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of Iraqi children is the sanctions imposed

by the United Nations.’
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Labour would
be even

re you hoping for a Labour
victory at the next election? If

wsyour wish comes true, you will
not know what hit you when Tony Blair
takes over.

We would all be happy 10 see the
verminous Tones humiliated at the polls
after they have runed so many lives. But
that should net blind anybody te the other
side cf the eguation. The likelihood is that
the immediate impact of a Labour govern-
ment would be to make matters even worse
for many of us,

For a starl, a Blair administration would
mean more enthusiastic assaulls on the
welfare state; more encouragement of the
flexible' working praclices that already
condemn miliens to low-paid insecure
employment; and more intrusive policing of
our affairs by the authorities, acceleraling
the trend towards more censorship, surveil-
lance and control.

This must seem like an outrageous
suggestion to many Labour supporters,
How, they might well ask, could a Labour
governmenl ever be as objectionable as
these bicody Tories? To answer thal we
need 10 grasp just how far things have
changed in British poltics. The pary
names might oe the same, but neither the
Conservatives nor Labour have much else
in commaon tegay with the parties they were
15 years ago.

The changes in the character of the
Labour Party are often misunderstood.
Party spoxesmen like lo claim that the polit-
ical and organisational reforms introduced
by Blair and his predecessars, John Smith
and Neil Kinnock, have revived Labour's
fortunes oy giving it popular appeal. In fact
both the politics and the poll ratings of
Blair's New Labour have been largely dic-
tated oy the Conservatives.
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WOorse

In pelitical terms, Blair's Labour Party is
one of Thatcher's children—and the one of
which the oid Tory barcness can feel
proudest. Through the eighties, the Tores
redefined the terms of pelitical debate. The
Thatcher government’s war against social-
ism, the trade unicns, the public sector and
the welfare state impelled the cppaosition to
abanden traditional Latcounst principles
and distance itself from the working
classes. By the time Thatcher was replaced
by John Major in 1980, Labour was a shell
of a party that could only emit faint echoes
of Tory golicies on everything frcm the mar-
kel economy to law and order.

Il the dominance of the Tores in the
eighties transformed the Labour Party's
outlock, the weakness of the Tories in the
nineties has transformed Labour's fortunes.
Tne exhaustion of the Thatcherite pro-
gramme s evident in Major's increasingly
farcical aftempts to privatise everything;
and the idea that the Tories have created
an 'economic miracle' has been thoroughly
exposed by the bitter persistence of the
capitalist slump. As the divided and dis-
credited Conservatives reel from one
disaster lo lhe nexl, so Labour the bene-
ficiary has raced ahead in the polls. Bul
Blair has reached the doorstep of Downing
Streat more by default than oy dint of any-
thing dynamic within his hollow carty.

Understanding the process of political
change in this way has important implica-
tions. It means that we are not facing
a rerun of any cf the Labour~-Tery election
battles of the pasl. In fact we are not
witnessing a coniest between left and
right at all. Labour was forced to ditch what
were considered to be its  socialist
principles in the eighties; the Tories have
had to apandon their commitment te full-
blooded 'popular capitalism' in the nineties.
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Behind the old party labels, there is now
a new situation—one in which neither major
party stands for anything of substance at all.

Both Labour and the Tories now eschew
principles in favour of pragmatism. Every-
thing is negotiable. Blair will tear up a
commitment to renaticnalise the railways
just as quickly as Majer will shred plans to
privatise the Post Office. Instead of a cattle
between competing political visions, we are
left with a technical contest to prave which
party would make the best bureaucratic
managers of the system. Labour, said Blair
in January, is not offenng 'a revolution', but
simply ‘a competent allernative’ to the Tory
cabinet. (There is a slogan to inspire the
naticn’'s youth.)

Like all pragmatic business managers,
the Major and Blair leams accept that they
have to operate within limits and budgets.
The narrow framewark for action which both
recognise today has been put in place by
a comhination of two factors: the capitalist
depression and the shift in the terms
of debate over which the Tories have
presided during the past 15 years.

So it is that, in the sphere of economics,
the approach of all the major parties
broadly conforms te Treasury arthodaxy,
with an emphasis on reducing pgublic
spending, especially on welfare, and hold-
ing down wages while intensifying work. In
the political arena, meanwhile, all the major
parties now reject beld proposals for social
reform in favour of conservative demands
for more law and order and sccial control,
The need to impose austerity and autharity
on society are the twin themes of British
oublic affairs in the mid-nineties.

If Tory and Laoour have converged
around a pragmatic approach to managing
the crisis of the capitalist system, then why
should we believe that Blair would be any
better for us than Major? But there is worse
to come for Labour supporters. Lock a litle
more closely, and it appears that New
Labour is eguipped to pursue the politics of
austerity and authoritarianism even maore
ruthlessly than the Conservatives in the
context cf today.

Tne Tories have spent years accusing
Lacour of being stuck in the past. Yet iron-
ically, it is the Conservatives who are most
heavily weighed down by the baggage
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of history these days. The long years of
incumbency have taken their toll on the

Tories, Major constantly finds himself
hermmed in by commitments and divisions
that are the legacies of the past 15 years.
His government appears paralysed, unatle
to act for fear of alienating more of the
Tories' traditional base of support,

Blair's Labour oppesition has far fewer
constraints. He may still encounter the aodd
hiccup in disposing of a Labourist relic like
Clause IV. But in general, New Labour is
now traveling fight, able to adapt to the
management demands of the present with-
out worrying so much acoul the baggage of
the past. The former sludent peliticians,
ferninists and communitarian academics
who surround Blair are also far better
piaced than the Tories to translate the
demands of the market system into a lan-
guage that appears appropriate for the
1990s. The consequence of all this is
that Lacour can now often be bolder
lhan the govemment in putting forward
policies of austerity and authoritarian-
ism which, if implemented, woula make our
lives & misery.

New Labour, for example, is ready to o
further than the old Tories in dismantling the
welfare state. The Commission on Sccial
Justice report lays the foundations fer
Labour's future welfare policies. As argued
in last month's Living Marxism, the changes
which the commission proposes 'are not
designed to protect pecple against
poverty, but to protect the Treasury against
the demands of the pcor (‘Anti-social and
unjust’, January 1995),

Caontaining procosals to abolish student
grants and tax child benefit which Margaret
Thatcher in her pomp did not dare to
pursue, the Labour-backed report provides
an accountant's view of the welfare state.
Pension increases are 'expensive’, so
peoole will have to take out private plans;
it is 'not feasible' to make childcare or
he elderly free at the point of

New Labour is ready to go further
than the old Tories in dismantling
the welfare state

use, so individuals will have to pay. In can-
tent, this is the cld conservative philosophy
of leaving the needy to fend for themsalves.
But presented in the commission’s Blairite
language of 'cormmunity’, the assault on the
walfare state is made more palatable for
today's political climate—anc so poses
a more insidious and potent threat.

It is the same story with New Labour's
approach to law and order. Despite the
best efforts of Labcur, who refused to vote
against his draconian Criminal Justice Act,
Tory Home Secretary Michael Howard's
law-and-order crusade seems to stall at
every tum. Meanwhile Blair's party moves
ahead with more and mare far-reaching
proposals for social centrol. Presented in
the langauge of liveral and faminist con-
cern for the victms of racism or domestic
viclence, Labour's propesals to increase
police and legal powers can gan
wicespread support. Yet many go further
than the govemment has yet dared in seek-
ing to strengthen the culture of conformity
and centrol in society.

If you want a glimpse of how regressive it
might ce to live in Blair's Britain, ook at the
way Labour local autherities police their
housing eslates today. Hackney council
has intreduced the use of civil injunctions to
have troublesome tenants evicted or even
jailed without trial. Nottingham council has
pledged to put spy cameras in the flats of
offensive tenants. Leeds cecuncil has hired
private detectives to mount surveillance
operations against its tenants. Imposed
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harassment codes, these measures pass
with little criticism or protest. Yet the con-
seguences are as authoritarian as anything
Howard has dreamed up. The canger of
New Laoour is not just that its policies are
reactionary, obut that they are often
accepted as oeing for the good cf the com-
munity. The proclem is that Blair's brand of
reaction is not aven seen as a proclemn.

De not deoubt that Tony Blair's team
are the pecple whe will dismantle the wel-
fare state and empower the custogia
state at the end of the twenty-first century.
Labour's leader and his associates have
the puritanical dispositicn of suburban little
England at its worst, without a single liber-
tanan bone in their bodies and with con-
tempt for the irresponsible ‘underclass’ in
their hearts, They want more controls on the
press and less freedom of speech, more
Christian values and fewer single mothers,
more rules and more policeman in every
corner of scciety. Tony Blair clearly sees
nimself as Sunday school teacher o
a nation of naughty children.

By their friends shall you know them
Liberal MP David Alton is arguably the most
iliceral man in the House of Commons,
a professional Catholic and anti-abortion
crusader. Last year, fearing that violent
videos might incite the Merseyside mob
tc rampage down his cul-de-sac, Alten
put forward an amendment to the Criminal
*Justice Bill, imposing still tighter controls on
the videos people can watch in their own
homes. He needed a kindred spint to
second his amendment: step forward that
hip champicn of censorship, Tony Blair.

A A T
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Female genital mutilation

Marig Jonas wnles it i mind-bogging thal
crimes against women's human righls and their
physical integrity are used for propaganda
ourposes’ (lefters, December), This is precisely
my peint about the campaign against female
qenital mutilaton (FGM), Westan courtries ana
internatona’ ‘nstitut ons like the United Nations,
which are responsible for the ecenomic anc
political subjucation cf the third werd and the
suffering 't indicts on women there, have the
cheek to preach to Africans sbout humaritaian
abuses. What is even more mind-boggling is
that socizlists I'ke Maria Jonas are taken in by
this cynica manipulation of feminist issues such
as FGM

Eddie Ford (etlers, December) says that
| made ‘even the Yiciarnan missicnaries lock
progressive by comparson’. In my arlicle
i"A civilising mission?’, Cctober), | pointed out
that the Mau Mau revolt against British colonal-
ism in Kenya cnginated partly in opposticn to
a campaign by missionanes against female
genital mutilaton, which was seen by the
Kikuyu people as an intrusion irto their cu'tursl
affairs. Does Eddie Ford find the Kikuyu's strug-
gle aganst British rule ‘barbaric'? The Westem
missionzaries in Kenya certainly cid.

| do not accepl that \Western govemments
or insttutions have the rignt to cetermire what
cultural practices are acceplabie in African
societies. To accaot that they have that right is
10 acquiesce in the West's imposition of its awn
agenda or to the pecp'e of the thire world. That
s domination, whether it is presented in.the
anguage of femirism or Christianity.

Cynthia Taylor {letters, November) recog-
nises that 'the sudder concern about female
circumcision’ in the \Wesl 'is an act of manipu
atior’, anc she understands the role of femin-
st ideas in paving the way for intenventicon,
However, she accuses me of 'cultural rela-
tvism', and of implying that ‘only those who
have been brought up in a particular culture
should be zllowed 1o say whather or not it ought
to continue',

What | in fact argue is that a recogni-
tion of the barbarity of female genital manip-
vlation does not sbsove us from Lthe respaonsi-
bilty of uncerstanding the broader social envi-
renment in which it takes place. There Is
nothing culturally relative of ‘post-feminist’
about recognising that FGM has & wicer social
sgnificance in Africa (in terms of nitiation, rites
of passage, dezs of cleanliness anc so ¢n)
which campaigners in the \West have nct taken
account of. By focusing en female genital
mulilation in ‘solation from the wider socal
protlems of the third word, feminists indulge
in the luxury of meral outrage without accept-
ing the destructive consequences of their
campaigns.
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Cynthia Taylor accuses me of impiying that
ony Aficans can understanc female gental
mutilation. In fact my aricle Is an argument
for & clearer understancing in the West of the
issues which it raises, It is the very ichorance
and urcritical nature of Western campaign-
ers approach to FGM that threatens lo ture
tnem inta patsies far a racist attack on he
third world,

Sandy Deegan london

The poverty of Marxism

James Hearlfield (The last anti-communist
hero', November} agives a disteried and inaccu-
rale interpratation of Kar Popoer's political
philcsophy. Firstly, Popper was not against
‘haiistic planning’ simply because he believed Il
was ‘impossibie to understand how society
worked or the ‘aws under which it cperated’
Popoer's contention was that holistic planning
is inseparable from tlalitarianism, The blue
prirt ¢r master plan, whick is the basis of this
lype of planning, has as its goal lhe eslablsn-
ment of an Utapia. The attempt o realse an
idea’ stale demands a strong centralised rule of
a few whe impose the dictates of the biueprin
in a violenl and authoritanan fashion.

Secondly, to say that Popper velieved that it
is impossibie to 'understand sociely because
it is too complicated' is a gross diswortion of his
work, Popper's view is that the practical conse-
auences of the reconstruction of scciaty as
a whole are dificull to calcuate. Heartfied
conflates Popper's retcence to undertaxe the
lzrge-scale  reconstruction of society with
‘vacating the fielc of reason’. Popper simply
prefers plecemeal social change because
small-scale failure has less disastrous conse-
quences than large-scale failure. Tne pisce-
meal approach |s still scientific and rational—t
adapts the methed of tral and eror and per-
mits repeated exoeriments and continuous re-
adiustments, Popper cerlginy dees not reject
rationality, In fact he attemots to reduce politics
lo ar exact science.

Finally, Popper belisves that mar Is the
master of kis own cesting and that we can
infuence and change the histery of man in
zccordance with our aims. He regards the
state’s social nstitutons as instruments which
are to be constructec or allered in accordance
with our specific intentions. By contrast, Marx
sees society and man's cestiny as determined
by the ineluctable ‘aws of history, and he, there-
fore. beleves thal rational planring of social
institutions is futie.

Il ‘s Marx anc nct Popper who vacates the
field of reason. In oraclice, Marx's historicst
atttuce has elitsl consequences—onty ‘the
party” in a Marxist stale can correctly interprel
and predicl the great play cf the forces of
histery, The truth is that Heartfield (and any
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historical
prediction to the level of reason and science
Neil Pellegrini Rynfiela. South Africa

tharaugn-going  Marxist) elsvales

Healthy resolution

| agree entirely witk your article about healthy
eating ('Healthy eating in a ciseasec society’,
January). Heallhy eating, which often comes
down to food fads, may oe al right for the
well-off micdle classes, but L ignores the class
nature of eatng. Working class people cannot
afford to eat healthiy. I've made my New Year
resolution which is to eat in McDonald's ard
spend the time | save in cooking and snopping
in trying to co somethirg about the rotien
system we live uncer.

Charles Murray Toltenihiarn, Londor

Mis-hitting postmodernism

| found Suke Wolton's review article interesting
i'‘White power', December), out | cannot help
feeling she nas picked on the wrong peoole
isome of the wrong people, aryway) to make
an othenvise valid case against sccial con-
structivism. idenlity politics, anc similar post-
modemn conceits.

Is t really the case that Allen and Roeciger
ceny the materal cenditions constituting the
social constructicn of the white race? Not that

endorse the cbsolete project of the aboliton
of 'whiteness' {as recenty as the seventies
| would have gane along with this metaphorical
construct, but these days ron-whiteness is as
banal anag pankrupt as whiteress, at least in
the USA), out is Roadiger that dumb about the
materia bssis of racial categersation? Or
Ted Allen? Paul Gilroy's The Black Atlantic is of
epcchal importance. In shorl, | understand the
thrust of Wolton's oojections to this whole post-
modern corstructivist mingset, but she should
nave taken ihe trouble 0 review the D0Cks
purportecly under review, and has irstead
daone their authors a serious disservice.
Ralph Dumain rdumaniige.apc.ong

History lesson

| am writng to take issue with Toby Banks'
leftearng  philstinism {1894 and all that,
January )—hs crass statement dismissing Ruth
ang Eddy Frow's laudable working class move-
ment library, and its probaole closure, as
another unimpotant shrine lo the past. As
a labour historian and Marxist, | find the prooa-
ble closure a tragedy, a5 we have much 1o ‘earn
from our rich ‘abour history tapestiry, from the
Peasants' Revelt of 1281 to the Levslers and
Diggers, the Tolpuddle Martyrs, Chartists, New
Unionism, stc—a history that yelds many
lessons that the left naively and amogantly
ignore.
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The bourgecisie have always applauded
and venerated their cass heroes, well so0
should the left. | would ke to see England
peppered with statues ard red plaques to
revoiutionaries, radiczls and reformers. Banks'
statement s s0 typical of the alchemists of
revolution's dismissal of the cften significant
role of indwiduals in the ages cof reform and
revoluticn.

As the organiser of alternative guiced walks
of the Loncons of Marx, Lenin, Engels &f al,
I have always been amazed at the lack of basic
knowledge of the important watersheds in
labour nistory. | fing Banks' statement, 'thal the
left has spent oo much of the past 50 years
paying homzage to the dubious achievements of
the Brtish unions’, l-infarmed and saclaran.

In & perod where the postwar consensus
has shifted undeniably to the nght, | feel it is
necessary that we lcok back lo examples of
working class solidarity, As Marx said, 'these
who co not learn from history are destined to
repest L, first as tragecy and second as farce'.
tis imporiant that we remember a ‘abour past
anc its personalities, as examples ¢ learn from
anc Inspire.

Marc Deith Finchley, London

Cars and moral blackmail
Bran Miler {letters. January) lustrales the
irrationality underlying the anti-car lobby. Miller
s waried aboul the ‘conseguences' of
increased car use. Bul what ars lhese ‘conse-
'wwl(, 25'? Presumably he means polluton. In
ch case It weuld have been nice 1o know
.-.-helh‘:r he disagreed with my substantv
empircal poirt {'The petrc! oollution scam’,
December). that the fear of pellution from cars
mi.spla-"-d because existing technology wil
to a fall in polluticn from cars over the next
/ears, despile increased car use.
Miller has nothing to say zbout these slub-
born facts. He prefers insteaa 1o mount the high
moral groung. ‘Car *need" is createc and stim-
ufated by read-building', he claims. In sc far as
tis s true, so what? Walking up mountans is
simulated by path-building. Walching television
s stimulated by there being programmes on it
Tne whole tore of the more-roads-more-cars
thesis is that car use is immoral. My arlicle
made the pont that this kind of environmen
izl meral blackmail Is an iceal way for the
Joverrment ta screw more money out of us.

urprse, surprise—the government slapped an

extra lewy on petrol in both the budget anc the
mini-budget. Miller's weak populist 2aist on this
scam s lo paint himself as a defender of work-
ers struggling to pay off their car leans. Rather
than saving us fram the burden of debt by dis-
couraging us from buying cars, I've got a bet-
ter idea. | know it is r-nvvorl'nf*rl‘ail',' incorrect,
with its implicaton of raised consumption, but
what about more money for workers so that they

can easlly afford a rar"
John Gillott Haringey, London

The privilege of risk-awareness

Having attended the Making of Moral Panics
conference in November, Thomas Austin
(lellers, January) repors that ‘popular impulses
towarcs safety and security were riciculed from
positions of relative safety and privilege’

| too attended the conference, and my
unclerstanding of what was said is compietely
different. | came away with a sense of a con
certed effort to investigate and explain why it is
that highty intelligent, eminently sensible pecple
are being drawn deeper and deeper into a spi-
rai of nonsensical concerns. | heard it r,:e;r
explained that the epidemic of popular
derived—not from any crime i‘.pL.C'P‘l:-..—huI
from the widespread sense of isolation and
insecurity arising from the erosion of every
tradition of soclal salidarity. As a rasull, the
mean-spirited worldview of the traditionally
insecure middle classes has gol a grip on the
wha'e populalion

Auslin corcludes thal 'ns< is a realive luxury
not avaiable equally to al in our inequ lable
sociely'. | must point oul thal the risk-awareness
industry is staffed exclusively by those in
positions of '‘relative safety and priviege'—
joumalists, acacemics, doctors. prests and
peliticizns. If we want an equitable scciety. we
will have lo stick our necks oul and challienge

Lheir at,lhrlrib' It's the on'y way Lo inliale a new
and progressive sanse of commaon interest and
social sol‘dart-,-.

Geraldine Mitcham /sleworth

Swansea readers

| weuld B2 most obliged f you would publish an
aoppeal for readers @ comrespend with myself,
for the purposes of establishing 2 Living
Marxism readers’ group in the Swansea area,
Brendan S Forbes 41 MHeathfigid,
Mountoieasant, Swansea SAT 6EJ

Boring and repetitive?

