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Workers Action - what we stand for

Workers Action is a Marxist tendency in the labour move-
ment.

in the present situation, alter two decades of defeats, with
strike action al a very low level and a leadership all too
happy o accommuodate to the pro (ree market climate,
Workers Action believes that the most important task is a
strugple to renovate the existing labour movement, politi-
cally and industrially, so that it can fight effectively i its
oWl Interests.

This means a struggle in the labour movement as it is, with
all its problems and weuaknesses. Most workers continue
to support the Labour Party in ¢lections or by unmon aftili-
ation. At present, attempts to get round this political Fact
by mounting clectoral challenges to Labour are, i most
cases, fulite and sectarian, and are likely to lead to greater
demoralisation. Most importantly, they represent an aban-
domnent of any serious political struggle against the La-
bour leadership, Workers Action supporters are therelore
active in the Labour Party us well as the trade unions and
political campaigns,

Capitalisin coudemns millions to exploitation, poverty, dis-
case and war, so thal when its leading international bodies
mieet, they have 1o do so behind lines of police. Towever,
Workers Action believes that the relative importanice of
the anti-capitalist movement over the last few years is a
sign not of the strength of the left, bat of its weakness and
marpinalisation. The new free muarket workd order is based
on 20 years of defeats for the international working class,
Protests outside the conterences ol organisations such as
the WTO are important, but must not be a substitute for
building a socialist leadership i the working class,

Workers Action supports all progressive national struggles
apainst imperialisiy, without placing any confidence in the
leaders of such movements, Neither bourpeots national-
ism, nor petty-bourgeois guerrilluisi, nor religious ftunda-
mentalisin can advance the interests of the oppressed work-
ers and peasants, We are for the building of asocialist lead-
¢rship on an international scale.

I'he collapse of Staliniso i 1989, compounded by the
move to the right of the Labour Party and (he Furopean
Socialist parties, has resulted in an ideological crists Tor
the left. Some, like the SWP, denty that such a erisis exists

indeed, they claim that this is the best period for a pen-
cration in which to fight for socialism. Others question
whether the socialist project, fought for by the working
class and its allics, is still viable. Workers Action believes
that it 1s, but that to rebuild a fighting left relevant to the
concerns ol workers means rejecting the methods of seet-
building and sclf proclaimed vanpuardism,

However, Workers Action has a non-dogmatic approach 1o
this crisis of the Telt, We see it as an opportunity to evalo-
ate erttically many ol our previously held conceptions in
the light of experience. Marxism is a eritical ideology or 1t
is nothing. Socialists cunnot wareh into the 21st century
with their programme frozen in the 1920s.

I you are mterested in joining us or discussimg further,
write fo us at PO Box 7268, London O 6TX or e-matl us
at workers.actionfa:btinternet.com
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Stop the
war, sack
Blair!

Stop the War Coalition
WWW, r.org ok

STOP i
THE WAR

Demonstrate
Saturday

15 Feb 2003

1pm, central London

The US and British governments seem
determined to go fo war  as cach day
passes war seems more and more incvita
ble. Increasingly, the validity or otherwise
of the case against Saddam Husscin seems
irrelevant, as Bush and Blair press on re-
gardless. The he Blair keeps tryiong to sell
is that no decision has been made yet. As
the preparations make it more and more
ditficult to pull back, Blair tries to buy
oft scctions of the anti-war movement
with the myth that this is just brinkman-
ship to lorce lrag to disarm. Nobody
should be fooled by this for one moment
- for @ war 1o be averted now would mean
an enormous and huniihating climb down
{romn Bush and Blair. Both administrations
have a great deal invested in going to war
and neither is going, to give this up lightly.

The Bush administration and most gas
and oil experts are predicting that over the
next 1010 15 years US oil production will
dramatically decline, and that the United
States will become increasingly depend-
ent on imported oil, For a few years key
Bush advisors have been working on a plan
to reassert their control of the world’s
resources, September 11 was @ wake-up
cal for the US administration not because
ol the threat of terrorist attacks on the US,
but because it alerted them to the fact that
there was growing resentment to the US
in their major oil supplier in the Middle
Fast - Saudi Arabia. Sceplember 11 also
gave the US an ideal opportunity to step
up their attempts at world domination (or
full spectrum dominance as they call it).
Aside from the ongeing capital flight and
boss’s strike in Venezuela, the US has sent
troops into the oil ficlds of Colombia,
with the full support of right-wing Presi-
dent Uribe; has secured contracts to build
a pipeline through Afghanistan to the oil
rich central Asian republics; and has added
other oil rich countries such us lran and
Sudan to its ‘rogue states’ list for (ature
potential invasions.

For an cconomy as dependent upon oil
as the US, an ongoing ‘war on letrorism’
isn’l just about diverting attention away
from the current recession, but about se-
curing an ¢ven greater share of the world’s
tesources to avoid economic disaster in
the next couple of decades. Irag is the real
prize; every updated assessmient of s oil
ficlds show it to contain even more than
previously believed. Current estimates
suppest that even if Traqg massively in-
creases its oil production, it will still have
oil for the next 100 years. Many specu-
fate that its oil fields are bigger than those
of Saudi Arabia. The oil may well remain
the “property of the lragi people” as Colin
Powell claims, but the contracts to vebuild
the oil industry, and the rest of the infra-
structure clearly will not, and it will only

be @ matter of time before the ‘interna-
tional community’ wrests control of oil
from a puppet regime in Baghdad,

As for Britain, Blair has committed
35,000 troops  over a quarter of the
artned forees — to war with [raq. Already,
estimates of £3.5 1o £5 bithion have been
made as to the medium- term cost of Brit-
ish involvement. It might be a clich¢ but
for a government that claims there sim-
ply isn't the money to allocate o few mil-
lion fo settle the FRU claim, they ve been
able o commit this at the drop ot a hat.

Opposition across the world
However, there is a real chance that war
could be stopped in its tracks as the re-
sult of mass opposition. The anti-war
movement is truly a global phenomenon,
with demonstrations planned for Febru-
ary 15 in at leust 56 major citics across
the world. Whilst the decisive factor is
poing to be opposition within Britain and
the US, opposition in cach country has a
knock on cffect,

A war on Iraq looks increasingly as ifit
would destabilise the whole region, par-
ucularty since there is widespread suspi-
cion that the US may have a nunber of
other regimes in its sights once 1t has
dealt with Saddam. Many commentators
argue that this is precisely what the US
administration wants (and clearly cle-
ments in the administration do). For the
US to be able to re-draw the mup of the
Middle East in their favour, however, ts a
high-risk strategy that stands more chance
than not of going pear-shaped.

The US has already shown that it can
bully and bribe its way into getting pretty
much what it wants from the UN Sceurity
Council. The existing resolution (1441)
allows any member ot the Sceurity Coun-
cil to interpret whether or not Trag has
committed a ‘material breach’ of the reso
lution, so, formally, both the US and Brit:
ain would have justitication in saying they
have UN support whether or not they get
a second resolution.

Now. both Britain and the US ure saying
that they will go ahead with o war on Iraq
with or without UN backing. 1t wouldn’t
be the first time that either state has en-
paged in war without UN approval. How-
ever, in both countries opinion polls have
shown a massive difference in the number
of people prepared o support i unilateral
war as against those whe would support
one as part of a wider alliance.

The spat between Britain and the US on
the one hund and France and Germany on
the other makes 1t less likely that cither
France or Germany will endoise a sce-
ond resolution. Bush’s mncompetence
combined with Blair’s arrogance appeoars
to have annoyed Schroeder and Chirac
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sufficiently that they may refuse to en-
dorse the war. Although their opposition
nay not be completely principled, their
stance has won the overwhelming support
of their respective domestic opinion.
Within Europe the anti war movement can
make it difficult for Chirac and Schroeder
to back down, thus strengthening the anti-
war movement in Britain.

The debate in the US is sliphtly difter-
ent and the decisive factor in opinion polls
appears to be not so much what the UN
does, but what Britain does, Whilst there
was overwhelming support for Bush and
for war with Afghanistan post-September
[T, in the LIS there is now a growing op-
position movement (o a war with Iraq that
has gained confidence from the global
opposition, In January, there was an anti-
war demonstration of over 200,000 in
Washington, with the movement far more
in ils infancy  the US than clsewhere
across the globe.

Bush uses Britain as an example of how
mnch he is in tune with *world opinion”.
Whilst meaningless phrases about the *In
ternational Community” opposing lrag are
bandied aboul lefl, right and centre, it 18
shown to be particularly fictitious when
there are mass demonstrations from the
US’s *key strategic ally’.

Has Blair bitten off more than
he can chew?

Whilst Blair has been portrayed as being
a restraining influence on Bush, or even
his poodle, the reality is that cach one 1s
as committed to war as the other. The real
difference over war with Traq between the
US government and their UK sidekick is
that New Labour has to produce a differ-
ent kind of spin, aimed at a different au-
dicnee. 1°s not that the US government
are any mwore honest, the lying propaganda
spewing from the US administration and
their taine media is overwhelming. How-
ever, in the United States, Bush has been
able until very recently to maintain record
ratings and distract attention away from
the recession by threatening war.

In Britain, exactly the opposite 15 hap-
pening. Opposition to Blair’s gung-ho
stance on Trag has intersected with resent-
ment over a whole range of issues, includ-
ing public sector pay, privatisation and the
firefighters, and has developed into o gen-
cral feeling that the government simply
aren’t trustworthy. Since Labouwr were
clected in 1997, time and apain Tony Blair
has made ridiculous *trust me” appeals as
they force through more of their right
wing, pro-business agenda, and time and
again the electorate has given him the ben-
efit of the doubt. In the simmer of last
year for the first time, trade union lead-

ers started to challenge this consensus
over a number of issucs, marking a water-
shed. By the autumn of Just year, opposi-
tion to war with lraq culminated in hun-
dreds of thousands of people joining the
biggest left demonstration for decades.

The movement hasn't dissipated since
then, rather 1t has continued to grow. All
the indications show that the anti-war dem-
onstration o February 15 witl be cven
bigger, with the police saying that they
expect around 400,000 people to attend.
If these predictions are correct, this could
well be ihe largest pohtical protest in
British history. On a world scale it is al-
most certain that the number of demon-
strators will be in the millions.

The Stop the War Coalition (StWC) has
established itscH as the central co-
ordinating body of the anti-war movement
in Britain, bringing together the traditional
left and increasing sections of the “offi-
cial® labour movement, the peace move-
ment and religious organisations. s alli-
ance with Muslim organisations has had a
crucial impact in ensuring a much more
diverse make up ol all demonstrations and
mobilisations. Significantly, the tactical
(lexibility and relative openness of SIWC
have allowed it to grow way beyond pre-
vious anti-war campaigns that were hu-
reaucratically controlled and bad rigidly
imposcd rightist politics that looked to
the UN and legalism to oppose the world
order. Whilst tew on the teadership of
SIWC are involved within the Labour
Party, the central officers have been un
dogniatic enough 1o recognise the strate-
gic importance of a Labour Party opposi-
tion to the war, which again creates a space
to allow the movement to develop as it
needs to.

As well as encouraging the growing op-
position amongst the Labour Party rank
and file, within parliament MPs have been
far more ready to stick their heads above
the parapet, not just on the subject of the
watr, but also on a number of other jssues.
FFor the first time since coming to power,
commentators are quite setiously specu-
lating whether this could mean the demise
of Tony Blair as prime minister.

The task of the anti-war movement must
be 1o isolate Blair, who seems (o get very
fittle support from any quarter. Whilst
none of his cabinet have done anything to
stop the war, very few have done all they
can to rally support for Blair. The one ex
ception, Defence Seeretary Geot! Hoon,
had to hurriedly re-arrange the first of his
meclings aimed at convincing party mem-
hers of the need for war in the fuce of an
embarrassing public protest.

In Britain around three-quarters of the
population have consistently been saymg

they would oppose a war without UN
bucking, whereas a small majonty have
suid they will support one if the Sceurity
Council endorses i, Ultimately, Blun
may follow the US into war without ref-
erence to the UNL but hed be a ot hup-
picr not feeling this might be the end ol
his political carcer. Even within New La-
bour it appears to be Blair personally who
is pushing the drive to war. The more an
anti-war movement can isolate Blair, the
more even his closest allies are hikely to
ditch him. Whoever stood as leader in
post-Blair Labour Party would have to
appeal 10 the broad spectrum of oplion
in the party that is way to the leftof Blaw.
They are unlikely to be revolutionanes,
but it is inconceivable that any new leader
could atternpt to unite the party around a
re-hash of Blainsm; there would have to
be very real and clear differences from
the existing programme of New Labour
most importantly, this would mean a Lar
more critical approach to the US, but there
would almost certainly have to be further
concessions around domestic issues.
Those in the Labour Party and atfiliated
trade unions must faunch very bold mitia
fives to demonstrate the extent of oppo-
sition to war. Party actvists must wotk to
build local regional and national networks
1o exert maximum pressure on all strue-
jures of the party: policy forums; the NEC:
MEDPs and MP's. Just as importantly, we
must work hand in hand with the broader
movement, giving a direction through
which their political demands can be chan-
nelled. Tt may well mean demanding an
emergeney recall of Labour Party Con-
ference to discuss the situation. Once we
have clearly demonstrated that Blair has
little support inside the party, Blair's po-
sition as leader would be very ditficult,
as would his posifion as prime minister.
For this to happen would take an enormous
effort, and wounld need the whole labour
movement o ensure their delegates re-
ally represent the views of their members.
Despifc the mass opposition that exists
to war, an anti-war resolution at Labour’s
NEC at the end of January only received
four votes, with all the trade union del-
egates voling for u resolution that allows
Blair to unilaterally declare war, The re-
spective trade unions clearly need 1o hold
their delegates 1o account over this.
Given how much is at stake for both the
131air and Bush administrations, 1t is clear
that it will take significant uphcavals 1o
avert a war. However difficult, the anti-
war movement must set itself the task not

just of protesting to soothe our own con-

sciences, but of actually stopping the war.
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Step up the
solidarity
action

Charli Langford

With war against Iraq in the othing, it has
become imperative for the government
that the firelighters be foreed back to
work, Partly this is to release standby
troups for service in the Gulf, but mainly
it is because the government wants to
avoid war on two fronts, espeeially sinee
there s a high level of public support for
the firefighters and o low Jevel of support
for the war.

Hence the recent move from John
Prescott, threatening to impose a settle-
ment and fo outlaw fire service strikes if
the dispute continues. In the cvent of a
non-agreed pay rise being imposed, the
government will hope that the FBU Ex-
ccutive wall assess that enough firefight-
ers would be bought off by the pay in-
crease that the strikes will be sufficiently
seriously compromised to become inef-
fective. If the imposed increase is high
cnough, there s also likely to be an argu-
ment within the FBU that a reasonable in-
creasc has been gained while no ‘moderni-
sation® strings have been agreed, and thal
the dispute should be called oft. This view
is likely to be promoted also by the TUC
General Council, who were responsible
for pushing the FBU into the Acas fiasco
back in mid-December. This scenario
must be fought against, because it would
effectively be the defeat of the dispute
the government will begin to impose the
‘modernisation’ agenda, tirst through non-
replacement of retiring firetighters, later
through redundancies and job changes that
will at first involve carcfully selected
small groups of statf, probably near retir-
ing age or in fess militant brigades. The
FRU, weakened by having failed to fight
imposition, will then find it harder to -
stil sufficient confidence in members to
fight creeping ‘modernisation’.

The alternative and far more hopeful
scenano is that the FBU fights against the
itnposition of a settlement. That makes the

government’s tactic far more high-risk.
Taking away the nght (o strike 1s an in-
fringement of human nghts, and while
there might normally be some sympathy
for such a measure in the special condi-
tions of a war, the high degree of opposi-
tion to the lrag conflict will make this
unlikely and the connections between the
two issucs will come far more to the fore.

A prime lesson from the dispute so far
1s the role of Acas. It is absolutely clear
that this is a body that intervenes aguimnst
workers in dispute - 1t ts not neutral. [t
gives a weapon to the employers by gen-
crating @ hoop that workers are required
{0 juinp through. I the workers refuse to
take part in the discussions they can be
portrayed as bloody minded and endemo-
cratic. But one of the conditions of at-
tending falks at Acas 1s that industrial ac-
tion is suspended. In the case of the fire-
fighters, this has meant the cancellation
of planned strike days and the dragging out
of the dispute over months. This is de-
signed 1o cause frustration and drive a
wedge between the leadership and the rank
and fite.

I'he government's handling of the dis-
pute has so far been utterly contemptu-
ous of the firefighters. They have over-
ridden the cmployers” offer of 10 per cent
with no strings and instead offered either
4 per cent with no strings, or P15 per cent
over two years with job cuts disguised as
‘modernisation’. But the 11.5 per cent
offer would end up costing the employ
crs and the government less money than
the 4 per cent offer! The firefighters de-
scribed the government’s offer as “total
bollocks” and have refused 1o be mtimi-
dated. Support from other workers and the

- public has maintained its level or in-

creased.

The Bam report details the cuts and
changes that the government are trying to
entorce. They ure looking tor compulsory
overtime and job losses amony firefight-
ery, integration of fire control roos with
police and ambulance (i.c., loss of the
specific special skills that fire and ambu-
lance controllers have), reduction of the
number of overall control rooms by giv-
ing cach room a lurger area to cover (i.e.,
losing local knowledge of road condi-
tions, onc way streets, ete), and cross
traning firefighters to do ambulance

workers' jobs (i.c., cutting the number of’

personnel actually fighting the fire and
rescuing people, while af the same time
cutting the nwmber ol ambulance work-
ers). The Pathfinder report, commis-
sioned by the employers® side, received
some publicity in mid-December but the
government scem to have suceeeded in
burying it. This report, mterestingly,

makes a case for recruiting more lire-
fighters as the present number s inad-
equate for the duties required. Pathlinder
does this by recaleulating the risk of vari-
ous areas due to newbuild, change of use
of buildings, ete. The last assessment was
in 1985, and generally the caleulation
raises an arca’s risk asscssment, which s
unsurprising sinee population is rising and
the number of old people in particular has
grown. The government’s responsce to this
report was revealed on February T the
plan is to abandon the national basis of
culeulation that Pathfinder vses and to
instruct Chiel Fire Officers 1o assess risks
onalocal basis, a task which the FI3U says
they are not frained to do. CFOs would be
under pressure to downgrade all risks (o
fustify job cuts, and such downgrading
would be certain to mmcrease loss of life
in (ires.

Firelighter support groups are spring-
ing up, and currently they are doing a good
job in taking the dispute into other
workplaces in their areas and arguing the
case with the general publie. This work
on the high streets will remain essential
as much of the public are not umonsed
and are vulnerable to the lies of the me-
dia, and it also reveals the link between
anti-war activism and firefighter support
work, There has been sporadic solidarity
action, normally disguised as coneern
over safety. London tube drivers in RMT
have refused to drive truins, and some BT
engineers in CWU have relused o work
down manholes due to there being no
satety backup from the tirefighters in the
event of them encountering explosive or
suffocating gas. This needs to be encour-
aged as far as possible, but better still
would be a concerted struggle by other
public sector workers in pursuit of their
own claims to step up the pressure on the
government.

Anti-war

contacts

Stop the War Coalition
PO Box 3739, London E5 8EJ
www. stopwar.org. uk

tel: 07951 235 915

email: office@stopwar.org.uk

Labour Against the War
PO Box 2378, London ES 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
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We also have to kearn not to get carried
away by envisaging outcomes that are
sumply not possible. Socialist Worker has
promoted the slogan of ‘regime change’
during the dispute. OK, it’s a clever link
to the war drive, but what can they really
be asking for? No-one in their night mind
would expect the clevation of the Social
st Alliance, or even the Greens, (o gov-
crmmntent, And since SH has been calling
on Labour Party members to jump ship
and join the Soctalist Alliance for several
years now, they can’t be proposing a pov-
ermtnent of the Labour left. In the highly
unlikely event of the full of New Labour,
voters would in all probability re-clect
them on the basis that any alternative with
a hope of winning would be even worse.
The best we could get would be the e
placement of Blair by . . . well, whoever
it was it would make little difference.
Surely SH isn’t calling for a Liberal - or
aTory — povernmient? The stogan s crazy
and pointless.

While a left Labour government is un.
likely in the immediate tuture, what is a
lot more practicable is a challenge to the
Labour leadership regime from the left
With cven those unions Jeast associated
with the left voicing support for the fire-
fighters, with support coming from local
and regional Labour Party hodies - who
are widely hostile to the war as well -
there 1s potential for extending the *After
New Labour’ initiative to a call for a spe-
cial or recalled Labour Party couference.

The steel wool has been working on
1eflon Tony and now things arc beginning
to stick. Blair is becoming persenally
wdentified with the worst excesses of New
Labour. There is a possibility that he will
have to be dumped by his own closest col-
leagues. Throwing him out through a fire-
fighters” victory would be sweet, But far
more importantly, this opens up an oppor-
tunity for the left. The right wing would

obviously want a painless transfer of’

power; but putting up an anti-war, pro- fire-
{ighter left candidate would immediately
shift the national political debale, With the
likclihood of war, we are living in inter
esting times. A victory for the firefight-
ers could herald far wider changes in the
Labour movement, WA

Stumbling
on

Neil Murray looks at
developments on the far left and
in particular at the Socialist
Alliance

For several years now most of the far lefl
in Britain has been convineed it is essential
to provide an ‘clectoral challenge’ to La-
bour, While tn Scotland the Scottish So-
cialist Party (SSP) has made some progress
i this project, in England the Socialist Al-
lianee (SA) has repeatedly fallen over its
own feet in its aitempt to create such an
‘alternative’, In Wales, the Welsh Socialist
Alhiance has all but fallen apart (see the ar-
ticle by Danicl Mormissey in this issue of
Workers Action).

Many on the far left in England will tell
you the Socialist Alliance is the *only game
intown’ for building an opposition to Blair.
Ever since the intervention in the Greater
London Assembly ¢lections in 2000 we
have been told that there 1s a “vacuum to be
filled” 1 British politics and that the So-
cralist Alhance is doing it.

The main componeni of the Socialist Al-
Liance, the Socialist Workers [arty, has
cven, at times such as the start of the tire-
fighters’ strikes in November, talked of “re-
gime change’ happening in Britain. Quite
what this micant, and how it was to come
about (a general strike, the Socialist Alli-
ance winning & majority in clections, Blair
resigning in favour of Gordon Brown'?) waus
never made clear, but it is one indicator of
the overbloated optimism doing the rounds.
While socialists would be delighted to see
Blur go, we should not delude ourselves
that we arc currently 1 a position to posc
an altermative,

The real world we live in

British politics is certainty in a state of flux.
There is widespread disillusion with the
government and cynicism about ‘main-
stream” politics, with record Tow turnouts
in clections. The Tories scem to be in al-
most lerminal decline (although we
shouldn’t discount the possibility of a re-
vival), while the Liberal Democrats seem
incapable of grasping the opportunity of

stepping into the breach as the main oppo-
sition party — probably because the gulf
between them and Blair is not as gicat as
they would like people to believe. The opin-
10n polls show that there 1s massive oppo-
sition fo any war against Iraq, and the anti-
war movement hias been able to sustain un-
precedented fevels of mobilisation. Polls
also show overwhelming support for lefi
pohcics such as the renationalisation of the
railways. The trade untons have becomne
more outspoken in their cniticisin of the
government (and not just on ‘economic’
1ssues) and left-wingers have been clected
to the leadership of several unions.

And yet, at the same hme, politicians and
the mass media have managed to whip up
hysteria about asylum seckers, and the Brit
1sh National Party has now won five coun-
cil seats. Whilce strike figures have shown
a modest inerease, this is based on the atl-
time lows of previous years. And, of course,
none of this has so tar stopped the govern-
mient from pushing ahcad with ity pro-
granume of privatisation and modernisation
at the expense of the working class, in tune
with the rampant neo-liberalism of world
capitalism, even if there is currently an eco-
nomic downtum.

Muany on the far left see this as a prime
situation for growth, vet things stubbornly
refuse to move their way.

Election results

The only wity we can measure the suceess
of the Socialist Alliance in England is
through its ¢lection results, since this is its
only regular activity. Supporters are very
selective in which results they quote, pre-
ferring to ignore the more dreadful ones
and hyping up the exceptionally good vnes,
rarcly relating to the averages, which arc
the best indicators.

‘The SA’s tirst major outing, the elections
to the Greater London Asscembly in May
2000, took place in the highly unusual situ-
ation of Ken Livingstone winming mass sup-
port (including from Labour Party mem-
bers) as an independent candidate. 1hs gave
the SA (and others who stood 1 those ¢lec-
tions) a very good opportunity to show they
could {ill that *vacuum on the lett’. In fact
the SA got 3 per cent in the constituencies
and 1.6 per cent tor their central list, with
the SLP getting 0.8 per cent and the Cam-
paign Against Tube Privatisation 1.0 per
cent, both with much smaller resources -
hardly qualitatively worse results.

