick up in his
hook-length interview with Giorgio
Napolitano of the PCL and published as
The Italian Road o Socicalism,

What's left of Hobshawm's Marxisin?
very litte, it seems, 1t offers some inter
esting insights of use to the historian, Oth-
erwise, it's the utopian grandehild of the
Eohphtenment, a suitable hobby to wile
away a twenteth century lite. WA
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away from work in the first strike in the department’s history.
(See story inside) P+HoTto: MoLLy COORER

About Workers Action

Workers Action is a Marxist current in the labour movement.

Workers suffered a scries of heavy defeats under the Tories
from 1979 onwards. The Labour movement is only now
beginning to show signs of recovery both in terms of the
level of strike action and the election of left-wingers to lead-
ing trade union positions. But the Labour Party leadership is
resolutely pro-free market and pro-business, and has yet to
see a real challenge to its authority inside the party.

Workers Action believes that the most important task at the
moment is a struggle to renovate the existing labour move-
menl, politically and in the workplace, so that it can fight
effectively in its own interests.

This requires a struggle in the Labour movement as it is,
with all its problems and weaknesses. Workers continue to
support the Labour Party far more than any other party in
eleclions and by union affiliation. Al present, atlempls to get
round Lhis political fact by mounting electoral challenges to
Labour are, in most cases, fulile and seclanan, and are like
ly 1o lead to greater demoralisation. Most importantly, they
represent an abandonment of any serious political struggle
against the Labour leadership. Workers Action supporters
are therefore active in the Labour Party as well as the trade
unions and political campaigns.

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

Workers Action supports all progressive national struggles
against imperialism, without placing any confidence in the
leaders of such movements. Neither bourgeois nationalism,
nor petty-bourgeais guerrillaism, nor religious fundamental-
ism can advance the inlerests of the oppressed workers
and peasants. We are for the building of a socialist leader-
ship on an international scale.

The collapse of Stalinism in 1989, compounded by the
move to the right of the Labour Party and the European
Socialist parties, has resulted in an ideological crisis for the
left. Some, like the SWP, deny that such a crisis exists —
indeed, they claim that at the moment there is a realistic
possibility of a serious electoral challenge to Labour. Others
questlion whether the socialist project, fought for by the
working class and its allies, is still viable. Workers Action
believes that it is, but that to rebuild a fighting left relevant
to the concerns of workers means rejecting the methods of
sect-building and sclf-proclaimed vanguardism.

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

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