D Sheppard {lelters, January] claims that Casis
are ‘the best new thing in British music'.
Definitely goog, but certainly net new. If Blur ara
‘nostalgia pecdlers’. the same could equally oe
appliec ¢ Oasis who are regurgitating a few
resty'ec Beatles numbers complete with whim-
sical sixties yrics., What we are seeing is a
back-to-basics campaign ¢r the pan of the
music establishment. Hence the shift back o
the lraditional four-piece ana accustic numbers

Nirvana's Unolugged sessicn, for exampe

Popular music is in @ state of transition to
a more technelogically innovative style of music
All the bands at the cutting ecge of music are
techno-motivated: Porishead, Orbital, Richarc
Hawtin ang so on. The Lwing section has
obviously had the foresight tc recognise this
anc to write about it. Leave the past where it
belongs, the phuture is here!

D Cooper Ambleside, Cumbria
Since the 1960s pop/rock music has constantly
0 reinven f in some new e.')c-::f:f‘g

Yet it fails because

form
there's not a lot you can do with boring, repeti-

always misearably
tive crap. You can speed it up and swear (punk,
new wave), speed it up some more and shout
nstead (rap, house), put the emphasis on a dif-
ferent beat (reggae, ska), sweeten it up and call
it classy (soul, Tamia, Philly), synthesise it (elec
tronic), dress differently {glam, new romantic),
or just go for a bloody rackel (heavy melal, any-
thing John Pee!l likes),

Al the end of the day, new fads rarely last
lerger than a few years because boring. repet-
itve crap can cnly be disguised for so long.
You only have ¢ ook at the oands that sell con-
sistertly well over the years (Phil Cclling, Dire
Straitg, Sting, Stones, Pink Floyd) to realise that
it 5 only being ooring, repettive and crap that
makes you real monegy these days!

Pon music's days are numbered when
distortion and focdback are trumpetec as
inncvations! This is why | find it sc surpnsing
that Living Mearxism gives so much of ds Living
section to the latest attempt by four or fuve

spotty kids to 2e the future of rock 'n' roll, Next
time I'm ouside the Ceovent Garden opera

nouse being pelted with eggs by ararchists, 'l
refiect on the anti-culture climate that yours and
other left-wing magaznes, who should know
batier, help o perpetuats.

‘Don Van Vllet' Leeds
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Blaming pre-menstrual syndrome for bad
behaviour only endorses the dangerous idea
that women cannot control themselves,

says Ann Bradley

One of the saddest crime stories
reported at the end of last year

was the Painter stabbing. Jan Painter
accidentally stabbed her husband,
James, in a domestic fight. He had hit
her, but he knew he was wrong to do
s, she had picked up a kitchen knife

esture and knifed him by accident.

g, she reportedly cradled

God Jimmy. | didn't
mean it. [ love you’, He regained
consciousness for long enough to tell
her: ‘1 love vou, 1 love yvou, I'll never
leave vou.” Two hours later he was
dead and Jan Painter was charged
with manslaughter.

When the case came to court i
December, Jan Painter was acquitt
Even the dead man’s brothers said
they could not condemn the accused.
Mr Justice Morland accepted that the
matter was an accidental, spontaneous

family tragedy. ‘The Painters’, he sai
*had a happy marriage, There were tiff:
between them about money. but these
quarrels never degenerated into vielence
before that occasion. They were clearly
passionately in love with each other’,

Nobody could take serious issue
with the decision. Far once the courts
probably came to a fair decision.

Had the court simply decided that

this was a situation where two people
had a barney which flew out of control.
there would have been nothing

to remark on.

What is a cause for concern.
however, is the case made by the
defence barrister, and accepted by the
judge, that Jan Painter’s actions were
a consequence of her pre-menstrual
tension, In accepting this, the court
reinforced the notion that there
is something intrinsic to women which




causes them to behave in an irrational
and uncontrolled manner.
Pre-mensirual tension is frequently
raised as an excuse [or anti-social
actions carried out by women. This
is the first time it has been accepted
as mitigation for manslaughter
but it has frequently been cited
as a justification for more minor
misdemeanours, particularly driving
offences and shoplifting. Feminist
columnists and women's page editors
have, in the main. been supporlive of
those bringing forward the ‘PMT
defence’ on the grounds that it
acknowledges that women live under
different circumstances to men and so
need special understanding.

There is of course an element of
truth in what they say. There are many
particular pressures on women which
can drive us beyond the bounds of
sanity, Watch a woman trying to control
wo young children and a shopping
rolley in a busy supermarket on
: Wednesday afternoon, and you
might wonder how it is that the number
¢ child murders is so low. Talk to
: student nurse about what she has
put up with in the course of her
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working day and it begs the question
of why patients. junior doctors and
consultants alike are not massacred
on a regular basis.

The social circumstances in which
we live and work are enough to cause
all of us to flip from time to time,
and women are often in a particularly
vulnerable position because they often
have fewer avenues of escape from the
frustrations of everyday life. A working
woman is probably less able to go
out for a drink with her mates after
a gruelling day at work—-she is more
likely to be belting home to get the
dinner on or the ironing done, If anyone
is stuck at home all day with only
a toddler for company, it is more
likely to be the wife and mother than
the husband and father. Even when
women are at work, the jobs they do
are frequently support or administrative
posts where they absorb other people’s
tensions and resolve their practical
problems. Small wonder some women
are prone to the odd psychopathic
moment, However, it is more
appropriate to blame the way we
live for inducing our moments of
madness than it is to blame our
hormones.

L1V

‘The most worrying aspect of
the 'PMT defence’ is that it implicitly
accepts that women are prone to
irrational behaviour on account of
their hormones, and should therefore
be judged according to different
standards from those who are
consistently rational and responsible—
that is, men. This is both insulting
to women and runs counter to the
long-fought battle for the principle
that wamen are capable of enjoying
equality, It reduces women 1o the status
of children whose bad behaviour musi
be excused, or at least understood,
as they are not in possession of
all their faculties,

Women's biological difference
has been used as a justification for
excluding them from public life for
as long as society has needed 1o justify
their exclusion. In her excellent book,
Biological Politics (1982}, Janel Sayers,
Professor of Social Psychology at the
University of Kent, traces the attempts
to explain women’s oppression as
a consequence of biological difference.
And she observes that the arguments
used to discriminate against women
are frequently posed as a means
of defending them. p
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For example, in the nineteenth
century the exclusion of women from
education was justified on the basis that
women had smaller brains and would
not be able 10 cope with the rigours
of study. The debilitating effect of
menstruation has constantly been
cited as a reason why women could
nat lead professional or even active
lives. Through the early part of this
century feminists battled against the
notion promoted by health experts that
menstruation was a time in women’s
lives when they were, in the words
of George ] Englemann, President of
the American Gynaecological Society
in 1900, *susceptible to morbid
influences and vulnerable Lo serious
derangements’.

Where traditionally feminists
denied that menstruation prevents
women functioning normally, today
they embrace this idea. There is now
little opposition to the notion that
pre-menstrual symptoms destabilise
women on a monthly basis. In fact,
today it is regarded by many as nothing
short of misogynist Lo argue that
pre-menstrual symptoms should
be disregarded as a significantly
débilitating factor in women's lives.
This is despite the fact that there seems
to be no more evidence to support
the argument that the pre-menstrual
hormonal changes affect women’s
behaviour than there is to support the
argument that a difference in men’s
and women'’s brain size is responsible
for their performance in education,

Pre-menstrual syndrome is
understood 1o be a set of emational,
behavioral and physical symptoms that
recur in the second half of a woman’s
menstrual cycle—that is in the week
or so before the start of her period.

Bul it is worth questioning whether
pre-menstrual syndrome even exists

as a biological condition that can
determine the way women behave.

Of course some women suffer
physical symptoms in the days before
their period, and there are sound
physiological reasons why this would
happen. At different times in a woman's
menstrual cycle her bady releases
different quantities of different
hormones. In the first half of the
cycle, prior to ovulation, the hormones
are mainly to ripen the egg and prepare
for its release. After ovulation the
hormone balance changes so as to
allow the body to prepare for a possible
pregnancy. Once the body recognises
that there is no pregnancy 1o sustain,
hormones trigger the start of the
menstrual bleed and the cycle
starts all over again.

Many women who are not using
the contraceptive pill (which overrides
the natural hormone signals) notice
physical changes throughout the month
according to which particular hormone
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is dominating at a particular time.

Most women have some physical

sign that their period is due to start,
often backache, swollen or tender
breasts or general bloatedness caused

by the raised level of the harmone
progesterone. And, of course, it

is possible that these real changes

in hormanes may have a psychological
or behavioral effect as well as a physical

For one week in the month
women have an excuse to behave
badly and binge on chocolate

effect. But doctors have found
it notoriously difficult to take their
understanding of pre-menstrual
syndrome beyond a vague definition.
Many feminist writers have argued
that this is because the medical
profession has invested insufficient
resources in the research, since it
is dominated by men who do not
experience the condition directly.
But a cursory look over references
to medical papers on the issue belies
a claim that it has been neglected.
On the contrary, the medical profession
has so much information about
pre-menstrual syndrome that it does
not know where to start. However,
much of it is intolerably vague.
For example, more than 150 symptoms
of pre-menstrual syndrome have been
described, of which the most common
emotional and behavioral symptoms
are: irritability, anxiety, poor
concentration, poor work performance,
change in libido, food-cravings and
fatigue—all symptoms which the entire
staff of Living Marxism claim to suffer
as each publication date approaches.

What defines these general

conditions as symptoms of

pre-menstrual syndrome is if

they accur at a regular time before

the woman'’s period, so allowing doctors

to conclude that they are linked to

hormanal changes. From this you coukl

logically conclude that, if the hormonal

changes cause the symptoms, then

the symptoms would not occur if the

hormanal changes did not take place.

Yet this does not seem to be the case.
In studies where doctors have

used drugs to eliminate the normal

pre-menstrual hormone surges in some

women, and compared their experience

of pre-menstrual symptoms to those

of untreated women, they found that alf

the women suffered their usual degree

of symptoms. Besides, if the normal

hormene surges were responsible

for pre-menstrual symptoms you would

not expect women using contraceptives

pills or older women on hormone
replacement therapy to experience
pre-menstrual syndrome, because their
monthly bleeds are not “real” periods.
But many do expericnce precisely

the same symptoms. Furthermore,
pre-menstrual syndrome responds
curiously well to placebo treatment.
Placebo-controlled studies invariably
show that more than 50 per cent of
women sullering from pre-menstrual
syndrome improve with ‘dummy’
treatments. In ane trial of surgically
inserted hormone implants, 94 per cent
of women improved on the placebo,
There is clearly something more

than a simple biological process
going on here.

It is undeniable that some women
do flip out in the days before their
periods start, and that many more
experience symptoms of stress and
tension. But perhaps the reason
is less rooted in our biology than
in whal menstruation signifies for
women in Western societies, For most
women, the start of a menstrual period
is a statement that they are not pregnant.
That is a socially and psychologically
loaded confirmation for & woman,
regardless of how she might feel about.
a possible pregnancy, in a society
where pregnancy can furn your career,
relationships and life upside down,
In so far as pre-menstrual syndrome
exists, it is more likely to be bound
up with the complexity of existing
social and psychological tensions and
pressures in our lives than it is with
the surges of hormones in our bodies,
For many women, consciously
or unconsciously, an impending period
provides a once-a-month excuse to
let rip. For one week in the month we
have an excuse to behave badly and
binge on chocolate. That is fine,
but when we use it as a justification
for uncontrollable hehaviour we can
expect to have it thrown back in
our faces. After all, if women really
are biologically prone to irrational
behaviour, how can we be trusted in
everyday life? Would you employ
a woman as an airline pilot or a surgeon
or even a swimming pool attendant
if vou thought that one week in four
she would lose her ability to
function normally?
It is far better to isolate the life
pressures that drive us insane and
to try to deal with them, than to
search for a biological explanation
for bad behaviour, The Painters’
fight was over the fact that he took
£1,20 from her purse. At the trial
it hecame clear that in so far as
they argued it was over money.
Presumably had they had sufficient
cash to get by they would not have
had the fatal fight. Jan Painter nceds
a higher income, not treatment
for pre-menstrual syndrome, ®




ANN BRADLEY

ved Hindley:is right, The decision that for her ¥ fife sen-

teree must mean tife 15 a political ane; Bur she 15 wrong

to assure that the reason why the Home Secretary has decided against

her gventunl parofe is simply because it wounld be 1 voie Inser tor the

Turies. There are hm:n!cr, i Jess conscious, politicid wnxuicr:umn\
af stake,

TheMaors murdcrurs—Hmdlev and Tan Brdd)——-lurcd five chﬂdron

{0 their deaths bétween 1963 and 1965, Since then many: other horrific

crimes and criminals Have: entercid Bntam chamber of horrors: Yet

none has come close ta the durability of Hindley and Brady ss objects

of ‘public: Hatred. They have: played a pmvcrful \ymbohc Tole:as

and then that she failed {0 plavithe parl oF thc mslrammg woman. We do
not only blame Hindles: for her eomplivity in Brady 's murders, but for
failing to do what a gond woman shatsld—fotd kit back or shop him
to the police. Hindley, 'a working class Lancashire girl; rejected the
conventional working ¢lass path to wifedoni. She untied herself from
the apran:strings of domesticity---and look at the mavhem and carnage
that resulted when the woman van wild,

: H.iﬁd]é& .iS' further (.ont]crﬂncd bccau:si; ‘sl St fails o play the

the incarnations of humis evil: They appear: periodically in the press::
a% 4 sort-of modern re-cnacimient of s medicvil mystery play; in which -

the farces of ‘darkness are: pamdcd o that they can bo vanguished
by a public display of faith in the v intues:
of decency and discipling --today repre-
senfed by a Swe readers’: phione: poll.
In fhis waiy the authorifies and the press
hupe 5o exorcise the demons S0 cose fo
the surface of life in modern. Britain.

But there is another reason why Hind-
ley is sinpled: ot for spedial freatment.:
The primary reason why she wilt die in’
prison 15 because she is g woman; Her
erime s perceivied as more than a'crime

as the mcarnatlon
of human evnl

agansthumanity~-it is . crime agarnst womnnhmd Hindley standsin::

anfithiesis weverything that womer are supposed to be.

The refrain at the time of ber tial was;
involved in such a'thing? " and it still schoes now. The fact that'she was
merely - the avcomplice, the woman who' fured the yictims while her
lover Tan Brady sexually assaulted and then slanghtered them. is-for-
golten: We have become actustomed W men kilting; even male sériat
kilters. but a woman’s involvement is still abhorrent. even in today 5!
brutalised times.

Myra Hindley serves hersenience notjustisa Killer, or evenakiller
af children, butas davoman wha wenl agatnst evervihing sociefy expects
of wamen: - She ¢ 4 woman swho was:nor-only unswaved by matermal
mstinet byl swha mdmpulaud m fact that her:victims trusted her as
B ] | e N R e e R S
‘Her secycled photo frony the time 'of her srrest-—blaach Monde; dark
roots; dark eves, red Hips==shows: her as a handtaced bussy. Even'the
accounts of her rclduumh)p with: Brady reveal herto be mmfﬁt.icmh
maodest {05 4 pre-womens b woman, Nat tor Hindley the ‘everyday
drudgery of Manchester mid-sixties womanhood, By her own:account
she claims to-have been termificd of the dameshic dnidgery which was
consuming her friends; Brady was the anly man: she had ever met who
enjoyed: poetey, politics and ciassical masic; Wha Was asogant, sexu-
ally’adventitons and unconventional;
Hindley's first crime was that she rejected’ domesticity: for: Brady,

*how could a2 woman ever be

yoman’s parl. Remember the fubloid disclosunes abut hor fesbian love

affuir with'a prison vmtor, and the: g,cnera] absesé:cm with her sexual
orientation, The: papers condemn her for her abnormal sexual tastes,
withont moment’s contemptation on what could constitute normal

'wxual cxpre«mn fai- someane who has been locked np for 30 years

with “no hope-of a runmul relation-
ship-ever.

Even Hindley's ougom;z ﬁght for an
cnd 10 her sentence ‘counts against her.
Brady bas always docepted that be would
never be released and has settled down to
life in isolation under rde 437 He has
also had ‘the decency conspicuously to
d:splﬂ} dfew mental problems ind behave
o9 demented and: tormented manner.
Hindley. in contrast, i open: about her
resentment at the fact thiat other Xillers Bave served their time and been
accepted back into saciery while she is'condemued 1o serve the rest of
ber days iy prison.

Rindley has the audicity 1o tell the Sundey Times that she clings to
Ixte and believes she deserves another chanee atit: And why not? Other
murderss, far less repentant than Hindleyare releasedievery day. In fact
the Hlame Secretary’ s falling aver himself to clear:the cells. Caming
from anybody else. a clatoy of harsh weatment might at least spark a dis-
cussion about the inconsistency of seatencing policy. or about whether
the purpase OF Prison (e was reform: ar Tevenge. Bat comitg from
Hindley s mouth, the chitiin 10 have paid tier price snd served her time
is seen asan alfront 1o human decency.

December’s announcement that: Myra Hindley  would pever be
relessed simply: provided another Upportunity: for the newspapers
relive the details of her crimes---and another chance for them to get the
refatives of fer victims to reopen theit wounds, by rehearsing their
sather pathetic accowits of what they would do it only they could get
their hands ou her.

I have nomove compassion for Myra: Hind!e\' than she had for he:
victims: But we should be claar about v-hy itis that the Home Secretary
keeps her ancancerated: in: Cookham: Wond: Tris not because of the
autharities” abhorrence at senal Kitlers: After all, in different circum-
stances. the govermment is prepared toreward mass killers with a medal.
It-ix ‘because of ‘their: abhorrence “at serial killers who happen tfo
be Women. »
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or years, the West has
denounced the Kremlin as

5

B an oppressor and demanded
freedom for all of the republics in what
was the Soviet Union, Yet when
Russian bombers pounded Grozny,
the capital of the breakaway republic
of Chechnya in December 1994,
Western governments either stayed
silent or stated that it was an internal
Russian problem, and that president
Boris Yeltsin had no choice but to
suppress the secessionists by
military means.

Western leaders backed Yeltsin’s
war against the Chechens out of
concern for their own futures.

Looking at the Russian crisis, they see
a deeply unpopular government, public
disaffection from the institutions

of the state, and a fragmenting central
authority. In their eyes. it must all scem
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frighteningly like a more dramatic
version of the situation at home.
Chechnya is the insecure Western
elites’ worst nightmare, because it
provides a glimpse of what they fear
might happen to them in the future.

Free world on hold

In these circumstances, the Western
authorities have abandoned any talk
of freedom and democracy in the East.
Their only concern now is (o see the
maintenance of stability and control,
whether by Yeltsin or somebody élse.
That is why they backed his etforts to
blow the Chechen rebels off the map—
and why they raised criticisms of the
military campaign only when it
became clear that the botched
invasion was making matters worse.
Weslern sacieties are suffering
from a permanent legitimacy crisis.

Since the end of the Cold War, the
political systems of every capitalist
nation have come unstuck. The collapse
of the Soviet Union deprived the West
of a decrepit, undemoacratic system
against which a less-than-perfect
capitalist order could look good, Today
capitalism is having to sell itself on its
own merits. And without the negative
allernative of communism, the slump
capitalism of the 1990s is none too
appealing.

Across the Western world,
the old political systems of the Cold
War era are breaking down, Parties
are disintegrating; traditional state
institutions are falling into disrepute;
governments cannot project any
positive vision; politicians are
generally held in contempt.

The persistence of the global
economic slump has not helped
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the capitalist class to cope with the loss
of its old enemy. It is hard to inspire
people about what capitalism has

to offer when insecurity and austerity
are the order of the day.

The result is that nobody believes
in anything very much these days.
T'here is nothing compelling people
to give their allegiance to anybody.
Although abstention from the political
process has not yet reached East
European proportions, it is growing
rapidly in the West.

In the context of the disintegrative
trends at work in Western societies,
the fragmentation of the Russian
state strikes fear into the hearts of
governments everywhere. That
is why all the Western powers
backed Yeltsin over Chechnya.

All pronouncements from Western
capitals have stressed that Chechnya

is legally part of the Russian federation
and that Yeltsin has the right to restore
law and order in the breakaway republic

‘Suppress the rebels!'