Ihe SWP predicted that the Alliance
would get S per cent of the vote in the Gen-
cral Ilection of 2001, while the CPGB
talked of 250,000 votes. In fact, pooling
everything on the lefl (SA, SSP and SLP),
some 185,000 people voted tor explicitly
sociahist candidates. Socialist Alliance can-
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didates got an average of 1.76 per cent of
the vote 1n cach constituency in which they
stood, the SLP an average score of 1 48 per
cent, and the SSP an overall average across
Scotland of 3.32 per cent, (The Scotland
figure hides an interesting variation  the
average pereentage for the ten Glasgow
candidates was 6.86 per cent, whilst for the
out of Glasgow candidates it was only 2.71
per cent.)

I was only in a few - mostly predictable

constituenctes where thie SA vole was
more substantial: in Coventry, where SA
candidate Dave Nellist had previously been
the Labour MP, and St. Helens North, where
the cx-Tory Shaun Woodward was
shochormed in by the Labour Party burcauc-
racy as its candidate.

In the council elections in May 2002, the
SA stood in many places around the coun-
try insome boroughs in nearly every ward,
in others only in 4 selective few. But again

with a tew nofable exceptions like parts
of Hackney in north-cast London (de-
scribed by some as ‘Britain’s most corrupt
borough'), where it got 12.7 per cent — 1ts
results were hardly outstanding. The na
tional average wits 6.3 per cent and in Lon-
don 10,2 per cent, These results are where
the SA had the advantage of being able to
choose the most productive scats © con-
test,

Since then, there have been various by-
c¢lections for counctl scats, which might be
scen as prime ground for protest votes (and
for piling in supporters from a wider area),
yet here the SA has achicved svine of its
most derisory results, In June 2002, it
polled 18 votes, or 0.9 per cent of the vote,
in 4 ward by-clection i Luton, and m the
same month nine voles (0.41 per cent) in a
by-election for the Blackwall and Cubitt
Town ward in Tower Hamlets. In Lewisham
Downham ward it polled 41 votes (1.5 per
cent) i November 2002, and in two by-
clections in Hlackney in January 2003 it got
about 120 votes (around 8 per cent) - a
considerable decline from May 2002. Then
in Tottenham llale in Haringey in January
of this year 1t polled 68 votes, 4.5 per cent
of the poll, but reinterpreied as 9.8 per cent
of the Labour vote to look better. Tt niight
be thought that these were all contests with
candidates ‘parachuted in” at the last minute
with no buse and no work done, but this was
not the case. n the worst case, in Tower
Hamlets, the candidate was a longstanding
and well known commuonity activist. The
local Socialist Alliance explained its appall-
ing result by the fuct that working class vot -
ers did not want to see the Tories beat La-
bour and Labour ran a left campaign. Oh,
horrors! Perhaps this shows a problem at
the heart of the SA*project” - rather thun he
pleased that Lubour took a lett stance to

defeat the Tories, they were disappointed
that 1t did so, since thus deprived them of a
few more votes.

Other sections of the left presenting: an
clectoral challenge have done better, The
Socialist Party, both belore and sinee its
sphit {rom the SA, has obtained much bet-
ter results, with a handful of councillors
elected. A pewcomer to the electoral scene,
the Independent Working Class Association
(the clectoral front of Red Action, for a
short time an inactive part of the Socialist
Alliance), hus made considerable progress
from a standing start, getting three coun-
cillors elected and coming close 1n other
wards.

Why the disparity between the results of

the Socialist Alliance and the SPand IWCA?
Roth these claim, and it is undoubtedly true,
that thewr resulis reflect their long-term
waork in the arcas where they have stood.
What is also true, however, s that both or-
ganisations downplay the ‘more difficult’
1ssues in their campaigns, such as asylum
seckers. Indeed, the IWCA campaigns look
like a slightly left version of the Liberal
Democrats™ ‘tocus’ campatgns. Supporters
argue that asylam, for instance, 15 not an
1ssue that voters rse wath therm —a remark-
able claim in the current situation and given
other groups’ experiences  and that “the
hest antidote to racism is working class con-
fidence', which is the old cconomistic ar-
gumnent that i we take up the ‘bread and
butier” issucs, racism will somehow disap-
pear. While the Soctalist Alliance seems
incapable of grasping that it is cssential for
socialists to build up a base by campaign-
ing on housing, rubbish, pavements, ete, the

SP and IWCA muke the converse crror of

seeing see this as sufficient on its own, not
linking them to the ‘big’ issues of politics
such as war und socialisin,

However, the sporadie and 1solated gains
by the far left (in so far as they can be de-
scribed as such) do not amount o a break-
through, let alonc the posing of a serious
alternative to the left of Labour. The So-
cialist Party lost two of their previous {our
councillors in the May 2002 elections. The
best interpretation is that scctions ot the
jell have gained o uny foothold on the elec-
toral front.

Once inconvenient fact which the SA, the
SPand even the SSP refuse to face up to is
that Labour lefts standing as independents
have conststently outpolled their own mea-
pre efforts. Ken Livingstone as mayor of
London, Dennis Canavan as MSP, and vari-
ous Euro-MPs have shown this. Indeed
many ot the SP's own results are built on
their candidates (such as Dave Nellist) hav-
g previously ganed a profile as Lubour
MPs or councillors. In very, very few cases
has anyone built up a profile without such a

hackground, which surely iltustrates that the
working class gravitates to what it has a link
o 1e., Labour, or candidates with a his-
torrcal hink to L.

How much of a vacuum?

The truth is that the Sociahst Alliance has
grossty overestimated the case with which
a’leftalternative’ can be constructed  both
in general, and 1 the eurrent situation in
particular. While there 1s o vacuum on the
left of British politics (in the sense that the
Labour Party has abandoned the field),
much of the Teft assumes that all it has to
do1s to declare “we are the left alternative”
for its previous constituency to conwe
flocking.

‘This massively misreads several factors,
The current sttuation in British politics,
particularly the massive move (o the right
of the Labour Party/goverminent, is a prod
uct of defeats of the working class, both in
Brtain (since at least the miners” strike of
1984-85), and internationally (the demise
ol the Soviet Union and the detormed work-
ers’ states of Eastern Lurope). Rebuilding
class consciousness and militancy is amuch
more complex task than saying “we exist’.
Cynicism about politics does not automati
cally lead 1o a scurch for a left aliermative
or a willingness to take action; it can equaily
lead to despair and reactionary conclusions
— hence some turn to the BNP. There is an
underestimation of the allegiance of larpe
sections of the working class 10 Labour —
m terms of clectoral support  even when
they are disillusioned with the government.
Opinton polls show that of those who ab-
stun, the largest number still see them-
selves as Labour supporters, Of course,
those sections of the far left - like the So-
cialist Party — which believe that the La-
bour Purty has already crossed the Rubicon
and become a stratghtforward bourgeois
party cannot even start to get to grips with
this issue.

This contusion i1s perhaps most obvious
in trade union politics. While the election
of teft trade unton leaders 1s obviously wel-
come, to assunie this automatically heralds
an immediate return to militancy s naive
in the extrerne. Firstly, union members who
vote for a particular candidate do not nec-
essarily (indeced, rarely) share their wider
politics. The print unions used to say that
members voted for the CP as their stew-
ards to fight for better wages and condi-
tions, while voting for the Tories in clec
tions o keep down their taxes. While this
15 an exaggeration, it contains a kemel of
truth. Secondly, while candidates who are
in varying degrees of the lelt have been
clected to general sceretary posts in sev-
cral umons, this does not mean the left con-
trol decision-imaking in those uipons. Both
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Mark Serwotka in the Public and Commer-
cinl Services union and Derek Simpson in
Amicus, tor mstance, are surrounded on
their National Fxecutives by supporters of
therr right-wing predecessors. With a lew
exceptions, the left has not had the same
success i winning elections fo union
NECs. Thirdly, much of the lefl has ne-
glected the task of building, a serious base
among union members in the workplace,
relying instead on winning voles at branch
meeting and conference level. While these
votes are obviously important, the union
burcaucrats know betier than the left that

this dous not always represent the views of’

the bulk of unton members, henee their re-
sort in recent years to reterenda of the
membership to show that left resolutions
do not have support.

‘The SWP, in particular, has been all at sea
with the current sifuation n the unions.
Forgetting the basic Marxist analysis of the
trade union burcaucracy, they have heen
largely uncritical of the ‘new generation’
of union feaders, asswming they will lead
militant struggles. Even Dave Prentis, pen-
eral secretary of Unison, wha as the cho-
sen son of the umion machine defeated a
left challenger, has been subject to the sanwe
treatrent al times. Apart from the fact that
these leaders represent quite a wide range
of politics, from Simpson to Serwotka and
all points in between, they are as subject to
the inducements o an “casy life” as other
union leaders. To varying degrees, the ex-
tent to which they are really willing to lead
struggles, rather than talk about it, will de
pend on the level of pressure they feel from
their members.,

Whatever the polities of the union lead-
ers, it is necessary for the left 1o build a
movement amony the membership which
puts forward the arguments for particular
policics, attempts o mobilise the member:
ship behind these policies, and can call the
Jeaders to account. Of course, the degree
of criticism and willingness to work with
them will depend on the politics and poli-
cies of a particular union leadership, but the
principle remains the same. Enthusiastic
cheerleading for union leaders can only
pive way to disorientation and demoralisa -
tion when they fuil to mateh up to expecta-
frons.

Itis miny years since the SWP abandoned
serious, systematic work 1n the unions, at-
tempting, to build the sort of movement
outlined above. Instead they have mainly
concentrated on simply “building the party’
in the unions. Where they participate in
wider bodies. such as Unison United Left,
they sunply try to impose their party agenda
on the wider orgamsation, while broadly
accepting therr role as caucuses within un-
ion bodies and clection machines.

In a few unions the SWP produce mate-
r1al for the wider membership, such as
Postworker i the CWU and the newly-
launched Redwatchinthe FBU. Wile these
posc as ‘rank-and file’ papers, they aie
clearly produced to an SWP agenda and dis-
tributed almost exclusively by the SWP.
‘There is no affempt 1o build an organisa
tion around them and hittle more than a pre-
tence at allowing other union members (0

have a say in content. The first 1ssue ol

Reehwatch, produced before the first round
of strikes, continued the confusion about
the attitude to the burcaucracy. While fram
peting itself as the voice ol rank-and-file
fircfighters, the main articles were inter-
views with Tony Benn and Andy Gilchrist.
Postvorker goes one further in refusing to
take a position on unton clections!

‘The Socialist Party prides itself on hav-
ing a systematic approach to union work,
unlike the SWP, and this 1s indeed reflected
in the pusitions they hold, in terms of NEC
posts ete, However, this ‘success” has come
at a political cost. While the SP builds on-
poing organisation m the untons, these take
the character of broad lelt ¢lection ma-
chines rather than bodies that attempt to
mobilise the meamnbership as well as con-
test elections, This leads 1o dubious politi-
cal decisions, such as initially supporting a
“democratic” right-winger rather than Mark
Serwotka against Burry Reamsboftom as
general seeretary of PCS. In the CWU, the
Soctalist Party supported trials of a pro-
ductivity scheme in British ‘Telecom (Selt
Motvated ‘Teams), even to the extent of
excluding the one lett-winger prepared to
oppose ths [rom the feft's NEC caucus
all this to keep faith with the night of the
broad lelt. SM'T has now been rejected by 4
99 per cent vote at a special conference of
the union’s teleconts sector, but the fight
agamst it (managament intend to push it
through) is weakened by the left's prevari-
cation.

This confusion around trade union issucs
poes much further. Much of the {ar left’s
response to the modest increase in strikes
has murrored that of the bourgeois media.
Last autumn, with one-day swikes by local
government workers and impending strikes
by the firchighters, much of the media went
apeshit, with talk of a rcturn to the mih-
tancy of the 1970s and anarchy on the
streets, ighoring the inconvenient fact that
levels of industrnal action were miniscule
comparced to 235 years ago. Many on the left
went beyond welcoming the change in
mood to almost parroting (though of
course {rom the opposite angle) the me
dia’s line. With the firetighters” strikes, the
SWP seemed to confuse a membership ten-
tatively taking their first national strike ac-
tion for 25 years with workers sharing a

revolutionary socialist consciousness.
Rather than recopnise that strike action can
be the first step towards a wider understand-
ing, the SWP turns things on its head and
believes anyone tuking strike sction is al-
ready a commitied socialist.

The unions and the Labour Party
Many firetighters arc reported to have with-
drawn from paying the political levy, and
several regions are said 1o be subimiiting
resolutions to FBU conference calling for
the severing of the link wath Labour. Given
their treatment at the hands of the govern-
ment, none of this should cause miuch sur-
prise. It was FBU conference 2001 which
first seriously raised the issuc of unions
supporting other election candidates than
those of the Labour Party through moves
for a rule change. This was headed off Fast
year by the executive pointing out that, in-
tended or not, this meant disaffiliation from
the Labour Party, and by the unity created
around the 40 per cent pay claim.,

I'hose standing candidates against 1 .abour
disagree over whar to do about the union
link. The Socialist Party (consistent with
its view that the Labour Party ts now no dit
[erent from the Tories) argues for ouwtright
disaffihiation (or, in the case of Unison, for
a third political fund wlnch could be used
(o support their candidates a schema re-
cetving no support from outside their own
tanks), while the Socialist Alliance, having
initially toyed with the idea of pressing, for
disaffiliation, argues for what it calls “de-
mocratisation” of the link - the right of
branches and repions to decide who to sup-
port in elections, hoping this wilt open the
door to union support for their own candt-
dates.

Neither of these proposals have made
much headway (nor are likely to) in most
untons, though the vote at last year’s RMT
AGM was close. Much more comimon have
been moves o reduce donations und only
to sponsor MPs (or their constituency par-
tics) that broadly agree with the anion’s
policies.

What both the Socialist Allance and So-
cialist Party fail to recognise is that while
the level of distlusionmient with Labour is
high among union members, there 18 no
preat rush by them 1o suppon left candi-
dates either. Outside of the layer of com-
mitted activists, there is no great resonmance
for this. By encouraging moves to disaf-
filiate, they are encouraging an attitude
which wants 1o keep the uniens out of party
polities altogether, and sce the political
funds used for “lobbying alone’, rather than
the great move to the Jeft they imagme.

One of the many putfalls of this approach
was shown in the recent council by-elec
tion in Haringey, north London, in January,
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where the Socialist Alliance’s candidate was
a firelighter, gaining 68 voles. Beyond
showing how litile support the Socialist
Alliance has, this also puts the FI3U in a
bacl Hpzht, portraymg it as part of o “tringe
group” with no support. Unchastened by this
experieniee, the Socishst Afliance mtends
(o repeat the same exercise in a by-clee-
tion in Camden.

The desperation and opportunisn of the
Socialist Alliance around this issue has been
shown by its response to the speech by FFBU
general seeretary Andy Gilehrist to the "Af
ter New Labour” conference in Manches-
ter, in which he argued for the need to re-
place New Labour with *Real Labour® val-
ues of soctal justice and public ownership.
Speaking at 1 conference of Labour Party
activists called by the Socialist Campaign
Group of Labour MPs, Gilchrist was call-
ing for a fight within the Labour Party. This
was distorted in a Socialist Allance leafict
distributed on the natonal demonstration
n support of the firelighters on December
7, 2002, 10 appear as if Grlchrist was en-
dorsing the Socialist Alliance as the alter-
native to New Labour!

The many contradictions in this attitude
1o the Labour Party continue when we re-
alise that while not (currently) calling on
unions to leave (1. to disaftilate ftrom)
the Labour Party, individuals arc encour-
aged to leave and join the Sociahst Alliance.
So the unions remain in the Labour Party,
but with their delegations (o conlerence cte
weakened by the fact that leti wingers are
no longer there to stand for positions!

Missing from almost any mention of the
union-Tabour Party link from the Socialist

Alliance or Socialist Party 1s any idea ol

the unions {ighting for their policies in the
Iabour Party and how they might do this -
accountability of representatives on the
party NLEC, policy forums, taking up del
egacics 1o local CLPs, cte. In any other
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context, the defl would rightly be shouting
about how the burcaucrats weren’t repre-
senting the mernbers” interests, yet when it
comges 1o the political party to which the
unions are affiliated, this issue gets ignored

making propaganda tor funding alterna-
tive candidates 1s more important.

This camie 10 ihe tore at a miceting of the
Socialist Alhance’s national council in De-
cember 2002, The Alhance for Workers
Liberty put forward a motion calling for a
campaign in the unions to demand a special
Labour PParty conference “to call Blair to
account” around issues like PELand the fire-
fighters® dispute, a campaign for which they
already have some support. While we might
argue about the feasibility of this demand,
the SA's reasons for rejecting support were
rather different. The motion was heavily
defeated by the 40 people present on the
prounds that *it would be counterproduc-
tive to campaign for an orientation towards
Labour when the move was in the opposite
direction” and the Socialist Alhance *is be-
i presented with opportunities to fracture
the Labour Party base’. While recalhing
[ abour Party conference might be seen as
unfcasible, this reaction is a different, sec-
wrian, one, based on a massive over-read-
ing of the situation in the unions. So we're
essentially back to a call to disaffiliate and
a refusal to say anything about what the un-
jons should do in the Labour Party while
they remamn there,

Fighting racism and fascism —
further confusion

While the Socialist Alliance flounders 1n
terms of making an clectoral impact, the
BNP has been busy “filling the vacuuny’
(rom the other end of the spectrum. While
the threat from the far right should not be
overestimated it 1s nothing like on the
scale of several other European countries
— socialists should certainly be concerned
that they have managed to win five council
seats and come close in several others, With
the current furore over asylum seckers, this
is likely to get much worse, with the BNP
winning several more seats in the council
clections in May.

There are several aspects to this issue:
how to tackle the fears around asylum seek-
ers which the BNP attempts 1o latch on 1]
taking up the question of the neglect of
many arcas by locals councils (more often

than not Labour councils); and what sort ol

electoral challenge (if any) Lo present.
The SWP's usual response to a BNP pres-
ence s to wheel out the Anti-Nazi Leapue
to shout *Nazi® at them. Many in the SWP
and beyond on the far left seem to believe
this to be the appropriate response to all
those currently protesting against asylum
seckers. 1 it were the case that all those

people were tascists, we would have a much
bigger problern than we do, considering the
size of protests in small towns such as
Sittingboumc in Kent. One of the most ba-
sic tasks in this situation is surcly o iso-
late the fascists, not drive everyone else
into their arms. Concerns about lack of fa-
cilities, and about being kept in the dark by
the Natronal Asylum Support Scheme and
the povernment, have to be addressed while
strongly opposing any racisin,

Two years ago the SWP launched the
Committee 1o Defend Asylum Seekers in
the wake of the initial press hysteria on the
issue. Unformmnately, outside of a few ar-
cas, little was done to build this into an on-
going campaign, winning labour movement
suppott and publicly tackling the myths
about asylun scekers. Instead. like many
such SWP “initiatives’, one or two public
meetings were held and then the campaign
was put on ice, at most 10 be wheeled out
by the local SWP when it felt it usclul. Yet
where it has been tried, it has been shown
that support can be won in the workers’
movement and people can be won over. The
need lor such a campaigi is nNow more ur-
gent than ever. Ohviously, if it had been sys-
tematically built from the start we might
not be where we are now, but we have
make up for lost tine,

AL the same time, soctalists have to take
up issues of concern about local facilifies,
whether it be housing, health, crime, com:
munity facilities, ete. A recurring theme
mapy of the arcas where the BN has won
support is that of negleet and of competi-
tion for resources. The left can cut across
potential BNP support by arguing for more
resources tor all, rather than some prefer-
ence for white areas, calling for class unity
across cthnic divides. However, unlike the
arguinents of the IWCA and, sometmes,
the SP, this cannot be achieved without
1ackling the issuc of racisin head on.

[t is when these 1ssues are expressed on
the clectoral fromt that confusion reigns.
In the May 2002 council elections, a BNP
candidate won a council seat in Burnley by
tour votes from Labour, with a Socialist
Alliance candidate getting 151 votes. The
SA has kept very quict about this, possibly
through division o1 embarrassment, but
many supporters justify it by saying it is
incunibent on the SA to stand wherever it
can: others have said that those who voted
SA woukd not necessarily have voted La-
bour anyway. I true, this might say strangc
things about those who vote SA, but many
Asians will not thank the SA for “letting
the fascists. SA supporters point out, rightly,
that primury responsibitity for the growth
of the BNP rests with Labour (neglect by
councils, policies pursued by government,
cte), but this does not excuse irresponsi-
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ble tactics by the left.

Over the last year the Anti-Nazi League
and the National Assembly Against Racism
have been competing to set up ‘broad’ anti-
tascist campaigns in the North West. Both
have been on a broadly liberal *hate racism’
basis, with the NAAR usually out manocu-
vring the ANL because of 1ts closer links
to trade union burcaucrats and council lead-
ers. While the AN has called on people to
vote for ‘anyone but the BNP', the NAAR
has denounced those mainstream parties
which did not stand candidates in some scats
won by the BNP (presumably, we should
campaipn to foree them to stand!).

Missing from both approuches is a class
attitude to racism and fascism - thit they
threaten the unity and ultimately the sur-
vival of working class orgamsation, They
can only cffectively be fought by posing
opposition to them as a class issuc,

However, this docs not mean that the lefl
has to stand candidates. Tt seems beyvond the
powers of comprehension of those in the
Socialist Alliance that it might be possible
to campaign for a critical vote for Labour,

taking up and mobitising around issues of

focal concern and racism. For much of the
efl the alternatives are cither standing, and
nsking king votes away from Labour and
allowing the BNP to win, or absenting
themselves from the election altogether.

Tensions within the Socialist
Alliance

The lack of progress on both the elecioral
front and in tenins of winning new support-
ers has cxacerbated tensions within the
Sociahst Alliance.

Bringing together several far left proups
and some non-affiliated individuals purely
on the basis of the ‘need’ for an clectoral
challenge to Lubour was always going (0
be a hard job. und indeed was proclaimed
by some sections of'the Alliance as its main
achievement for a period. If progress and
recruitment had been better, these might
have been overcome, particularly as signili-
cant numbers of recruits would have diluted
the vverwhehming domination ol the organ-
ised groups. In fact, lack of progress has
brought differences to a head.

In November 2002 1t was reported that
1,800 members are registered at the na-
tional office, and estimaled that another 300
have paid up locally but not had their de-
tails refayed to the office. Given that the
claimed membership of the SWP s about
5,000, this hardly represents anything to
shout about.

The Soctalist Party walked out of the So-
ctalist Alliance in December 2001, There
had been contlict with them ever sinee the
SWP made its turn to clectoral interven-
tion and joined the Alliance. Having previ-

ously been the largest organisation in the
Socialist Alliances, the SP were obviously
milted at no longer playing the dominant
role. Inthe GLA elections they prevaricated
between supporting the Socialist Alliance
and the Campaign Against Tube Privatisa-
11on, with a fingee i both pics. In the run-
up to the 2001 general election, the SP an-
nounced where it would be standing candi-
dates before the Alliance began its selee
tion procedure for candidates, autagonis-
ing tmany local groups. They also announced
they would be challenging some ot the most
left Labour MPs, like Jeln MeDonnell in
lHayes and Harlington. The final straw for
the SE was when the Alliance adopted a con
stitution which, they argued, gave complete
control to the SWP.

The Socialist Party still argues that it is
in tavour of a ‘new party of the working
class’, but seems 10 fact to concentrate sim-
ply on building isclf,

When the Soctalist Party walked out of

the conference, the Socalist Alliance lost
one of its best known metbers and national
char: the ex-Labour MP, now Coventry
councillor, Dave Nellist. He was replaced
by Liz Davies, an ex-member of the Labour
Party’s NEC,

Liz. Davies hersell resigned as Albance
chair, and from the exccutive, on October
21, 2002, She gave her reasons in a state
ment to a conference ol independents in
the Socialist Alliance held on Novermber 30,
2002, We have reproduced an edited ver-
ston of that statement,

The theme of fack of trust in the SWP
which rns through Liz Davies's statement
and also the walkout of the Sociahst Party
is cchoed in criticism of the Alliance by
many ol the non-atfiliated members (who
have now forned themselves as an ‘inde-
pendents’ group) as well as some of the at-
filiated organisations. Difficulty i work-
ing with the SWP is a constant theme (lack
of democracy, launching campaigns with-
out consultation, ¢te), but in its morc
overtly political expression 1t 1s a frustra-
tion with the unwillingness of the SWP and
others to move lo transform the Alliance
into a party.