America did nol mince words
when the crisis erupted. Washington
bluntly told Moscow to stop messing
around and restore order. Bill Clinton’s
administration said that Russia’s
handling of the region was its internal
business. Washington emphasised that
the borders of the Russian federation
are inviolate, even when regions like
Chechnya containing a majority of
non-Russians demand independence.
The US press echoed the White
House line. “The three-year insurrection
cannot be allowed to stand’. declared
a New York Times editorial. * Although
a negotiated settiement would be the
best outcome, Mr Yeltsin is justified
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Crisis in Chechnya

in using military force to suppress

the rebellion.’ (]4 December 1994)
'he paper said that Washington should
quictly counsel the president in the
application of foree, and offered

some counselling itself: “His | Yeltsin’s|
task is to move decisively to depose
Mr Dudayev, then end the bloodletting
as quickly as he can.’

So concerned was Clinton to
demonstrate his support for Yeltsin
that in the middle of the crisis, when
Russian tanks and aircraft were
on their way to Grozny. he sent his
vice-president, Al Gore, to hold the
president’s hand in Moscow. It would
seem that Gore told Yeltsin to get on
with it, because soon after thal the
bombs began to rain down on Grozny

Britain followed America in
giving full support to Yeltsin.
Downing Street insisted that the p
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« revolt in Chechnya was an internal
Russian problem, and urged the
president to restore order at

the earliest opportunity.

The Times captured the fears of
the establishment about the humiliation
of the state represented by the events
in Chechnya: “To allow Chechaya to
tear up the Russian constitution would
also represent a threat to democracy.
Russian statehood is vulnerable
enough, without conceding
a precedent of unilateral declarations
of independence....Even the weakening
of Moscow’s authority in this context
would have security implications for
the whole European land mass. As
Mr Yeltsin steels himself to reimpose
order among Tolstoy’s “turbulent
and predatory Asiatics”, his critics
should remember that it is the
Chechens who are the outlaws.’

(21 December 1994)

Neither the Zimes nor the British
government gives two hoots about
democracy in Russia, which does not
exist anyway; all they care about is
the maintenance of order and stability.
To this end they are prepared to back
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the use of force to put down the threat
1o the integrity of the state. Another
editorial denounced Chechnya as

a ‘gangster state” with no legal or moral
claim to independence, and said that
the use of force ‘must be coordinated,
overwhelming and decisive’

(13 December 1994).

Internal matter

Germany too backed Yeltsin, Even
after Grozny had taken a pounding, the
German foreign minister, Klaus Kinkel,
refused to condemn Moscow. He said
that it was impossible 1o take a firm
stand on the events in Chechnya.

Kinkel insisted that the bombings and

killings in Grozny were ‘an internal
Russian matter’. He added that nobody
could deny Russia the right o prevent
parts of the federation “drifting away’.
A French foreign ministry
spokesman said that France viewed
the territory of Chechnya as an ‘integral
part of the Russian federation”, Like
all the rest, Paris made clear that its
sympathies were with Moscow.
Only afterMoscow had made
such a meal of the invasion that it

was becoming an embarrassment did
a few critical noises issue forth from
Western capitals. Yet even then the
furthest anybody went in criticising
Yeltsin was to suggest that he might
not really be in control of the situation.
As usual it was a mysterious clique of
invisible “hardliners’ who got the flak.
It would not be surprising if Western
leaders had advised Yeltsin to step up
the bombardments and blame it all on
shadowy figures in the military, This
is because the West would rather that
Moscow got the bloody business over
with than that the crisis dragged on
and further weakened the authority
of the state.

Yeltsin was given carte blanche
to restore order in Russia, not because
Western leaders have any personal
svmpathy for him (they think he is
a drunken, boorish oaf), but because
they crave order abroad as well as
at home. Yeltsin could yet fall if the
Chechnya fiasco escalates. But as long
as he retains a semblance of control
over events, he can bank on the backing
of the West as he bombs on in defence
of the power of the state. ®
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James Heartfield's heart
does not go out to
exported animals

L Shoreham on the Sussex coast, at
Plymouth, Prestwick and Grimsby
“ protesters have besieged companies
exporting animals for the tables of Europe, and
have come to blows with the police. The protests
have shaken one government minister and once
again threatened the Tories® hold over middle
England,

The passion and the activism of the animal
welfare protesters trving to stop livestock from
being exported for slaughter is in stark contrast
to the jaded and corrupt politics of the palace
of Westminster. Profcssional politicians make
a virtue of believing in nothing very strongly at
all these days. Tony Blair does not believe
in socialism and John Major is pretty lukewarm
about the free market, Principles. according to
the parliamentary cynics are made to be broken,

But the cause of the animal-export protesters
is wholly untarnished. No cow ever put VAT
on fuel or took & bribe to ask a question in
parliament. No sheep ever rewrole its party’s
statement of principle in a bid to buy a few cheap
votes, Livestock protests stand out against
the tired arguments of traditional politics, but
this is only because they are not about people at
all—-which exemplifics the problem with the
Shorcham demenstrations.

Animals are the ideal object of sympathy far
people who have given up on the human race.
Conservatives have always been into animal
welfare as a kind of calculated snub to other
people. Like those batty old ladies who leave all
their money to Battersea dogs home just to spite
their relatives, the cause of animal welfare is
dear to the hearts of misanthropists everywhere,
Animal welfare has often been a good
way for reactionaries to sound off about the
cruel way that foreigners treat their animals,
From donkey-torturing Spaniards to dog-eating
Koreans, foreigners have always been compared
anfavourably to the animal-loying English. Now
the French are being pilloried because they like
veal. In the past, far-right parties infillrated
znimal rights groups as a platform for xenopho-
bic attacks on Jews and Muslims for the ‘ritual
slaughter’ of kosher and halal meat. Today right-
ving Tories of the Euro-sceptic persuasion, like
Alan Clark, are getting into animal welfare
protests as a way of showing up the inhuman
cating habits of the frogs and dagos.
The tales of middle class protesters taking
to the streets should surprise nobody. These kind
f people have always been more emotionally
committed to animal welfare than the welfare
f other people. More remarkable is the number
{ younger, militant protesters who are stirred

|

to blockade the ports on behall of calves.
Many people who protested against the Criminal
Justice Act last summer have been down (o
Shoreham to stop the calves being exported. For
them too, disillusionment with traditional
politics has encouraged a concern with animal
rights,

According to Geoff Mulgan of the radical
think-tank Demos, the animal rights protesters
are part of a new ‘post-humanist agenda’ that
IS questioning ‘speciesism’ (Guardian, 7 January
1995). What he means is thal radicals today think
that it is wrong to discriminate against animals,
or 1o see humans as superior. Are they mad?

Of course people are superior 1o animals,
Only people could come up with an idea like
rights or suffering—concepts which are quite
alien to the animal world. People use animals all
the time. If people like William Waldegrave had
not bred them in the first place there would be no
calves to feel sorry for.

Young children often empathise with animals,
Children’s stories often give animals human
characteristics, like Mrs Tiggv-Winkle, or Walt
Disney’s Lion King. But when adults are still
moved to tears by the bleating of sheep they
could only be going out of their way to recapture
the innocence of their vouth. Like the conserva-
tives, radicals take up the cause of animal rights
because they are cvnical about the politics of
human liberation,

I'here is one aspect of the livestock protests
that does seem ta be worthy of praise, and that is
their willingness to break the law, Civil disobe-
dience has been the hallmark of the protests at
Shoreham and other ports, Bul the truth is that

‘Where’s the beef?

there is nothing positive about breaking the law
for a reactionary cause.

What is remarkable about the Shorcham
protests is the way that the authorities have
reacted to civil disobedience. Despite the stories.
the police have been remarkably restrained in
dealing with a mass outbreak of illegal activity
In contrast to the rough treatment handed out to
squatters and travellers over the summer, the
livestock protesters have been treated with, well,
kid gloves.

The  Independenmt  newspaper  showered
praise on the law-breakers, ‘the best of Britain
passionate, determined and brave’—unlike those
nasty pickels who tried to blockade Wapping and
Orgreave in defence of jobs in the bad old
days (6 January 1995), If animal welfare protests
represented any real challenge to authority we
can be sure that they would be attacked by the
establishment, not coddled and flattered.

Before his veal interests were exposed,
agriculture minister William Waldegrave was
proposing that animal welfare protesters, farm-
ers and the government should form a united
front to demand an end to animal cruelty, Not
surprisingly the villain that the united front
should unite against was the EC commission at
Brussels—those cruel foreigners.

There are plenty of things worth gelting
passionate about, and lots of real problems to
protest against, Every day human beings are
thrown out of work, made homeless or killed
in wars. Every single one of them is more
deserving of our support than a whole species of
the animal kingdom. @
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Five years after the fall of Stalinism, Eastern Europe is neither marching forwards
to a prosperous future, nor retreating back into an atavistic past. Just returned
from a tour of the region, Adam Eastman reports from the political vacuum

of the East

A hole in the
heart of Europe

“he old Eastern blac is
undergoing a successiul
transformation to a modern
market economy. Some may be getting
there faster than others, but with
continued political will they will all get
there in the end.’ So says the optimist.
“The crumbling of the old Eastern
bloc has unleashed the frightening
potential of a region always uniguely
self-destructive, Centuries-old
bureaucratic inertia and fierce ethnic
nationalisms have reared their ugly
heads once more to prevent these
countries becoming just like any other
part of Europe.” So says the pessimist,
Anvone who cares to see the area
for themselves will find that neither of
the popular verdicts on Eastern Europe
five vears since the end of the old
regimes bears much relation to reality.
If there had been the miraculous
transformation promised by the
optimists, it would be difficult
to even see it past late afternoon.
Bratislava, capital of newly formed
Slovakia and a mere 60km from
cosmopolitan Vienna, has hardly any
street lighting, Tt is even worse in the
Romanian capital Bucharest. There are
simply no funds to pay for such public
amenities, and the situation can
only deteriorate in many
East European citics,
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Any dealings with the state
bureaucracy confirm that insufficient
wealth has been generated to transform
the old ways of doing things. Working
for the state—as leacher, doctor or civil
servant—is (0 be avoided at all costs.
Witness the glamorous hostess on
one of Hungary’s top game shows—

a qualified doctor who finds it more
lucrative to spin the wheels of fortune.
Or the top academic at a Russian
university, so poor he has had to

type his latest book by hand—Itwice,
because he cannot even afford to
photocopy, Waiting on tables offers
better rewards (han the socially

useful professions.

Smugglers and pirates

It can still take years to get a phone,
Getting work permils is a bureaucratic
nightmare. Greasing palms remains the
surest path 1o success—especially if
it’s with hard currency. New businesses
spend their energies trving to avoid

the enormous taxes the state atlempts
to levy. Meanwhile enterprising
individuals attempt to levy their own
taxes from smugglers. Many people try
to make a living by buying cheap and
selling dear—frequently crossing
borders in the process—and hoodlums
extract a perééntage. Czechs, Slovaks
and Russians cross into Poland to

pick up cheaper goods (Poles flock

to Germany for theirs). This racket
recently caused a diplomatic incident
as Polish police stormed a train full of
Russians where war had broken out
between gangs and traders. The
Russians cancelled a state visit

in protest over the heavy-handed
treatment meted out by the Polish
authorities.

Of course life is not like the wild
wesl for most East Europeans, but the
burgeoning ‘industry’ of smuggling
is not too far removed from the
hand-to-mouth existence experienced
by most ordinary people. Life is
chaotic and unpredictable for everyone

Although unemployment is
not statistically any worse than in
more advanced European states (in the
Czech Republic it is only around three
per cent). this is because the state has
to continue 1o subsidise much of
industry—for example by allowing
massive debts to remain unpaid. If the
debt was to be called in, much of the
economy would simply collapse. So
there are jobs of a sort, but the wages
bear little relation 1o the prices of
goods in the shops. The struggle is
not so much to find a job, but to string
together enough poorly paid ones to
eke out a living. Nobody knows
whether this will still be possible in




Strest life in the
Czech Republic

six manths or a year, sa everyonc lives
in fear and insecurity—like Britain,
but worse.

Il proper work is hard to come by,
s0 too is shelter. As in the past, people
have (o wait for the grandparents to
die in order to get a flat—atherwise
the newly weds face a future with the
in-laws. With property prices in a city
like Budapest frequently higher than
London (while wages are significantly
less), buying a new flat is simply out
of the question for most,

The trappings of the past live on
in different ways. A Hungarian woman
I met is still locked in a battle with
the local council, not to get her drains
fixed, but to have the name of her road
changed. Sick of the sniggers over
living in “Young Workers Street’, the
council is “‘sympathetic’ but claiming
paverly even for a couple of new
road signs.

Eastern Europe is not so much
a land of free market opportunity as
one where life is dominated by
day-to-day survival. Life is like here
only more so—everybody is atomised
and insecure. ‘This is clear from the
collapse of any collective or public
institutions. Never mind trade unions
or political parties, nobody even goes to
football matches any more. Two “local
derbies’ [attended in the Czech and

Slovak Republics were about as tense
and passionate as a vicar’s tea party,
Both Slovan v Inter Bratislava and
Sparta Prague v the woeful Bohemians
had about 7000 people watching. Most
of the excitement came from the lone
police Alsatian. In Hungary it is even
worse-—the game that was once the
major source of collective national
pride has pretty much collapsed as

it is too much of a distraction from
making ends meet,

Mysterious gangs
The breakdown of public life is also
evident in the privatised obsession with
crime and personal sccurity. In Warsaw
many people naw never leave their
houses in case they are burgled.
In Budapest, vou cannot sleep in
the better-off districts for the all-night
howling of the hundreds of guard dogs.
People feel insecure and vulnerable
and so exaggerate the threat of crime.
It is similar to the *victim culture” in
Britain—except in Eastern Europe,
all of saciety’s shortcomings are
cxplained away as the work of gangs
who conspire to get whal you cannot.
It is worst in Russia where, if
anything doesn’t work, or if something
works too well (for others), the hand

of the ubiguitous ‘mafia’ must be behind

it. Further west, the Russian, Ukrainian

or Serbian ‘mafias’ are the favourite
targets. In Budapest flavour of the
month is the more exotic Chinese
‘mafia’. A Chinese restaurant can

only be a front for money laundering

in many people’s eyes, All that flashy
wealth cannot possibly have been made
just from cooking food. People persist
in believing that the vast unevenness of
wealth that has inevitably accompanied
the reintraduction of capitalism is some
sort of mistake. The flip side is the
continuing beliel that the streets are
paved with gold in the West. where
many imagine capitalism works
‘properly’—for the benefit of all,

Even where huge resources have
been invested, transformation is not
thoroughgoing. Five vears after the fall
aof the famous wall, the city of Berlin
remains a concrete wasteland with
a central island of extravagant shops.
Even the power of the new Germany
has proved incapable of revolutionising
the landscape, despite the fact that this
big bad, dirty city is to hecome the
German capital once again. If even
the concerted attentions of one of the
world’s big three economic powers
has not yet managed to transform
its eastern half, it puts into perspective
the capacity of capitalism to regenerate
the rest of the East,

The optimists point to the sew »
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The East five years on

Czech Republic as the success story
which, under the aggressive Thatcherite
leader Vaclav Klaus, is said to have
achieved a market economic miracle.
But Czech statistical success is largely
built on a sleight of hand. Industry
continues with hidden subsidies, and
high-profile German investments like
the Volkswagen partnership with Skoda
depend upon Czechs accepting low
wages, The success of the beautiful

Most of the new capitalists
are old Stalinist apparatchiks
who cleaned up on so-called
privatisation

capital Prague is built on cheap
tourism; some 30 000 yvoung Americans
have taken up residence and thousands
more Germans flock there throughout
the year. Czechs feel good about their
‘success’ only in comparison to the
decay further east. Most Czechs still
celebrate the senseless break with
Slovakia as it allows them 10
concentrate German favours in their
own hands. But winning the scraps
on offer while others starve hardly
constitutes success, especially as the
Czechs’ fate is now entirely bound
up with a Germany that they so
love to hate.

That analysts can laud the
Czech Republic is testimony only o
the superficial definition of prosperity
today. Britain’s fortunes are now
largely measured by the degree of
consumer confidence: if a few new
washing machines and satellite dishes
get sold, it’s a boom. With this sort of
reasoning, which ignores the nuts and
bolts of real investment and production,
it is hardly surprising that the cheap
glitter of tourist revenue and smart
shops can be seen as signs of successful
transformation in Fastern Europe. That
reflects the woeful state of economic
thinking more than any real economic
development.

Privatisation scam

None of this should suggest that all

of Eastern Europe has simply become
a wasteland or a colony, BMWs and
Mercedes can be seen on the streets of
every East European city, and they are
not all driven by Germans. So where
does the money come from?

Much bitterness centres on these
nouveau riches—cven the vast majority
of Czechs believe they must be crooks,
This is not just jealousy, but recognition
of the fact that most of the new capital-
ists are old Stalinist apparatchiks who
cleaned up on so-called privatisation,
They got rich by selling the factory that
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they used to run to themselves for next
to nothing.,

A Hungarian survey on the nation’s
new millionaires shows that most are
unspecified ‘non-private sector’
which means old managers of state
enterprises who have creamed off the
best state assets. In the private sector
the majority of millionaires made their
money in construction, not so much by
building factories for new industry as
exorbitantly priced flash houses for the
super rich. Looking for unexploited
services and consumer demands
remains the goal of other ambitious
cntrepreneurs, One of the kings of the
new ‘buy cheap, sell dear’ economy is
the Hungarian millionaire who made
his fortune from goose liver. Bringing
in his geese from Romania, he has
cornered the market for a favourite
Hungarian delicacy. Exploiting such
specialised niche markets may make
fortunes for a handful of individuals,
but is hardly likely to create a solid
new class of prosperous capitalists.
The limits of this sort of opportunism
are already being reached.

Paper tigers

It is now fashionable to speak of

a ‘Central’ or *East-Central’ Europe
consisting of the Czech Republic,
Poland and Hungary, and an ‘Eastern’
Europe proper of less advanced states
like Bulgaria and the Ukraine, In fact
the differences are far less marked than
is often made out. The Czech Republic
remains as dependent upon state
support as the impoverished Ukraine.
And while there are important regional
differences, they do not signify
different stages on a smooth

road 1o capitalist success.

Eastern Europe as a whole is not
progressing towards capitalism on the
Western model—Latin America is
a more appropriate model of what
the region can expect from the market,
Within Eastern Europe, meanwhile,
Albania is not going to reach easl

German levels of prosperity. The highly .;

uncven character of what development
has taken place is here to stay. All the
countries have now settled down
to differing levels of second-rate
capitalism, their fate generally
decided according 1o the degree of
interest shawn in them by the West,
and especially the real master of
the region, Germany.

So are the pessimists right?
Is the region heading towards
a Bosnian-type abyss? So far, the
answer is no—because there are no
dynamic forces pushing most of these
societies anywhere, even 1o an abyss.
Eastern Europe is a political vacuum.
Confronted by stagnation and without
any focus for change, everyone is
minding their own business,
preaccupied with survival,

Take Slovakia. According to the

3
A

Western press, the new country is
typically ‘Eastern’: a highly unstable
state, led by a demagogic populist
strongman, the former boxer Vladimir
Meciar, elected by uneducated people
who hate Western capitalism and the
country's sizeable Hungatian minority.
Meciar's election victory in October
was interpreted as a backward step

for the country, a sign of dark days
ahead as the Slovaks prepare 1o turn

in on themselves and on any ethnic
minorities standing in their way.

In fact election day in Slovakia saw
no nationalistic masses—ignorant or
otherwise. You would not even have
known an election was taking place,
such was the lack of passion
surrounding the country’s firsl
independent election. The most
exciting thing was Meciar releasing

a single with a chorus line about how
‘we're all moderate now’. As the only
figure of any note he managed to get
more votes than anyone else, but weeks
later still couldn’t assemble a working
government. Slovakia is not so much
lurching into an insular hardline
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nationalism as wandering in
a political no-man*s land.

Even the much discussed re-election
of former Stalinists in Poland and
Hungary does not signal a retreat into
the past. Certainly it revealed a degree
of nostalgia for the bad old days
compared to a present that seems
even worse, but it was largely
a product of the same political vacuum,
No groupings other than the former
Stalinists seem capable of forging
lasting parties, let alone coherent
political identities. The old men have
not swept the polls by popular acclaim,
but won by default. Moreover, voters
are well aware—more s0 it seems than
most Western commentators—that
these old parties are now as much for
the market as any other. The old

Hungarian socialist party is scen

by many as the one most capable of
proceeding with privatisation, After all,
the former Stalinist apparatchiks have
proved most adept at milking

the system.

Areas like the Hungarian speaking
parts of Romania and Slovakia are not
an an inexorable descent into civil war.
Whether they like each other or not,
neighbours are just getting on with the
business of survival. Certainly people
are more open with their prejudices
than in countries like Britain and
America, where such hatreds are
expressed in code— underclass’,
‘muggers’ and the like, But there is
nothing in the East so powerfully racis!
as the current French drive against its
Arab population. Eastern societies
remain too incoherent and weak to
mount such a systematic victimisation.
The closest thing is the campaign

LIVING
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The real danger of confiacy come
not from within the East, b
the destabilising effects of
interference. As has been argued
consistently in Living Marziom
Yugoslavia has been tom apart
not by ancient hatreds or resungens
nationalisms, but by the interventios
of Western leaders playing their ows
power games. The same thing could
conceivably happen elsewhere at any
time; the political vacuum and lack
of social cohesion in Eastern countres
leaves them highly vulnerable and
exposed to the intervention of more
powerful players, especially
Germany and the USA.

Privileged minority

For instance, one of the talking points
of the Slovakian elections was the
advert used by a coalition of Hungarian
minority groups. It showed the part

of Slovakia where they are the majority
in the colours of the Hungarian flag—
cffectively a challenge to the unity

of the state. The confidence to stage
such a highly provocative display

was the result of the firm backing
given to minority rights by Western
institutions like the Council of Europe
and the Conference on Security and
Cooperation in Europe. This meddling
in other people's affairs is providing
the potential catalyst for violence.

Eastern Europe has become a focus
for Western paranoia about what the
future might hold, The spectre of
Eastern Balkanisation grips the
imagination of the Western elites
like almost no other, as a warning of
things to come closer to home. They
are driven to interfere in the affairs
of the region in an attempt to fill the
dangerous power vacuum and contain
the potential problem. Yet their
intervention can only serve to
make martters worse,

There is now an identifiable pattern
of political and sometimes military
intervention everywhere from
Azerbaijan to Macedonia. It is this
sort of self-serving outside interference
which can destabilise Eastern Europe—
not the mysterious native xenophobia
which is imagined to animate people in
the region. Europe could yet have mors
Bosnias on its hands, if the peoples
of the East are not left to sort o :
problems created by the reintroducton
of capitalism for themselves 3
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‘Changed utterly:

Ireland after the
ceasefire

Mick Kennedy argues that the end of the Irish
War marks the death of both Irish nationalism
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and Ulster Unionism—and the end of an

era in Britain too

* erry Adams...the most
innovative republican

2 strategist since the

Civil War.” (Ellen Hazelkorn and
Henry Patterson, “The new politics

of the Irish republic’. New Left Review,
No207, September/October 1994, p70)

This barbed accolade for the president
of Sinn Fein from two representatives
of the academic wing of Irish Stalinism
is rich in ironies, The authors invoke
the memory of Michael Collins,

the republican strategist who

signed the treaty with Britain in
December 1921 that led to the Civil
War in which Collins himself was
assassinated by intransigent
republicans. They imply a similar
historic sell-out by Adams,

Meanwhile the military wing

of Irish Stalinism (the old Official
[RA, whose weapons were more used
in internal feuds than against any
external enemy) is now claimedd

to be defunct, and ils political wing
(in its latest manifestation as the
Democratic Left) has joined the new
coalition government in Dublin.

As Gerry Adams visits the White
House and Manin McGuinness poses
on the steps of Stormont, as former

Provisionals talk to the British
government and former Officials
join the Dublin government, it is clear
that a change of historic significance
has taken place in Irish republicanism.
I'he IRA’s unilateral ceasefire and
Sinn Fein’s acceptance that Irish unity
is not on the agenda for forthcoming
negotiations mark the end of the
national question in Irish politics and

Anglo-Irish relations. For the first time
in 200 vears, the cause of national
freedom no longer inspires a significant
section of Irish society. The constant
threat to the British establishment
posed by Irish republicanism, from

the Fenians of the 1860s to the IRA
and INLA of the 1970s and 1980s.

has finally been removed.

The exhaustion of Irish nationalism
changes everything in Ireland and in
relations between Ireland and Britain.
All movements and institutions that
have been defined in relation to the
national struggle—whether for
ot against, or in a mediating role
are now put in question,

Themselves alone

In the short term, the IRA ceasefire

signals the removal of the major axis

of conflict in Ireland—that between

the republican movement and the

British state—and heralds a period of

stability. In the long term, however,

the lack of legitimacy of all institutions

of ¢lass rule in Ireland. North and

South—and, ta a lesser extent,

in Britain too—makes instability

on a growing scale inevitable.

The advance of the ‘prace process’

over the past five years has led to
a fundamental change in the character
of Irish nationalism. The initiative for
this change came from a republican
movement suffering the comulative
effects of nearly two decades of
military stalemate. The difficulties
facing the IRA have heen compounded
by Sinn Fein’s failure to make electoral
headway outside its Northern bases
after some carly successes. pr
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Ireland after the ceasefire

Though undoubtedly the

pressures of war weariness were
significant, these were not new and
the republican leadership had shown
remarkable resilience against such
pressures in the past. What was new
in the late 1980s was the New World
Order inaugurated by the end of the
Cold War.

The border appears more

as a nuisance to local farmers
than as a historic division

of the Irish nation

22 February 1995

The collapse of the Soviet Union
had a demoralising effect on socialist
and national liberation movements
around the world. It consolidated
the impact of years of defeat and
strengthened the hand of the forces
of capitalism and imperialism. The
enhanced authority of the Western
powers in relation to nationalist
movements has led to a series
of settlements being imposed on
unfavourable terms in the Middle East,
Latin America and southern Africa.

'Parity of esteem'’

The emergence of new nationalist
movements—particularly in the former
Soviet Union and Eastern Europe—
based in sections of the old elites and
held together by diverse reactionary
prejudices provided only a negative
example. The fate of such new
nationalisms in the bloodbath of

the former Yugoslavia has not

inspired popular enthusiasm elsewhere.
Nationalism as a progressive aspiration
stands discredited, and evervwhere

the masses have retreated from
engagement in political activity.

The new global balance of forces
intensified the isolation and aloofness
of the republican leadership in Ireland.
In consequence the IRA experienced
growing difficulty in securing arms
supplics, and Sinn Fein found itself
more politically exposed, In all these
circumstances, republican leaders
set their sights on coming Lo some
sort of negotiated settlement. In the
process they were obliged to lower
their horizons to the terms of a deal
that could possibly be struck with
the British government.

The key shift in republican policy
was the redefinition of the movement's
goal. Instead of pursuing the objective
of Irish independence. which was
preserved as an ultimate aspiration,
republican strategists now aimed to
secure ‘parity of esteem’ with Unionists
and constitutional nationalists. They

claimed a place at the negotiating table
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as the legitimate representatives of
10-12 per cent of the Northern Ireland
electorate. Accepting national unity
as a hope for the next century and
future generations, in the present
Sinn Fein leaders sought negotiations
within some framework of ‘joint
sovereignty” between London and
Dublin of the sort that had been
evolving since the Anglo-Irish
agreement of 1985,

Republicanism is dead. It has
long been kept alive in the North
only in the limited form of the IRA’s
commitment to the tradition of physical
force. The IRA ceasefire, in the wider
context of the redefinition of objectives,
leaves Sinn Fein as a mere electoral
machine, ‘the SDLP without guns’,
Under John Hume the SDLP has led
the way in redefining the objectives of
the Northern nationaliss in cultural and
econamic terms. As Sinn Fein emerges
to represent the poorer Catholic areas,
the SDLP can continue to press the
interests of the ascendant Catholic
middle classes. If Adams is to be
recognised as “Mr Ten Per Cent’,
Hume is happy to step forward
as ‘Mr Twenty Per Cent’.

The demise of Irish nationalism
also has important consequences for
the other side of the divide. It removes
the historic justification for Unionism
—its commitment to defend the
Union against the nationalist threal.
The slogan *No surrender’ no longer
means much when the Union is
not under attack.

Ulster loyalists traditionally define
themselves by their lovalty to the
English Crown. The recent descent
of the royal family into marital scandal
and public disrepute does little to
sustain the loyalty of any of the
Queen’s subjects, least of all those
of a puritanical Protestant persuasion.
Economic and social trends such as the
destruction of local manufacturing
have undermined the cohesion of
the Unionist community, just as the
policies of the British government,
from the imposition of direct rule
to the Anglo-Irish agreement,
have alicnated its politicians,

Sold a PUP

The Unionist alliance is crumbling. The
political movements that have emerged
out af the loyalist paramilitaries—the
Ulster Democratic Party (UDP) out of
the UDA and the Progressive Unionist
Party (PUP) out of the UVF—have
distinguished themselves from the
mainstream Unionist parties by their
openness towards talks with Sinn Fein,
given the republican movement’s
ceasefire and its abandonment of the
goal of Trish unity.

The major casualty within the
Unionist camp is Ian Paisley and his
Democratic Unionist Party. Though
for 30 vears the loudest voice of

Ulster Unionism, Paisley suffered badly
from the failure of his campaign against
the Anglo-Irish agreement and has
misread the changing mood of popular
loyalism over recent months. His
synthesis of evangelical Protestantism
and proletarian Unionism increasingly
appears mired in the past. Paisley’s
theatrical defiance of British initiatives
evidently attracts less approval among
Northern Protestants and supporters

of the UDP/PUP are openly critical

of his hostility towards talks with

Sinn Fein.

Pyrrhic victory
In Dublin the chattering classes have
been proclaiming the “end of Civil War
politics” for some years; the collapse
of the nationalist project means that
the political movements inaugurated
at the birth of the Free State really
have reached the end of the road.
The disintegration of the coalition led
by Albert Reynolds and Dick Spring
in December and the emergence of
a new coalition, united only by the
desperation of all the partics to avoid
facing the electorate, reveals the scale
of the crisis of legitimacy gripping
the Dublin elite (see “A national
disgrace’, January 1995).

The very division of Ircland
into North and South is likely to ‘
become a less salient feature of Irish
political life. Introduced as a device |
for dealing with the threat of nationalist
insurgency, partition was the form
through which Britain exercised
domination over Ircland as a whole.
But the end of nationalism makes
it possible 1o roll back the wheel of
history: if the nationalist movement
no longer exists, what is the importance
of partition? The border now appears
more as a nuisance 1o local farmers
than as a historic division of the
Irish nation and its people.

There is now no immediale
obstacle to the implementation of
the old Thatcherite plan of ‘rolling
devolution” of governmental powers
10 an assembly in the North. The
suggestion, attributed to Irish president
Mary Robinson, that the South might
ultimately consider rejoining the
Commonwealth (which it left upon
the declaration of the ‘Irish republic’ in
1948), indicates the trend towards more
indirect methods of British intervention
and influence in Ircland as a whole.
The absence of a nationalist challenge
means that there is no need for the sort
of direct methods of domination that
Ireland has experienced in the past.

From the perspective of the
British government the demise of
Irish nationalism would appesr & =
a historic victory. Indeed the semuiian
movement’s effectively uncomis
surrender has allowed Jobz W
10 pose as the great peacommaies
His success in Ircland, et




numerous predecessors have failed,
has provided a badly needed boost
to his domeslic prestige,

Yet the British establishment has
had to pay a potentially heavy price for
Major’s Irish triumph. The high-profile
role played by Washington and Dublin
in securing a settlement in Ireland
indicates Britain’s diminished status
in the New World Order. The very fact
that the resolution of the conflict in
Ireland is discussed in the same terms
as the settlements in the Middle East
and South Africa reflects imperial
decline.

In the past, Britain, as one of
the major Western powers, enjoyed
a free hand to sort out its own colonial
problems. Now it is scen in the same
light as third rank powers, like Isracl
and South Africa, which are obliged
to accept big power interference in
their internal affairs. ‘The depiction
of Reynolds as a politician on a par
with Major marks another humiliation
for Britain. No previous Dublin
leader ever enjoyed such international
recognition, least of all in refation
to the affairs of Northern Ireland, still
a province of the United Kingdom.

Without interest

For vears the British elite has depended
heavily upon ils image as a global
power 1o boaost its authority in the face
of economic and social decay at home.
The loss of status symbolised by the
increased involvement of Washington,
Brussels and Dublin in the affairs of
Northern Ireland can only exacerbate
the crisis of political anthority in
Whitehall.

Furthermore, in luring the
republican movement into accepting
a negotiated settlement, the British
government did, in the Downing Street
declaration, go some way towards
putting the future of the Union
between Britain and Northern Ireland
in question, Though this has been
widely misinterpreted as signalling
a long-anticipated British desire to
withdraw from Northern Ireland, it
did indicate a willingness to guestion
constitutional structures whose integrity
is vital to the stability of the British
state itself.

Ulster Unionist leader
James Molyneaux expressed
his bemusement at Sinn Fein’s
interpretation of the passage in the
declaration in which Britain expresses
‘no selfish, strategic or economic
interest in Northern Ireland’, observing
that either they had ‘misread’ it or
somebady had ‘conned’ them
(Guardian, 15 October 1994):

“They took that as a signal that
“they’re going to get out, Northern
Ireland’s going to be their last colony™.
But that’s not whal it meant. It was
a statement of fact. Of course they have

no strategic interest, the Cold War is
ended, What they were saying, to the
Americans in particular and the United
Nations audience, was “look, we’re
not a colonial power, we're not holding
Northern Ireland down against its own
will, if they decide they wanl to go,

all right, we'll let them go".

‘And that phrase worked over there.
But it didn't mean what Adams seems
to have chosen it to mean, that it is
the declaration that England would
get out as soon as it could be
conveniently arranged.”

For his part, Molyneaux was confident

that *Northern Ireland’s long-term

future is now safely within the Union’,
Molyneaux’s interpretation of

the meaning of the Downing Street

declaration and the motivation behind

it is certainly more accurate than

the wishful thinking of Sinn Fein.

But he underestimates the objective
consequences of the British
government distancing itself from

the Union, whatever the subjective
motivations of British politicians and
civil servants, It calls the unity and
legitimacy of the British state into
question in a way that would never
have been considered before, and risks
starting a destabilising dynamic which
the ruling British elite would find

hard to control.

Major’s offer of a referendum
within Northern Ireland on the
outcome of talks reinforces this
problem: the integrity of the British
state is implicitly placed in the hands
of Northern Ireland voters. However
confident Major might be about the
outcome, this is a dangerous gesture,
The immediate response of Scottish
nationalists has been 1o demand the
same: as Tom Nairn has observed,
‘the Majorites-imagine that they can
do it without repercussions elsewhere

Ireland after the ceasefire

in the existing Umsom Thas belef =5
preposterous._in the Usson 2s = wall
be after the implementation of

the Downing Street
both Scotland and Wales can past

a devastatingly strong case for

national assemblies of their own’
(Guardian, 20 September 1994)

The problem which the Irish
question potentially poses for the
British authorities no longer has much
to do with anything that happens in
Ireland: indeed it is the end of that
threat which has allowed the ‘peace
process’ to take off. The key factor
in the future is likely to be the
relationship of the Irish issue to the
political crisis within Britain itself.
The loss of legitimacy of key
establishment institutions—the
monarchy, the Church of England,
parliament, the major parties—makes
the integrity of the United Kingdom
mare rather than less important for the
authority of the British ruling class. at
the very moment when the Irish peace
process has publicly put it in question.

In the short term, the demise of Irish
nationalism may lead to a periad of
stability, The decline in paramilitary
activity since the Downing Street
declaration, and the fact that the
IRA ceasefire has held for some
months, suggest that the exhaustion
of the contenders provides some scope
for the politicians to claim success
for their initiatives. It will take some
time for the disintegrative momentum
unleashed by the collapse of the
nationalist project to work its way
through the various movements
and institutions.

Expose the truth

Because of its proximity and history

of emigration as well as of nationalist
conflict, Ireland is never going 1o
disappear as an issue in British politics.
Nor is it going to become just another
colonial or imperial issue. Equally,
however, Ireland is not going to occupy
the sort of central significance it

has over the past 25 years.

‘Within Britain, it is not just the
ruling class which is being forced to
recansider its attitude towards the Irish
question. The profound changes of
recent times must also have important
implications for those of us who have
campaigned in support of the fight
for Irish freedom over the past
25 years. That project is now at
an end; il is impossible to build an
anti-imperialist movement in solidarity
with a non-existent liberation struggle.
The more limited aim today must
be to expose the truth behind the
peace process, and to develop a critique
of the new forms of domination in
Ireland. A more developed form
of anti-imperialist activity must await
the emergence of new forms of struggle
in Ireland and in Britain.

CeESRIDOC.
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new dictators of Iraq

Hugh Livingstone and Kayode Olafimihan from the Edge Gallery
recently visited Iraq to gather material for an exhibition investigating
the effect of UN sanctions. This is what they found

ave scen somebody operated
n withoul anaesthetic, seen
octors using ordinary cloth
thread to sew up wounds. Is this the
human rights they are talking about?’
Captain Rifai. a former Iragi Airways
pilor, grounded by United Nations
sanctions against his country, was
asking the question that most
of the 18m Iraqi people demand of
the UN: what about owr rights?

Economic sanctions were
imposed after Iraq’s invasion of
Kuwait in August 1990, and remained
in force after the Allied forces had
devastated Iraq in the 1991 Gulf War.
UN Resolution 687 says they will only
be lifted when Irag meets the terms
of the ceasefire. [n fact Iraq has
now met most of these conditions,
by recognising Kuwait and cooperating
in the destruction and monitoring of
its own ‘weapons of mass destruction’,
The USA and Britain have responded
by moving the goalposts; in response
to those, such as the French, who
favour a rapprochement with the
West’s old ally Saddam Hussein,

fashington and Whitehall emphasise
that sanctions are now necessary to
restore human rights in Irag,

Bill Clinton’s national sccurity
adviser, Antony Lake, says the USA
will promote UN resolutions which
‘reflect the international consensus
in support of an end to Saddam'’s
repression of the Iraqi people.
Working closely with UN agencies
and international human rights
organisations, we are calling attention
to the plight of Iragi citizens who have
been brutalised by this regime and
insist on having human rights monitors
inside the country.” (*Confronting
backlash states’, Foreign Affairs,
March/April 1994)

Yel the paradox of sanctions
is that the very people that they are
purported to help are the ones who
suffer under them. The UN sanctions
are a stranglehold from which all of
the population, especially the most
vulnerable, suffer. Iraq can no longer
either export its own resources, or
import what it needs.

Most medicines are supposed 1o

LIVING MARXISM

he exempt from sanctions, but because

Iragis are not allowed to export oil they

cannot even pay for basic foodstuffs—

70 per cent of which used to be

imported—Iet alone medicine.

Even the country’s own agricultural

resources are being wasted because

chemical fertilisers and pesticides and

farm equipment cannot be imported.
Only government rations prevent

mass starvation. but these contain

no proteins and only provided

70 per cent of energy requirements

even before the government’s recent

44) per cent cut in provision due to

a bad harvest—no ‘natural disaster’,

bul starvation by UN sanctions.

To meet the shortfall. Iragis have to

buy scarce food on the open market

at massively inflated prices,

‘This is sanctions..!

Unicef estimates food prices

have rocketed by over 650 per cent

in the past year alone while government
cmployees’ salaries have only

increasesd by S0-100 per cent in

more than four years since sanctions
were imposed (*Impact of reduction

in food ration on the most vulnerable
children and women’, Unicef,

October 1994). During our visit the
average monthly salary of a civil servant
was around 3000 [ragi Dinars; 30 eggs
cost 1250 ID, and a kilo of meat around
1500 ID. Most families we met could
only get enough food for a week to

10 days from their monthly income.

Many families have sold off their
possessions to survive, The first to go
is usually jewellery, wedding gifts and
family heirlooms. Furniture, carpets,
TV's and radios follow. We met
families, living in houses bare of
furniture, who have resorted to selling
internal doors, window frames from the
upper stories and bricks from planned
house extensions, simply to feed
themselves and buy medicine.

Drugs are now so scarce that many
are dying of the kind of curable diseases
that dactors thought had been eradicated.
According to Donald Acheson, UK
Chief Medical Officer. *Iraq had
comprehensive health services with
modern and well-equipped hospitals in

the main centres’ (British Medical
Journal, February 1992). No longer.
Under the sanctions, pharmagcies are
desperate for even the most basic
medicines—anti-biotics, electrolyte
salts for diarrhoea, painkillers,
antiseptics, and anaesthetics. Hospital
wards, many inoperative through lack
of equipment, spare parts and staff, are
now poals of infection rather than
places of healing. Even insecticides
to kill the swarms of flies that collect
around chronically ill children are
unavailable.