But placing all the problems of the SA at
the door of the SWP is too casy an answer,
On some issues the SWP is right against
others 1n the Albance — it has argued, (or
instance, that while the Alliance should con-
tinue to call on people to leave the 1abour
Party and join it (and here [.iz Davies s fac-
tually wrong), it should also welcome any
growth in opposition in the Labour Party,
There is a tendeney among the *independ-
ents’, like many who have lett the Labour
Party. (o tuke the attitude that nothing usc-
ful can happen there (usually dated from
when they left).

ihere are two main points here. Firstly,
1f the SWP sets its face against the Social-
ist Altiance becoming a party, it will not hap-
pen, and there certinty seems to be little
movement there. Secondly, however, there
15 nothing to show that it the Allince be-
came a party. its progress would quality-
tively improve. Alabetalone wall not change
things; it hus not helped the SLP, nor did 1t
particularly help those far left orgunisa-
tions which have termed themselves *par-
ties” in the past achieve the lTonged-for
breakthrough. The problem ties not with the
SWP, but with the nature of the ‘project”
the Alhance has set tseif.

Many of the ‘independents’, and some of
the affiliated groups. sec the Scottish So-
ciafist Party as the model they bhanker af-
ter. Again, two points: tirstly, the situation
in Scotland is different - proportional rep-
resentation for the Scottish parliamentary
clections has given the SSP the opportu-
nity (o win representation and a profile at a
level which the Sociahist Alliance can only
dream of; sccondly, its starting point was
also different because the class stuggle in
Scotland had not declined to the same ex
tent as in England and Wales, and the Scot-
ush Socialist Movement (which combined
with other organisations including Scottish
Militant Tabour and the Communist Party
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of Scotland 10 form the Scottish Socialist
Alliance, which later became the SSP) had
a significant base - not least because of the
longer history of fighting the poll tax. More
fundamentally, just to say “‘we need an SSP
n Lngland’ 1s wishtul thinking unless its
advocates argue how 1118 10 be achieved.
Hete as so often, organisation is substituted
for politics.

Limitations, and an alternative

In tact, the Socialist Alhance sets its sights
incredibly low - *filling the vacuunm’ vacated
by Labour’s move o the right, essentially
hoping (0 mop up those who feel deserted
by its adoption of a4 neo-liberal agenda (and
by the effective disappearance of the Com-
munist Party). Socialists have traditionaltly

aimed much higher — the transtormation of

society, for which not only disillusioned
sections of the refornust lett inust be won,
but the support of the nuyority of the work-
ing class!

This might sound like nit- pieking, surely
the support of the existing lelt has 10 be
won before going on to wan over wider sce-
tions? Except that the two tasks are inter-
connected o win over sections of the left
you have to convinee them that vou have an
approach which can win over bigger see-
tons of the class, and not just fleetingly,
but on a long-term basis.

Ultimately a puarty is necessary, but this
party is defined by its politics and roots
the class, not by its label alone. Tt will not
be built by declaration, but through system-
atic propaganda and infervention into the
class, and by recognition of where (he class
is today. Many in the Alliance believe that
if only it were more serious, it would mop
up the thousands leaving the Labour Party.
in despair  although some are morce wary
because of what this might mean for the
politics of the Alliance. Yet they cannot re-
ally explain why this has only happened to
such a tiny extent so far.

The root of the Alliance’s problems is not
that it has not transformed itselflinto 4 party,
but that it refuses to recopnise the realities
of politics. Fundamentally, this means that

a battle to win over significant sections of

the working class requires o systematic
fight for socialist policies in the unions,
encouraging and building struggles (but not
on an exclusively “party’ basis), and a fight
against the Blairites within the Labour

Party. WA

The resignation of Liz Davies |

This is an edited version of the statement sent by Liz Davies to the Socialist Alliance
independents’ conference on November 30, 2002, explaining why she had resigned as
chair of the Alliance

I hope comrades will understand why | am not able o go into detail about the
immediate events that precipitated my restgnation. Suftice it to say that the finan

cial malpractice to which | objected involved a sustained act of deception which
posed a variety of potential dangers to the SA and individuals involved init. . |
would like to comment on the decisions of the Executive and the political con-
text. ... [nmy opinion, the report [comnussioned by the SA Executive] is a white-
wash and a cover-up. . . . The madequacics of the report are hardly surprising given
[the] openly dismissive attitude to fundamental breaches of accountability and of
trust, between officers and to the members of the Socialist Alliance,

[Note - the *financial malpractice” referred to does not involve any element of thefl,
This1s apreed by Liz and the report to the SA exceutive - WA]

When | first discovered the “practice” and raised it with other officers, I was pressed
by leading members of the SWP and others to cover it up. When 1 refused, [ was
bullied and threatened. . . As a result ol the dismissive view of the Lixecutive, and the
attempts made (o bully me and othees into a cover-up, [ {elt that I had no alternative but
to resign. have been reinforced in that conclusion by the inadequacies of the report,
which does indeed amount to the cover-up that some desired.

Unfortunately, this whole episode was symptomatic of a wider malaise, as [ made
clear to the Fxecuative.

Since I was elected chair of the SA, 1 have spent a great deal of time trying, (o ensure
that the priorities ol the SA, as expressed at the Execeutive and nutional council, were
unplemented by the office. In general, attempts to place the SA on a sound looting us
an autonomous and proactive body were met with obstruction by the office and in
particular the national secretary. SA priorities which were not particularly priorities
of the SWP were cither not implemented or were implemented slowly and inelli-
ciently. On the other hand, when the SW decided to prioritise an event the office
immediately swung into action and worked cfficiently. . . . For the whole of 2002
there appears to have been little interest from the SWP in promoting the Socialist
Alhance. There ure reports from around the country of SWP members only hothering,
to attend SA meetings, or engage in SA activity, at election time, and barely even then,
And other campaigning activities, such as support for industrial strupgles, scem to be
launched by the SWP with never a thought for a specific Socialist Alliance mput or
presence. Again, this problem was nsed with the SWP leadership, but they refused to
respond constructively.

... Thave read a report of proceedings at the SWP Conterence on 19220 October. In
this report, SWP leaders are quoted as arguing that “retormists” should remain inside
the Labour party — quite a different perspective from what was put to me by these
same people when they asked me to jom i 2000 and 2001.

Then it was clearly stated that the SA would be built as a broad socialist home for all
those alicnated by New Labour. [ was told it would be built as a long-term, independ-
ent organisation specifically, not as an occasional front for occasional electoral ac-
tivities.

1t seems to me that the SWE have had a change of direction sinee their enthusiastic
commtment to the Socialist Alliance in 2000. All the signs are that they will continue
to downplay the Socialist Alliance, and to treat it as their own ereature, rather than as
a democratic and autonomous organisation,

I profoundly disagree with what appears 1o be the SWPs current analysis. 'Fhe need
to fill the polincal gap to the left of New Labour is just as pressing as it was two years
ago (indeed, given the New Labour-Tory consensus over war, even more so). How-
ever, assumning that the SWP has now changed its attitude towards the Socialist Alb-
ance, the question of how the Socialist Alliance can be built is a very difficult one. The
Socialist Alliance is not, of course, solely a creature of the SWP, but it is certainly a
difficult task to try to butld an electoral alternative 0 New Labour without the active
participation — in good faith ol the Targest organised group on the British left,

Finally and most importantly a viable left alternative to New Labour can only he
butlt on the basis of accountability and probity in the conduet of our aftairs, The
casnal disregard for these requirements by the SWP leadership and others on the left
remains a huge problem for all of us.
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Breathing
life into the
Labour left

Bob Wood

It is a commaonplace today that the left is
almost non-existent in the Labour Party,
having cither  been  completely
maiginalised and demoralised in the con-
stituencies, or having teft for the greener
pastures of the Socialist Alliance or sunk
into apathetic inaction. Yet this view takes
a one-sided and undialectical approach to
the Labour Party. Political development
is a dectdedly non-linear process.
Labour cannot be reduced to New La-
bour. Whilst the channels of control from
below have been choked off, lcaving the
government on the whole free from rank-
and-file constraint, this does not mean that

dissent does not still arise at the base of

the party or, even more importantly, in the
trade unions, which remain a critical com-
ponent of the disparate forces which com-
prise the party.

The ascendancy of New Labour, atded
and abetted in the first instance by the main
trade union leaderships, has brought a de-
cidedly subjective and impatient response
from many socialist activists. This is
hurdly surprising, mistaken though 1t imay
be. The Harold Wilson government in the
mid sixties was greeted by much the same
sense of dismay and feclings of betrayal,
and many left the party or engaged in po-
fitical activity in organisations like the
Socialist Labour League or the Interna-
tional Socialists, or even the Commumst
Party. Fventually though, the tide of his-
tory carried this cohort into the labour
movement o form the basis of the La-
bour [ett resurgence in the seventics.

Many of those who have abandoned the
Tabour Party as a terrain of struggle seem
to have a rather limnited political ambttion:
1o occupy the political space once filled
by the Communist Party before the col-
lapse of the Soviet Union and the demise
of Stalinism. The attempt to build a bridge
between those workers who support revo-
luhonary orgamsations and those who sup-

port social democratic parties, via the
united front, is relegated to some tuture
date when a revolutionary party has been
built. The united front tactic can only be
used, the argument runs, once this party
exists, using a narrow historical analogy
with the thirties of the last century. Given
the widespread misuse of the term *united
front’, even applied by SWP guru John
Rees to the Socialist Alliance - “a united
front of a special type” - 1t 1s worth cm-
phasistng that the umted front 1s not just
a tactical weapon with a hmited use, but a
method designed to bring about the maxi
mum possible working class unity. In that
sense it ts applicable i all places at all
times.

‘The immediate task of the lelt today 1s
to build maximurn working class unity in
opposition to New Labour. Or, (o put ot
another way, to organise and give politt-
cal expression to the often inchoate but
heartielt disappoiniment and disgust lelt
for the Blair government by most think-
ing working class people, and probably by
the majority of Labour Party members.

The current divide between those who
support and work in the Socialist Alhance
{or the Scottish Socialist Party) and the
bulk of the labour movement organised
in the Fabour Party has deep historical
roots, stemming from the First World
War and the Russian Revolution, It is un-
likely to be overcome in the short term.
But it is essential to try and overcome the
deep chasm of mistrust that exists be-
tween Labour Party activists and thosc on
the left outside the party in order to build
the greatest posstble opposition to New
{abour. This can be done in campaigns
around education, health, war and asylum
and uver many other issues.

But this can be only one of the many
tasks which those on the Labour left must
set themselves, although it 15 an impor-
tant one. There are addinonal tasks more
narrowly tocussed on developments
within the Labour Party itsclf. After six
years of the Blair government, the old
demarcation hnes between left and right
no longer mean as much as they used 1o -
the crucial divide 15 between those who
feet betrayed by the government and those
few at the base who support it, usually
placcholders, careerists or sycophants.
The ongoing series of *Aller New Labour’
conferences organised by the Socialist
Campaign Group of MPs promises to play
a central part in organmising the opposition
to Blair, particularly because of the em-
phasis on the role of the trade unions in
the party. However, if these conferences
arc to be more than just a series of re-
gional rallies, some ongoing organisation
1s needed, and tus 1s where the Network

of Socalist Campaign Groups can play a
connecting role.

The Network recently held its AGM in
Leeds. Gone are the days when the Net-
wotk could organise mectings imvolving,
many hundreds in Manchester Town Hall.
Nevertheless, as the only remoiely demo-
cratic organising centre for left-wing ac-
tivists i the party, and the enly part of
the Labour left committed to public cam-
paigning rather than mere ‘resolution
mongering’, it deserves continuing sup-
port, The numbers attending the AGM
were diminished by the unfortunate coin-
cidence that it was on the sume day us the
national demonstration in London in sup-
port of the firefighters. Nevertbeless,
spite of the small attendance, it was a posi-
tive mecting. In addition to adopting
uncontentious resolutions on opposiiion
to asylum policy and war and other issues,
the AGM welcomed the “After New La-
bour” inttiative and pledged the Network
to working closely with the MPs in fu-
ture. Let us hope this is reciprocated.
Working together, the Network and the
Campaign Group have the potential to
unify the opposition at all levels of the
party.

Over the Tast few years, although the
trade untons have made their presence
felr at Annual Conference, delegations to
local Constitueney General Management
Committees have tended to become
tewer. 1f the link with the unions is to be
strengthened, then a serious campaign
must be waged to inerease these numbers,
a process which could help to arrest the
drift to the right in many CI.Ps. Support
may come [rom some unhikely directions

the Trade Union and Labour Party Liai-
son Organisation has just produced a
handy directory which lists contact details
for all the alDliated unions, which has
been distributed to all CLPs, The constitu-
ency post of Trade Union Liaison Officer
15 likely to assume greater importange in
the immediate future.

If the Labour eft can engage in genuine
united tront activity, support the imtia-
tives of the Campaign Group and the Net
work, and build the connections between
the party and the unions at local level, then
the prospects may be a little brighter than
they have scemed for some time. WA
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Welsh
politics after
four years
of the
Assembly

Daniel Morrissey

It hardly needs repeating that the five and a
half years of the Blair government has been
atime of profound political upheaval, which
has thrown up a number of new challenges
for socialists. Onc of the developments
which is likely 1o prove of greatest long
term significance, however, is also one that
has been consistently neglected by the
Anglo-centric ‘British” left: namcly, Scot-
tish and Welsh devolution. 1t is typical of
New Labour that even this — one ol its maost
progressive initiatives -- was diminished by
the detail of its implementation, al least in
Wales, The strength of popular support for
self-government m Scotland was such that
New Labour could not credibly have oflered
anything less than a full parliament with pri-
mary legislative powers, and Scottish poli-
tics has indeed begun to develop a dynamic
of its own. In Wales, however, the intro-
duction ot a weak and limited body, with a
far from overwhelming plebiscitary inan-
date, has left its mark on Welsh politics,
The passage of the Government of Wales
Act in 199K gave Wales governmental in-
stitutions of its own lor the first time since
its incorporation into the realm ot England
under the Act of Annexation in 1536, which
also forbade the use of the Welsh language
in government. Wales retained the charac-
ter of a border country until the develop-
ment of the iron industry from the late
cighteenth century and the creation of a
miitant working class, which dircctly chal-
lenged the stafe at Merthyr in 1831 and in
the Chartist march on Newport in 1839, But,
as the Welsh Marxist Ceri Evans argued,
the subsequent emergence of the coal in-
dustry ‘placed Wales at the centre of the

impenial expansion of the British empire.
... In the process sections of the Welsh
working class became corrupted by the
profits of empire’. Lor the next hundred
years, the people of Wales accepted their
incorporation into the Lnglish-dominated
British state, and the Welsh working class
put its faith in the Labour Party to ensure
that 1t received a tair share of the benefits
of national prosperity.' The collapse of coal
matkets and the downturn in the world
cconomy after 1974 hit Wales particularly
hard, however, and this led 1o a loss of con-
fidence that policies drawn up in London
could dehver prosperity and social justice
for the people of Wales. There was a re-
birth of national sentiment, marked by the
rise of Plard Cymini and the Welsh language
movement. The move towards greater na-
fional avtonomy suftered a false start in the
1979 referendum, which was lost by a mar-
gin of four-lo-onc. Subscequently, however,
the experience of Thatcherist {inatly con

vinced many of the need for Wales to con

trol its own aftairs.’

The campaign for an Assembly
Labour's proposals for the Scottish Parlia-
nient were developed jointly with (he Lib-
eral Democrats, trade unions, churches and
community organisations, in the Scottish
Constitutional Convention. The process was
the culmination of a nattonal debate, involv-
ingevery level of Scoltish society, In Wales,
notwithstanding the work of the Parliament
for Wales Campiugn, there had barely been
adebate on devolution even within the La-
bour Party, and the burcaucracy felt able o
announce its legislative intentions by dictat.
Accordingly, Scotland was promised & Par-
lament with primary legislative and tax-
raising powers, which was elected by pro-
portional representation and provided for
gender balance, but none of these features
was on olfer for Wales when [Labour pub-
hished its definitive policy on the Assem-
bly, Shaping the Vision, in 1995, In re
sponse, Welsh [abour Action (WLA), a
broad centre-lefl coalition of party activ-
ists, was established in order to campaign
for parity with Scotland. Over the next two
years 1l had some success in making the
case for a stronger and more democratic
Assembly, strengthening the hind of those
within the bureaucracy with & genuine com-
mitment to devolution, led by Ron Davies,
who became Welsh Secretary in 1997,
Concessions were made: first, “an element
ol proportionality”, in the form of the addi-
tional member system (AMS), and then the
‘twinning’ of consittuencics to cnsure a fe-
male candidate in 50 per cent of the seats,
Labour’s decision to hold referenda for
Scottish Parlisament and Welsh Assembly,
rathier thun simply go abead and legislate

on wimung office, was a major climbdown,
reflecting the superticiality of Blair's com-
mitment to a ‘radical constitutional
agenda’, In the event, however, the conduct
of the campaign for u ‘yes’ vote augured
well for the future of a devolved Welsh
politics, with a progressive alliance led by
Lubour, Plaid, the Lib Dems and the unions,
making common cause to convince the
Welsh people of the henefits of self-gov-
cmment, however Limited. Within this, a
‘Socialists Say YES™ campaign was set up,
led by activists from the left of Labour and
Plaid, Cymdeithas yr Taith Gymiraeg (Welsh
Language Socicety), the Communist Party,
the Soaalist Party and even the SWP, which
had recently renounced its longstanding
hostility to devolution. A conference organ-
ised by the campaign attracted over 100
peopie, including several fulure Assembly
Members, and agreed a socialist manifesto
for the Assembly, with commitments {o
push immediately for greater powers and
1o take the utilities in Wales into public
ownership.?

The outconie of the referendum on Sep-
tember B8, 1997, was nail bitingly close:
the mrgin in favour was only 6,721 votes
(0.6 per cent of the total), on a 50 per cent
turnout, Nevertheless, the pro-Assembly
torces remained optinnstic: with ian admin.
istration in Cardift determined to make the
best of this opportunity to deliver material
gans for the people of Wales, the doubters
could be won over, and the body acquire real
popular Jegitimacy. ‘Fhis schema suffered
its first major setback, however, when the
resignation of Ron Davies over the *Clap-
ham Common’ incident led to his replace-
ment by Alun Michael. Michael was eflee-
tively imposed by ‘lony Blatr in g fixed clec-
tion whete two-thirds of CLP members, and
all unions who balloted their members,
voted {or his opponent, Rhodri Morgan, but
the combined obedience of the TGWLU,
ALLU und GMB ensured that Blair got his
man. Whereas Morgan, like Ron Davies,
had been a consistent supporter of the As-
sembly, Michael had shown no interest in
devolution sinee 1979, and had not even
sought sefection as a candidate (the selee-
1ion process was conveniently ‘reopened’
i time for him to be parachuted in). In ad
dition, the sclection of Labour candidates
wits subject to an unprecedented degree of
central control, to ensure that the politically
unreliable (like Tower Colliery miners'
leader Tyrone (¥ Sullivan, and WILA Chair
Gareth Hughes) were tiltered out, on some
spurtous prefext. Unswprisingly, the mani-
testo on which Labour fought the election
in May 1999 was distinguished only by its
vacuity, Plisd Cymru, on the other hand,
lought on an essentially *Old Labour' plat-
forn, promising to restore the link between
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pensions and carnings, and to reinstate the
student grant. Labour’s responsc was (o
publish a particularly wretched document
entitled The A-Z of Nationalist Madness.

But, as the leftwing Labour MP Paul
Flynn commented in 7ribune, ‘the people
of Wales tound this insanity irresistible”.
Plaid saw an RO per eenl inerease in its 1997
vote, winning the support of tens of thou-
sands ol Labour volers and capturing sup-
poscdly safe Labour seats {ike Rhondda and
islwyn. Labour spin-doctors tricd to explain
away their party’s worst result in Wales
since the 193(s, but the most credible ex-
plapation was that, in the absence of a seri-
ous Tory threat, many working class voters
felt that they had nothing to lose in opting
for a Plaid programme that scemed more
authentically ‘Labour” than the official ver-
sion.*

Welsh Labour in office

Labour was lefi three seats shortof an over-
all majority and chose to form a minority
administration with Alun Michacl as *First
Seccretary’®. The obstructiveness of the
three opposition parties exacerbated the
lack ol a clear Labour programme, the un-
certainty sbout what the Assembly’s pow-
ers might allow it to do, and the hostility
towards Michael within his own group, and
littde was achieved by the Assembly in its
first ninc months. In February 2000,
Michael, alrecady damaged by the resigna-
tion of his Agriculture Secretary tollowing
a no-contfidence vote, suffered the same
fate himsclf. The Labour Group, many of
whose members had been actively plotting
his downfall, declined to re-nominate him
and Rhodri Morgan took his place. This was
a massive defeat for Blair's attempts 1o run
Wales by remote control, and rekindled
hopes that a distinet Welsh political agenda
might yet be followed in Cardiff,

The reality, as ever, was disappointing.
After six months in the job, Rhodri signed
a Partnership Agreement with the Liberal
Democrats and brought two of their six AMs
into his cabinet. This went down very badly
with large sections of the party, not just for
the principle, but the manner of ifs execu-
tion. The coalifion had been stitched-up
between the Labour and Lib Dem leader-
ships behind the scenes and was presented
to the Assembly Labour Group as a virtual
Sfait accompli, only hours after some of
them had first heard of the proposal. Foar
voted against. The coalition was then an-
nounced 1o the media, several hours before
the Welsh Labour Executive Committee -
supposedly the purty's governing body 1n
Wales  had a chance to discuss it. Rhods

was severely reprimanded by aclivists at
‘consultation meetings’ belatedly held
across Wales, and acknowledged concerns

about the indecent haste with which the ex-
ercise had been carried out. There was a
more fundamental political problem, how-
ever, In being newly “inclusive’ to its right,
Welsh Labour froze out its left: Plaid
Cymru. In place of the ‘coalition of ideas”
advocated by Ron Davies, whereby all par
ties genuinely committed to making devo-
lution work (i.c., everyone but the Tories)
would work together, putting the interests
ol Wales above party advantage, the bounda-
ries of aceeptable policy formation were
now sct by the combined purtisan interesis
of the two new ‘partners’. While the Part-
nership Agreement contained very hittle
that had not appeared in the original Labour
manifesto, the inevitable result of the coa
lition would be to pull Labour to the right.
By throwing in its lot with a party interested
only in unambitious tinkering in the search
for easy clectoral rewards, Labour minis-
ters were diverted from any idea they may
have had of developing an agenda of radical
reform to address (he problems of Wales.
This 15 not to say that the Assembly gov-
ernment has achieved nothing worthwhile.
In particular, Education Minister Jane
Davidson has pursued @ coherent and pro-
gressive agenda. She has pointedly taken a
different path from her colleagues in West-
minster, eschewing selection and any pn
vate involvement in the running of schools.
She has serapped secondary school league
tables and standard assessment tests for
seven-year-olds, and has reintroduced state
support for less affluent FE and HE s
dents, in the shape of the new Assembly
I eaming Grant, The administration has also
made a number of services free at the point
ot delivery: school milk for children under
seven; nursery places for three-year-olds;
prescriptions and dental checks tor the un-
der-25s; bus travel for pensioners and the
disabled; entry to all museums and art gal-
leries. Potentially, such ineasures could
help to rehabilitate the idea of a public serv-
tee, freed from the intervention of the mar
ket, but there has been little attempt to
present these developments as part of an
overall strategy of decommodification; in-
stead, they have been oftered as ‘one off”
giveaways. Only in a speech to Swansca
University on December 10, 2002, did
Rhodri finally jomn up the dots, claiming that

these policies represented ‘the ereation of

anew sct of citizenship rights . . . whichare
as far as possible, free at the point of use,
universal and unconditional”. Of course,
Rhodri’s belated attenhon to this is trans-
pareatly driven by the need to beef up his
government’s record before the election,
and not by any sudden urge to *set the record
stranght” and point out that he has been fol-
lowing a premeditated (bul previously un-
acknowledged) strategy.”