As we visited Basra Childhood
and Maternity Hospital. a two-year ol
boy had just died from gastro-enterits
His family were unable to feed the
child properly to fight off infection,
or 1o obtain the simple drugs required
“This is sanctions—this dead voung
man’, Dr Bassam told us as he signed
the death certificate,

In the Basra neighbourhood where
the child lived the streets are awash
with raw sewage, as barefoot children
try to shovel the stinking shudge into
the collapsed drainage system. The
local pumping station stoppesd working
due to lack of spare parts. There is no
fresh water in the area, Basra’s ground
water is highly saline and the water
treatment facilities were largely
destroyed during the Gulf War.

Those that survived barely work due
to lack of spares and basic materials:
water treatment chemicals such as
chlorine and potassium cannot be
imported by order of the UN.

The biggest killer

Infant mortality rates have risen nearly
sevenfold since the Gulf War and the
imposition of sanctions. A hundred and
cighty thousand children under five have
perished due to the embargo; a hundred
and fifty thousand under-fives are
treated for nutritional discascs cvery
month (figures supplied by Iragi Red
Crescent). ‘Dehydration due to diarrhoea
is the biggest killer of children in Iraq:
pneumonia is the second biggest killer
of children’, according to Thomas
Ekvall of Unicef. In fact the biggest
killer of Iraqi children is the sanctions
imposed by the United Nations. p




The victim of a natural
disaster? No.

This child Is starving
because the United
Nations Security Council
will not allow his
government to import
the food and medicines
he needs to live
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The Gulf War four years on
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Children sweep
effluent into the
collapsing sewers
of Basra [above)
while the United
Nations' aerial
receives pictures
from the scores of
Spy cameras
planted In Iraqi
factories (left)
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The suffering of ordinary Iraqis
living in the shadow of the sanctions
does not seem to square with the
declared aim of the UN to protect
human rights. In fact, “human rights’
has simply become a banner under
which the UN Security Council can
ride roughshod over the political
and economic rights of Iragis, and
subordinate them to a new form
of dictatorship,

Tronically. the devastation of Iraqi
society at the behest of the UN Security
Council is now seen as the reason why
Iragis need the help of the United
Nations, There used to be hardly any
UN aid persannel in Iraq. Now, thanks
to the devastation and blockade of Irag.
UN aid organisations are everywhere.
Many see their work as a counter to the
repressive consequences of sanctions.
But in reality, they are part of the same
process of subordinating Irag to the will
of the West. UN aid agencies now have
a major say in deciding how the Iragi
people’s affairs are run.

To live or die

Unicef staff, increased from 11 to 150
after Desert Storm, control the import
of water treatment chemicals and spares
for pumping and sewage stations, The
UN Food and Agricultural Organisation
(FAQ) is in charge of crop spraying
from the air. The World Health
Organisation (WHO) controls those
medicines that fall under sanctions,
like Angiseed, a drug for angina which
contains a minute amount of explosive
ingredient, or radioactive isotopes
for medical laboratory use.

The UN aid organisations, whatever
those involved may think, are simply
an extension of the Security Council’s

control of Iraq. The relief organisations
now decide what projects to prioritise,

who to help—in other words, who will
live and who will die in Irag.

Western governments use aid to
shore up their military control of Iraq.
Consequently aid for northern Irag,
where the UN is fostering an alternative
government, is ¢asy to come by; but
the hunger of southemn and central
Iraq apparently does not count.
Francisco Roque-Castro, director
of the World Food Programme in
Baghdad, told us that ‘the requirements
for the northern operation are fully
met. However for the central and
southern governorates we need about
23000 tonnes and I don’t know
where it’s coming from because the
international community has not yet
supplied it...the reasons for this are
in each capital’s strategy’.

British foreign office minister
Douglas Hogg recently wrote that *our
quarrel is with the Iragi regime, not the
long-suffering population” (letter to
Brian Sedgemore MP, 21 October 1994),
Hogg claims that the catastrophic effect
of the embargo is not due to the
sanctions themselves, but is the fault of
the Iraqi regime. “The Security Council
exceptionally offered to allow Iraq to
sell $1.6 billion of oil, with the proceeds
used to compensate victims of the Gulf
War and supply aid to Iraq.... The Traqi
regime refused the offer...and is now
cynically exploiting the suffering of
those it refused to help.’

Hogg's supposed $1.6 billion
concession to Traq is a convenient
fig leal for the UN blockads
Resalution 706, allowing T
that amount of oil, was adogssd &
Security Council in respomse >e




The Gulf War four years on

The spacious
offices of tha
United Nations
Children's
organisation Unicef
(above oppaosite)
and the classroom
in the Ak-Rameen
Primary School in
Hilla which sits
three shifis to cram
3500 children into
a school made

for 600 (ahove)

of ‘pre-famine’ conditions in Iraq. Bul
instead of alleviating the suffering, the
UN has only tried to shift the blame
for it on to the Iragi regime.

Under 706, Iraq is required to give
$1.6 billion of its oil to the UN. The
UN would then sell the oil, depositing
the money into its own ESCROW
account. A third of the money
raised would go to oil-rich Kuwait

as ‘compensation’, From whal remains,

the UN would fund its own bloated
administration as marketing fees, and
the cost of maintaining its own arms
monitoring programme in [rag. Only
what is left after all of this would be
used by the UN to buy foad, medicines
and other humanitarian aid for Iraq.
The UN will then distribute this aid
within Iraq itself, bypassing existing
government structures, and taking out

the costs associated with this operation.

Mass destruction

We asked both government officials
and UN aid organisations about this
windfall. ‘1 believe that approximately
half of this money could be used for
humanitarian purposes, the rest would
2o to compensation to Kuwait and
cover the UN's costs in Iraq’, said
Unicef’s Thomas Ekvall. Pressed

as to whether that amount would

be enough, he told us that “the food
rationing system, until the recent
reductions, was costing $100m

a month, so hall of $1.6 billion

won’t go that far’.

Before the Gulf War Iraq annually
imported $500m of drugs and medical
equipment and $3 billion of food, paid
far with revenues from the second
largest oil reserves in the world. Iraq’s
oil income also funded infrastructure

developments, healthcare and a social
welfare system to rival any developing
nation. The current impoverishment
of Iraq is not some natural disaster,
but a politically imposed state of
affairs, deliberately engineered

by the West and rubber-stamped

by the UN.

If the UN was seriously concerned
to meet the needs of the Iragi people,
it could simply allow Iraq to produce
and export its own oil like any other
independent nation. By contrast,
resolution 706 with its meagre
$1.6 billion allowance is not a scrious
attempt to ease the suffering of the Iraqi
peaple. It is a political device, designed
to establish the principle that only the
UN Security Council has the moral
authority to run the economy and feed
the population. This one-off sale is
regarded as a test case, that will allow
future ‘oil sales’ by Iraq and UN aid
programmes to be conducted in
a manner that denies Iraq any
S4Y OVET il OWN TESOUTCes.

Perhaps the UN's subjugation
of Iraq is clearest in the weapons
monitoring programme, ostensibly sct
up to stop Iraq developing ‘weapons
of mass destruction’. The success of
UNSCOM—the UN agency charged
with the monitoring—has been hailed
as a model of how the West can police
nuclear proliferation.

The obsession with Iraq’s ‘weapons
of mass destruction” is fantastic. During
the Gulf War, the Allies killed 180(K)0
Iraqis for about 100 Allied dead. They
used radioactive ‘nuclear bullets” made
with waste uranium, napalm, fuel-air
explosives, cluster bombs, and even
bulldozers to bury Iragi traops alive
in their trenches. Since Desert Storm,

LIVING

the Western Allies have devastated Irag
with their deadliest ‘'weapon of mass
destruction’—the sanctions which have
killed more than the war itself. Yet all
of this is forgotten as attention focuses
on the alleged threat pased by Irag's
largely fictional arsenal of nuclear,
chemical and biological weapons. The
powers which declared war on Irag, and
continue it through sanctions, have set
themselves up as peace monitors.

Spy cameras

The UN monitoring programme

not only restricts Iraq’s ability to make
weapons. [t means that Iraq is no longer
allowed (o develop its own industry.
The UN has created what ong

of the engineers installing the system
described as ‘the most intrusive
monitoring system ever devised’.

All of Iraq's hi-tech industry is now
carefully monitored—even breweries
are watched. A battery of new
technologies are being employed

by the monitoring team, from satellite
photos to infra-red radars and seismic
sensors. Around 170 video cameras
beam their pictures back to a 3(0)-foot
tower at UN headquarters in Baghdad’s
former Canal Hotel. Air sensors sniff
the air at factories, soil samples are
taken, all equipment capable of
precision machining is tagged by
UNSCOM—its specifications and
location noted and checked.

Spot checks without notice are
common as UN inspectors, backed up
by US Awacs planes, helicopter into
any [actory they choose, sealing it off
while they conduct their search. It is an
operation which. so far, the UN regards
as very successful. “We have identified
Iraq’s missiles, we have shipped out p
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The Gulf War four years on

the nuclear material, and we’ve
identified and destroyed the chemical
weapons programmes’, we were told by
an UNSCOM spokesman at the Canal
Hotel. Even if sanctions are eventually
lifted. UNSCOM will still be
monitoring all of Iraq’s imports.

UNSCOM admits that no ‘weapons
of mass destruction’ exist in Iraq today.
Yet the UN refuses to acknowledge

Under the banner of human
rights the United Nations has
built a dictatorship

28 February 1985

officially that Iraq has complied with

UN resolutions 687, 707, and 715

which give UNSCOM its intrusive

powers. Despite admitting that the

monitoring regime is now up and

running, UNSCOM are still not

satisfied. * You are right to say that

it’s a potentially endless process. But

we need a complete picture of what

Iraq did in the past.” UNSCOM has

set itself the impossible task of knowing

everything about Iraq’s past industrial

programme, whether military or

civilian, before sanctions can be lifted.
Iragis are being used as guinea

pigs for a sophisticated system

of surveillance and control, under

the pretext of a UN weapons

monitoring programme. “This thing

is unique in terms of arms control’,

we were told by UNSCOM, “so we

are a testing-ground and a lot of people

are looking at the results for future

reference. A lot of these techniques

arc new, a lot are involving very new,

up-to-date equipment—there is a lot of

help from different governments around

the world. It is essentially a whole

combination of new technologies

being put to the test’.

Like caged animals

Through enforcing sanctions,

monitoring Iragi industry, and dictating

its borders, the UN Security Council

is imposing a new mandate system

on Iraq. Today’s mandate may be

very different from those of the 1920s.

when the imperial powers justified

their control of the Middle East as

a holding operation until the natives

were civilised enough to rule

themselves. But it is just as coercive

and corrupt as the old colonial system.
Wherever you look in Iraq, the

UN treats Iragis like caged animals.

In the south of the country, the

border with Kuwait has been redrawn

by a UN committee in old-fashioned

colonial style. Kuwait now has an exira

400 square miles of territory, including

Iragi oil fields from which it now

reportedly extracts about 14 (0K barrels
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of oil per day. The port of Umm Qasr,
formerly Iraq’s main seaport and naval
base has been split in two. Kuwait has
demolished everything that is now on
its side of the border—homes, a school,
a nursery. Nearly 2010 Iraqi families
whose homes ended up ‘in Kuwait”
were (old by the UN border guards that
they had to move out, with no notice.
They lost their homes, farms, furniture,
livelihoods. They now live in a housing
cstate that overlooks the fortifications
which Kuwait built over their former
homes—a 160-mile long embankment
and trench that can only be crossed

by UNIKOM, the UN ‘peacekeepers’
who patrol the border.

This Demilitarised Zone (DMZ),
where all military personnel and
vehicles are banned five kilometres
inside Kuwait and 10km inside Irag,
has been hailed as an instrument for
peace and stability. Yei the new border
is neither demilitarised nor stable.

The DMZ is patrolled by UNIKOM,
supported by a mechanised infantry
battalion from Bangladesh known
as BANGBAT. The ban on military
personnel and weapons does not

of course apply to them,

Silver Mercedes

UNIKOM is well aware of the
contempt most Iragis hold it in.
Although its base and offices are
at Umm Qasr in Irag, all the UN
personnel live in Kuwait City, the
other side of the border and a lot further
away than the Iraqi city of Basra.
In fact, most Iragis we spoke
to resented the entire UN operation.
Whether military or relief, UN agencies
are seen as cither the direct or indirect
cause of Iraqi suffering. Indeed, their
very presence is @ reminder that Iragis
are suffering while Westerners lord
it over them. For all the charitable
impulses of some UN humanitarian
relief personnel, our abiding memory
of the UN offices was one of affluence.
Most cars splutter their way around
Baghdad with bald tyres, broken
headlights, ill-fitting doors and
speedometers that don’t work.
Outside Unicef was parked
a row of gleaming silver Mercedes.
The carpeted reception proudly
displays the aims of Unicef (Survival,
Hope, Development, Respect, Dignity,
Equality. Justice, for women and
children) along with copies of current
affairs magazines and professional
journals for visitors 10 browse
through. Yet directly opposite its
offices the houses were overcrowded
and half-collapsed, while Tragi
doctors were complaining about
the lack of medical journals such
as The Lancet (which Unicel had),
and even up-to-date medical textbooks.
Irag’s hospitals are falling apart,
and people are demolishing their own
homes to buy food: UN offices are

an oasis of air-conditioning, fitted
carpets and smart new furniture. Only
in UN offices will you see fax machines
and personal computers, rather than the
elderly telexes and electric typewriters
which are shared in government offices.

Only UN personnel are privileged
to fly in and out of Iraq today.
Everybody else—children, the
old, the ill, the poor or government
representatives—have to go the hard
way. A gruelling drive across the desert
to Amman in Jordan that takes at least
16 hours. UN personnel can be flow to
Amman within the hour, or to Bahrain
in two and a half hours at most. The
Iraqi Red Crescent complained bitterly
to us that even those needing life-
saving medical care outside of Iraq
have to drive to Amman.

For many UN personnel,

a posting to Iraq is a way to camn

a fortune. A secondment to Iraq

means that vour salary goes straight
into your bank account at home, with
tax concessions, Living expenses in
Iraq are paid out of a Daily Subsistence
Allowance, This DSA has recently
been cut from $300 a day, much to

the chagrin of many UN staff. Yet the
new allowance is still a fortune in Iraq.
The collapse of the dinar means that
nobody could spend more than

S8 on a day’s food.

And while the UN personnel pamper
themselves, the UN commission on
sanctions decides what is not essential
for ordinary Iragis: tyres for
ambulances, toilet cisterns (are they
supposed to piss in the rivers?), family
photo albums, PVC for rubbish bags,
gum for making shoes, window glass
for houses. Even burial shrouds have
been refused an export licence by
the British government,

‘No interference’

Under the banners of human rights,
the United Nations' operation has built
a dictatorship far more onerous than
Saddam’s regime at its worst; and this
new dictatorship is destroying Traq’s
future. With whom does the future

of Iraq rest: the people of Irag
themselves or the self-proclaimed
protectors of human rights?

Dr Zeinab Amer, a junior doctor we
met in Baghdad, summed up what many
Iraqis said to us, ‘I think the people of
Iraq want from the West that they have
the right to live, they have the right
to work. and to build their country
without interference from others,
that is the only need for our peaple’. @
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On the fiftieth anniversary of the atomic
bombing of Hiroshima and Nagasaki, the
conference HIROSHIMA:THE WEEK will
discuss the threat of repression and war.

NO MORE HIROSHIMAS

The Campaign Against Militarism hosts
the weekend of Friday 28 to Sunday

30 July, dedicated to ensuring that there
are no more Hiroshimas. There will be
debates, exhibitions and filmshows on
themes that include Nuclear Blackmail
Today, Western Images of Japan and
the Legacy of the Bomb.
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Living Marxism hosts a week of discussion
on the issues of our time, with in-depth
courses on a wide variety of domestic

and international themes, from

Monday 31 July to Friday 4 August 1995.
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Conference repo

Members of the Revolutionary Communist Party met in December
to discuss perspectives for the period ahead. Pat Roberts presents

edited extracts from the main conference report, examining the
new political culture of relativism and authoritarianism

apitalist society has reached an

impasse. The weak inner dynamic of

the global economy is matched by the
exhaustion of the ruling elite’s intellectual and
moral capital. Capitalist stagnation has been a fact
of life for over two decades. The short economic
upturns amdl the emergence of new technologies
cannot compensate for the decline into an ¢ra of
slump. The stagnation of productive employ-
ment reflects the inability of the system to absorb
the creative powers of humanilty.

Despite all of its difficulties, however, the
capitalist svstem has survived. The starting point
of the revolutionary left’s analysis has tradition-
ally been the crisis of working class leadership
which has prevented a successful challenge to
capitalism. However, times have changed, we
have entered a new political cycle. The starting
paint of this new political cvcle is the transfor-
mation of the crisis of working class leadership
into a crisis of humanity. The containment of any
threat from the working class has allowed a stag-
nant system to continue without paying a heavy
price. As a result, the costs of capitalist failure
are being borne by society as a whole.

The ruling class today has neither the disci-
pline and cohesion which is usuvally imposed
by considerations of the class struggle, nor
a dvnamic cconomic base to rely upon. In these
circumstances the capitalist elite is far more unsta-
ble, as evidenced by the governmental crises
which have developed everywhere from Britain
and America to France and Japan. Yet, despite its
internal weakness, the capilalist class remains
the most coherent social force in Britain and
internationally. It uses this power recklessly and
to sectional advantage. It remains fervently com-
mitted to the defence of its self-interest. Indeed
the ruling class would rather bring the whole
world down than give up any of its privileges.

Because of its social weight, the capitalist
class influences developments in wider society.
In particular today, its own internal crisis has had
a major impact on political and cultural life. The
ideological exhaustion of the ruling elites has
helped to create widespread confusion, and to
disorient society as a whaole. Uncertainty and
a lack of belicf have become characteristic fea-
tures of the post-Cold War era.

When the Soviet Union collapsed and the
Cold War ended. many predicted the rise of old-
fashioned right-wing politics. In the event, reac-
tionary ideas have become dominant, but not in
the expected form. The defeat of the left and
the labour movement has not been followed
by a self-consciously (riumphalist bourgeois
offensive. To be sure, for a period at the end of
the Cold War there was the occasional outburst
of triumphalist rhetoric. But the attemp! to assert
the End of History and the campaign to celebrate
nakedly capitalist values soon lost momentum,
as political incoherence and economic recession
took over.

Unable positively to affirm the legitimacy of
its rule, the capitalist elite has instead turned to
preving on the fears and anxieties of society.
In the absence of any opposition, il is able con-
tinually to re-present its own internal problems
as those of society in general,
So the stagnation of the capi-
talist economy can be pre-
sented as society coming up
against ‘natural’ limits to its
development, The most influ-
ential reactionary ideas today
do not seck to celebrate the
achievements of capitalism,
but instead emphasise the
limits of what can be done.
Instead of a traditional language of elitist class
domination, there is a new vocabulary which
emphasises environmental, moral, medical and
other non-social factors in order to justify the
perpetuation of the status quo.

The capitalist class continually seeks to
widen its social base by harnessing the concerns
of the middle classes to ils survival strategy. To
this end, it is preying upon the anxiety of today’s
insccure middle classes. Instead of a positive
promotion of the capitalist system, the ruling
elites feel more comfortable with lowering
expectations of what is possible. They are
encouraging a sense of risks and limits that
require people to play safe in everyday life and
not (o take chances.

Uncertainty and compromise are the main
weapons used to further bourgeois ideology in
the present, The system js defended not by the
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The capitalist

elite has turned

to preying on the
fears and anxieties
of society

Problems of the new

promotion of specific principles, but by eschew-
ing any fixed positions at all. Ruling class inco-
herence invites the same response from the
rest of society. It is as if they are saying, “If we
have nothing to believe in then it is because
there is nothing worth believing in’, Liberal anti-
extremist sentiment and avant-garde cynicism
provide the language in which such agnosticism
can be peddled,

A system of politics based on uncertainty and
compromise can help to maintain stability by
fuelling a climate of social paralysis. However,
such an approach cannot provide any positive
endorsement of the system. [t cannot provide the
ruling class with legitimacy nor with a sense of
solidarity. The reactionary programme of high-
lighting limits can disarm critics, but without
boosting the elite’s authority. At the level of
politics, the problems of capitalism continue
to be experienced as a crisis
of legitimacy, in which
no party or gavernment can
command public authority.

As a result of the suspen-
sion of the traditional forms
of class struggle. the legit-
imacy crisis is not experien-
ced directly, Instead the way
it is experienced is shaped by
the low expectations and the
consciousness of limits that prevail in society, In
other words, because there is no expectation or
demand for an alternative, there is no real pres-
sure on the capitalist class to account for ils
actions. A succession of failed policies and
politicians is disposed of without any fundamen-
tal éxplanation of what is wrong with the system
being demanded or offered. Since little is
expected of politics in the first place, such fail-
ures are not seen to touch any essential principles
of how society is organised.

The consciousness of limits inevitabl;
narrows the terrain of politics. As a sense of lim-
its is institutionalised, so the sphere of politics
engagement becomes narrowed, For instance

is now routine for political thinkers of bot®
left and the right to declare that the state has
power to influence cvents in the new g




environment. Since capitalist politics is inscpa-
rable from its use of the state, the consequences
of such “globalist’ conclusions are far reaching.
Calling into question the effectiveness of the
state represents the renunciation of any positive
interventionist role for government. What remains
is a diminished sphere for political engagement
where big principles appear to have no practical
merit. The consciousness of limits leads to a prag-
matic acceptance that it is only worth altempting
what appears to be realistically possible today,
and that there is no point taking risks or trying
something new.,

Both the movements that call themselves
left and right have accepted the pragmatism
that explicitly rejects political principles.
The elevation of narrow electoral calculations
and the avoidance of debate and controversy
contribute to the creation of a uniquely depoliti-
cised political arena. Instead of a clash of views,
all sides tend to avoid being held to account for
any principle. This fear of taking a stand leads
them cither directly or indirectly in a relativist
direction. Everyone has commented on the
absence of principle in the rehauled Blair-ledd
Labour Party. However, the right is no less
spineless. It too is prepared to sell everything
for a few polential votes. So we see sections of
the American religious right prepared to play
down their hostility to abortion—the centrepicce
of their programme—for the sake of electoral
considerations.

This relativist sentiment influences every-
one. The rejection of principles and condemna-
tion of all ‘extremes’ ultimately leads to the
abandonment of any strongly held views. In this
environment all kinds of diverse sentiments
can flourish, and very few conventions and tradi-
tional values are immune from being altered
or renegotiated. And if society has no non-
negotiable principles, then elementary values
guiding individual action alsa become open 1o
debate, A lack of political direction at the soci-
etal level goes hand in hand with confusion and
disarray at the level of the individual. Major
debates concerning family life and parenting
reflect the extent of uncertainty about the most
elementary forms of human conduct today.

To sum up these trends: stagnation at the level
of capitalist production leads to an absence of
dynamism in society and helps shape a con-
sciousness of limits. The consequence is social
passivity and an escape into the mindset of
relativism. All of which is pointing towards the
creation of a dangerous political culture today.

Relativism consistently expresses the down-
grading of rationality and the upgrading of anti-
human practices: if all opinions are equally
valid, then ignorance and insight are of equal
value. In ideological terms, relativism leaves
malters unresolved and issues unclarified. It shifts
the focus of attention away from the totality of
social arrangements towards arbitrary matters of
individual concern. That is why the ruling class—
albeit with reservations—is prepared to accom-
modate to a relativist standpoint. The ruling class
still formally upholds a system of absolute stan-
dards, but in practice it is prepared to negate any
of its values for pragmatism’s sake—wvitness the
recent ideological retreats on everything from
*Back to basics™ to the free market.

The pragmatic renunciation of principle makes
it possible to contain contradictions and conflicts
in political life, and to render the old left/right
divide meaningless, It provides for a de facto
system of compromises which is attractive to all
sides of the political spec-
trum. The convergence of
right with left is not a total
one. It reflects the fact that.
as the right becomes more
relativistic, the lefl becomes
more drawn towards authori-
tarian solutions.

For example, a recent dis-
cussion among liberal aca-
demics about the importance
of pluralism and diversity readily endorsed the
notion that paid work was only one ‘lifestyle’,
and should not be ‘privileged’ over others. Tt is
not hard to see how the ruling class could seek to
mobilise this relativistic apology for unemploy-
ment in order to reinforce the legitimacy of their
system. In this way, the assertion of liberal
lifestyles and individual rights—such as the right
not to join a trade union—have become part of
a system of social regulation.

If all opinions are
equally valid, then
ignorance and
insight are

of equal value

One of the most fashionably relativistic
demands of today, supported by everybody from
protesters against the Criminal Justice Act to gay
rights activists, is for “the right to be different’.
This sounds radical and egalitarian. But, in fact,
the right to be different represents the negation of
all rights.

Real rights have to rcpresent an inclusive,
non-discriminatory, common standard to which
all are entitled. That is the only way to give any
genuine meaning to cquality. By contrast, an
insistence on difference denies that there are
common standards, and as such represents the
negation of equality.

The celebration of difference, presented as
a sensitive appreciation of individual and cultural
heterogeneity, is really a primitive worship of
parochialism over universality. However egali-
tarian the intention might be, in a society run on
capitalist lines, the rejection of common standards
of cquality inevitably points to the defence of
hierarchy. The right to be different might be
put forward as a liberal defence of the travellers’
lifestyle; but it also implies the right of the rich to
defend their privileged lifestyles as a form of
‘difference’,

The absence of a common standard in society
leads to a more arbitrary
form of capitalist rule. It is
a form of rule not necess-
arily associated with the poli-
tical right. Indeed right-wing
values to do with faith,
dogma or tradition invariably
become casualties of the con-
temporary intellectual cli-
mate of uncertainty. How-
ever, at the same time, the
domination of the capitalist elite over society can
be expressed in other. apparently oppositional,
ideas and vocabularies,

The convergence of traditional moralism with
liberal feminism illustrates the dynamic dis-
cussed above, John Major’s *Back to basics™ has
proved to be an embarrassing reminder of the
establishment’s inability to act on its p
In response, the authorities have had 1w
the view that there are now familie
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Conference report

different sorts, and not just The Family. Bul this
does not mean that the ruling class has given up
on the idea of disciplining the masses. Instead,
it has sought to borrow more relevant contempo-
rary forms of discipline from its opponents, Thal
is why the authorities are now
happy to allow strict feminist
and other PC codes of con-
duct to flourish at all levels
of society. The PC rules
of etiguette are no less rele-
vant for the purpose of
plebian control than the old-
fashioned sanctions.

It is important to grasp
the dangerous consequen-
ces of the new political culture. Relativism,
diversity and ideological compromise should
not be interpreted as a form of soft liberalism.

| Relativism does not really mean that yvou can do

your own thing in vour own space, Nor does il
mean tolerance. On the contrary, it means tha
anything with which yvou disagree potentially
constitutes harassment, and as such must be
censored or contained in some way in order to
protect you.

The greater the diversity, thc more rules
are required to regulate life. Greater diversily
multiplics potential areas of conflict. Within the
family, children’s rights contend with a mother's
right to say no to a father untutored in the ways
of parenting. Such a wide range of conflicts con-
tinually invites intervention and regulation from
outside agencies of one sort or another.

Through offering the authorities an open invi-
tation to intervene in and regulate our affairs,
relativism provides the intellectual underpinning
for what we have termed the new authoritarianism.
Relativism is ranged against radical opinions and
critical thought. In this context, the affirmation
of deeply held views becomes an invitation to
ridicule, marginalisation or. in some cases,
repression. The ferocity with which feminists
and others on the ‘left’ now demand repression
and censorship. and their cavalier dismissal of the
right to free speech, are testimony o the threat
which the new authoritarianism represents.

One of the distinctive features of the new
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An explosion of
formal rights has
the effect of
undermining real
rights in society

authoritarianism is that it develops formally not
as a dental, bul as an extension of rights. The term
‘rights” is now appended to all manner of things.
This explosion of formal rights has the effect of
undermining real rights in society. So the right o
free speech becomes lost ina
jumble of demands, from the

right to outlaw racism. The
extension of rights in this
way also raises questions
about the manner of their
enforcement. Rights are no
longer seen as freedoms
which  people  organise
together to wrest from the
authorities, Rights arc now seen as something to
be given out and protected by a benevolent state.
As such, an increase in the number of rights must
mean a proportional extension of state inlerven-
tion in our affairs. The expansion of rights
ensures that the state expands its capacity to
regulate and dominate society.

Our objection to the development of this
system of paper rights is not based on some
abstract opposition to stale intervention. [t
is based on the recognition that elite domination
in the new authoritarian form is no less severe
than under the traditional mechanisms of capital-
ist dictatorship. Its potential for curbing action
and censoring ideas is considerable. The ease
with which political activism has been banned
under anti-harassment codes in some universi-
ties illustrates this trend.

More broadly. the enforcement of rights by
those in authority leads to dictating individual
behaviour and regulating conduct. In effect.
codes of conduet can be used to censor and
repress in a way that is no less insidious than the
old fascistic or McCarthyite types of repression.
The biggest problem, however, is not so much
the reality of new authoritarianism, but the fact
that most aspects of it are not widely perceived to
be problems. Worse, many radical-minded peo-
ple are themselves complicit in justifying and
extending these interventionist practices.

The new authoritarianism cannot be under-
stood as a crude conspiracy. The trend towards
the new authoritarianism is unsystematic and
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right not to be harassed to the |

often unconscious. It is a result of pragmatic
compromises. Nor can it tackle the legitimacy
crisis of the ruling class. Indeed, this intrusive
tendency tends to be corrosive of all institutions,
including those such as the family which the
establishment used to cherish. Nevertheless, for
the time being at least, the pervasive influence of
the new authoritarianism ensures that those of us
concerned 1o promote freedom and realise the

| human potential will be swimming against the

political mainstream.

With the sense of limits and insecurity
so strong today, change is perceived only in
its destructive aspect, and as such it is seen
as (hreatening. Such perceptions influence
all sections of society. Political parties of the
right as well as the left share this sentiment.
The problem with handling change means
that the argument for revolution invites blank
incomprehension. Social revolution, the only
means through which humanity can gain control
over its destiny, has no place in the contempor-
ary political imagination. Indeed the contem-
porary political imagination is so narrow,
that anything which strays outside the middle
ground can appear unduly radical. The irrele-
vance of the left-right distinction creates confu-
sions for anyone attempting to interpret events
according to the traditional vocabulary of
politics, That is why the old hard left always
tends to misinterprel conlemporary events,
such as the ‘debate’ about Clause IV in the
Labour Party.

In the absence of a general recognition of
what the real problems are, the arguments for
revolutionary  politics—and more importantly
the reasons behind them—will be appreciated
by relatively few people at present. The priority
is to develop a more rounded intellectual alterna-
tive, a comprehensive critique of capitalism today.
Developing and disseminating such an alterna-
tive cannot, however, be pursued merely on the
intellectual plane. It will also require the devel-
opment of organised political actions, that ¢an
expose the truth by exploiting the contradiction
between the evolving forms of capitalist ideol-
ogy and the positive instincts of people who have
to survive in capitalist reality.
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the ‘peace process’

verything is possible in El Salvador’,
said 25-year old Jorge when his car
! battery was stolen only yards from
where he was sitting, It was a phrase he liked
to repeat whenever he fell annoyed with his
country. But, like others of his generation, lorge
wis not referring to the war any more.
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Paula Cerni reports from El Salvador on the price of

The 12-year conflict between the murderous
US-backed regime and the left-wing FMLN
guerrillas, which left almost 100 000 dead. and
inspired the terrifving scenes of Oliver Stone’s
film Safvador, came to an end in 1992, Searching
the country for clues as to what happened,
vou now only find silent ruins—FMLN murals
overgrown by weeds, empty military watch-
towers, bridges that were destroyed and never
repaired. The war is a distant memory nobody
wants to talk about and only tourists show any
interest in.

Peace has brought f[cw benefits to most
Salvadorans. Over half the population of 5.5m
still live in the dire poverty which the guerrillas
fought to escape. But life goes on in spite of the
hardship. Rosa Amelia, a 22-vear old war child,
joined the FMLN guerrillas aged eight, Her
father was killed in action. Now she is working
in San Salvador, hoping to improve her life not
by fighting, but by studying further the radio and
medical skills she learned during the war. In
Chalatenango, her home town and once FMLN-
held territory, 1 found the army playing volley-
ball in the main square. Although the locals were
not interested, it was clear that the military felt
relaxed and in control.

Today Salvadorans are preoccupied with
corruption and crime—an expression of people’s
disenchantment with politics. Political leaders
of all persuasions are regarded as unprincipled
careerists, only in it for the money. With hind-
sight, even the former soldiers from both
sides are seen as thugs who joined up to sat-
isfy their criminal impulses, and are said to
have turned to organised crime in peacetime,
The sleaze factor now envelops all of the partic-
ipants in the war. and has reduced what was a
struggle for liberation to mere gang warfare in
the public mind.

The disillusionment with the old causes has
followed the peace settlement signed by the
right-wing ARENA government and the FMLN
under the auspices of the UN. The basic assump-
tion behind the peace process is that the war
was to be blamed on Salvadoran violence, nol
US intervention. The Truth Commission report
published by the UN in 1993 has become the
official history of the war, 1t named both guerrilla
and army figures as war criminals, while leaving
the USA. whose Cold War objectives and heavy
doses of military aid fuelled the conflict, with
clean hands. Through their participation in
the UN’s peace process, El Salvadar’s parties
have accepted this version of events, discrediting
themselves and Salvadoran politics as a whole.

When T wisited (he National Assembly,

I found it had been occupied by former sol-

diers who had been left out of the system of com-
pensation established by the peace accords.
Moast were men from poor, riral backgrounds,
carrving machetes and broken broomsticks.

Hundreds of them. like Amilcar, had been
forcibly recruited into the civil defence during
the war, Amilcar had been in service for nine
years, right up to the end of the war, without
being paid by the army or allowed to keep his
old job. Now the goyvernment was offering him
1000 colones (less than £100) in compensation
for his nine years® service.

The protesters occupied the National Assem-
bly for three days, keeping over 20 MPs as
hostages. Yet they got no sympathy from any-
bady, least of all from the ARENA government
on whose side they fought. ARENA MP
Salvador Sales Aguilar, watching the occupation
from a distance, told me; “These people are crim-
inals. You wouldn’t allow anybody to take over
the parliament in England, would you?”

The effects of the peace process have
been most devastating on the Farabundo Marti
Liberation Front (FMLN). After 12 vears of
war the FMLN agreed to lay down its arms and
converted into a legal political party. With its
change of strategy the FMLN both abandoned
the principles it had fought for and accepted
responsibility for the war. The peace agreements
canceded the FMLN's main demand that guerril-
las should be given land, grants and other
cconomic benefits in exchange for giving up
the armed struggle, This has contributed to the
perception that many only fought against the
repressive regime for personal gain.

While she was being held hostage in the
National Assembly, 1 talked to Ana Guadalupe
Martinez. an MP from the most moderate sector
of the FMLN. Like the ARENA MP, she did
not support the demands of the ex-combatants
occupying the building, She saw Salvadorans’
concern about corruption as proof of & new-
found democratic openness, As for crime, this
former guerrilla leader said the solution is to
strengthen the new Policia Nacional Civil
established by the peace accords and intended
to protect the same state that the FMLN spent
12 years fighting against,

The elections in March 1994, in which
abstentions were high, gave presidential, legisla-
tive and municipal power to ARENA, organisers
of the death squads, It was a disappointing blow
for the FMLN. Martinez said that, if the FMLN
does not move further towards the centre of
Salvadoran politics, it could lose 20 of its 21
seats: 'We must build an open party that will
appeal to those who are not comfortable with us,
As it is the FMLN is not attractive 1o the elec-
torate. We want to govern, and that is only possi-
ble through change.” Here was a leader of an
almost legendary guerrilla movement. and 1 felt
like 1 was listening to Tony Blair,

I asked her what had happened to the anti-
imperialist reputation of the FMLN, ‘Times have
changed’. she said. adding that the concept of
imperialism ‘has disappeared’. Since [ talked
to her Ana Martinez's moderate faction has left
the FMLN,

Having backed a bloody war of attrition for
12 yvears, US imperialism has managed not only
to shift the blame on to the Salvadoran people,
but has established itself, through UN agencies,
as the legitimate arbiter of the peace. In the end,
Washington won the war in El Salvador. It is no
wonder that Salvadorans are cynical. g
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A challenge to prejudice and mysticism on matters
scientific, technological and environmental.

FUT

URES

Sustainable development is
one of those phrases that everyone,
from radical third worldists and Oxfam
to the World Bank and Margaret
Thatcher. has adopted as their own,
During 1995, the fifticth anniversary
of the International Moenetary Fund,
expect 1o hear the phrase bandied about
endlessly. Originally, the term was used
primarily in relation to the environment
and the third world. However, today,
whatever the issue—biodiversity
conservation, population control,
the future of village life, the future
of cities, the state of the global
economy, road-building in rural
England—you will find the need for
sustainable development tagged on
to the conclusion, What does it mean?

I'he phrase was first used in 1980,
but it was the United Nations-sponsored
World Commission on Environment
and Development that set out the
definition most people are familiar
with in its 1987 publication Our
Common Future. Sustainable
development, the commission wrote,
is ‘development which meets the needs
of the present without compromising
the ability of future generations to
meel their own needs’.

In a speech to the Royal Socicty
a vear later, Margaret Thatcher put
forward a market-oriented version
of the same thing: ‘“The government
espouses the concept of sustainable
cconomic development. Stable
prosperity can be achieved throughout
the world provided the environment
is nurtured and safeguarded.’
The common theme is that
plans for economic and social
development must take account
of the environmental context.

At first glance (his might seem
to be goad common sense. But

al second glance it seems vacuous.
After all, who could be for
un-sustainable development?
What are ‘the needs of the present’

The argument for ‘sustainable development’
marks the abandonment of the goal of
developing human society, says John Gillott

The dangers of
‘sustainable devel

in any case—£100 per week each,

£500 or what? Ethiopia’s per capita

GNP is S10 per year. In America

the figure is $23 000. Are the needs

of either country’s populations met?
Who is to decide what our needs

are, some UN commission of the

great and the good? And what

do those demanding sustainable

development have (o say about

the fact that some people satisfy

their present needs by denying other

people the ability to meet theirs—such

as capitalists who sack people when

profits are low, or international bankers

who draw more money out of Africa

in debt payments than is going in as aid.

Clearly, there are many ambiguitics
and all sorts of interpretations of what
sustainable development means.
However, everyone, from Oxfam
to the World Bank. is agreed on
one central theme: development
must be constrained because there are
natural limits—primarily resource limits
and the limited ability of ecosystems
to absorb human waste products—
which humanity is currently exceeding.

I'he need to curtail development
and respect natural limits is the central
theme of sustainable development
theories. This fact has sometimes been
obscured by the packaging of the idea.
Writers on sustainable development
have always been keen to emphasise
that people in the third world deserve
more than they were offered by the
‘no growth® Greens of the early 1970s.
However, this nad in the direction
of meeting human needs is always
followed by a reaffirmation of the
belief that human society is breaching
natural limits, and must now prioritise
conservation rather than economic
development as the solution
to contemporary environmental
and social problems.

According to the authors of
Our Common Future: *In many
parts of the world, the population




lopment’

is growing at rates that cannot be
sustained by available environmental
resources, at rates that are outstripping
any reasonable expectations of
improvements in housing, healthcare,
food security, or energy supplies.”

The idea that humanity is breaching
natural limits is put more explicitly
in another UN-hacked publication,
Curing for the Earth (1991 )
‘Governments should adopt
explicit policies to limit resource
consumption and population, and
build these into development
planning.” That conservation

of natural resources should be our
priority is also the message of
David Pearce, Professor

of Economics at University
College London who,
through his Blueprint

for a Green Economy books,
has led the move to introduce
environmental concerns into the

study ol economics.

But is humanity really breaching
natural limits? There are acute
problems with current patterns
of development. but writers on
sustainable development have nothing
1o offer by way of solutions because
they have misdiagnosed the problem.

It is plainly the case that people in
the world today are suffering from limits
of some sort. For many, basics such as
food and shelter are scarce, and life is
one long struggle to survive, However,
these are limits caused by the present
way in which society organises the
global production and distribution of its
wealth, not by any resource problems.