The Assernbly’s meffectuality has been
ilustrated most clearly by its futlure to
meet the big challenges that have ansen
since 1999 - in particular, the ¢nsis i the
steel industry. From the earhiest suggestions
that the days of steel-production in Wales
might be numbered, Welsh politicians were
reduced to pleading with Corus o put the
mterests of its employees and their com-
munitics before those ol its sharcholders,
There followed a desperate scramble 1o
sccure whatever tinancial inducements
might he permissible within the tight con-
stramts of Luropean competition legisla-
tion, and wluch could therefore be offered
{o the Anglo-Duteh multinational. As itbe
came increasingly clear that nothing avail-
able was sufficiently attractive to dissuade
the company from ‘downsizing’, AMs lined
up to condemn Corus boss Brian Moffat
for his Tack of social conscience — demon-
strating an almost childlike naivety about
the raison d'étre of capitalist enterprises.
Radical solutions to prevent the destruce
tion of the Welsh steel industry were con-
spicuous by their absence. To some extent
this 1s due to the Assembly's limited pow
ers: there s genuinely very little that it could
lepally have done. But it is worrving that
hardly anyone in the Assembly cven sug-
sested any radical action, by any layer of
government. Only the tormer Plud leader,
Dafydd Wigley, called in the chamber for
nationalisution (although this call was taken
up by Ron Davies ina TV interview shortly
afterwards, as well as by one or two other
Plaid Cymru AMs, and secmned to become
Plaid’s policy by default). In thewr timdity,
AMs were, of course, no more remiss than
the Westminster governmenlt, whose pow-
ers are far greater. Politicians in London
and Cardiff alike adhere to the neo-liberal
consensus that national governments are
powerless in the fuce of globalisation. But
in Wales, this timidity also retlects an un-
willingness to push at the boundaries of the
devolution settlement - a lack of any de-
termination o do & more scrious job, re-
quiring greater powers, and thereby dem-
onstrating the need for those powers,

As with steel, so with the Foot and Mouth
crisis and a series ol other damaging, de-
velopments in the cconomy: Wales™s po-
litical “lcaders’ present themselves almost
as passive observers, Responding, in Feb-
ruary 2001, 10 the loss of more than 5,000

jobs in two months, Rhodr suggested that

he was powerless to profect employment
in Wales: “We do not control macro-eco-
noniie policy. That is left to the Treasury.”
When asked how Lubour plans to regener-
ate the Welsh cconomy, he and his nunis-
ters typically offer little more than vague
generalities: *. .. developing the export
potential of Welsh compamnies . . . establish-
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ing an innovation and entrepreneurship cul-
ture ... promoting our natural stiengths’,
ete, ete. With such a lack of vision, it is
unsurprising that most people m Wales are
hard pressed to name a single achievement
for which the Assembly can claim credit.

The Labour Left
The apparent inability of the Welsh Labour
leudership to get to grips with Wales's prob-
lems has been exacerbated by the absence
of any real challenge, or even any sustaimed
critique, Trorm within its own ranks. Unlike
its Westminster and Holyrood counterparts,
the Assembly Labour Ciroup has no organ-
1sed feft caucus and there s therefore no
nternal pressure for a more radical agenda.
The most left-wing AM, Richard Edwards
the only Fabour member to have publicly
opposed the *War Against Tertorism” trom
the outset - 15 stepping down due to 11l
health, and 1s sct to be replaced by a right-
wing careerist, Ron Davies remains a po-
tential alternative to Rhodn, and he has pub-
licly set out some distinctive weus on ¢co-
nomic pohey (notably on the inadequacy
of the Bamett formula, which determines
the level of the Assembly’s funding) and on
constitutional matters. He has made no at
termpt to build a *left’, however, preferring
nstead the role of the leader-in-(internal)-
exile. Otherwise, the Labour Group is con-
spicuous for the absence of any political
thought worthy of the name. As a conse-
quence, such divisions as do exist tend to
be determined as much by personal as by
political factors. A ease in point is Blaenau
Gwent AM Peter Law, who has publicly
criticised Rhodri and cven launched an
abortive leadership bid, but is essentially a
populist rather than a socialist, and is nurs-
ng a gricvance after losing his cabinet scat
to the Lib Dems,

Outside the Assembly, the party’s condi-
tion is little better. There is a handful of
maverick MI’s, the most energetic of whom
are Paul Flynn and Martin Caton. Llew
Smith, the only Campaign Group MP in
Wales, is stepping down at the next clec-
tion. He has been a strong supporter of pub-
lic services, workers in struggle and the
peace movement, but also a viralent oppo-
nent of the Assemnbly, with an almost patho-
logical hatred of nationalism (although not
British nationalism, of coutse). The lefi
still has a presence on some GMCs (nota-
bly in Cardiffand Swansea), but many CLPs
have been reduced to empty husks. Cer-
tainly, the Welsh party is by no means ‘con-
verted’ to Blairism, but for many activists,
accommodation to their right has become
a way ol life, and ¢ven those with more
courage 1 their convictions have lacked
organisation. The shattered remnants of the
Bennite Ieft have not been fully reuniied

smcee the pit closure campargn in 1992-93,
l=ven the most promismyg subsequent ini-
native — Welsh Labour Action (WLLA)
rehied disproportionately on the social-
democratic urban intelligentsia, strongly
connected (o academia and the media. It
never fully connected with the industrial
working class leftin the valleys, whose poli-
tics were more cconomistic, sometinies
even to the extent of sharing Llew's hostil-
ity to devolutton. In addition, many of
WLA's leading figures were absorbed into
the political establishment after 1999 such
as Sue FEssex, who is now Assembly Minis-
ter tor Environment  lcaving the group to
disintegrate as an independent force.

The current resurgence of the Labour Lett
across the British state in response to the
war, privatisanon and the government's han-
diing of the firetighters™ dispute mmay yet
find an ccho in Wales. Animtial mecting in
Cardift called by Labour Against the War
altracted almost 40 activists {rom cleven
CLPs and led to the circulation of an anti-
war resolution that has been subnntted by
at feast three GMCs to the Welsh Party
Conference on February 27-28. An “After
New Eabour” fringe meeting is also planned
{or the conference, hnking i with the suc-
cesslul series of events organised by the
Campaign Group of MPs over the last nine
months. While 1t would be an exaggeration
to say that the Welsh Labour Left 1s 1na
healthy state, it can certainly not be written
off just yet.

The far left

Mcanwhile, the self-appoinied guardians of
the soctalist faith, who seek to replace La-
bour as the voice of the working class,
present a somewhat ragged spectacle. The
Welsh Socialist Alhance (WSA) had high
hopes of rephcating the success of the
Scottish Socialist Alltance/Party, but has
never had anything like the same implanta-
tion i workplaces or working-class com

munities, nor the same political breadth. It
was initially composed principally of the
Socialist Party (SP) and Cymru Goch - the
latter being a somewlhiat eccentric group that
arose out of the Welsh Socialist Republi-
can Movement (WSRM) and expounds its
own brand of revolutionary socialist nation-
alism. An electoral pact with the SWP, un-
der the name *United Socialists”, failed to
make the heralded breakthrough in the 1999
Assembly election, scoring an average of
1.6 per cent in the nine constituencies they
contested and 0.5 per cent i the regional
lists,

The SWP finally joined the WSA the fol-
lowing year, and ploughed resources mto
the Alliance in the run-up to the 2001 gen-
eral clection. A similarly vminspiring per-
formance at the ballot-box led, however, to

its partial disengagement in favour ol a re-
tim 1o more famihar activities under its
own colours -- for example, it has been the
feading foree in the anti-war movement in
Wales. But the SWP has apparently main-
tained enough of « presence in the WSA (o
drive out both the SP and Cymru Goch in
the course ot 2002, According to a report
inthe CPGB's Beekly Worker, “a high pro-
portion” of WSA branches ‘are inactive and
rarely meet’, new members tare few and far
between', its journal is defunct and its elec-
tion preparations ‘lethargic”.” The project
ol a united socialist alternative 1o New [a-
bour 1s not in good shape, it would appear.

Interestingly, Arthur Scargill's Socialist
Labour Party (SLI') has consistently polled
more impressively than the WSA and 1ls
predecessors, despite having substantially
lfewer members and no visible presence to
speak of. Most spectacularly, m the
Ogmore parliamentary by-election on Feb-
ruary 14, 2002, it saved its deposit, win-
rng 1,152 votes (6 per cent), while the
WSA managed only 205 votes (1.1 per
cent), despite a far more energetic cam-
paign and a vastly preater membership in
the constituency. Sigmificantly, the SLP's
candidate was an ex-nuner, reinforeing the
conclusion that it is scen by some sections
of the working class as the authentic left
wing of the mamstream labour movement,
whercas the WSA is disiissed as merely a
marginal far left organisation. Neverthe-
fess, the SLP n Wales is in no position 1o
build on its limited clectoral success. In
many ways, the most significant Marxist
organisation m Wales 1s the Communist
Party of Britun, which at least has some
implantatton in the trade umons, as well as
somge understanding of the Welsh national
question and of the need (o take a united
front approach to Labour.

Plaid Cymru

This Icaves Plaid Cymru as the only cred-
ible left alternative to Labour. The party has
existed simee 1925 and in its carly period
espoused 4 romantic bourgeois nationalisin,
looking back to a mythologised feudal past.
It tovk off electorally in 1966, when it won
its tirst parliamentary seat, and was subse-
quently able o capitalise on the fatlure of
British labourism to deliver the goods for
the people of Wales, It consistently won
around 10 per cent of the vote in general
clections, drawing support mamnly from the
rural north and west of Wales, By the carly
[980s, however, it also had a strong social-
ist wing, which to some extent mirrored the
Bennite Labour left, led by Dafydd Elis
Thomas, MP {or Merionydd Nant Conwy.
The erisis of socialism from the late 1980s
saw the Plaid ‘National LelU break up, and
most of its leading meinbers embrace
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‘modernisation’ (Elis Thomas, once a selt-
styled ‘revolutionary Marxist’, ended up in

the House of Lords®) or else drift out of

politics altogether.

As Tid George has succinetly sumini-
rised, ‘Plaid has since the 1980s maintained
itself on a programme of “independence in
Furope” (a plain contradiction in terms)
coupled with  mild and largely inoftensive
social democracy. Yet even this gentle ap-
peal to “social justice™ begins to look radi-
cul against the new model Blairite Labour
Party, especially when measured against the
depree of social and cconomie enisis that
Wales has suffered since the 1974 reces-
sion burst the post-WW2 Keynesian re-
structuring bubble, and especially follow-
ing the appalling consequences of the
Thatcher government’s crash-and-burn re-
structuring of the British economy.™ This
is the background (o Plad’s electoral break-
through in the 1999 Assembly clection,
when it won the biggest swings from La
bour in the coallicld and semi-coalficld
constituencies  those hardest-hit by
Thatcherism and with most cause to be dis-
appoinied by New Labour ™ While the Plaid
Cymiu Group in the Assembly has failed
to develop a convineing alternative agenda
to that of Labour, 1t has at least sad the
things that Labour should have siid in rela-
tion o the steel enisis, PILL the rail indus-
try and the war,

Welsh Labour is all too uncomfortably
aware that many of Plaid’s policies are far
more in une with the views of most La-
bour supporicers than are its own. Conse-
quently, it gleefully scizes on any Plaid pro-
nouncements on the national question, as
the only stick with which it feels it can beat
the official opposition, For example, La-
bour was quick to pounce when Scimon
Glyn, a Gwynedd Plaid councillor, called
for the “monitoring” of immigration by af-
fluent, and arrogantly anti-Welsh, Enghsh
scttlers into economically depressed
Welsh-speaking communitics. While de-
nouncing such views as ‘racist’ or as *divi-
stve nationalism’, Welsh Labour reatfirms
its own obeisance to the imperial British
crown, and dismisses legitimate concerns
about the social disintegration of many
parts of Wales, For some Labour politi-
clans, the spiteful *Nat-bashing” in which
they regulurly engage is no more thun cynit-
cal opportunism. For others, however, it
reflects a visceral Welsh anti-Welshness,
which has nothing to do with the *socialist
internationalism’ that they loftily proclaim,

The Jate 1990s saw the emergence of a
new Plaid lefl, whose leading figures were
all in their twenties and thirtics, predomi-
nantly working class and from the industr-
ialised south. They include Jill Evans, an
MEP since 1999; Adam Price, MP for

Carmarthen Fast and Dinefwr since 2001
and Leanne Wood, who is expected o be-
come an Assembly Member in May". They
have won a scerics of battles over policy at
Plaid conferences and have begun expound-
ing their views - very cogently  mthe jour-
nal, Triban Coch". While more conserva-
tive forces, around the present (largely in-
cffectual) party leader, Teuan Wyn Jones,
retain overall control, the left 18 growing
steadily in strength and influence. Price, in
particular, won acclaim for his exposure of
the Lakshi Mittal affair, and is already be-
ing talked about as a (uture party leader.

Rebuilding the left

It is 100 carly to tel) whether Plaid’s elec-
toral breakthrough in 1999 was a flush-in
the-pan, or whether 1t represents a longer-
term pattern, Certainly, it was not repeated
in 2001, but then Welsh working class vot-
ers may be ditferentiating between Assem-
bly and Westminster clections — still pre-
dominantly voting Labour in the latter, i
only to keep out the Tories. In any case,
Plasdis unlikely to replace the Labour Purty
in the foresceable future, The labour move
ment retains decisive social weipght, and
while Plaid has been assiduously courting
the unions, the laiter's link with the Labour
Party remains intact. The labour imovemen
as a whole (party and unions) remains the
most important terrain on which socialists
will have to fight for politicul leadership of
the working c¢lass. Nevertheless, the fail-
ure of the Welsh Labour leadership to break
decisively with Blairism, or (o acknowledge
the need for a disunet Welsh agenda, will
continue o assist Plaid m winming support
in the very communities that have histor-
cally been the bedrock of labourtsm. Any
viable socialist project in Wales needs both
10 be grounded in the mass organisations
ol the working class and to have an under-
standing of the importance of the national
question. Consequently, there has to be a
non-sectarian engagement between the leit
in Labour and Plaid  and indeed, with so-
ciabists in other organisations. This has hap-
pened in the past, during the *Socialists Say
YES' campaign in 1997 and around the Car
ditt Euro Demo the following year. Subsc-
quently, the tendency to retreat behind party
lines has been exacerbated by developiments
within the Assemibly, but this must be over-
comne 1f the fefl i Wales is to be revived.

The range of current 1ssues lacing the left
m Wales, and elsewhere - most immedi-
ately, the war, but also privatisation and the
whole neo-liberal agenda - cannot be ad-
dressed successfully by socialists in any
one orgamsation, but only by a united front
embracing the whole organised working
class and 1ts allies. In Wales, the establish-
ment of the Assembly presents a major op-
portunity for the left: a potential focus for

a challenge to the policies being pursued at
the level of the British state. The strategy
for building such a challenge, and for de-
veloping a positive programme of the left
1 Wales, can only come about through the

joint work of activists trom the labour and

nationahist movements, The sooner such
work re-starts, the better.

Mecanwhile, campaigning is alrcady well
under way for the second Welsh general
clection, which will be held on Thursday
May 1, 2003. In the next issuc of Workers
Action, | will examine the ways 1in which
the election is highlighting or obscuring the
broader political issues that 1 have dis-
cussed above, and will discuss more con-
cretely the positon that socialists should
take in the clection and in the Assembly's
second term.

' My analysis here draws heavily on Ceri Bvans,
*For Welsh Sclf~Government”, a docuiment pre-
sented o a South Wales Sociabst Outlook Sum-
mer SchoolurJune 1996.

* [t1s not possible to do justice to the bigger issue
of the Welsh national question, and the Marxast
position on the self-detertniniation of nanons, sn an
article such as this. T intend to retum to these
natters 1n a future 1ssue of Workers detion,

" Only Waorkers Power oppased the statement,
arguing that the Assembly was nota cluss ssue.
""I'he best analysis of the election results ts €
Fvans and E. George, Semgs ancd Roundabouts.
Wihat Reatly Happened on May 6ih? (Welsh
Labour Action, 1999). Copies are available from
e, o Workers Action,

“"I'he head of the Scottish Executive is called the
First Minister, but Blair apparently vetoed the use
of this title 1n Wales when he discovered that the
closest Welsh translation, ‘Prif Weiamdog ™, incans
Prame Minister”  a utle no-one but he could en-

Joy. Nevertheless, Rhodir Morgan adopted the styic

“First Minister " after a tew months in office.

T will exarrune this speech in greater detal in the
next issuc of Borkers Action

T Weekly Worker 464, Januury 23, 2003, OFf
course, il woukd be untair to tuke the CPGR's word
for it that the SWP is to blume for these problems.
But. as one of the few remaiing organisations
within the WSA (although it apparently has only
one member in Wales!) the CPGEB woultd at Teast
have no canse to exaggerate publicly the scule off
the problems,

# e is now Presiding Otficer of the Assembly.

" Lid George, *ANote on Welsh History and Poli-
tics”, savailable on his website, www geocities.comy
edpeorpe200]es.

"™ See Evans and George, op. cit., for a detailed
analysss,

"' She is no.l on the Plaid “top-up’ list for the
South Wales Centeald region, and is therefore cer
fain 1o win i seat under the Additional Member
System.

' Available on the web at www tribancoclicom.
A prnt version is planned for the future. WA
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Chavez
wins
another
round

Nick Davies

What did Venezucla's sclt-styled lovers
of freedom and democracy do when they
didn’t like the clected government? The
answer, of course, 15 that they tried to
overthrow it, and if at first they didn’t sue-
ceed, they tnied, tiied and tried again.

The 60-day *general strike™ which be
gan al the beginning of December and ali
but collapsed by the start of February was
the fourth such action to hit Venezucla
since December 2001, Its aim was {o
overthrow the democratically clected
President Hugo Chaver. We say “strike’
because it was not really a strike at all,
but an attempt at economic subotage by a
coalition of Venezuela's pumpered elife,
the msccure middle class and the en-
trenched vested interests, all enraged by
the Chaver government’s attempts at re-
distributing Venczuela’s wealth in favour
of the poor. “This is a strike of the rich’
was the succinct comment of the Cara-
cas graffiti artists. The supporters of the
‘strike” included the country’s five pri-
vately owned TV stations and c¢ight pri-
vately owned newspapers, as well as
many large businesses.

At first, the ‘strike’ was merely lLimp-
ing along, with only private schools, shop-
ping malls, and fast food outlets closing
down. However, on the fourth day the
sabotage campaign received a boost when
managers and administrative workers al
the Venezuelan state oil company, the
PDVSA, walked out. Venczuela is the fifth
largest oil exporter in the world. Oil
makes up 80 per cent of all exports and
half of all government revenue. The Ven-
czuclan economy began to lose an esti-
mated $50 nullion per day from the shut-

down: nearly all Venezuela’s economice
activity depends on the steady supply of
oil from its refineries, But while the shut-
down was supported by the oil refinery
managers and the o1l tanker captains, the
crew of one of the largest tankers, the
Pilin Leon were expressing their support
for the government, and for the Venezue
tan military who boarded the ship and re-
placed the captain.

It s important to remember that the
PDVSA is not a nationalised enterprise
as such. Its function is to enrich the cor-
rupt clique that runs it. The last 25 years
have seen o process of creeping
"piratisation” of this supposed state asset.
In 1974 the company rendered 80 per
cent of its income Lo the state and kept
20 per cent as ‘operating costs’. FHlaving
icached S0-50 by 1990, the ratio re-
versed to 80-20 in favour ol the company
by 199X,

I'he present Venezuelan constitution,
adopted in 1999 and approved by refer-
endum, is possibly the most democratic
m Latin Amenca. It provides for the re-
call, halfway throuph their term of office,
of all elected officials. This applics fo
President Chavez himself, who could be
removed by referendum in August of this
year. This begs the question, if Chiavez is
so unpopular, and he can be kicked out
this coming August anyway, why the
hurry? Why did the right wing try to shut
the country down now?

The answer, of course, is that Chavezs
not as unpopular as his opponents say he
is. Despite the daily hardship caused by
the shutdown, most notably the petrol
shortages 1 a country where fuel is
cheaper than bottled water, Chivez’s sup-
porters, mainly among the poor, not only
stuck with him, but also mobilised in sup-
port of the government. These
mobtlisations were scandalously under
reported not only i the anti government
Venezuelan media but also in Britain,
where the view that Chiver is a *Castro-
communist” demagogue at the head of a
tottering, unpopular regime is allowed to
o unchallenged for most of the time.
‘The constitution states that any referen-
dum can oaly be called if no less than 20
per cent of volers sign petitions in favour
of it, and the voter turnout must be 25
per cent or more. The number of voters
voting for the recall of the president must
be equal ro, or more than, the number of
voters who voted for him or her, and
Chivez was clected with almost 60 per
cent of the vote. Finally, there can only
be one referendum during the term for
which Chavez is ¢lected. All this meant
that the right wing was scriously worried
that Chavez would actually win a referen-
dum.

Since the last attempt to unseat Chivee,
the farcical 48 hour coup in April 2002,
his opponents’ position had worsened.
Many of the middle classes who sup-
ported the April coup attempt reatised that
they were being used as cannon fodder in
an attempt to impose a dictatorship sup-
ported by the USA. A number of oppo-
nents of Chivez in the mihitary had been
retired since April. As & whole, the mili-
tary was more pro-Chivez that it had been
previously. Therefore, many of the right
wing suw this shutdown as their last
chance for some time.

As in April 2002, the right wing was the
most uncritical believer in its own propa-
panda. According to the newspapers and
TV stations, the Chdvez regime needed
just onc last push. But it was the opposi-
tion, not Chavez, who blinked first, By
February 3, the banks were opening for
business, under pressure from their cus-
tomers. Many businesses were forced (o
reopen, (o stave oft bankruptey. The oil
workers remained on strike, demanding
that Chiaver call elections, bul clearly, tor
now, the opposition’s moment has passed.
A glance at the anti-povernment media
gives an dea of the pessimism and low
morile of the epposition movement. The
right-wang £7 Universal teared that the
strike would *cause the country irrepura-
ble damage’, and that the strike was *un-
dermining the clectoral solution'. Else-
where, the same newspaper urged the op-
position to “stop, think, gel a4 new strat-
epy, and above all, not give Chivee the
phleasure of watching us destroy the coun-
try'. The less right-wing £/ Nacional was
honest enough to admit that instead ot
weakening the government, the strike had
‘strengthened the Chavistas® convictions',
I'he opposition is attempting to cover
with bluster and lies Hs abject failure to
unscat the government, Jesus Torrealba,
exceutive seeretary of the opposition co-
ordinating commit{ee, stated that *the na-
tional strike has reached its objectives
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and the protest is entering a new phase’.
‘This ‘new phase” conststs of gathering sig-
natures for a petition, asking for, among
other things, a shortening of the presi-
dent’s term of office trom six to four
years. Considering that the opposition
was, in December, (oo impatient to wait
eight months for a referendum before
kicking Chavez out, this ‘new phase’ rep-
resents a pretty pathetic climb-down.

Chavez remains in power for now, but
will he and his *Bolivarian' movement sut-
vive in the long term? To stund any chance
at all, Chiavez must mobilise his base, the
80 per cent of the country who live in
poverty, If they are disappomted or he-
come marginalised, they are less likely
to detend the regime. As well as intro-
ducing real, material improvements in
housing and cducation since 1998, the
government claims to be devolving power
downwards to *Bolivarian circles and to
neighbourhood co-operatives, These must
be no mere ornament, but must have real
power. Certainly, the more real power
people have the more likely they are to
be patient if all of their basic needs can-
not be met overnight. Clearly, any gov-
crnment 10 Venezuel, even if not faced
by regular attempts to unscat it, would
face an cnonmous task in confronting the
grotesque incqualities which exist in
terms of aceess 1o health, housing, edu-
cation and sccure employment, Never-
theless, it Chivez does not continue mo-
bilising his supporters, his enemics will
continue mobilising against him.
Chivez's remarks about the need for “un-
derstanding’ and ‘dialoguc’ after the
failed April coup would have encouraged
his opponents to believe that here was
another Allende, who would go so fur, but
when it came to the crunch, would vacil-
late. The recent announcement by Chiver.
that he would use troops to keep schools
and banks open and to prevent the hoard-
ing of food, and the sacking ot over 1,000
oil industry managers, suggests that he
may have learned lessons from the events
ol recent months.

In the propaganda of the Bolivariun
movement there is lile reference to the
organised working class and the trade un-
jon movement. In some ways, this is un-
derstandable if the trade union in the
country’s biggest industry, or at least its
leadership, 1s opposed to Chivez. How-
ever, the need for Chavez to base his gov-
ernment on the orgamsed working class
is not determined by how left wing the
workers are (clearly, the relatively well-
paid oil workers are more conservative
than Chévez’s supporters in the shanty-
towns) but by thewr relationship to the pro-
duction process. I Chavez and his sup-
porters are to fuce down the attacks by

the right wing they will bave to have the
support of the rank-und-file workers in
the vil industry and in the factories. Thei
support will be essential if the Venezue-
lan masses are not only to defend the gains
they have made, but go on to make new
ones. In fact, Chivez obviously enjoys
widespread support among workers. An
indication of what is required was when a
supposed indefinite fockout, starting on
October 21, collapsed afier two hours
when 1 some cities, workers forced eni-
ployers to open the tactories, under the
threat of occupation, This scared the wits
out of the ruling class. A key question 1x
the need for the government to bring, the
PDVSA under direct government control,
and fo kick out the corrupt management,
in order that a new PDVSA, under the
control of the rank and-tile workers, cun
use the country’s oil wealth 1o help the
poor.