For instance, as I recently argued
m Living Marxism (*Too many people?”,
September 1994) starvation has nothing
10 do with natural limits: ‘Only half the
fand that could be used to grow crops is
currently used. Also, much of the land
that is used is farmed at a very low level
of productivity, To grasp the scale of
ander-use, it is not necessary to
sypothesise about future technological

FUTURES

innovations. If today's best
Western practices were used

in the third world, it is

estimated that the third world
alone could feed 32 billion,

which is more than the highest
projected population of the whole
world by the end of the twenty-first
century,” Nor is there a shortage of
other resources such as fuels and
minerals. Indeed, for virtually every
resource, new supplies are currently
being discovered at a faster rate than
we are using them up.

The problems we face are those
posed by a world ecanomic system

in slump which has impoverished

the majority of people on Earth,

and marginalised an entire continent
like Africa. In these circumstances,
people involved in a desperate struggle’
to survive will sometimes turn to p
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destructive methads of production—
such as the too-frequent use of land

to grow the same cash-crops for export
without replacing vital nutrients in

the soil. But this is a consequence

of social factors—such as the
international bankers’ demand

that Africa put repaying its foreign
debt before feeding its people—nol

a result of natural limits being breached.

Many supporters of sustainable
development argue that resources
should be conserved, regardless
of reserves, because the use of
resources is a depletion of natural
capital, and therefore a loss of wealth.
Professor Pearce of University College
argues that sustainable development
is development that leaves the next
generation an equivalent amount
of capital as the present generation
inherited. By capital, however,
Pearce means the sum total of natural
resources plus man-made capital,

He thinks natural resources are scarce
and so of a much higher value than
man-made capital. From this the
emphasis on conservation follows.

Pearce and Robert Repetio

of the World Resources Institute have
both popularised the idea of National
Resource Accounts (NRAs). In these
the price of natural resources used

is subtracted from normal figures

to arrive at a new value for GNP,
This puts a figure on Pearce’s idea
that natural capital should be added
to man-made capital to arrive at

a total capital value.

This scientific-sounding argument
for putting conservation before
development is really based on
fallacious reasoning. Not only is
there no shortage of natural resources
today, but these resources cannot
be considered as capital values. Natural
resources are useful to us only because
human effort and ingenuity have been
expended to extract them. Without
the expenditure of human effort
and ingenuity. they are of no worth
to humanity. A society rich in natural
resources would, by the Pearce/Repetto
calculation, have a higher national
product if it sat on them, rather than
consumed them. However, such
a society would soon die oul.

The call to limit development in
the name of conservation is not based
on 4 realistic assessment of resources,
nor on a credible view of the way
production works. Neither is it based
on a rational view of the problems
facing people today. especially people
in the third world.

What people in the third world
desperately need is development,
Indeed, we all need it. Development
should, among other things, mean using
science and technology to insulate
oursclves from the vicissitudes
of nature—such as floods and droughts.
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It should mean expanding our options
in life through labour-saving devices,
travel and communication. And it
should mean raising our living
standards. Supporters of sustainable
development believe this is not possible
or even desirable. As such, their ideas
do not represent a modern version of
development theory. They represent

the opposite.

Appropriate technology
in Africa means more
back-breaking work

In elevating the importance
of conserving natural resources,
supporters of sustainable development
play down the positive worth of the
human capacity to change things, make
scientific progress and praduce more-
the very things that humanity needs
to help it vvercome social problems
and meet its expanding needs.
Writers on sustainable development
rarely lambast the principle of
science and technology in the way
fundamentalist Greens do. But, at root,
their reasoning is quite similar: they
insist that the appliance of science
should be constrained by perceived
natural limits.

In the language of sustainable
development, the use of science
and technology must always be
‘appropriate’, especially in the third
world, What does this mean? Of course
technology should be appropriate,
just as development should be
sustainable, But what appropriate
is taken to mean today is ‘limited’.
In fact, so far as the third world is
concerned, it usually means low-tech
and labour-intensive methods which
are ‘appropriate’ to the existing
backward development patterns
of these societies. The people this is
really ‘appropriate’ for are not the poor
of the third world, but international
capitalists, who do not want to invest
in the necessary infrastructure that
would enable people in Africa and
elsewhere to make use of technologies
that could improve crop vields
or communications.

Yet the argument for low-level
‘appropriate technologies’ is not

only put forward by the financiers

of the World Bank, but also by charities
and radical third worldists, In a recent
report, Oxfam congratulated the World
Bank on its commitment to sustainable
development and labour-intensive
industrial processes in Latin America.
The problem is; argued the charity,
that the bank doesn’t follow through

on its commitments and insist upon
the implementation of these policies
(sce Structural Adjustment and
Inequality in Latin America: How IMF
and World Bank Policies Have Failed
the Poor).

The alternative to labour-intensive
technologies in Africa is not “hi-tech
now!". Obviously, flooding Rwanda
with Apple Macs would not be a great
contribution at the moment. But the
long-term needs of people in all arcas
of the world will be best served
by implementing the most advanced
technology across the board, and
establishing the highest level of
communication and cooperation
necessary to use it.

This long-term goal is negated

by the thinking behind sustainable
development, which is ultimately
about limiting development by raising
environmental concerns. The bottom
line message of sustainable development
is: things cannot change much, so
acoept your lot. So while ‘appropriate’
technology sounds fine in the World
Bank/Oxfam brochure, on the ground
in Africa it means more back-breaking

work using limited, cutdated technology.

The meaning of sustainable
development was openly expressed
by Sir Crispin Tickell, former adviser
to Margaret Thatcher on the
environment, in a speech to the
1994 meeting of the British Association
for the Advancement of Science
(BAAS). Poor countries, he said,
want to become as much like
industrialised countries as possible.
‘Unfortunately’. Tickell concluded,
“with the world’s resources distributed
as they are, and with pressures arising
from population increase and other
hazards, there is not the slightest
prospect that this will ever happen’.

In other words, global capitalism
cannot sustain the development

of the third world even up to current
Western standards of living, never mind
achieve something better. Sustainable
development is an idea that couches
that grim reality in acceptable,
environmental terms.

The policies recommended
for people in the third world are being
put forward as desirable in the West
also. Last November, Living Marxism
columnist Toby Banks referred to
the ‘new frugalism’ espoused
on Channel 4's The Scrimpers.

It is a growing movement. Opening
the 1994 BAAS conference, Dr Anne
Mcl.aren said the West would have

to learn to make~do and mend. Darning
and cobblering are set for a comeback,
she said, Such regressive views are
bad enough on Channel 4. That this
was suggested in the opening address
of a prestigious meeting on the
advancement of science is

a worrying thing indeed. e




TOBY BANKS

cross J3ritain; teenage guls are forming: hemselves into
gangswille e Jear af the daw.” So bt:g;m a recent edition
of the BBC'S investigalive progracme Public Fve, which Tikes fa keep
- yp withi---and ahead of --current developments; If you Tive iy London
“rand dot’t get out of the house much, ¥ou could be forgiven: for think-
ing that the streets once ruled by (he IKrays and: Richardsons are
now - in - the hands of psvchopathw  Svear ulds: Elizabeth Hurley
L robbed of a tenner in broad davhight: Peckhum and: Deptford turned
Aot battleground by the “Ghety Girls™: (Thx:s- e fongh, they’re
s oughiand they neser back down’, boasted 4 sweet Hitle black Ghetto
Gl ‘unconvincingly). Even the Croydan Advertiser has devoted its
front page to a local reign of terror.
: l')c!«uls arce \ague,, and 'Mtn\,sscs rarc, no doubl for fcar of rccrlnp

Pubim F)e\ mttcpu) juumahs(.s myn-
aged © hm.k dnv. 15 Some hona jidc
pamd 1o gv pubhg about his: ordx:nl mc
“resulls were. shovking, - thomgh ot o T R
qulte the Wiy intended. 1S not like join-
ing the Girk Scouts’, an expert warned
- any viewers who may have been thinking
- of gerting nvolved, “You j Jom il for e AR
- son and you know what you’re setting inte and wou want it." We found

out wht she meant when e were canfronted by the full horrm ol the:

Beuch Hil Gils from ‘Withenshawe i Manchester.

“You jumped o her head awith big hiking boats! For what reason?’

{,fR:pnucr Wc.nd) Robbms mwc ucmbk'd as sh«, askt.d the qucsuons

been crack addxcts since thev Were Six;; nnd they WD tdmy it l'eed i
a policeman 4 ‘question and he is nat’ likely ta tefl yau that things are -

gemng better and voung people are’ more polite wnd respectful than
ever: No 3uumalm worlh hcr ‘;dll would gwc sm.h \wmhc tlmc u[ duy~

She. mxgb! have: bc,on referring to tln programme-makus,*hm thc

setions pmmcm she ‘was talking about was Bench' Hill.
Manchester’s froubla spots’.

If Bench Hﬂt-~w1uch made Dixon of Dock Green look like South i
Central LA an a bad mght—-% a trouble spot, then the rest of Manch=

ester: must he heayenon eaﬂh A dozen 15-year old girls, with twa cans

the Girl Scouts’

Samesof

ol L)gcr bct\vccn them, huug amund oumdo 8 pub Omt mwlmi a fag
A few af therm started singing, and one tripped over. A fird engine went
past and they waved and called vut. Wendy moved in and ssked why

they: svere: standing around. Qui cane the standard: rephies; hauded %
down from mother to daughter since the days of bobby sox and teenage

thmg 0 an\ Nn }uu(h clul»,' I: WA r.uua, hut‘W:pc_i Ji

IEaraw Ay

siltep
shouk Ihcn‘ hmds hk:: Ionz-suffcﬂng mumv, Oh, every: tccmqer does
it at some time’. xaid one.

With no sign of mayhem and hlbadshed, it was aver to the
“They miay not b
doing amthmq wrang, but the sheer numbers intimidate’; cmnplmued i

heleaguered Wythenshawe Homewatch police bus.

the bomeheat officer, Assuming he dido’t: mean that: the  Greater
Manchester constabulary was ingmidated by the Beuch: Hill Ciirts, you
nugm lmv‘. expected: at least one frightened: pensioner: to appear in
silhouette with disguised voice. But na.
Narwas there any sign of any. intimida:

Coriofyin the streets, which were deserted:

Perhaps: the  local populasion Was 60
scared 0 venture out at all:

Fortunately for \"qmdy_. ‘the: girls!

AWAY “hcr' @ bc\,r can had a!lcg\xﬂ}

enpoised an lhem in the village: Th:y are unsurpnscd ‘ll 4 po'oh pldu:
and e taight give it a bad name.” In Gatlew one man was prepared 1.
: r.jreak ont-about the ménace—a beety pns.h-hdkmg grocer who looked:
/o have served his tme it rughy serims: S They're uncouth: s fag-

guage s completely foul, thew're unmiby; arrogant. When you get
a whole bunch of them: with drink at ‘that uge, wnd with the aggrcssxon

ey seem 10 have within them, then ane has 16 be @ared,”
Some girls eventually agreed 10 spill the beans about the unlav.{ul_ :

noticed about' yuung fx.malc bchukur in the fast h.w ‘n.am? asked l-elemems What sott of mingﬁ do they get up 1o, asked Wendy. SHave

: 'W__'c;m_l;' I\ gclung WOISE’, n.phcd the ofﬁwr duufud\ ‘Thcy Ndo: |
i i

4 taugh, go-out: together. go o clubs and tlmn 2o choppmg go to'the
CIvie on Smurd.z) G, ;_;raftmg fsniggers]iit i b

Ahal Under quesuomng it turned ‘out that :he unlawful e!emem
Was. \mgular' J3-year old Sonia. (Cut to Sonia’s oum next 1o @ pictirs:

ot Sonfa i in het n:ommumon dress.) &mm § erime wave consisted: of

nicking some nappies and baby faod with & friend who had a kid. The
girls all agrccd that shopliffing was OK; but robibing peaple’s houses
[ om1 chdv badgered them abont: tbc ngbib vf thu shops,

?hmc e Eangs: brccdmg fear in Bntam\ and “more and

“more females are getting involved. “Their “fags *—Wendy Roberts,

“aa_ Bnukwmlh Bea (,amphen—-can e Seen eve rywhare 1 news-

the eldcrlv My 'ézdvu:e IS to furn aﬁ‘ she 1elh and Ro-out at mght 0

repalation extends bevond Bclwhlcy‘efgtg:*:‘
Gatley, a prosperous village o few miles

)
)
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“ the Great Wall of China was
the only man-mace object visible
from space? \Well, t's out of
date. There is now a seconc
man-made object visble from
i space—Kansai Airoort 'n Japan's
Osaka Bay.

Kansai is 1ruly one of the wonders of
the modern worlg. It is built on a huge
man-made island 'n the middle of Csaka
Bay whch was created by cemolishing
lhree mountaing and cumping their con-
tents n the sea, The volume of the island
is 75 times thal of the pyramids at Giza.
|t tock 600G werkers four ysars o buid
the Islanc. Another 10000 worked on the
airport itself,

Karsal's constructicr sums up one of
the paradoxes of cur times. The aiport
reoresenls an astonishing technologica
achigvement, a late-twentieth century
equivalert of the pyramids or the Eiffel
Tower. Yet its many crilics see in Kansai
more the folly of human inventicn than the
ach evement of human patential. The air-
port termina! itssll is the largest architec-
tural project in the werd. It was designed
by Renzo Piano. the Italian architect who,
tegether with Richard Rogers, built the
Pompidou Centre in Paris.

The building brings together the most

advanced design, engineering, matenals
| and computer technology and adds
a few innovations of ts own. Because itis
built on an arificial island, the airport
is constantly shiftng. To compensate
for this the 900 columns on which the
termiral bullding stands have o be
adjusted each day to kesp the puilding
lavel. A central computer picks up data
from sensors on each of the columns and
automatcally moves all 900 te maintain
slability.

The designers had to adapt the
airport structure to withstand the rigours
of the Iocal climate toc. There are
frequent typhoons and earthguakes in

emember that TV ad for life !
insurance which recxoned that

Shsila Phi 'Ii'b's»reports on the construction

cof Kansai Airp
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e new millennium

this area. The building had o be fexible
encugn to withstand both. The huge
glass walls at either end of the main body
of the bulding are censtructad fram 500
parels of glass, hung from masts like the
sails of a boat. The wind pressure of, say,
a tyohaaon is taker by the masts, not the
glass. The seals around the glass zre
made of ubber o alow for movement.

Ezch one of the 250 ribs that form the
curve of the rcof had to be pulled into
position by cables and then bolted in
place, after whick the cables were
removed. Each rib on its own has little
strengtn, bul the struclure as a whole will
resist the storms and typhoons that blow
frequently across Osaka Bay. The joinls
bBetween the rorthern and southern parns
of the buiding also allow for differential
movement in all girections,

The airpot terminal s wvast—more
than a mie leng from lio to lip, and the
canyon insice the main oody of the builo-

ng is 300 feet high. It is so immense that

conventional air-conditioning could not

be used. Instead conditioned air is blown

ad Dy a work-
ng statues for
ostels. Hanging in
sculptures in yellow

fiuttering

which ar

shop m

the air flow
and blue,
aboul in the
Despite its v

an eyesore. Its shape re
in flight and its de
The glass covering allows the runways
ana the planes o be seen from almost
}int in the building.

P

avary vanlage
Renzo Piano has raferred 1o the can
n the body of the terminal as ‘cathedral-
ike space'. Indeec Kansai Airperi is
a cathedral for he new millennum, but
it is more than that. Piana's ‘cathedra’
expresses the possioilities of human
achievement in the same way as lhe
Sistine Chapel or Yark Minster in their cay.
but it alse demonstrates the enormous

technological advances we have made

sircea,

Yet ask aryere who has hearc of the
project what they thin< of Kansal Arrport
and they are likely to say, 'Oh, 1's sinking
sn't it?". Generally this s said with a kind
of aglee, as if to declare, That's another

Recently | gave a lecture on the building
of the airport. ‘it's all very

aboul human achievement’
respor
going to stand ug
were destroyed?'. As f
of the mountains
demolished. But societ
Iraspped by the sense of the paroch
that people worry more about the feel-
ings of mountains than our breathtaking
capacily 1o master nature

Of course, Kansa Airport is not simply
a story of the riumph of human ingenuity
The Japanese authodities have built it as
a symbal net of human achievement, but
of thelr own burgeoning power in the
world. The thousancs of men znd
womer who slaved away on its construc-
ticn were treated not as the creators of
a lechnological miracle, but 33 com-
modities 1o be exploited. The develop-
ment of the airport has taken place in the
midst of the severest economic slump
of this century, which has ruined the lves
cf millions, beth in Japan and zcross
the world,

Yot, despite all this, the airport
still stancs as a monument to human
achievemenl. Whatever constrairts scci-
oty may place upon us, projects such
as Kansai should remind us that the
potental of humanity remairs undimmed.
As Kangi Matsumote, the enginger on the
project, remarked: ‘lt's amazing what
man can co. 3

r the mountains that

lay seems
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The princess of thieves

Alka Singh on a refreshingly

different Indian film

ew Indian films have caused as
much controversy as Shekhar
Kapur's Bandil Queen. Based cn
Maia Sen's biography of Phoolan
Devi, Bandit Queen follows Devi's
Iife from wnen she became a chile
bride, threugh her varicus attemots
to find freedomn, Lo her final capture
as one of Inda's mosl wanted criminals.
The film's controversial subject and its
graphic scenes of viclence, nudily anc
gang rape have led it o ke banned ir
India. Even Phoolan Dev. wanls it cen-
sored, largely | suspect because she is
now hoping 0 enter a respectable polili-
cal career,

Bold, orash and at times a
crass. Banoit Queen is nevertheless
a refreshing film. It is neither Bollywooc
nor art-house. It has neither the fanlasy
gualty that characterises the vast output
of Indian films nor the laic-back lyricism
of, say, a Satyajit Ray piece. There are rno
soft nera backing scenes of

lite

sitars
a romanticisec poverty-strcken India.

The sparse, barren landscape per-
fectly expresses the harshiness of people’s
lves. It gives us & glimpse of a society in
which caughters are off-oaded into
arranged marrizges at a young age and
in which upper casle men lreal lower
caste women with contempt, The unjust
and iniguitous power relalionships are
expressed almost to the point of carica-
ture In the infamous scenes of gang rape
and when Devi s publicly strppec naked.

The closs-up of Devi's father's face as
his daughter is condemned by the village
iders for having ‘led on' her rapist {son
of a rich family which rules the villzge) is
moving. It sums up the mule powerlass-
ness into which people are forced. itis all
the more moving because it is a bref
mament—unlike the rape scenes which
are shown in 2 more drawn oul, dramalic
way, to the point where they eveke a cut-
07 response in the viewer,

There is a tensicn in the film, which is
naver resoived, between the portraya’ of
broader social relationships and situa
tions and the tendency lo fecus in detail
on the story of a parlicuar weman's
suffering, The allempl 1o ceal with both
does not quite work within the film's
genre, which is essertially a naturalstic
drama-documenlary

What s refrashing about the film.
hawever, is the way that it upsets the
perceived wisdam about third world
women, The story of a poor female victim
of barbarism, Sanait Queen could have
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Seema Biswas plays
the Bandit Queen
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been just the kind cof feminist fare thal
Western liberals lave, where the debase-
ment of Indan women Is used to assert
the superiarity of the Westem way of life.
Indeed given that the film was mads
with support from Farrush Dhondy anrd
Channel 4's Fim on Four strand, this
might have been he expected message.
To & large exlenl, however, Banalt Quaan
refuses to fulfil such orejudiced Westarn
expeciations.

Phoolan Davi is not representec as
a wvictim needing empowarment. Her
arger, her fists and her gun awe what
kaan her geing. A womarn ir her situstion
in such a scciety has no other choice.
Her optons are lo stay ‘bound' in a hated
marnage or to return to her famity, bring-
ing publc shame on to her parents and
being treated like an cutcast rather than
just lower caste. When she is kichapped
by bandits. she realises that by working

.

with thase outcasts who reject the caste
system, she nas got a grealer chance
of getting her revenge, Here s a woman
who fucks and fights with 2 vengeance,
wno achieves a Reobin Hooc status
and Is evertually captured by the state.
Pheolan Devi might be a Princess of
Thieves but she is cerlainly no Xewvin
Cestner figure.

| want to see the film during the recent
London Film Festival. In the ciscussion
aflerwards a woman objected to the
portrayval of Devi as a ‘victm'. She
was greetec with howls of derscry laugh-
ter from most of the audience. It is pre-
cisely the flm's denial of the 'West's
favourte images of the third world thal
made many liberal chtics uneasy about
Bandil Queen ard which makes the flm
50 ‘nvigorating. L J

Bandil Queen opens in mac
17 February




The New Ideology
of Imperialism

Frank Firedi

‘u refreshing counterpoint to silly
Western nostrums that various
malefactors in the Third World
constitute the new enemy.