Most importantly, the future of the Ven
ernelan masses cannot be dependent on
the personal qualities of Chivez. There
is no doubt that Chavez genuinely wishes
to redistribute wealth, but there is every
doubt that he understands how this task
can be accomplished. Latin American po-
fitical clites and their supporters in the
USA have in the past paid little attention
to clection results and constitutions.
Whether he has wanted 1o or not, Chavez
has had to mobilise the masses against
the right wing. lHlowever, the Venezuelan
masses cannot be used as a stage army by
Chavez when it suits him. Tf the modest
but worthy achievements since 1998 are
1o be defended and extended, these

mobilisations need to develop a life of

their own, supporting Chivez but not de-
pending on him. The Venczuclan masses
should not wait for Chavez to be voted
out of oftice, assussinated, or for him to
capitulate, before building their own in-
dependent, democratic organisations,
Of coursc, the bigpest danger facing the
Bolivarian movement is that which faced
Allende in Chile in 1973, and the
Sandinistas in Nicaragua in the 1980s: the
USA. Tt anything, that danger Is greater
now than it was then, The Bush regime, at
the head of the only hyperpower, is
clearty intent on destroying any demo-
cratic government which it sees as a threat
10 its interests or those of US corpora-
tions (you can’Cactually see the join any-
way) in the name of the "war against ter
rorism” or the ‘war against drugs’. In Latin
America, and in most other parts of the
world, whether the US government de-
cides you arc a threat to it determines
whether you live or dic. As we showed in
Workers Action No.16 (*Masses repel
coup-plotters. . . fornow!’), the USA was
behind the coup attempt i April, and itis

certain that it was bankrolling Chivez’s
opponents this time round. One ray of
hope is that Otto “Third™ Reich, whose
prubby finger murks were all over the
April coup attempt, did not get Congres-
sional approval for the government job
(hat Bush had found for him. Howcever,
what we also argued in that article was
that a government in Latin America need
not be particularly feft wing to be per
ceived as a threat to the USA, 1t needs
merely to altempt to run any given coun-
try in a way which is not entirely for the
convenience of US corporations or for
the strategic interests of the US govern-
ment, so that while most Latm American
states are now formal democracies in-
stead of military dictatorships, the
clected civilian governments have only
nominal power. A case in poinl 1s Ven-
czucla’s oil wealth. Venczuelun o1l ac-
counts for 13 per cent of US oil imports,
and imports account for about half' ts oil
needs. Regardless of what it needs itself,
the USA, for its own strategic putposes,
wants to contro! world oil supplies.
I'herefore, the call by Chivez at the be-
gining of January for a “Latin OPEC’, «
regional carte! of oil exporters pooling
the state oil companices from Venezuela,
Brazil, Colombia, Ecuador and Trinidad,
will not have gone unnoticed m the board-
rooms of American big oil,

1f Otto Reich was the USA’s thard cop’,
its ‘soft cop’ is the six-nation group
‘Friends ol Venezuela’. Conststing of
Spain, Portugal. Chile, Brazil and
Mexico, but dominated by the USA, this
group is attempting to ‘resolve’ Venezue-
la’s crisis. (fmagine for a moment a six-
nation ‘Friends of Britain® intervening
during’ the miners® strike of 1984-R5!
This indicates what a neo-colonialist op-
cration the ‘Friends of Venezucla® is.) 1t
was in fact ex-US president Jimmy Cartgr
who came up with the idea of gathering
signatures, to enable the opposition to
save face. But with ‘friends’ like thesa
who needs enemies? Socialists in the rest
of Latin America, as well as in North
America and Europe, must organise in
sohdarity with the Chavez government
and, more importantly, its supporters in
Venezuela, in the same way that social-
1sts supported Cuba, Chile and Nicaragua
1 the past, not neeessarily because we
agree politically with Chavez and his
brand of populism and nationalism, but
because of what his government repre-
sents: an attack on the privileges of the
Latin American clite, a genuine attempt
to redistribute wealth, and an attempl to
break free trom the dead hand of the free-
market world order. WA
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Wang Fanxi
1907-2002

Wang Fanxi, who died in Leeds aged 95
on December 30 last year, was the last sur-

viving link with the heroie generation of

Chinese revolutionaries whao took part in
the defeated 1925-27 revolution. and
drew the lessons from the debicle by ral
lying to the positions of Leon Trotsky and
the Left Oppositior.

Wang joined the Chinese Communist

Party (CCTY in 1925 during the period of

its disastrous embrace of the nattonahst
Guomnindang. Atter a period spent at
Wuhan  the headquarters ot *Lefi
Guomindang’ leader Wang Chin-wel - he

was sent to the Conunumst Umiversity of

the Totlers of the Eastin Moscow. While
m Moscow he was won o Trotsky’s
trenchant eritique of the Statinist betrayal
ol the revolution. In spite of the fierce
repression of the Russian Left Opposi-
tion, a majority of Chinese students 1n
Moscow supported Trotsky. When he re-
turned to China in 1929 he maintaimed
clandestine links with those returning stu-
dents who had been expelled for
Trotskyism. Later that year, when the un-
derground organisstion of Chinese Left
Opposiionists in Moscow was broken up,
Wang waus himself expelted from the CCP,
and he formed the Owr Fojce group.
Wang's group was onc of four groups
sympathetic to the Left Opposttion in
China. After considerable urging from
Trotsky, they merged on May 1, 1931, but

“in less than a month its entire Jeadership

apart from Chen Duxiu was arrested and
inprisoned by the Guomindang.

Wang was sentenced to seven years” im-
prisonment, and was not released until late
16934, He then went to Shanghar and re-
sumed publication of two monthly jour
nals, Strugele and Spark, which appeared
until 1942, He was rearrested by the
Guomindang in 1937, and was tortured and
kept in solitary confinement. He was re-
[cased 1 November that year as invading
Japanese forces approached.

Together with Chen Duxiu — succes-
sively the father of Chinese nutionalism,
communism and Trotskyism — Wang at-
temnpted to enlist in the army to stimulate
resistance through armed struggle, but this

plan was foiled by the dismissal ol a sym-
pathetic general, Wang then resumed
working on the journal Shruggle.

Chinese Trotskyism split over its atti-
tide to the war between China and Japan,
and the significance of American involve
ment in it. A majority led by Peng Shuzhi
argued that China’s war against Japan re-
mained progressive even if the US entered
on the same side. The nunority led by
Wang considered that the US entry into
the war fundamentally changed its char-
acter, and that China’s national struggle
had become an adjunct of the imperialist
war. Chen Duxiu had meanwhile adopted
a form of popular frontism, and had bro-
ken with Trotskyism, although Wang re-
fused 1o condemnn him in the same ferms
us Peng’s group.

Sinee the Jate 19205, when the CCP had

withdrawn to the vast peasant interior of’

the country, the Trotskyists had been the
only socialists to address and fight alonp-
side the workers of the mam industrial
centres of the south of China. This work
continued to a hmited extent even under
the bratal Japanese occupation. Between
the Japanese surrender in 1945 and the
victory of the CCP in {949, the two
Trotskyist groups were able to win a fol-
lowing among scections of workers, Peng's
group, the Revolutionary Communist
Party, had about 300 members, and Wang’s
Internationalist Communist Party had
about 200.

When the Red Army reached Shangha,
Wang was sent 1o Hong Kong (o establish
a party centre. Jowever, he was deported
by the British authoritics to the Portu-
guese celony of Macau. The Chinese
Trotskyists continued to function until a
series of police raids in December 1952
and January 1953 led to the arrest of some
200 comrades and members of their fami-
lies." Many of these comrades died in jail,
and 12 of them were not refeased until
1979,

In Macau, despite living tsolated and in
poverty, he retained his beliefs, and wrote
his memoirs entitled Chinese Revolu-
tionary an invaluable record of his life
and struggle which has been published in
anumber of languages.? Wang's memoirs
can now be supplemented by more recent
rescarch on Chinese Trotskyism.! He also
continued to anatyse the ongoing changes
in China under Mao. s analysis of the
Cultural Revolation as an intra burcau-
cratic struggle in which no wing of the
CCP leadership was supportable has stood
the test of time better than most other at-
tempts by Trotskyists to analyse the peri-
od’s tumultuous confusion.

In 1675, he was able to move to Britain,
hiving in [.eeds for many years. Although

the conditions of his residence precluded
him from taking and active part in politi-
cal activity, he continued to write and fol-
fow political developments internation-
ally.

Apart from his memoirs, only a small
part of his writings are in English. They
include his reply to PPeng on the split in
the Chinese Trotskyist movement;? his
analysis of the Cultural Revolution;” a
tribute 1o his old teacher, Chen Duxiu®
and an obituary of his old comrade Zheng
Chaolin, who survived 34 years’ impris-
onment by the Guomindang and the Chi-
nese ‘communists’, and died aged 97 in
19987

Among the tributes paid to Wany, many
stresscd his strength of principle, his non-
sectarian spirit, his interest in political
ideas and theory, and his kindness.
Richard Price

'See i Fu-jen and Peng Shu-tse, Revolution
aries in Mue's Privons, Patliinder, 1974,
"Wang Fan-hsi, Chinese Revolutionary, Mem-
atrs 1919-1949, Oxftord, 1980, An cnlarged
version was published by Columbia University
Pressan [991]
" Scee especially G Benton, China's Urban
Revolutionarics. Explorations in the Hisiory
of Chinese Trotshyism 19211932, Phunani-
lies Press, 1996, and Revolutionary History,
Vol 2, No A, Spring 1990, *“The Tragedy ot the
Chinese Revolution™.
' Wanp Fanxy, ‘Problems of Chinese
Troiskyism', Revolutionary History, Vol.2, No.d4,
Spring 1990, *The Tragedy ot the Chinese Revo-
fation”,
UEHL Wang”, On *The Great Proletarian Cul-
tural Revolution™ ', i China. the Revelution
is Dead  Long Live the Revolution, Black
Rose, 1977,
“ Wang Fanxi, *Chen Duxiu, Father of Chinese
Communism’, in G, Benton, Wild Lilies, Poison-
ons Feeds, Pluto, 1982

fang Fanxi, ‘Obutaary of Zhieng Chaolin ¢ [901-
199R8)°, htip:/imembers tnipod.com/--eprifor-

WA

2. html

Subsﬁribe to
Workers ACTION

6 issves £6.00 (UK), |
£12.00 (outside UK) |

Send your name,
address and payment
to Workers Action
PO Box 7268
London E10 6TX




18

Obituary

Joe

Strummer
1952-2002

Back in 1977 there were thousands and
thousands of young people who were
pretty naive about polities, und had no idea
where the Westway was, but of two things
they were certain: they hated the National
Front, and the first Clash album was a 40
minute musical adrenaline rush the Tike
of which they'd never heard. The follow-
ing spring, tens of thousunds of them went
to the huge Rock Against Racism concert
in Victoria Park, London, Twenty-live
years later, the death of Joe Strumimer has
caused a palpable sense of loss among
those people politicised by the Clash who
have clung on to their behiets through the
hard times of the 1980s and 90s. The
Clash’s two- or three-minute bursts of
anger against racism, impenabisn and al
ienation are some ol the best, possibly the
best, political rock and roll music ever
produced. While other bands {rom the
punk era might have gone m for a bit of
radical posturing, if only for the shock
value, the Clash meant every word of it
Although all the members of the Clash,
in ity best known line-up at least, were
happy to identify with the band’s revolu-
tionary rhetoric and its support for anti-
racism. Strurnmer was clearly the politi-
cal driving foree of the band, and the one
who ultimaicly made the Clush what it was.
When Strummer was inspired by the bat-
tle between the police and the black com-
munity at the 1976 Notting Hill Carnival
to write White Rior, Terry Chimes, the
original drummer, could not understand
the fuss about ‘just a bit of aggro™. 1t was
this difference of perspeetive that caused
Chimes to leave after the band recorded
the first album, with the result that he is
credited as “Tory Crimes'. Likewise,
Keith Levene, a guitarist in the carly line-
up, left as much for political reasons as
musical ones. Evidently, the song ['m So
Bored With the USA started hite as a Mick
Jones tne called *1I'm So Bored With
You’, about an ex-girlfriend, until Strumi-
mer changed the words. This story, inci-
dentally, illustrates the extent to which the
Clash were dependent on the marnage
between Strumimer’s lyries and Jones's
ability to crank out a melody. This should

have occurred to Stcummer when he
sacked Jones seven years Jater, a deciston
he bitterly regretted for the rest of his
life, but which was prompted, it is said,
by Jones having ‘strayed from the origi-
nal idea of the Clash’.

Although he may not have been the most
technically gifted musician, Strumimer
miade up for it with the breadth of his mu-
sical interests and influences. While the
first album sounded like a combination of
MC35 and Junior Murvin, 1979°s London
Callmg put ska, folk, r&b, and rockabilly
imto the mix, as well as, of course, reg-
pace. Not all these attempts to transcend
the musical limitations of the band’s punk
rools were successful. The band over-
reached itsell with the too-long, patchy
Sandinista! | and Combat Rock was, 1n
the view of some fans, pitched a little too
much at the stadium rock loving, shop.
ping mall punters of the USA. Despite
these lapses, the band was nearly always
forgiven by the fans. The Clash were “on
our side’, they were “one of us’. They sac-
rificed royaltics in order to keep the
prices  of  London  Calling  and
Swndlinista! low, they weie always tour
ing, playing for often two hows or more
with a passion and encrgy which had to be
expericneed to be believed. They played
henetits for Rock Against Racism and in
support of the striking miners, they sup-
ported the Sandinistas in Nicaragoa, and
they refused to appear of Top of the Pops.

The bourgeois press was kinder to
Strummer in death than it had ever been
in life, grudgingly acknowledging his in-
flucnce, but casting him in the role of Tov-
ably ceeentric throwback from the heetic
days betore New Labour. But can anyone
seriously deny, in the present climate, that
songs like /'m So Bored With the 1754 and

Clampdown remaim relevant? THow many
millions of peaple live for the weekend,
and in the words of Janie Jones (one of
the best songs ever about someone with a
boring job), arc in love with rock and roll,
with petting stoned, but would love to re-
atly tell the boss exactly how they feel?
In his most recent recording, with his band
the Mescaleros, Shaktar Donctsk, about
a refugec, is evidence that Strummer had
lost neither his cdge nor s commitment,
as was one of his last ever performances,
a benefit concert for the striking firefight-
Crs.

Strummer was astute enough to know
the limitations of musie iself as a vehi-
¢le for change. *Huh, they think its funny,
turning rebellion into money” was his ver-
dict in the brilliant White Man in Tam-
mersmith Palais on the post-punk masic
seene of 1978, Although his songs dealt
with war and injustice, and he identified
with the oppressed and the downtrodden,
Strummer never attempted to give any
political lead himself, and it is difficalt
even to think of u reference to socialism
in any of his songs. In fact, in London
Calling be sang *. . don'tlook tous. Pho
ney Beatlemania has bitten the dust’. In
other words, although Strununer’s musie
could mspire us, if we really wanted to
bring about change, it would be up fo vs,
hut he would be on our side.

Nick Davies
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Cinéma
verite?

Dirty Pretty Things (Stephen
Frears, 2002, GB, 107 mins)
City of God (Katia Lund and
Fernando Meirelles, 2002, Brazil,
129 mins)

Once an industrial city and o major port,
London has been radicaily recast in the past
decade and 4 half as a financial centre and
the hub of an ever-growing service-based
cconomy. To the outsider, Tondon appears
to be a city obsessed with shopping, enter-
tainment and consumption. Constant build-
ing and renovation have transtormed for-
merly grimy and run-down districts. New
shops, bars, restaurants, ¢lubs and hotels
have opened in profusion, and property val-
ues have spiralled.

This process 1s not, of course, unique 1o
London. Something similar can be seen in
many of the older industrial cities ot the
north, Scotland and Wales. But in London,

the scale is brgger and the momentum of

change seems correspondingly faster. The
extremes of wealth and poverty are not only
preater; they often lie only a streel or two
apant, sinee, unlike many LEuropean capitals,
London for the most part docsn’t have one-
class subutbs.

But beneath the traditional class divide
lies the subterrancan London of economic
migrants, asylum scckers and illegal em-
ployment belew the minimum wage, which
mcreasingly sustains the whote glittering
cdifice.

If Tondon over the past decade has been
like a vast party, with the rich at the top ta-
ble grabbing huge portions, the middle class
{aking more modest shices, and the work-
inp class picking up the cruinbs, then Dirty
Prewy Things takes us into the world of the
people who clear up the mess afterwards.

11's hard to think of many films over the
past two decades that huve even attempted
to mine the rich potential of contemporary
London, let alone portray the scamy under-
side of the world's most ethnically diverse
city. A few filims in the 19803 captured the
beginnings of this change. The Long Good
Friday could be read as a metaphor for the
massive changes that were beginning to
uproot the East End erime bosses” manor.
My Beautiful Laundrerre and Sammyy and
Rosie Ger Laid (both directed, like Diry
Pretry Things, by Stephen Frears) gave
quirky takes on race relations under
Thatcher, while Mona Lisa hinted at the
cra’s sleaziness, But by the 90s. London had
mainly become a backdrop for gungster
miovies. I'ollowing on from Lock, Stock and
1ivo Smoking Barrels, the genre has degen-
crated into little more than geezers "n’ guns,
Post-Trainspotting, there has been a sini-
larly undistinguished set of clubs "’ drugs
films. Apart {from some of Mike Leigh's
s, you struggle (o think of many other
metnorable {ilms with a London setting -
ot at least one that s much more than a back-
drop.

The two central characters of Divtrv Pretty

Things are caught in a twihight world of

explortation, Nigerian exile Okwe (Chiwetel

i“jiofor) works mights as a hotel desk clerk
and tries to stay awake during the day as a
cab driver. He 1s a qualified doctor wha, it
cemerges in the course of the story, has suf-
fered personal tragedy as a result of politi-
cal opposition in Nigeria. Turkish migrant
Scnay (Audrey Tautou) works as a maid at
the same hotel, and dreams of saving enough
meoney to leave [or New York. They share a
tiny flat, but becanse of their shifis, their
lives rarely cross.

Therr precarious foothold in London is
disturbed when Okwe discovers a human
heart blocking a totlet in the hotel, This
discovery leads Lo his uncovering a trade in
human organs which involves the sinister
Spanish hotel manager, Sneaky (Sergi
Lopez). Meanwhile, immigration otticers
are on the tral of Scnay, causing her fo leave
her job and find work inasleazy sweatshop,
Through Okwe’s friend Guo Yi (Benedict
Wong), a Chinese mortuary attendant,
Senay finds a temporary bolt hole, sleep-
ing in a hospital. And while all this is going,
on, a slow burning romance between Okwe
and Senay is beginning to develop.

Torn between his conscience as a doctor
to expase the trade and his inability to ex-
pose it because of lus illegal status, Okwe's
world 1s further undermined by his discov-
ery that Senay is planning (o trade onc of
her kidneys tor a passport and tickel to
Anienca.

This 1s a film with some strong, sides: its
obvious humanity towards its subjects and
their problems, and its claustrophobic de-
piction of London as a twilipght world of
grimy cab oftices, cramped living spaces,
menial labour and ruthless employers. That
being swid, there are weaknesses t0o. The
romance doesn’t seem very believable, nor
does the inexpertenced Senay’s readiness
to accede to the sexual demands of the
swceatshop boss n return {or a job. And
while Irears doesn’t resort to stercotypes,
there 1s a tendency to use national ‘types’
as vehicles for the plot, ncluding minor
characters such as Sophie Okenedo's tart-
with-a-heart, Juliette,

The acting of the main characters 1s pood,
and Fjiofor is potentially a significant tal-
ent, But the quict, brooding compassion he
displays Tor most of the film is undercut
towards the end by the bumpy trunsition
from character driven romance to durk
thriller, and requires him to resolve the
moral dilemma in a way that seems at odds
with his character. All in all, a film that
doesn’t quite deliver what it promises, but
a4 worthy ctfort nonctheless,

Brazilian film Cin' of God also arnves
with a big reputation, Don't be tooled by
the poster of a young couple on a beach.
This isn’t the Rio you see 1 holiday pro-
gramimes — stunningly beautiful city, host
to the greatest carnivald in the world, backed
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by mountains, fringed by beautiful beaches
and soundiracked by o gentle bossa nova.
City of God uses a cast of non-actors, most
of than very young, to tell the story of a
group of boys growing up in a Rio de Ja-
neiro favela - one of the shanty towns in
which a third of the population live - from
the Tate 60s to the early 80s. Where the
strongest suit of Dirty Prenty Things is 1s
undersiated menace, Cine of God'ts as vis-
ceral as it gets.

it depicts the life of pritding poverty of a
population dumped on the outskirts of the
city, without regular work or cven the most
busic facihties. Crime is not so much en-
demic as necessary for survival, The arrival
ol cocaine in the 70s provides the means
for teenagers to become local erime lords
and inevitably sets in motion ever more vio-
lent turl wars. The police  insofar as they
bother (o visit the neighbourhood — are al-
temately corrupt and violent.

This is apparentty based on a true story,
and (he main protagonist is almost the only
character not to become destroyed by the
spiralling cycle of violence. Against all

adds, he succceds in reabising his dream of

finding work as a photographer when one
of his pictures winds up by luck being used
by a downtown newspaper. But this 1sn’tan
uplifting Rrazilian version ol the American
Dreamn. Only by getting out s there any
hope.

The cast are natural, vibrant and totally
hehievable as out of control young gang-
sters, old before thewr time, As if to em-
phasise the enclosed adolescent male
world they live in, with its wild osciliations
between gang friendships and macho pos-
turing, there are hardly any female charac-
ters of any significance.

City of God has been compared with the
uncompromising  violenee of Sam
Peckinpah’s films. But where Peckinpah
would typically precede a violent denoue-
ment with a long, reflective build up, the
action in City of God is relentless. There's
plenty of tricksy cditing as the narrative
spins first backwards, and then, in a scries
of jerky movements, forwards. Plenty, 100,
of swirling, hund-held crowd scenes that
suggest the directors did Baetle of Algicrs
at film school.

The problem is that this leaves hittle room
for character development, While the film
wouldn’t be inproved at all by some heavy
handed moral woven into the plot, the di-
rection elevates action above content. You
come away impressed with the incontro-
vertible fact that gangs of pistol packing kids
fighting endless wars to control a shanty
town is tragic and futile. But then you knew
that to begin with.

Richard Price

Movements
against
globalisation

Naming the Enemy: Anti-
Corporate Movements
Confront Globalization

By Amory Slarr
Zed/Pluto, 2000, 268pp

Jonathan Joseph

Nanung the Enemy s an inleresting and
usceful book in which Amory Starr sets out
the various forms of political resistance
to corporations and globalisation. It looks
at the emergence of a range of social
movements, of which three basic types are
identified:

- contestation s reform, ant- corpo-
ratism, peace and buman riphis;

2- globalisation from below, develop-
ment  of people’s anternationahist
populisim;

3 delinking, restructuring of globalised
political cconomy as localifies.

The problem, as the anthor hersell” ad-
mits, is that the book does not really
evaluate the size, scope, practices and
chiances of success of such movements.
This 18 a problem since the process of de-
seription, 1f it is to be accurafe, neces-
sarily entails some degree of evaluation.
This becomes a real problem when 1t
comes to evaluating which arc the most
important movements against
globalisation and what kinds of power
they have. There 1s also perhaps an over-
stating ol the discursive aspect of this
struggle at the expense ol matenal and
ceonomic structures and struggle
theoretical point that fater reflects in her
understanding of agents and social change.
Debating the ideas associated with
globabisation may be importani, but the
struggle ol ideas 1 itsell no pood unless
those with idens can back them up with
meannglul (snd not just symbolic) ac-
tions,

The book starts by noting how
neoliberalisny involves deregulation, pri
vatisation and the dismantling of social
contracts, h talks of how the right to Iree
trade has taken precedence over human,
civil, environmental, workers' and govern
mental rights, Yet these main bodies are
unclected and meet in secret. Multina-
tional corporations have taken over the
cconomy while being protected by the
law. It is a process described as corpo-
rate colonisation. The book then divides
inte sections looking at different oppo-
sition movements.

Contestation and reform

The first group ol oppositionists are those
who challenge the neoliberal reformula-
tion of political and economic issues and,
in particulur, soctal priorities and the role
and responsibilities of the state, At a na-
tonal tevel this might involve protests
agaimst cuts in welfare progruammes,
whilst at an international level this may
involve campaigns against stractural-ad
justment programmes, or international
issues such as peace and hwinan rights,
Such campaigns find expression at events
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like the G& summits, The protestors mo-
bilise against corpoiate power and the
neoliberal agenda using a combination of
institutional democratic processes and
direet action. Such movements would in-
clude Reclaim the Streets and the Criti-
cal Mass bicyele group. Starr also dis
cusses Cyberpunk, which encourages
philosophical and titerary debate through
the ternet. In her discussion of these
movements Starr notes how they oflten
struggle to articulate an alternative vision
(p.RO).

Giobalisation from below

The second group of protestors that Starr
classifies are globahisers from below.
Consistent with Marxist and humanitar-
1an aspirations, such a group may not dis-
play outright opposition 1o globalisation,
but will attempt to re-build the world based
on people’s movements uniting in a wid-
ening framework based on multiple sites
of oppression. This process would involve
rational planning, the reorientation of
trade to support soctal justice and envi-
ronmentalism in the form of conserva-
tion. Thus groups like Greenpeace would
be included in this category.

In this section are a few pages on labour
and socialist organtsations, The union sec-
tion recognises the hostile union climate.
‘There is mention of anti-sweatshop cam-
paigns, the importance of new union
struggles such as in Korea and also the
need for union activities to become
transnational. The socialisim section s
very disappointing and says virtually noth
ing ubout socialist parties or about what
is happening to social democracy. Instead,
what discussion there is ol parties ts con-
fined to new movements like the
Zapatistas, who are frequently held up as
the new type of movement from below,

The annoyance one may feel at such 4
cursory treatment of socialism and the
labour movement s partially offset by
Starr’s conclusion to this section where
she asks: *. .. might socialists be right that
the other movements bave an inadequate
analysis of the system?* (p.108). Yes! |
think we might say. as well as agreeing
with her on the point that for atl the talk
of new {orms of infernational solidarity,
there are many unanswered questions
about how globalisation from below will
be organised.

Delinking, relocalisation and
sovereignty

The final category of anti-corporale
protestor s concerned  with  the
productivities and rights of localitics. This
concerns the need lor economies (o be
in dialogue with ccological bases and hm-

its, stresses the importance of commu-
nity ccononic health, political autonomy
and the right to self-government, The js-
suc of sovereignty, in this context, con-
cerns the struggle for land, culture and
autonomy.

As well as sovercignty movements, this
category includes anarchists, advocates of
sustainable development, sinalt business
movements and cven forms of religions
nationalism. What brings these diverse
movements together is that they name
large corporations as the enemy. But the
conceptualisation of the enemy is difti-
cult and few of these movemenis criticise
capitalisim as such (p.151).

Problems

[t should have become appatent that the
anti-corporate movement is large and di-
verse and that Starr’s research on this
movement can be a valuable resource. But
given the diversity of such a movement,
some evaluation is all the more necessary,

Among these diverse movements we
have fo assess which are the more signifi-
cant and which can have most nnpact. The
disproportionate atiention puid to such
things as Cyberpunk indicates the book’s
weakness  that despite the aim not to
evaluate, there 1s a tendencey to focus on
Western or North American groups which
are themselves cultural products of the
globalisation  process.  Like the
globalisation process, the development of
opposttion groups s highly uncven. Thus
groups like Cyberpunk. or even Reclaim
the Streets, have an influence among cer-
tain radical scetions in the well-off coun-
tries, but not among the poor in the rest
of world.

This 1s not to say such movements arc
unimportant in radicalising the conscious-
ness of seetions of the population. But it
is neeessary to assess which groups are
best placed to make a difference through
their actions. The disappointment of this
book 1s that *old-style politics™ — social-
ism and the labour movement  get un-
derestimated among all the new forms of
struggle that are emerging. That there is
very little on the labour movement does
reflect a North American perspective
where these sorts of organisations arc
weak and where, consequently, opposition
takes the form of the types of protest
movements discussed throughout the
book. Stare writes that the real test of
PopCulture as a social movement medium
is what content it carries (p.170). But a
more perlinent question would be, what
leverage does it have?

Ta take this criticism a httle further,
many of the alternative approaches dis-
cussed here have come to the fore because

the lubour movement is weak and because
of the crisis of social democracy. Bul
whatever the current weakness of the la-
bour movement, alternative protest move-
ments  do not  have the same
transtormative potential as organised la-
bour activity. It 1s true that some of the
protests against the G&, the WTO and
multinationals have started to make head-
way and some alternative strategies have
been creative and innovative, But they
should complement labow movement ac-
tivity rather than being seen as un alterna-
tive strategy. How we understand
globalisation and what we do about it can

not be separated from class struggle, the
acttons of states and the ruling class, and
consequently the neohberal agenda. The
opposition to globahsation must come
from those at the point of production who
wicld the greatest influence, [na sense the
rise of alternative movements s a re-
sponse to the current weakness of the
working class. But they cannot, on their
own, provide the solution, however ciea-
tive their activities. WA

Just published is the first publica-
tion in English of several essays by
D.B. Riazanov.

They are his essays on Marx and
Anglo-Russian Relfations, Marx and
Engels on the Palish Question and
Marx and Engels and the Baltic
Question.

David Riazanov (1870-1931) was the
founder of the institute of Marxism-
Leninism in Moscow and one of
Russia's greatest Marxist scholars.
He examines with an appreciative but
critical eye the work of Marx and
Engels on the problems of Eastern
Europe, pointing out their differences
and changes of view and taking issue
with some of their conclusions.

The book is published by Francis
Boutle Publishers (in association with
Revolutionary History). The
translation is by Brian Pearce and
there is a Foreword by Al Richardson.

Itis priced at £10.00 plus UK postage
and packing of £1.90.

To order by credit card please send 2
emails to Barry.Buitekant@tesco.net -
the first with half the digits, the second
with the remaiming digits plus the
expiry date. To pay by cheque please
make out the cheque to Porcupine
Bookeellar and send to 5 Caledonian
Road, London N1 9DX
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Debate

The national
question In
Palestine

In the first of a series of
discussion articles on the subject
of Palestine, Yossi Schwartz of
the Socialist Workers League of
Palestine argues that the Israeli
Jews do not constitute a nation

LEven today., after the second anniversary
ol the heroie Intifuda (the third Palestin-
ian national uprising since the 1930s) and
the more than 2,000 dead and tens of thou
suands of wounded resulting from the par-
tition plan sponsored by imperialism and
Zionist known as the *Oslo Agreements’,
the local Stalinists and their fellow trav-
ellers continue to advocate the division
of Palestine under the slogan ‘two states
for two peoples’.

The 1913 Bolshevik tract on the national
question signed by Stalin contains the fol-
lowing definition: *A nation is a histori-
cally evolved, stable community of lan-
guage, territory, cconornie life, and psy-
chological make-up manifested in a com-
munity of culture.” Using this formula it
looks as if the Jews in Palestine (Israch)
are a nation. The Jews are more or less o
stable community living on a territory that
is expanding, share a common economy
and have a similar psychological make-
ap as oppressors. However, those who
accept the argument that the Isracln Jews
constitute a new nation have to tell us when
the 1sraeh Jews became a nation. For the
Isracli Communist Parly and others who
supported the creation of Israel the an-
swer is simple: in 1948, when the Zion-
ists ‘cleansed’ most of their [oly Fand
of its Arab inhabitants. According to them
it was a war of independence against the
iritish imperialists. Hlowever, for people
who claim to support the oppressed Pal-
¢stinians this 1s not an answer, as they
know that this was not a war aganst Brit-
ain but against the Palestimans.

In fact there is no such a thing as an Is
raehi nationality. In Isracl there is an end-

less debate over who is a Jew, not who s
an Isracli. The reason for this is that full
rights for a person in this country are de-
termined by the question of whether she/
he 1s a Jew - not an Israeli, not a Hebrew
speaker, but a Jew as defined according
to the medieval rabbinic religious law
(Halachea). Jews in lsracl are entitled to
remove their Jewish nationality from
their 1D, but they are not entitled to write
that their nationality is Isracli. Among the
list of the nations of the world that one

can find in the office of the Ministry of

FForeign Affairs you cannot find the Israch
nation. Thus the Tsracli state is ofticially
not the state of the Isracli Jews but the
state of the world Jewish “nation”, as de
fined by the Ziomsts and their friends
aimong the rabbis,

Even the physical land does not belong
to the Isracli Jews but to the Zionist move-
ment. The Constitution of the Jewish
Agency stipulates: *Land is to be acquired
as Jewish property and . . . the title of the
lands acquired is Lo be taken in the name
of the JNI }lewish National ¥und| to the
end that the same shall he held the mnul-
icnable property of the Jewish people. The
Agency shall promote agricultural colo-
nisation based on Jewish labour, und in all
works or undertakings carried out or fur-
thered by the Agency, 1t shall be deemed
1o be a matter of principle that Jewish la-
bour shall be employed (Article 3).

tiad the Zionist movement sent setthers
{0 PPalestine m the 18th or carly 19th cen-
tury the story might have been different,
i.c., they could perhaps have constituted
a nation through the genocide and ethnic
cleansing of the native population, as Ku-
ropean settlers did in the USA, Australia,
Canada, Argentina, cte. However, due to
their late appearance in history, in the ep-
och of the dectine of capitalisin, the Jew-
ish colonists in Palestine have not been
able to separate themselves from Zion-
ism and imperialism and this has prevented
them from becoming a nation. Thus, for
instance, whereas the formation of the
United States, for ail its brutality towards
the Native Americans, represented a his
torically propressive event which enor-
mously increased the productive forees
of humanity, Ziontst colonisation in Pal-
estine is a purely anachromstic phenom-
enon. The Israeli state can only survive by
selling the Palestinian Jews as cannon
fudder to the imperialist oil corporations,
and plays a purcly reactionary role as the
main obstacle to the completion of the
democratic revolution in the Middle East.
Those who cannot understand the proc-
ess by which colonialism lost any pro-
gressive content and turned into ity con-
trary during the imperialist era are unable
to understand onc of the basic laws of dia-

fecties.,

The Palestinian people, on the other
hand, constitule a people in the modern
sense of the ferm because they have been
formed in the struggle against Zionism
and imperialism. Those who arpue that the
Palestinians want a mini-state do not hear
the chants of the Palestinians in the den-
onstrations. They chant; “We wre the same
people from laifa and to Jenin.” The -
perialists, the Zionists and the Tocal bour-
geoisic including the Palestinian Author-
ity want to convinee the Palestinian
masses to give up their right to their
hometand. While those who support two
states as a solution declare themselves to
be the real friends of the Palestinian peo-
ple, m reality those who argue for a Pal-
estinian mini-state argue for the Zionist
project. Their position simply reflects
mistrust towards the power of the work-
ing class 1o make a revolution.

The tight of the Palestinians to thar
homeland, as has been proven since the
signing of the Oslo Accords, cannot be
achieved through support for Bantustans
in the West Bank and Gaza in the frame-
work of the imperialist order. Any illo-
sion in the possibility of a peacetul co-
existence between the Zionists and the
Palestinian people is a deadly pie in the
sky us history has proven since the begi-
ning of the Ziomst colonisation. Today,
even such a mini-state is impossible as 1t
requires the removal of the settlers and
this cannot be done short of a revolution.

The solution can conie only through a
socialist revolution of the working class
with the support of the poor peasanls and
the refugees, as part of the mass strug-
gles in the entire region. In Palestine the
more advanced layers of this struggle arc
the Palestinians. Sections of the Jewish
workers will join this revolutionary
movement to escape the death trap of Zi-
onism. In the struggle to solve the national
guestion the workers will take power and
continue on the road to soctalism. Onee
the working class takes power they will
never agree to a new partiton. The Jews
will have a place in the outcome of the
revolutionary strugple, not as colomalists
but as cquals and partners in the building
of the new Socialist Federation of the
Middle East that will include a Sccular,
Democratic and Socialist Republic over
the entire historical land of Palestine.

hitp://www.swlp.org/ WA
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Israel in the
Lebanon
1982

Richard Price explains the
background to the massacre of
Palestinian civilians that took
place in the Sabra and Shatila
refugee camps in Beirut in
September 1982

Isracl's invasion of the Lebanon in 1982
and the siepe of Beirut that followed
marked a turning point — politicaliy,
mmlitarily and psychologically. Until then,
the image ot a small and ecmbattled demo-
cratic and *socialist’ Istael under constant
threat from i aggressive neighbours had
held sway i Western public opinion for
more than a generation,  spite ol the
cevidence of the wars of 1948, 1956, 1967
and 1973,

The tnvasion was the resumption of un-
finished business left over from Isracl's
previous invasion in March 1978, On that
occasion, its forees had invaded up to the
Litani River, killing some 2,000 civilians.
When they withdrew in June, they in-
stafled Magor Saad Haddad's 3,000-strong,
Maronite militia as a puppet border guard,
patd and armed by Isracl, in charge ot a
strip of border territory.

The transformation ol” Lebanon mto a

client state was a long-held ambition of

Zionmism, strctching, back to the 1940s.
When the Lebanon descended mnto civil
war during the mid 1970s, Isracl armed
and funded the right wing Phalangist and
other Maronite militias to counter the
PLO and its Lebanese allies. Tn the short
term the tacue also served (o encourage
the vanous Lebanese facions to continue
slaughtering cach other. The larger aim
wis 10 destroy the Palestinan mihitary
presence in the country, along with the
state-within-a-state infrastructure the
PLO had butlt there since its expulsion
from Jordan in 1970. The new Likud gov-
ernment headed by Menachem Begin
hoped, m turn, that this would facilitate
the crushing of Palestintan resistance in
the Occupied Territories and their even-
tual annexation,

The 1982 invasion was cartied out un-
der the code name “Operation Peace for
Galilee’. The immediate pretext was the

attempted assassination 10 London of

Shiomo Argov, Isruel’s ambassador to
Britain, on June 3. Yot even Margaret
Thatcher announced that the PLO's sworn
eneiny, the Baghdad-based Abu Nidal, was
responsible for the attempt. In o further
twist, PLO sources cluimed that Mossad
penctration of Abu Nidal's organisation
had been responsible for the order to kill
Argov.' On June 6, on the day of the inva-
sion, the Isracli Chiet of Staff informed
the commander of UN forces in the Leba-
non that the purpose of the action was 1o
clear PLO forces from the immediate
border arca so that *Isracl would no Jonger
be within PLO artillery range’” In fact,
there was no viable threat to Israel’s north-
ern border, a cease-tire having continued
almost unbroken between July [981 and
May 1982, The tnvasion, theretore, had
nothing to do with Isracelt ‘security” in

Galilee or anywhere clse, but was a pre-
conceived plan to siash the PLO and fur
ther Balkanise the Lebunon,

Israchi units moving north brushed past
UN forces, and lasd waste to the south of
Lebanon, looting and destroying villages
as they went. Syria, which had intervened
in the Lebanese civit war against the Leba-
nese National Movement and the PLO in
1976, sending in 30,000 troops with the
backing of the Arab League, was quickly
taken out of the equation, Its entire air de-
fence sysiem in the Lebanon and 92 of
its aireraft were quickly destroyed. After
a few skirmishes in the southern Bekaa
valley, the Syran army agreed to a truce
on June 13, Only Palestinian (orees, sup-
ported to a lesser degree by the Lebanese
National Movement, resisted the lsraeli
advance, although they were heavily
outpunned. The PLOs forces numbered
9,000, while Israel deployed ten times that
number. Having devastated Sidon and
Tyre, lsracli forces had reached the out-
skirts of Bawut by June 10, and for the
next 67 days West Beirut lay under siege.

The other Arab states didn’t lift a finger
to defend the Palestimans. Neither did the
Soviet Unton. s [eaders “watched two of
its Arab allies, the PLO and Syra, sufler
humiliating defeat i Lebanon at the hands
of the Iseaclis. ‘The Israeli siege of Beirut
and the subsequent expulsion of the Pal-
estimans were a blow to Soviet prestige.
But the Russians were prepared 1o pay this
price because they did not wish (o risk
controntation with the USA’*

Of the 500,000 people trapped 1 West
Beirut, only three per cent were PLO
fighters. While the Isracli army shelled
West Beirut from the south, the navy bom-
barded and blockaded the north and west,
and the line between Last and West Bei-
rut was sciled oft by Phalangist militias.
Mecanwhile, Isracli F 16 jets pounded the
city from the air. On July 3, the Israchs
cut off water, electricity, fuel, food and
medical supplies from the west of the city.
By mid-August, the Isracli’s heavy artil-
lery, rockets, phosphorus shells and clus-
1er bombs had killed an estimated 18,000
Lebunese and Palestinians and wounded
30,000 more, nearly 90 per cent of whom
were civilians, Blocks of Nats, hospitals,
schools and even large numbers of diplo-
miatic buildings were destroyed indis-
criminately. Yasser Aratat subsequently
claimed (that on one occasion, Ariel
Sharon sent a message o the Palestinian
leadership threateming to use nuclear
weapons.?

At the end of August, PLO forces agreed
to withdraw from the rubble of West Bei-
rut under the terms of the Habib plan. A
peacekeeping’ force consisting of 2,400
US, French and Ttalian troops landed on
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August 25 to oversee the PLO withdrawal.
Once it was complete, the “peacekeepers’
themselves withdrew on September 10,
¢ven though under the terms of the agree-
ment they were supposed (o remain a fur-
ther two weeks and protect West Beirut
civilians.

Shortly after the PLO withdrawal,
Bachir Gemayel, the nominee of the
Phalangists, who had collaborated for
years with Isracl, became president-elect
of Lebanon. However, in the first two
weeks of September he began to show
signs of independence, refusing 1o sign a
peace treaty Begin and Detence Minster
Ariel Sharon tried to foree on him. On
September 14, Gemaycel was assassinated
by a huge — and for Isracl, conveniently
timed  car bumb,

The following day the Tsrachi army
moved into West Beirut, ¢laiming to be
pursuing 2,000 phantom PLO ‘terrorists’
it claimed were still in the city. On the
same day the Isrucli Chief of Staft and
another leading general met with
Phalangist officers and agreed that the
Phalangist militias should move into the
Sabra and Shatila refugee camps in south-
west Beirut, [srach paratroops accompi
nied the militias 1o the camps, and then
surrounded them while the Phalangists
carried out two days of savage butchery.
Throughout the massacre, [sracli troops
‘were never more than 300 yards away
from the camps and sometimes as close
as 50 yards. Moreover, lIsracli soldiers
were on the roof of the Kuwaiti embassy
nearby and conld sce what was happening
in both camps’.” Fven a US cnvoy was
moved to send a message 1o Sharon on
the morning of September 18: “You must
stop the massacres. They arc obscence. |
have an officer in the camp counting the
bodies. You ought to be ashamed. The
situation is rollen and terrible. They are
killing children. You are in absolute con
trol of the area, and therefore responsi-
ble for that arca.™

The Isracli cabinet  in spite of a mass
of damning evidence that it knew within
hours that the massacre was taking place

brazenly denied any responsibility.
Sharon subscquently clanned that ‘no onc
foresaw  nor could they have foreseen
the atrocitics-committed in the neigh
bourhood of Sabra and Shatila’.” On Sep-
tember 22 - the same day as a Palestinian
general strike throughout Isracl and the
Occupied Territories  the Knesset voted
against an enquiry. Three days later, a dem-
onstration in‘Tel Aviv called by the Align-
ment and Peace Now drew 400,000 peo
ple, three quarters of them Israeli Jews.
Although it didn’t call for withdrawal from
the Lebanon, it called for the resignation
ol Begin and Sharon.

This forced the government’s hand and
a Commission of Enguiry headed by the
Chief Justice, another judge and u general
was convened. Hs judgement largely
whitewashed Begin's role in the massa-
cre and rejected any 1dea of pre-planning
by the Isracli government or nulitary.
[lowever, in relation to Sharon it had the
followmg to say:

“In his testimony . . . the Minister of De-
fenee also adopted the position that no one
had imagined the Phalangists would carry
out a massacre ... But ... i is impossi-
ble to pustify the Minister of Defence’s
disregard of the danger. We will not re-
peat here what we . .. said above about the
widespread knowledpe regarding the
Phalangists” combat cthics, their feclings
of hatred towards the Palestinians and
their leaders” plans for the future of the
Palestinians when said leaders would as-
sume power . . . no prophetic powers were
required to know that conerete danger of
acts of slaughter existed ... From the
Defence Minister himself we know that
this consideration did no concern him in
the teast . . . the Mimster of Delence bears
personal responsibility . .. itas fitting that
the Minister . . . draw the appropriate con
clusions . .. and if necessary . . . the Prime
Minister should consider whether he
should excereise his authority . . . accord-
ing to which “the Prime Minister may . . .
remove a minister (rom office™™

In spite of its mealy mouthed formula-
tions, the judgement was a damning indict-
iment of Sharon, the Butcher of Beirut. His
punishment for his role in the massuacre
of perhaps 2,000 civilians was morc like
a pat on the back  he was moved side
ways to Minister Without Portfolio, Such
15 the record of the man recently re-

clected primie nunster of Isracel,

The chilling account of the Subra and
Shatila massacre which follows 1s the tes-
timony of Ralph Schoenman and Mya
Shone, two American civil rights activists
who were in Lebanon for six weeks from
August 9 to September 23, 1982, and were
among the first foreign journalists to reach
the camps.

In the 1960s Ralph Schoenman was di-
rector of the Bertrand Russell Peace
Foundation, and a founder member of
both the Committee of 100 and the Viet-
nam Solidarity Campaign. He is the au-
thor ol a number of books and pamphlets,
meluding Prisoners of fsracl (co-wrilten
with Mya Shone), The Hidden History of
Zionism and Irag and Kiowait: 4 History
Suppressed. e is a former supporter of
Socialist Organizer in the United States,
and is currently working on a book con
cerning the Unifed States and September
11
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The
massacre
of
Palestinians
at Sabra
and Shatila

The following interview with
Ralph Schoenman and Mya
Shone was submitted to the
Secretary-General of the United
Nations on December 7, 1982, by
the Jordanian Permanent
Representative to the UN with the
request that it be circulated as an
official document

(). Much of the debate and discussion sur-
rounding the massacres which took place
in Sabra and Shatila camps centres on the
question of Isracli responsibility for the
kiflmgs, What evidence do you have per-
taining to this?

A. We have evidence that the murder of

Palestinian and l.ebanese civilians in
Sabra and Shatila was part of the co-
ordinated military operation under full
command of Isracli armed forces.

Q. Could you claborate?

A. First, 1t should be made clear that
what 100k place in Sabra and Shatila had
already been prepared {or by the destine-
tion of the camps in the south of Lebanon
and the nature of the occupation there,
Bear in mind that gertal bombardinent had
reduced these camps to rubble and cansed
terrible destruction tesulting in tens of
thousands of casualties. Then after the Is-
raeli invasion of West Beirut, the intense
shelling of the camps caused further dev-
astation. ‘This shelling continued from
Wednesday, September 15, It wus anam-
portant factor in preventing people in
West Beirut from knowing about the mas-
sacre immediately, because people
couldn’t reach the camps.

Q. When did the killing inside the canips
begin?

A. Tt began on Wednesday night. It be-
pan, morcover, after Israeli armed forees
hud scaled off the camps, preventing the
civihian population from escaping. 1t is
crucial to realise that the Isracli army had
fotal military control of the area. The
killer units which carned out the slaugh-
ter did so i full co-ordination with Is-
raeli armed forces. They could not enter
the camp or carty out a military opera-
tion without tull cognisance of lsrach
command officers.

(). But why assumc that Istach officers
and soldicrs knew that the militia were
staughtering civilians inside the camps?

AL ltis no assumption. By Thursday, de-
spite the Israch fire directed against cs-
caping civilians, some [.500 refugees
managed to reach Gaza hospital in the
north ot Sabra camp. They were tn panic
and hystera and filled the basement and
corridors of the hospital. ‘They told the
Norwegian, Finnish and German doctors
and nurses about the kilhing m the camps
and that Israch forces were firing on the
camp, having sealed it oft.

(). What did the hospital personnel do?

A. They asked the International Com-
mittee of the Red Cross to enter the
camps and to ask the Israchs to halt the
slaughter.

Q. 1nd they do so?

A. The International Committee of the
Red Cross stated that the shelling was o

itense and that they could not reach the
camps. Nor, it should be pointed out,
would Isracli forces permit them to do so.

Q. What happened on Thursday”

A. People in Subra met in houses and
shelters during the shelling and took a
community decision to appeal to the Is-
racli Command Post at the Kuwaiti em-
bassy for an end to the killing in the camps.
Four men were sent as a delegation to the
Isracli Command Post under whtte flag (o
inform Israclt commanders that: a) The
camps were oftering no resistance and
were in g state of surrender; 1) There were
ne arms i Sabra or Shatifa - arms having,
been turned over to the multi-national
toree before its departure. This four-man
delegation did not survive its mission, All
tour were shot dead around Spm Thurs-
day afiernoon. Their bodies were found
at the Israchi army checkpoint near the
Kuwaitt embassy. The names of the four
men were: Abu Suaid, aged 62; Abu ] lamad
Ismail, aged 55 Tewlik Abua Hashimah,
aped 65 Abu Ahmad Said, aged 65.

Q. How do you know this?

A. We interviewed with tape recorders
survivors of the massacre 1 Sabra, They
desenbed o us the decision to send the
delegation, 1its mission and 1ts fate.
Throughout this period of Thursday and
throughout I'riday and Saturday morning
Isracli forces continued o ring the camps
and to direct fire at people.

(). What was the relationship between
the killer militia and lsraelr forces?

A. The Isracli army supplies the militia
with uniforms, arms, rations  even shoe-
laces. Moreover, at the checkpoints of the
Kataeb and Haddadi nulitg, there s al-
ways an Isracli in charge. Indeed, the uni-
forms arce the same except that Haddadi
forces often have *Free Lebanon” stitched
on therr uniforms and Kataeb have a
Phalange insignia.

Q. Were there witnesses that you inter-
viewed who survived the massacre?

A. We interviewed in Shatila and Sabra
over 70 people who survived the massa-
cre. Their accounts are consistent. Peo-
ple from different parts of the camps who
did not know cach other gave very similar
accounts of what took place. Person af-
ter person deseribed to us the integral
nature of the military operation between
Israeli forces and the mibitia

). Be specilic.

A. Hussain O, was arrested by Isracli
forces on Thursday night as he tried to
distribute bread during the shelling. He
was tuken through checkpoints manned

jointly by Israch lorces and Haddadi mi-

litia. He saw people marched to these
checkpoints, separated out and shot by the
militia in the immediale presence of Is-
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rach soldiers who were in command.
On Friday morning, several witnesses
desceribed how Israch armed forces en-

tered Shatila and the southern part ol

Sabra. They entered from the road which
conncets the Kuwaiti cmbassy to Akka
hospital. One of the survivors saw the kill-
ing ot Safih Khalid Hamoud, aged 38, and
her two children, Hassan, aged 2, and
Mohammad, aged 8.

Q. What did the Israch forces do?

A. They entered the main road of Shatila
and south Sabra. They tanned out into the
small streets. They met no resistance.
They then formed a phalanx inside the
camp, 100 yards trom the house ol Safih
Khalid [lamoud. The militia units then
came through the Tsracli lines which re-

{formed behind them, protecting their rear

flank. The militia begun to slaughter peo-
ple systematically with lsraeh forces
present. They had uniforms wdentical to
those of the fsracli troops except that
‘Free Lebanon' was stitched on them.
They painted the Katach insigma on
houses. They killed with axes and knives.

Q. What took place on Suturday?

A. In the carly morning, about Sam, the
slaughter began again as Israch troops
ringed the camps. The killing took place
unti! 10.30am. Bulldozers were brought
into the camps to pile up bodies and pour
rubble over them. One Lebanese man was
saved by the sareaming child he was hold-
ing. For some reason he was lelt
unscralched while all around him soldiers
cleaved people with axes and knives. An-
other witness, Sadih K., aged 60, hid whilc
militia hacked people with axes. One boy
hid in his mother’s blood and was left for
dead but had his finger chopped off while
lying there.

Q. How did you enter the canips?

A. We tried on Saturday morming to gain
entry but were turned back at Israchi
checkpoints. We then walked through
Fakhani and behind buildings until we
gained entry into Shatila and Sabra. Tt was
a charnel house. We photographed piles
of bodies, pieces of people, In the small
streets and in the houses and shelters we
saw hundreds of people in one stall arca,
With the exception of one family, all the
rest were multilated. leads were smashed
with axes. Eyes were cut out. Brains lay
next to heads. Skin was strnipped from
neck and face. Limbs were severed. Ab-
domens were laid open. It was butchery
on a sustained scale. The worst of this was

that the free-Nowing blood and pools of

blood showed that the torture and mutila-
tion had preceded death,

Q). Did you see any Jsraeli soldiers whale
you werc there?

A. At approximately 1pm Saturday, we

had gone to the Akka hospital tucing the
camp. Isracli tanks, half-tracks and com
bat units in black jackets descended on the
camps, cnveloping us. They were using
loudspeakers as well, broadeasting mto
the camp that any who did not surrender
would be killed. There was no call (o any
killer units to desist as claimed falsely by
the Isracli government.

(). What did you do?

A. We photopraphed the tanks and the
combat units. We entered Shatila and con-
tinued 10 take pictures of the butchered
bodics. There was machine gun fire from
the Israeli troops which went unanswered.

(). What do you conclude from this?

A. Tstacli Torces were engaged i the
military operations of which the massa-
cre was o component from Wednesday
Scptember 15 through Saturday Septem
her 18, Israeli forces tully control the
arca. The militia are under their command.
If, for example, the troops ot an occupy-
iy army use special forees trained and
recruited by them and under their direc
tion to carry out a slaughter in their pres-
ence, how can one speak of this as the
action of the individual soldiers who
wiclded the axes and knives? Tt is anin-
sult to our intelligence 10 say such things,
Israch forces ringed the camps. Israch

command posts have a complete view of

the camps. Isrucli soldiers were inside the
camps during the butchery. Four delegates
{rom Sabra were shot dead when they ap-
pealed for an end to the slaughter. This
was a co-ordinated military operation
from beginning 1o end.

Q. How many were killed?

A. The Lebanese Red Cross personned
counted over 3,000 bodics not including
those buried under rubble placed over
them by the bulldozers on Saturday morn-
ing. The mass grave is 150 fect by 150
feet by 25 feet deep, which was prepared
by the Lebanese army and Red Cross to
receive the bodies, and it is full.

(). Are there other witnesses besides the
survivors in the camps?

A. The Norwegian, Finmsh and other
foreign doctors and nurses at Akka and
Giaza hospitals saw patients shot dead in
their beds. When the doctors and nurses
were marched outl off Gaza hospital on
Saturday morning, they saw bodies eve-
rywhere, About 1,000 people were lined
up on the street. As the doctors and nurses
marched, people were being taken in
proups 1o the side streets and machine
gun fire was then heard. The Egyptsan hos-
pital accountant was shot dead. In Akka
hospital Dr Al Osmun, a Palestinian, was
laken and shot dead.

Morcover, an Israeli military unit en-
tered Akka hospital and lined up the medi-

cal personnel. One Israch officer give a
picee of paper with his name on it to the
Palestiman nurse, Antisur Isnul, and told
her to show this paper 1o the soldiers who
were due to come shortly, When the Is-
rach soldiers left, the mihtia unit fol-
lowed them into Akka hospital. They were
shown the piece of paper by Antisar
Ismail. They langhed and took herinto the
basement ol the butlding behind the hos-
pital. She was raped and mutilated. The
disfiguring was so ternble that her aunt
could only identity the body trom the rings
on her finger. Here s an Israch unit en-
tering a hospital and then sending 1 a
militia unit which butchers people. This
is the pattern. Where else in the world, m
what occupied country, would you exon-
crate the occupymg army when indig-
enous militia under its control are used
to carry out murderous operations? Peo-
ple, everywhere we have gone, in and out
of Lebanon, understand this.

Q. Was this massacre the major atroc-
ty of the war?

A. It is perhaps the emblem of the oc
cupation but it is in its essence httle dif-
ferent from what has taken place through-
out the South.

Q). Have there been massacies i the
South?

A. There are mass graves tiroughout the
South. Some are the result ol the satura.
tion bombing. Some are the result of the
fire power on the ground directed ar shel
ters, schools and the small houses found
throughout the camps.

Q. Where were you in the South?

A. We spent three weeks in the South
and travelled extensively throughout the
villages and the relugee camps as well as
the cities of Nabativa, Tyre (Sur) and Sidon
(Saida). In Ain ¢l Helweh, w refugee camp
which once held 80.000 people, the Is-
racli wirforce bombed this camp in o pe-
riod of ten days with unrelenting inten-
sity. The camp was taken as a grid and each
quadrant was subjected to carpet bomb-
ing in sequence. When each part of the
camp, which is about one mile by one and
a half miles in size, was levelled, the
hombing began again with the first seg-
ment. This carpet bombing continued day
and night. After ten days, shelling bepan
of sunilar intensity. This camp was re-
duced to rubble. Shelicrs colfapsed. Inone
shelter 500 people died; in another 250
died. Incendiary weapons were used.
Pliosphorous shells weie fired into the
shelters, broiling people alive. The
UNRWA clinic is located opposite the
government hospital of Sidon. This hos-
pital has been gutted and its rool con-
verted into an abservation post overlook-
ing the camp. The UNRWA clinic persorn-
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nel complain that fluid from the mass
grave keeps flowing into their clinic.

Q. What caused these mass graves?

A. The Isracli army buried nearly 1,000
prople i @ mass grave next to the hosp-
tal. 1t is a shallow grave. There is a simi-
lar mass grave opposite the St Juseph
Convent School where the road to Tyre
begins.,

(). What has happened to the surviving
population?

A. The Palestinians have been scuttered.
They live instore fronts and garages. They
live out in the streets, They have tried te
return to the rubble of Ain et Hedweh but
they are prevented by the Israch army from
performing any repars which would re-
build houses, Wherever this destruction
oceurs, Israeli bulldozers follow and
make huge piles of rubble. We have wit-
nessed this.

Q. What of the wounded?

A. Hospitals have been shut down, The
Red Crescent, which was the medical serv-
ice organisation of the PLO, has been
destroyed. Virtually all its medical per-
sonnel have been imprisoncd. Private hos-
pitals do not want to admit Palestinians
because of the constant arrests which oc-
cur in hospitals where Palestinians are
treated. Because Palestimans in the camps
are poor and because medical treatment
m the private hospitals is very costly,
most Palestinians are refused admission
because they lack funds. Almost all cases
ol infection, major wounds, burns or even
amputations resull in infection and sub-
sequent deuath because there 1s no medi-
cal care.

We have spoken to many people who
deseribed how famtly members sull alive
in the rubble were buried alive by bull-
dozers which piled rubble further on top
of them, ignormg their eries and the pleas
of relatives. This was told by many peo-
ple in Sidon and Ain ¢l [lelweh, describ-
ing to us the fate of thetr funulies.

Q. Where else do these conditions ap-
ply?

A. In all the camps 1 greater or fesser
degree. Rashidtya has been virtuatly de-
stroyed, with the exception of some build-

ings. But there are constant arrests which
continue 1o this day. The Katach come
into the camps and shoot them up. Women
are raped. People are robbed and Istach
units are always near by.

Q What is the relationship between the
militia and the Isracli army in the South?

A. At every checkpoint of the Taddad
militia an Israch soldier or officer is
present. The Haddadi are supplied by the
Israeli army with weapons, uniforms and
shoelaces. They share barracks with the
Israeli ariny. This 15 also true of the

Katach. We saw many barracks where
Phalange and Isracli were together. And
checkpoints of the Kataeb are invariably
monored by Israclt soldiers who are
clearly in charge. None of the killing by
the milita oceurs without Israch knowl-
edge. [tis safe to conclude this after see-
ing the total military controb exercised by
the Israeli armed forees.

(). Is this situation uniform in the South?

A. The pattern 1s clear. In the villages,
[sracli armed forees enter and go house
to house. Most of these are Lebancese vil-
tages. Butif they are Muslim or 1f the

National Movement has a following or if

Palestinians live in the villages, the Isracli
army destroys the contents of every house
i the small villages. Many houses are
bulldozed or blown up at random. "The
male population is rounded up in the cen-
tre of the village or town. Masked inform-
ers then point out people. They are taken
away. Sometimies their bodies are found.
(fsually they are never heard from again.

Q. Is this continuing?

A. It is an ongoing process. While we

were i one part of Rashada at night, Is-

racli soldiers would be beating people and
arresting them in another part. Constant
sweeps continue in the villages and the
hospitals or clinics which still function.

(. What about prisoners and those taken
away?

A. We huve taken over 6,000 affidavits
which have been signed by family mem-
bers authorising lawyers such as Lee
Tzemel in Isracl 1o act as the lawyers for
these prisoners.

Q. How muany prisoners arc there?

A. The International Committee for the
Red Cross has spoken of approximately
9,000 prisoners in Ansar, which is between
Tyre and Nabativa. But we have spoken to
numbers of prisoncrs who were released.
We have learned of between eight to ten
detention centres in the north of Israel,
Megiddo has held as many as 8,000, We
have sought 10 estimate the total number
of people taken prisoner but it 1s very dif-
ficult. For example, the women of ‘Tyre
spent two weeks, day and night, calcular-
g the number of prisoners by having
wonien from the surrounding villapes and
from Tyre visit the residence and office
of Bishop George Haddad. They painstak-
ingly wrote down the name of the pris-
oner, the date he was taken, his father and
grandfather, his age, etc. They compiled a
list of nearly 16,000 names just from the
arca surrounding Tyre. In Sidon some
wornen compiled a list from a small arca.
There are 2,500 names on this list. We
believe that between 20,000 and 30,000
men have been arrested and beld at some
time or another. Their fate is not known.

A few hundred have been released and they
tell a horror story.

Q. What do they describe as the condi-
tions in the camps?

A. Throughout the villages and the
camps we hear the same account. The pris-
oners are subjected Lo sustained and sav-
age beatings with heavy sticks, pipes and
clectrie wire. We have many accounts of’
deaths. People are deprived of water for
extended petiods of time. They have been
left in the broiling sun. One young boy
wits hanged from his wrists with wire for
36 hours, The wire cut to the bone. te
was beaten around the head so severely
that he became amnesiac. All his teeth
were smashed. Electrie torture 1s widely
reported. One man, an engineer, deseribed
how nine prisoners were subjected to tor-
ture with ¢lectricity i front of him. Llec-
trodes were attached to the teet, the geni-
tuls, the fingers, the abdomen and the tace.
One victim’s body jumped nearly two feet,
He died instantly, Another died in a set-
zure. One young boy in one of the camps
deseribed how boiling water was poured
over one man. The boy had been beaten
systematically himscelf. Two youngsters
had fractured skulls when we saw themn.
Wherever we went  inevery village, retu-
gee camp and town that we visited  we
have come across this. The stories are
conststent, We have precise detail, day by
day accounts on tape. [n some instances
we have photographed the scars. There are
many accounts of sustained cigaretie
burns on the hands and faces of prison-
ers, One woman who was so burned has
tost the use of her hands. In the case of
electric torrure, we have the names of the
Isracli guards and officers who partici-
pated in (he eleetnc torture, This pattern
of abuse in the camps has been so wide-
spread and reported to us by so many peo-
ple that we are certain that it was a policy.
The uncontrolled behaviour was that of the
randomn Israeli guards who tried to stop
the torture, The sustained and controlled
behaviour was that of systematic beating,
deprivation and torture. In Ansar, for ex-
ample, prisoners are appointed who must
beat the other prisoners if there is any
infraction. They get favouss if they do this
and arc punished if they refusc.

Q. How arc prisoners artanged, identi-
ficd and sclected?

A. Prisoncers are stamped - some on the
backs, some on the arms. The distinction
between Palestinians and 1.ebanese 1s
miade in this way. The overwhelming ma-
jority of these prisoners are civilians in-
cluding large numbers of professional
people — lawyers, doctors, teachers, en-
gincers and administrators. Mohammed
Maki, to take one example, was the finan-
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cial director of the Secours Populaite, a
medical relief agency which had on us
board 400 promiment Lebanese including
the Minister of Home Affairs, Labban,
When he was arrested, no one know

where he was taken, We only learned of

his imprisonment in Ansar when we spoke
to two youths, of 16 and 17 respectively,
who had been released from Ansar and
who had scen Mohammed Maki there. 1t
should be mentioned that these two youths
were themselves savagely beaten and told
that if they described what had happened
to them or described prison conditions
the Israch army would know and they
would be killed, The house of Mohammed
Maki was dismantled stone by stone by
Isracli soldiers. s wile and children
were harassed and continually visited by
soldiers.

(). What about the International Red
Cross?

A. They do not perform well, They
refuse to make any public statement about
conditions in the camps although mndi-
vidual International Red Cross personned
have secn such conditions in Ansar and
said so to us, All of them have heard ac-
counts {rom ex-prisoners. Yet all the iden-
tification cards provided to fanuly mem-
bers by the International Red Cross for
prisoners held in Ansur are marked ‘Fn
Bonne Santé”. It is pathetic.

(). But what of fumily members or
former prisoners who take complaints to
the International Red Cross?

A. We have many exaniples of this. First,
it must be remmembered that it is very dan-
gerous for former prisoners and fumily
members to complamn. There are constant
spies. The people are subject to re-urrest
and 1o savage reprisals by Haddudi and

Katacb militia followed by destruction of

homes by the Israch anny and ceven the
arrest of the entire tamily. Despite all
these hazards, some released prisoners
have gone to the International Red Cross
and related their experience. They have
dong this out of 4 sense of urgency and
concern for the fate of those still in
prison,

). What has been done?

A In every case, the International Red
Cross has passed on the complaint, with
the name of the complainant, to the Is-
rachi armed ftorees. The International Red
Cross will make no public statement.
Their rationale is that they put the Isracli
armed forces on notice of the comphaint.
Bul the net effect is 10 collaborate with
the Isracli army and to expose the com-
plamant and his family to severe jeopardy.

Q. Why did people speak to you?

A. Because we are known for work on
behalf of political prisoners in other

countries and we camie with recommens-
dation or with local trusted people.

Q. How does the population manage?

A. The situation of the Palestinian popu-
lution and that of the poor Lebanese 1s
dreadful. There is no means of income.
All the men are in prison, m hiding or dead.
Only a few men, most of them sick or in-

jured, reniain, People are faced with con-

stant harassment and without the means
of sustenance. Medical care is virtually
non-cxistent. The destruction of the
camps results in an absence of hygienmic
facilities. There arc cases of typhoid and
much skin disease. The people try in all
ways to keep areas ¢lean but itis very dif-
ticult.

(). What of the Lebanese authorities?

A. In the South, they are reduced to Vi-
chy puppets. You Iind all the road signs in
Hebrew. tseacli officers are signing two-
year contracts for apartinents in Tyre and
Sidon. It is an occupied country and the
I.ebanese authorities do nothing. There are
spies cverywhere and the Katacb and
[Haddadi militia inthnidate, loot and kill,

Q. Is there much looting?

A. The worst looting has been per-
tormed by the Israeli armed forces them-
selves. The steelworks in Sidon was
stripped of $30,000,000 of iron and roll-
ing stock, which was loaded onto trucks
and shipped o Istael. The technical equip-
ment of the UNRWA trade school was
looted of its lathes, machine tools and
typewriters. The otfices of Middle East
Airlines were stnpped of their comput-
ers and electronic guidance systems — all
these were shipped to Isracl. But perhaps
the most shametul examples of this van.
dalising of the country have been docu-
mented in Beirut.

Q. What are you referring o7

A. Isracli officers have occupied the
apartments and homes ot somce of the most

distinguished scholars and intellectuals of

Beirut. They also cntered and oceupied
cultural institutions such as the French
cultural centre, Cermoc. They entered the
National Library, Wherever these occu-
pations have occurred, books, carpets,
pantings and hibles have been gathered
in piles. Soldiers have shit and pissed on
them. In the home of Ambers Salem, the
sister of Saleb Salen, soldiers shit on the
Turkish carpets and valuable paintings.
['hey gathered small objects, antiques and
statuettes and shit on them. Shit was left
in every roomn, on the walls. At the French
eultural research centre which belengs to
the French government, the lsrach offic-
ers and soldiers threw shit everywhere.
There is shit all over the cetlings. They
ok showers and baths on the large car-
pets. They rook all the books. There is shit

in the drawers of desks and cabinets.

In the home ol one woman known for
her library, the Israeli army occupied it
and left shit on every {loor and in every
roout. They gathered her towels, draper-
ies and clothes and pissed and shit on
them. The stench of shit is throughout the
house. An Istacli ofticer had told her the
house would be given back to her in the
‘condition it deserved’.

In the laboratory near Barbir hospital,
which is u blood rescarch centre, Isrucly
soldiers occupied the entire building.
There is shiteverywhere, including all the
receptacies and blood samples.

The feeling that this has enyendered
amongst everybody  Lebanese, Palestin-
jans, foreigners, journalists s palpable.
Perhaps even more than the massacre,
this desecration has made people feel the
horror of this occupation. The fouling of
the libraries, cultural centres and homes
ot Lebanese contrasts with the fanguage
constantly used by the Israch army with
repard to the Palestinian population: they
are being “cleaned out’, arcus wre being
‘sanittsed’ - cuphemisms which refer to
bombing without mercy, mass arrests
with torture and now nussacre,

(. But the Lebanese army atself 18 now
making arresis.

A. Yes in the thousands. But what 1s this
army? It is under the control of the
Phalange, to all intents and purposes.
Katacb speaks of “reducing’ the Palestin-
jan population (rom 500,000 to 50,000,
This begins to make clear what has been
the real purposc of the destruction of the
refugee camps by such unimaginable fire
power, the sustained targeting of the hos-
pitals and now the massacres, punctuated
by mass arrests and torture. 'This is an at-
tempt to destroy the Palestinian commu-
nity as an integral society. It is the destruc:
tion of the social labric of the Palestin-
ian people. They are being torced to dis-
perse or dic  or to disperse and die.

(). But will the situation not change
when foreign troops withdraw.

A. We see what has happened to the
poptilation when their own fighters have
withdrawn, We think the demand of the
moment is for the immediate withdrawal
of the tsracli armed forces. We think that
whut we have seen in Lebanon s a re-
hearsal for the West Bank, We think that
the oceupation of' Lebanon s the work of
Judeo-Nazis and that the people of Isracl
must awaken, must recognise the Pales-
timan people as their victims and must
ccase to give licence 1o governments
which use words like ‘sceurity” and *set-
tlement® as a cuphemism for the destruc-

tion of a people. WA




Archive

29

Introduction

Christopher Ford’

Scventy years ago, in 1933 the largest man-
made famine in the history of humanity was
reaching, its deadly heights, as millions of peo
ple perished in the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republie. To the reader the word Ganume -
plies a natural disaster, but neither drought nor
crop fatlure caused the Gireat Hunger, it was
entirely artificisl and man-made. Doring the less
extensive famine of 192122 the Bolshevik gov-
ernment had allowed western food agencies to
provide aid; a decade later in worse conditions
Moscow demed the existence of d famine,
Fhis denial by the regime was strengthened
by the parrot fashion apologies ol weslem Con-
munist Parties and Stalin’s symipathisers in the
wider tabour movement. When the Manches
ter Guardian reported the horrors witnessed
by their journadist Gareth Jones, the Kyemlin
banned journalists from ravelling there. This
was countered by a string of journalists who
actively denied in public what they often con-
firmed in private. Walter Duranty, Moscow
correspondent for the New York Times, and
Louis Fischer ol the Nation were at the fore-

front, attacking ‘eaapgrerated” nngré claims of

famine. The press cover ups were comple-
mented by the antics of the tourist apency Voks,
who constructed Potertkin villages, which gave
fuel o the Lables of willing and pullible tounsts”
such as George Bernard Shaw.

Whilst Stalin’s heir Khrushehey recorded in
his memoirs that *Perhaps we'lnever know
how many people perished', neither duning his
*de-Stalinisation’, nor under his successors did
the perpetrators of this crime ever face jushice,
Indeed. for decades the regime suppressed this
event from *official” history. Those who sought
to commemoralte, analyse or protest this trap-
edy risked imprisonment o worse. FPhese
falsificattons of history usirror in scale that of
the holocaust revisiomsts, yetits advocates, who
often restde in the labour movement, escape
any similar vilification.

The fanine revisionism moved from outright
demal, to guestioning the scale of the catastro-
phe and the artificial cause of the fwmine. This
style was expressed as carly as March 1933
when Duranty eynically reported: “There is no
actual starvation or deaths from starvation, but
there is widespread mortality from disease due
no malnutrition,™ This set the pattern for such

historians as (he Canadian Douglas Tottle’s
Fraud, FFamine and Fascism®: *Drought (a
complicating factor), widespread sabotage,
amateurish Soviet planning. Stalinist cxcesses
and mistakes caused the famine of 1932-33.°
This work of distortion par excelfence has been
the principle source for fannne revisionisn o
this day.
That there has been a lack of serious analysis
of the Ukrainian {amine on the leftis an under-

statement. This is a problem exacerbated by
the legacy of Stalinism, whose blanket denun-
cratons of Uk ratnian bourgeois nationalism’
permcates even the thinking of the anti-Stalinist
left o the point at which holding a reasoned
discussion on Ukraing is at tines almost im-
possible.” As a consequence it s a sad fact
that non-soctabist historians have predontnantly
conducted the mosthonest historical account-
mg of this tragedy. Whilst rightly expressing the
scething hatred of Moscow fult by the victims,
many accounts have tended to be marred by
the anti-communist bias of such “sovictologists’
as Robert Conquest or the impressionistic right-
wing, Ukrainian authors.

The following article by the leading Ukrain-
ian Marxist Vsevelod Holubnychy! 1s recog-
nised even by its enitics as *an outstanding at-
lempt 1o come to prips with basic issues nec-
essary for an undeestanding of the Famine'™ *
Mublished in 1938, The Causes of the Fam-
ine of 1932-33 did notappear in the lofty jour-
nads of Sovictologists, who at the time published
next to nothing on the issue (or nearly a dee-
ade. This essay appeared in Fpered [Forward],
areview for workers published by the Ukram-
1an Revolutionary Democratic Party. Under
Holubnychy’s edtorship from the carly 1950s,
Fpered represented the revolutionary socialist
current in the post-war Ukrainian emigration.

Unlike other authors, Holubnychy connot be
simply disnussed pejoratively as “bourgeois na
tionalisnt’, His entical grasp ol origmal sources
wirs unnvalled, and his work a major inlluence
on subsequent thought on the subject.
Holubnychy stands apart from other histortans
ol'the famine in his attempt o outling its politi-
-aland cconomic context.

Holubnychy differs froamn the analysis of the
farnine being a genocide rooted in the “anti-
peasant bias of Marxism’, as opposed to the
famine being a weapon to drive people into
collective farms. He points out that 75 per cent
were already in collective farms before the fiun-
ine. Famine, he argues, is more the result, not
the cause of collectivisation. His analysis was
Lter eriticised for pointing to the fact that *there
is no evidence to show that Stalin specially
planned the famine’. Folubnychy is clear that
‘the fannine was quite obviously an artificially
created one’, which ‘could have been avoided”.
The blame for the famine is placed squarely at
the door of Stahn who decitded to requisition
Ukrainians to (heir deaths. In response to the
1evisiontsts who claim droughtas the cause, as
llolubnychy points out, the drought occurred
in 1934, * But there was no famine'!

I'he consequences of the famine were far
reaching, foriCis the case that this tragedy was
a core component of the final triumph of the
Swalinist regime. In the 1920s the Conmunist
Padly of Ukraine had sought o reverse the
legzacy of Tsarism and energetically led a policy
of Ukrainisation. This cultural renaissance
under the slogan *away ftom Moscow” became
the engine of elforts to assert Ukraintan au-
tonomy. In the face of the famine the Ukraintan
CPU caders, party rank and file, and the intel-
ligentsia attempted (o resist the starvation, The
CPof West Ukraine backed the CPU against

Stalinand in turn was closed down, Inreality
Uikrainisation did not rest on a sel-governing
Ukraine; 153t had the tragedy of 1933 would
not have oceurred.

No longer willing to stomach the refusal of
the CPU leadership to exterminate their own
people s fanuary 1933, Stalin announced the
abolition of the policy of Ukrainisation and
Tsarist Russiftcation was resurrected. This was
accompanied by a purge that decimated the
CPU, and externunated the intelligentsia - a
reign of terror that lasted for nearly a decade.
o a lust-diteh effort the old Bolsheviks and
CPU leader Mykola Skrypriyk proposed that
the cluuse in the Ukramian constitution which
granted the right to leave the Soviet Union
should beexercised.” [ was however too late,
and in July he cotmitled suicide in protest at
the Luninie.

According Khrushehiev, the only reason the
Ukrainians did not suller the fate of smaller na
torahties deported en masse was that *there
were oo many of them and there was no place
to deport them™. The aftermath of the famine,
createdin the name of *soctalism’, saw a gen-
eration turn o revolutionary nationalism. The
bady blow suftered by the socialist idea has
notrecovercd in Ukraine to this day.

PAn activist in the PCS, and an editor of the
Marxist-Humanist journal 7he Hobgeoblin,
Chnistopher Ford s the author of a torthcoming
study of the Ukrainian Revolitton and selected
writings of Lkeanian Marxisim.

* The report was insensitively titled Famine in
Russia, Englishman's Story: What He Saw on
Walkmg Tour, Manchester Guardian, March
30, 1933,

" Waller Duranty, *Russians Hungry but not
Starving’ New York Times, March 3, 1933

* Douglas Vottle, Erand, FFamine and Fascism,
The Ukraintan Genocide Myth from Hitler to
Harvard. Progress Books Torontao.

*The editonal board of Revolutionary History
found iselfin such a controversy when this as-
ticle by Holubnychy amongst others hy the
URDP members was proposed. The board sadly
voted not to pront them.

* Robert Conqueslt, The Harvest of Sorvow: So-
vied Collectivization and the Tervor-Iamne
(New York, 19R0) is considered the delinitive
account af the famine. A more impressiontstic
right wing account is Wasyl Hryshko, 7hc
Ukraimian Holocaust of 1933, Bahriany Foun-
datton, Toronto, (983,

* Holubnychy 1928-1977. Boin near Kharkev.
As aretugee in Western Europe atter the war
he edited the URDP youth paper Yunatska
horotha [ Youth struggle| and later Fpered [For-
ward]. The right wing of the Uk ringan diaspora
backed by the CIA harassed the URDP. T did,
however, survive undil 1960, Available in Fnglish
15 the Selected Works of Fyevelod
Holubavehy. Sovier Regional Economies,
Lidsmonton, 1982, He also weote tor Fourth In

ternational, New International and Labour
Action.

S Commission on the Ukrainian Famine,
Unites States Government Printing Oftice, Wash-
ington, 1988, p.21. Commission dirccted by
Jumes Mace,

?Cited in Social Change and National Con-
sciousness i Dventieth-Coentury Ukraine,

Macmitlan Press, 1987, p. 145, WA
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The Causes
of the
Famine of
1932-33'

Vsevelod Holubnychy

A study of available official primary
sources, such as government resolutions,
ceonomig statistics, and Moscow and Kiev
periodicals of the tune, allows us to recon
struct the following picture of the causes
of and the citcumstances surrounding the
famine in the Ukrainian SSR of 25 yeurs
ago.

The first Five Year Plan for industrialis-
ing the USSR was, In cvery respect, an
improvisation. The planners were still m-
experienced and the Stalimst majonty in the
VKP(bY obstinate and over-enthusiastic,
‘The economy of the USSR was not guided
by rational planning, but moved 1n fits and
starts, goaded along by ‘storming cam-
patgns”, and ‘shock brigades’. As a result,
the gouls Tor 1930-32 set by the Five Year
Ilan were considerably over fulfilled, while
the yearly plans drawn up by the Stalimists
independently of the Five Year Plan were
allunderfulfilled both in Ukraine and in the
Soviet Union as a whole,

In 1930 an acute shortage of capital sud-
denly made itself felt because too large a
number of industrial projects had been em-
barked upon simultancously, and there was
nothing to finish the building with. At the
satne e the capitalist erisis of unpree-
cdented propartions which was unforeseen
by the Bolsheviks had a signiticant effect
on the tempo of Soviet industrialisation. As
a result of the crisis the prices and demand
for agricultural materials, the main Soviet
export, fell to much less than the price of
machinery being imported by the USSR,
For example, a hundredweight of Soviet
prain sold on the world market in 1929 for
.63 roubles; in 1933 1t sold for only 2.57
roubles. This was not a case of dumping by
the Soviet Union, as some voices in the
Western press, for their own competitive
reasons, maintaned, For, after all, Ameri
can and Canadian prices for grain were cven
fower than the Soviel.

On the other hand, the prices of tractors,
for example, which the USSR imported,
were by 1934 55 per cent higher than they
had been in 1929, Furthermore, the USSR
was also bound by long-terin contracts such
as the three-year dead with 1L Ford (1929.
32) for the purchasc of tractors. The prices,
according o this agreement, remained at
the 1929 level regardless of what transpired
on the world market in the meantime. In
order to fulfil its obligations to Western
businessmen, whose confidence it valued,
and in order not to slow its industrialisa-
tion plan, the fulfilment ot which was very
much dependent on the importation of ma-
chingry, the USSR had to export more and
more agricultural products at falling prices
in order to find the currency with which o
pay for imports. The export of grain from
the USSR in these years reads as follows

(n millions of hundredweight): 1929
2.6m, 1930 — 48.4m, 1931 ~ SL.8n, 1932

180, 1933 17.6m, 1934 - 84m. The
USSR was never agaun able to achieve as
Igh an export figure as in 1930 and 193]
although, naturafly it would have hked to,
Owing to a lack of exportable products, the
nuportation of machinery to the USSR fell
significantly from 1932, and the USSR’s
foreign wrade was brought to @ minimun,

Following instructions from Maoscow,
the X1 Congress of the CP(b)U of Junc 5-
15, 1930, passed a resolution about the
immediate need to rase the quantity of ap-
ricultural products assigned for export fiom
Ukraine. The plan for the consignment of
grain for export from Ukraine from the
harvest of 1930 was raised by Moscow o
2.3 times what it had been i 1920, for ex-
ample, In 1926 the Ukramnian SSR gave
3.3m tons of grain to the state, which ut the
time was 21 per cent of the harvest. In 1930
7.7m tons were taken from Ukraine: 33 per
cent of the harvest. That Ukraine was being
exploited directly at this tme can be seen
from the fact that, while the total gram har-
vest i Ukrame amounted to only 27 per
cent of the all-Union harvest in 1930, the
consignment of grain in Ukraine accounted
lor 38 per cent of the consignment i the
entire Soviet Unton in 1930,

Never apain in ifs history, neither before,
nor after was Ukrame to achieve sucha high
figure for grain consignment as in 1930,
ttaving trundled 7.7m tons of grain out of
Ukraine the Bolsheviks lost their heads
from success. Stalin humied to announce
that the gran problem had been solved. A
statistical survey of collective farms and
Machine- Tractor Stations showed that the
harvest in the collective farms had been
considerably better than in individual honie-
steads. As a result, the Bolsheviks” oplums-
tic hopes in the collective farms were in-
flated to utopian proportions. Bilshovvk
Ukrayimy (No.2, 1931}, for instance, wrote
that a collectivised Ukraine would overtake
Europe and America in agricultural produc-
tivity within ten years! Some growth m pro-
ductivity in the collective farms was in re-
ality probably due to the fact that in 1930 1
was largely the voluntary collective tarms
thut continued to exist: compulsory collec-
tivisation had been halted in March 1930
when 71.5 per cent of the Jand in Ukraine
had been collectivised all at once; after this
stalin allowed the peasants (o leave the col-
lective farms, and at the beginning of July,
1930, the level of collectivisation in the
Ukrainian SSR fell to 36.4 per cent. This is
the percentage at which it remamed with-
oul change until December 1930, when
forced collectivisation was begun once
again. But the forced colfectivisation, as
will be seen, did not lead (o the expected
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productivity.

The success of gram requisthioning in
1930 can be explained fiestly by the fact
that the harvest of that year was consider-
ably above averape, it nefted 23.1m tons of
harvested grain. On fop of this the requisi-
toners in 1930 sometimes ook the seed
and all of the stored gram from previous
years. The sowing campaign of 1931 could
only find 95 per cent of the required seed.

Giddy [rom the suceess of 1930 and from
exaggerated hopes in the growth of produc-
tivity that would be registered by the col-
lective farms which were again being for-
cibly introduced from December 1930, the
Bolsheviks planned for a harvest in 1931
of 23.0m tons and placed the same levy ol
grain for consigmment as had been extracted
in the previous year 7.7 tons, All of this,
however, turned out to be a mistake. By
harvest time in 1931, collectivisation in
Ukraine had ideed reached 71 per cent as
had been foreseen, but the abused peasantry
neither wanted to nor yet knew how to work
collectively. The harvest of 1931 was only
18.3m and of this (according to official fig-
ures) almost 30 per cent was lost during
grain collection,

It became mmperative that the level of
praim requisitioning in Ukrane be lowered.
This however meant that Stalin’s industri-
alisation would slow down, that the plan for
exporting grain and {or importing machin-
cry would be underfulfilled. Thisis why the
order came from Moscow that the planued
armount of grain to be requisitioned had to
be fullilied at any cost.

The campaigh of grain collection of
1931-32 took place iy Ukraine under enor-
mous, unprecedented pressure. Even so, by
the spring of 1932 only 7.0m tons of grain
had been collected, about 91 per cent of
the plan, There was simply nothing Iefl to
take. As Mykola Skrypniyk said at the time,
cchoing the words of peasants, ‘the broom
swept away cverything', Statistics revealed
that a peasant in Ukraine was left for con-
sumption an average of only 112 kilograms
of grain. For the peasants, whose main sta-
ple had for centuries been bread, this was a
catastrophe.

In the spring of 1932 the famine beganin
Ukraine. The local press of 1932 bears wit-
ness to this fact quite praphically. Take, tor
example, the report of' Y. Zaslavsky in the
Kharkiv jourmal Kolhospnyvtsya Ukraviny
(No.16, 1932). The author writes thad the
women i the collective farms demanded
of the head of the collective tarm: *Give us
something to eat! Give us bread! am hun-
gry and my children have already begun to
swell with bunger. We cannot bear it
anymore, the devil take you!” The head of
the collective farm found an anonymous
note on his desk an the oftice: *We'll fintsh

you ofl you son ol a bitch il you don’( find
us some bread”. The head replied: “Itis true
that we arc having problems with provi-
sions; thas fact 1s undeniable. But for those
that work, there is bread.” Then the collee-
tive farmers ‘went in a group to the store
shed and broke . They tried to take out
the grain by foree’. All this took place in
the viltage of Novo-Oleksiyivisi in Kherson
provinee.

‘The Hrst results of the famine were seri-
ous. In the autionn of 1931, instcad of the
planned 14m hectares only 60.3m were
ploughed for spring sowing. {n the spring,
of 1932 only 55 per cent ol the necessary
amount of grain was avatlable for sowig
and Moscow had (o loan Ukrame 135 thou-
sand tons. According to the plan, 19.1m
hectares should have been sown in the
spring o 1932, This plun, however, was
underfulfilled by 2m hectares: there was a
shortage of animals to draw the plough and
ol people to do the work.

The Ukraiman Bolsheviks, Skrypnyk,
C'hubar, Petrovsky, Kosior, Strohanov.
‘Terckhov, Mayorov, and othiers more than
once addressed thamnselves o the Central
Committee of the VKP(b) and to Stalin
personally with demands to ease the pres-
sure on Ukramne. They pointed to what was
cleurly a erineal situation in the agricultural
ceonomy of Ukrame. Under this pressure,
Stalin issued a resolution i Kharkiv on May
6, 1932, lowering the quantity of gram 1o
be requisitioned from the harvest of 1932
in Ukraine 10 6.6m tons. Nevertheless, this
concession was much too small and the
Ukrainian Bolsheviks continued to protest.

In order to demonstrate the solidarity of

the entire CP(b)U i the face of this pres-
sure from Moscow and to show that oppo-
sition to the high levels of grain requisi-
tioning was not the work mercly of the
leadership of the CP(b)U, the Third All-
Ukrainian Conference of the CP(b)YU 100k
place in Kharkiv from July 6-9, 1931, wath
only one ttem on the agenda; the situation
n the countryside.

Before this conference, the leaders of”
the CP(b)U had toured the starving villages
and collected a huge amount of {actual in-
foration with which to back up its op
position. Stalin, in turmn, sent Molotoy, who
was then the head of the government of the
LISSR, and Kapanovich, then the Second
Secretary and head of the Agricultural De-
partment of the VKP(b), to the conterence
as his personal representatives. A tremen-
dous fight took place at the conference. The
Ukrainian Bolsheviks argued that the tar-
gets set for gram collection were too high,
that the Ukrainian peasants were starving,
that the agricultural crisis was “objective’.
Molotov and Kaganovich, however, de-
clared that it was the leadership of the

CP(OIU which was responsible for the cri-
sis, that Moscow would not toake any more
concessions, and that the figure of 6.6m
tons of grain had to be fulfilled by January
1, 1933, unconditionally.

The struggle between the Party and the
Ukraintan peasantry fotr possession of the
grain harvest off 1932 was a malter of life
and death. As part of the stmggle 112,000
members were sent into the villages, com-
pared 1o 44,000 in 1931, Statistics below
show that far Irom cvery Party member
went against his own people, The total mem-
bership of the CP(bYU Lell from 520,000
on Junce 1, 1932 10 170,000 on October 1,
1933, Membershiup an the Communist Youth
League of Ukraine (LKSMU) fell from
1.3m in 1932 to 0.45m in 1934, During
the month of February 1933 alone, 23 per
cent of the membership of the CP(LYU and
27 per centof the Conununist Youth League
of Ukraine was thrown out for opposing
Purty discipline. Those ejected were, of
course, nomediately arrested.

The harvest of 1932, according to offi-
cial estimates, amounted to somewhere be-
tween 13,4 and 14.6m tons. Losses during
harvesting accounted once more [or up to
40 per cent of the crop. In order to extract
the required 6.6m tons from what re-
mained, every method was used to terror-
1s¢ the population. The notorious law ol
Aupust 7, 1932, established the death pen
alty for the “thefl of socialist property”,
which included even the gathering of cars
of prain in the field by hunpry children af
ter the harvest. At the beginning of August
a resolution was sent down (rom the CC of
the VK P(b) which abolished vanous nornms
for grain requisitioning in the collective
farms. Instead, it demanded that the requi
siioners themselves define differentiated
norms at cach collective farm, which n
cffect meant ‘take as much as you can’. The
povernment of the Ukraintan SSR had re-
solved on September 1, 1932 to give col-
tective tanmers advances on days worked
in order to encourage them to work and
prevent them from starving. but by Novem-
ber 20, 1932, in accordance with Moscow's
demunds, a new resolution ended the dis-
tribution of grain for workdays, demanded
the return of grain already handed out wher-
cver possible, and ordered that all other col-
leetive stores of prain be counted 1 with
the amount ot requisitioned gram. Tas in-
cluded seed grain, On December 17, 1932,
the government of the Ukrainian SSR or-
dered that villages which do not tulfil the
planned grain consignment would have con-
sumer goods cut off and no frading would
be allowed witly them. Almost all the vil-
lages tailed o fullil the plan, in actual fact.

The last availible count, made on Decem-
ber 26, 1932, showed that 718 per cent of
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the planned volume of grain had been col-
leeted from Ukraine, Le., 4.7m tons, The
plan had fatled. Because of a lack of draft
animals and working hands, the sugar beet
haevest of 1932 also tailed. Instead of the
foreseen 16.8m tons, only 4.3m tons were
collected, and the rest rotted in the ficlds.

The hunger began to take on new, mas-
sive proportions. According to official stu-
istics, the distribution of gram for work-
days in 1932 ook place inonly 12 per cent
of the collective furms in the Odessa oblast,
in 5 per cent of the farms in the
Dnipropetrovsk oblast, 18 per cent of the
farms in (he Kharkiv oblast, and so on. In
an absolute majority of collective farms,
there was no payment {or work done at all,
simply because there was nothing to pay
with. A caleulation will establish that on the
average in 1933 there remained for con-
sumption only 83 kilograms of grain per
person of the village population thiough-
out Ukraine.

However in contrast to 1932, in 1933 the
press was forbidden to speak openly of hun-
ger. This is why in the periodicals one can
find almost nothing referring to the exist-
ence of a famine. There were only indireet
comtents, as in Bilshovyk Ukraviny®
(No0.9-10, 1933), which mentioned that
people were complaining that the *food was
bad’, and so on. At the XTTT Plenum of the
Fxceutive Commitice of the Comintern on
December 5, 1933, M.M. Popov said that
i Ukraine there existed *production prob
lemis'. A. Slipansky, a tonmer BRorotbist®
was denounced for ‘sabotaging the grain
ceonomy’ and for trying to drive Ukraine
‘to famine’, Slipansky was shot, although
the accusations brought against him were
clearly fabricated.

The consequences of the famine are
clearly evident, nevertheless, from various
other indicators. The irst Five Year Plan
of the Ukrainian SSR, for example, antici-
pated a growth in the population of Ukraine
under normal conditions fiom 30.2m peo-
ple on January 1, 1929, to 33m on January
1, 1933, In actual fact, the official popula-
tion stabstics of Ukraine turned out to be
the following: January 1, 1931 31.4m;
January 1, 1932 - 31.8in; November |,
1932 - 32.1m; January §, 1933 — only
31.9m: and November 1933 31.6m. At
the VI Congress of Soviets s Moscow, PP
Lyubchenko referred to the population of
Ukraine in 1934 as being only 30.0m peo-
ple. According 1o official Soviet govern
ment statistics, then, over 3 million people
were missing in 1933 from the population
fizures! Unofticial estimates, based on the
extrapolation of data between the two cen-
suses of 1926 and 1939 show the loss to
be somewhere between § and 7 million
people. This figure, however, includes not

only those who died in the famine but also
the unborn, those deported during the
dekulakisation, cte.

The devastation of the Ukrainian coun-
tryside is cvident also from these figures
giving the number ol peasant houscholds
in Ukraing:

Date Allpeasant  Ofihat
houscholds  number n the

collective
farms

1.7.1929 $.214.600 292,000

1.7.1931 4. 990,000 3.510,000

1. 1.1932 4748 000 3,314,000

1.7.1932 1,656,000 3,212,500

1.1.1934 4,043,700 3,238,800

Of course. the reduction of houscholds
in this table reflects not only the famine,
but also the dekulukisation going. on at that
time. The following official data on the
number of cattle in Ukraine illustrates the
catastrophe very clearly:

Cows llorses
(in millions of head)

1929 3.9 5.6

1930 3.5 53

1931 3.4 4.8

932 2.7 3.6

1033 2.4 2.6

1934 2.5 2.5

1935 2.6 2.5

It might be said in conclusion that the fam-
ine of 1932-33 was not organised in order
to drive the peasants into the collective
farms, as some people mistakenly imagine.
Al the time when the famine broke out, 75
per cent of the Ukrainian peasants were al-
ready collective farmers, and the private
sector accounied for only 18 per cent of
the entire sowing ared in 1932, The tamine
was more likely a result rather than the
cause of collectivisation, if the cnormous
harvest losses can be attributed to the peas-
ants” unwillingness and inability to work col-
lectively. Furthermore, there is no evidence
1o show that Stalin specially planned the
famine. It was rather a consequence of ex-
ternal and internal economic factors and the
situation in which the USSR found itsclf.
Nevertheless, insofar as Stalin could have
but refused to diminish its consequences
by lowering the amount of grain requisi-
tioned and by sucrificing the tempo ol in-
dustrialisation, the famine was quite obvi-
ously an antificially created one.

This statement - that the famine was arti-
ficial, i.c.. that it could have been avoided
is supported by a whole series of tacts
which came 1o light only later. Alrcady in
the spring of 1933 a significant number of
tractors were dispatched 1o Ukraine. 2.5
heetares more than in spring of 1932 were
sown, In the spring of 1933 Moscow ex-
tended a new loan to Ukraine 340,000
fons of sced. The harvest of 1933 came 1o

anabove average 22.3mtons, and the losses
during harvesting due 1o mechanisation
were reduced to 3.3m tons. But the most
important [uctor was that this time Mos-
cow reduced the quantity of grain to be
collected (o 5.0m tons! In this way the plan
was fulfitled and the famine ended. Hven
more important changes came about n
1934 in this year, because of the drought,
the harvestin Ukraine was only 12.3mtons,
i.¢., even lower than that of 1932, Buf there
was no famine! Moscow hud drustically re-
duced the quantity of grain to be requisi-
tioned and even released 770 thousand tons
of grain tor consumption by the population
and for sceding. Obviously, something sinmi

lar could have been done in 1932, but at
that time Stalin was against this. Insofar as
this was in his power, he is 1o blame for the
farmine.

One sometimes hears the statement that
Postyshev was the organiser of the {amine
in Ukraine. A study of source materials does
not support such a simplified assertion. PP
Postyshev arrived in Ukraine on Junuary 24,
1933, afier 72 per cent of the grain called
for by the plan had been colfected trom the
harvest of 1932 and the famine already ex-
ssted. Tt s well known that Postyshev tried
to colleet grain in 1933 but there are no
facts to show that he continued to requisi-
tion grain. ‘This might have been the case it
there had been anything left to take. But it
seems likely, however, that there was noth-
ing tefl 1o take, and so Postyshey was irrel-
evant. Postyshev, to be sure, ereated the -
pression that he was responsible for the
famine by publicly defending the terror be-
ing used against the starving peasants, by
stating that the planned grain-requisition-
ing could have been fullilled and that the
‘kulaks” had sabotaged it, and also by the
fact that at the height of the famine, which
coincided with the beginning of his rule,
he did nothing to help the peasantry. In this
he was deeply to blame, buat this fact does
not make him the organiser of the famine.
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