Francis Fukuyama, Foreign Affairs

Published by Pluto Press, £8.95pbk

Available from Junius Publications, BCM JPLtd, London WCIN 3XX.
Make cheques payable fo Junius Publications Ltd; add 75p for postage
and packing

WAR & PEACE
IN IRELAND

Britain and the IRA in the New World Order

by
Mark Ryan

a valuable and illominating contributiot
to the present debate.
Timr Pat Coogan

Why has the IRA given up alter 25 years of war with
Britain? Wai-¢& Peace in Treland investigates the origins of
the ‘peace process’ in the politics of the New World Order
and the immense changes in Ireland, North and South.

Analysing the demise of the political traditions that have
dominated Irish society since the 19205, and the diminishing
status of the Union in Britain, author Mark Ryan indicates
the destabilising consequences of these historic
developments.

Published by Pluto Press, £8.95pbk

Available from Junius Publications, BCM JPLd,
London WCIN 3XX. Make cheques payable to Junius
Publications Ltd; add 75p for postage and packing

G H.. .
LIVING , /

THE_. .
STATE "

AND
REVOLUTION

The Marxist Theory of the State and the
Tasks of the Proletariat in the Revolution

Lenin's State and Rewvolution is the Marxist
revolutionary's critique of capitalist state power, written
as the author led the overthrow of the Russian state in
1917.

A new introduction by James Heartfield explains why
Lenin's exposure of the military power and bureaucracy
behind the parliamentary facade is all too appropriate
for today.

Published by Junius Publications, £5.95pbk
Available from Junius Publications, BCM JPLtd, London

WC1IN 3XX. Make cheques payable to Junius
Publications Ltd; add 75p for postage and packing
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Neil Davenport on how rap’s bad boys have joined the attack on gangsta rap

he trial of rap star Sncop Doegay
Dog as an accassory to murcer
has thrown the spotlight once
more on gangsia rap and on ils
most  successful  exponent
G-Funx. The brainchild of former
Nigga With Atftitude Dr Dre,
¢ G-Funk's lascivious funk and
sinister, laid-back rapping has taken
America by storm Over he pasl three
years Ore's G-Funk label, Ceath Raw,
a5 cuickly eslablished itsef with an
erviable platinum track record. Or Dre's
Chronic and Snocp Doggy Dog's
Doggystyle have bolh sola around four
millien conigs. With further critical and
commercial success for Warren G, Death
Row records is indeed shaping up 1o be
a Motown ‘or the nineties’,

Gangsta rap’s viclent portrayal of
ghetto life anc its misogyny have always
allewed white liberals to vent their spleen
against black America, The unprece-
dented success of G-Funk has ensured
aven more frothing at the mouth aboul
the sex and violence of gangsla rap—
ard particularly so when Snoco hit Nel
al the same time as being indicted as an
accessory tc murder,

But what is different row is the way
that the condemnalion of G-Funk has
come net just from while liberals, but alsc
fram black American leaders and from
those withkin the hio-hop community.
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Are Warren G (left)
and Snoop Doggy
Dog (right) moving
out 1o the suburbs?
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In Britain Jesse Jackscn mighl be notor-
ous for his Channe! 4 Christmas ge
ta 1ne ration, in whch he chiticised Brtain
for its racism. In America, however,
Jackson is keen not to be assocated with
the outrageousness of gangsla rapoers,
‘They may oe our colour’, Jackson has
claimed, "but they are not our kind',

Maore surpnsingly perhaps, rapoers

like Publc Enemy and lce-T—once the
‘had bays’ of rap and no strangers o
cantrovarsy themselves-—have joined in
the chorus of disapproval, ‘Everydody's
talking about thal drive-oy shit’, Public
Enemy complained or their last aloum.
‘Everyoady's talking sbout that gangsia
shit.' Even G-Funk stars like Sncop
Doagy Dog and Warren G are playing
down their pasts, distancing themselves
from gang life ard vouching for peace.
Such Dpacxtracking compares rather
unfaveurably with  Stevie Woncer's
refusal to cendemn Niggas With Attitude,

The concern among black critcs
is that G-Funk helps lo perpetuale
the racist myth that black males are
gun-totrng, murderous criminals, This is
missing the point. Both gangslta rap and
its crilics play on the same stereotypes of
the vlack community.

Gangsta rappes claim to “ell it ke
it is' ghetto life. In fact the
amoral imagery of rap exaggerates racal

stereotypes and throws them Dacx in
white America's face. G-Fun<'s extrema
oortrayal of ghetlo viclence becomes so
absurd that it renders it comical rather
than chilling. But such exaggeration also
oelrays a sense that for blacks there is
no escape from gnetto life, Sncop Cogg
Dcg was asked whether, given his new
feund fame, he would push for politica
mprovement of black life. 'Martin Luther
King tried that shit', he replied, ‘and i
didn't work’.
Mearwhile, when gangsta rap's critics
condemn its celeoration of the ghetto
they ara accepting the orevsiling 'dea
that the problems of vlack America
ie within the black commurity. Aloums
such as Public Eremy's
Hour Mess Age or fims such as Jchn
Sirgleton's Boyz 'n the Hoocd or Spike
se's Malcolm X ram home the paint that
the problems of the olack community
start with the viclence or irresponsioility
of young black males, the promiscuity
of black women, cr the prevalence of
drugs in the chettc. Behind the militant
oosturing of rapoers like Public Enamy or
there was always a conservative
take on black preblems. With the current
Wwillingnesse to join the attack on gangsla
rap. that inward-looking conservalism
has become a new vehcle for legitimis-
ng the racist backlash against black
America. w

Muse Sick-n

lca-T
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REVIEW OF BOOKS

Helene Guldberg reviews the revival of interest in the work of Soviet psychologist
Lev Vygotsky, and explains why it's not all in the mind

Psyche and society

The Vygotsky Reader, Rene ‘Jdn Der Veer dnd Jddn ‘valkmer Blackwel), £14.99 pbk _
The Individual and Soclety A Mamst Approach to Human Psychology, John Robm:,on

index Academic, £9.95 pbk

I.ev Vygotsky Revolutlonéty Scnentlst, ‘:red Ne-.»rr an a”c Lo s Holzmar Rouflﬁdge o1, gq pb« "
Ape, Primitive Man and Child: Essays in the History of Behavlour, AR Luria and LS Viygotsky,

Harvester Wheatsheaf, £12.95 pbk

o

Vygotsky and Education: Instructional Impllcatlons and Apphcatlons of Socio-historical

Psychology, Luis C Mol (ed), Cambridge University Press

Two seemingly contradictory trends have come o the
fore in modern psychology. One trend is the increasing
eclecticism and compartmentalisation of the discipline
as a whole. The scope of investigation within psychology
is being narrowed further still. The focus of analysis is
no longer simply restricted to isolated individuals, but
is in the main narrowed down to separate and discrete
cognitive processes within those individuals.

The other trend is the resurgence of interest in devel-
opmental psychology and the contribution of ‘social’
factors to the development of the mind. This interest has
grown oul of a dissatisfaction with approaches to
psychology grounded in individualistic assumptions.
Cognitive psychology is a case in poinl. This strand
within psychology focuses ils analysis on separate mental
functions completely disconnected from social activity,
A growing recognition of the limitations of such narrow
investigations of the human mind has led not just to
an increasing interest in social and developmental psy-
chology, but also (o a re-evaluation of the work ol the
Russian Lev Vygotsky. who pioneered these areas of psy-
chological investigalion.

Despite the renewed interest in social psvchology
there is a substantial misunderstanding of what is meant
by the ‘social formation of the mind’, When ‘society’ is
explored today, it is rarely done in terms of broader social
and historical forces. Rather society tends to be reduced
to the relations between individuals and, according to
the jargon, their *significant others’. Contemporary psy-
chology does at times go beyond an investigation of the
isolated individual, bul it rarely goes [urther than explor-
ing the sphere of interpersonal behaviour,

Outside the school of social psychology, the increasing

S‘L. Gh [.‘bk

eclecticism and the narrowing of the terrain of
exploration mean that there is an ‘imminent danger of
psychology becoming a non-science at best, and a non-
sense at worst’, as Van Der Veer and Valsiner aptly put it
(in R Cocking and A Renninger (eds), The Development
and Meaning of Psychological Distance, 1993, p35).

This tendency towards eclecticism is what John
Robinson is referring to in his book The Individual and
Society: A Marxist Approach to Human Psychology when
he talks about psychology having become a ‘collection
of specialisms” incapable of working out a genuinely
scientific theory of human nature. If you open up any
psychology textbook today you will find a collection of
headings on separale topics such as memory, atlention,
perception, personality, child development, motivation,
neuroscience and so on, with no attempt to draw together
the various research topics into a broader understanding
of our humanity.

At the heart of the prohlem is a fundamentally flawed
conceplion of the relationship between the individual and
society. The individual is seen somehow to be separate
Irom society. As a result, investigations of isolated
individuals, or of separate cognitive processes within
their minds, are rarely placed within the context of the
multitude of social relations that have shaped the individ-
uals concerned. The subject matter of psychology,
according to Robinson. should be ‘the life-activity of
individuals, the content of which is a one-sided expres-
sion of the total and integrated vet many-faceted histori-
cal development of the human race’ (p205). Any
investigation ol the individual human mind removed
from a broader understanding of society will therefore
necessarily be limited, B
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The usefulness of The Individual and Society is that
Robinson does focus on the problem of how to break
down the dualistic presentation of the individual and
society which is characteristic of psychology. Although
he does not break new ground, the book is a worthwhile
introduction to the contribution made in particular
by Marx and Engels, but also by some thinkers within
psychology such as Sigmund Freud, Carl Jung and
Erich Fromm, to the task of clarifying this rclationship.

Many of the concerns addressed by Robinson are
better dealt with in the work of Lev Vygotsky, a leading
figure in post-revolutionary Soviet psychology. Although
his work does date back 70 vears, Vygotsky’s contri-
bution to the development of an integrated science of
human nature is still unique. And his quest to develop
a truly human psychology that bridges the gap between
the individual and society is inspirational,

In Ape, Primitive Man and Child, Vygotsky, with his
co-author AR Luria, outlines three distinct lines of devel-
opment that have shaped and continue to shape modern
human beings. One is the evolutionary line of develop-
ment, which has created the biological prerequisite for
our humanity. It was as a result of natural selection and
chance mutations that humans first arrived on the stage
of history. Our greatly developed cortex was and still is
the natural basis for the formation of our higher mental
processes and conscious behaviour—though even the
cortex developed under the stimulus of primitive tool use.
This is why no matter how much we may try to train
evolutionarily less advanced animals to become replicas
ol ourselves—like Washoe, the chimpanzee who used
sign-language—we will not succeed.

Biology alone. however, cannot explain our distinc-
tiveness. We are today genetically almost identical to
human beings 100000 years ago. However in terms of
our social organisation, behaviour, intelligence, linguistic
skills, attitudes and outlook we are incomparable to our
prehistoric ancestors. Human development over the past
tens of thousands of years has been a result purely of
social and cultural evolution.

What characterises our humanity is the emergence of
socicty, a uniquely human creation, which has allowed us
to shape and reshape ourselves,

Every human being is an
expression of and a personification
of society as a whole

The social basis of humanity means we must go beyond
the individual biological organism in order to understand
highly complex forms of human consciousness. The
origins of conscious activity, Vygotsky pointed out, can
only be found in the social and historical forms of human
existence. This does not mean that an investigation into
individual development is invalid. But it is necessary (o
understand that the development of one individual cannot
be separated from the development of all preceding or
contemporary individuals. Every human being is an
expression of and a personification of society as a whole.
But each individual is a distinctive and peculiar cxpres-
sion of that socicty. Therefore an investigation into
human consciousness must start with an analysis of the
development of society, of which the individual human
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being is an integral, indispensable but subordinate part.

This brings us to the third line of development
outlined by Vygotsky—the ontogenctic line of develop-
ment: the question of the mechanism by which society is
internalised within the individual is an important integral
part in any understanding of the formation of the
human mind.

Ape, Primitive Man and Child was wrilten in order to
show that ‘the behaviour of civilised man is the product
of all three lines of development and may be understood
and explained scientifically only by means of the three
distinct paths owt of which the history of human
behaviour has been formed' (pxi).

At birth the individual human
being is a biological being just like
any other animal

Sadly, however, it is precisely the broader aspect of
Vygotsky’s work that scems to be lost in the plethora of
books recently written on the man and his ideas. The
recent Vygotsky revival has focused primarily on his
insights into the third line of development—that of indi-
vidual ontogeny, or the way individuals internalise their
environment—removed from an understanding of the
broader context in which his specific insights in this area
should be viewed.

Two books which are welcome exceptions in
this respect are Lev Vigotsky: Revolutionary Scientist
by Fred Newman and Lois Holzman and Wgotsky and
Education by LC Moll. These authors appreciate the real
significance of Vygotsky’s method of investigation and
his broader theory. They take inspiration from Vygotsky’s
incorporation of rigorous investigations of individuals
and their development into a broader theory of human
nature. They also appreciate the insights that can be
gained from examinations of individual cognitive pro-
cesses, if these investigations are not carried out in isola-
tion from the individual as a whole person.

As Moll points out, Vygotsky did examine psycho-
logical units—but not as atomised, separate, compart-
mentalised elements, seeing them rather as units which
contain all the basic characteristics of the whole organism.
Although it is necessary thoroughly to investigate sepa-
rate psychological processes, a full understanding of their
origin, development and function can only be achieved if
these processes are seen as irreducible parts of the whole
individual within the context of society.

It was by combining his theoretical outlook with
a rigorous investigation into how children learn and
develop, that Vygotsky was able to make real gains in
understanding the formation of the human mind.

The point of Vygotsky’s theory is that individual
development involves a transition from lower mental
functions to higher mental functions through the mediat- |
ing role of cultural ‘sign systems’ such as language. At
birth the individual human being is a biological being just
like any other animal—albeit more advanced in evolu-
tionary terms. However at some stage in the child’s
development something very novel emerges. This is
purposive behaviour. What Vygotsky set out to explore
was the defining moments in the transformation of human
individuals from biological animals to social beings.
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To identify these defining moments Vygotsky devel-
oped a methodology that was faithful to his theory. He
particularly wanted to study the formation of psycholog-
ical processes, rather than examine behaviour once it is
fixed. Vygoltsky contended that in the course of the tran-
sition to higher mental functions new psychological sys-
tems are created and recreated. Therefore we shall only
understand higher mental functions if we search for their
origins and map out their processes of development. The
key is to try to make visible the processes which are
already hidden in automatic habitual behaviour. This
is why Vygotsky emphasised the importance of child
development as an area of research,

What Vygotsky found was that the most significant
moment in the development of the individual occurred
when language and practical intelligence, two previously
separate spheres of development, converge. It is when
thought and speech come together and start shaping each
other that the child starts to acquire truly human
characteristics. Language becomes a tool of thought and
is used by the child to increasingly master his own
behaviour.

It was as a result of these insights that Vygotsky
was able to make sense of something that has baffled
many psychologists for years. This is the predominance
of a type of speech in children that serves little or no
communicative function. In the 1920, the eminent theor-
ist Jean Piaget discovered that a large proportion of
the children’s remarks were never addressed Lo a listener,
To Piaget, these types of remarks, which he labelled
‘egocentric speech’ served no function, but were merely
an indication of children’s intellectual immaturity and
mability to see things from another person’s point of view;,

‘Egocentric speech’ does not
disappear, but gradually becomes
internalised into private, inner speech—
or, in other words, thought

Bul in Ape, Primitive Man and Child Vvgotsky poinls
out that ‘egocentric speech’, although it is external
in form, does serve an important internal [unclion.
‘Egocentric speech’ is the precursor o the powerful role
that language plays as a regulator of mental activities. It
does not disappear, but gradually becomes internalised
into private, inner speech—aor, in other words, thought.
Vygotsky found that whenever children were faced with
any challenging situations their actions would always be
accompanied by speech. In fact if he prevented children
from speaking they would often be unable to fulfil
the tasks.

Vigotsky and Luria concluded that ‘the meeting
between speech and thinking is therefore a major event in
the development of the individual: in fact, it is this con-
nection that raises human thinking to extraordinary
heights’ {(Ape, Primitive Man and Child, p140).

But thought and language do not come logether
of their own accord. The dynamic that pushes them
together is human interaction through society, This is
the significance of the term ‘Zones of Proximal
Development’ (ZPD) coined and developed by Vigotsky.
Vygotsky defined the ZPD as the distance between the -
actual developmental level as determined by independent

problem-solving and the level of potential development
as determined through problem-solving under peer
collaboration or adult guidance (see Mind and Society,
1978, p86).

Vygotsky supposes the existence of special mo-
ments in the development of the child on the path to
higher levels of psychological organisation. The key o
such a transformation of the child’s mental processes
is the social situation. It was in the context of looking
at the effects of schooling on mental development
that Vygotsky first developed this concept. Instruction.
then, is an important part of the social situation under
consideration.

‘In play the child is always higher
than his average age, higher than his usual
everyday behaviour; he is in play as if
a head above himsel?¥’

Vygotsky was looking at the reorganisation of psych-
ological processes that leads to qualitative changes in the
way the child thinks. However it is not only through
instruction that children and adults learn, Through con-
ceptualising ZPDs Vygotsky aimed to investigate what it
was about the existing situation that allowed a child to
‘g0 beyond the present’.

In Vygotsky's eyes. children’s play also creates such
a Zone of Proximal Development: ‘In play the child
is alwavs higher than his average age, higher than his
usual everyday behaviour; he is in play as if a head above
himself.’

Vygotsky pointed out that action that takes place in
the imaginary sphere forces the child to free himself from
situational constraints and act independently of what he
sees or hears, In very voung children an intimate fusion
exists between a word and its meaning. However, through
play, thought is often separated from objects, and
children for the first time will start reasoning about what
is possible rather than merely what is real.

Vygotsky’s work deepened our understanding of
‘egocentric speech’, how children think and learn, and
the developmental significance of play. Perhaps it is
not surprising then that within the sphere of education
Vygotsky is viewed as the “Mozart of psychology’.
However in most of the books written on Vygotsky the
revolutionary aspect of his theory is lost. As is pointed
out by Newman and Holzman in Lev Wgotsky, he himself
made the point that he did not want to *discover the nature
of the mind by patching together a lot of quotations’,
but instead wanted to “find out how a science has to be
buile” (p1). Ironically much of the current discussion on
Vygotsky does invelve the patching together of many of
his quotations removed Irom a proper understanding of
what he set out to achieve, He made a unique contribution
to the challenge of marrving psychology with an investi-
gation of society, What determines the development of
each individual is their own particular biography. But that
biography can only be fully grasped if looked at in the
context of society as a whole. The books on Vygotsky
dealt with here are worth a read precisely because
they do recognise the significance of the real break-
through Vygotsky made in developing a truly human
psychology.
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Dispatches from the Front Line of Popular
Culture, Tony Parsons, Virgin Books, £1599 hok

If you are not already familiar with Tony Parsons views
on paper, vou may know him from his weekly appearance
on The Late Show's review of current culture-—he’s
the one that still wears weejuns with white socks.
The collection of articles in the book is representative of
Parsons at his best and most offensive.

In the beginning there was punk. The *Anarchy in
the UK’ tour, at the end of the seventies inspired a whole
generation of music journalists, but few were able to
articulate the excitement thal characterised punk. Parsons
(with Julic Burchill, to whom he was briclly married) was
picked up by the music press to speak to and for the
‘blank generation’,

Parsons was in the right place (London) at the
right time (1977). As he says in his introduction to
Dispatches, *if 1 had been born 10 years earlicr or
later then no doubt I would have been begging to be
allowed on to the motoring pages by now’. The book

| shows Parsons to be a man of his times. In the seventics

it was punk rock—the kids were alright. In the late eight-
jes we were supposed to be living in a ‘Tattooed jun-
gle’—the peasants were revolting. In the nineties it’s
parenthood—ahem. Parsons’ penchant for in-yer-face
pop journalism is what has made him the best and
most despised cultural critic of his generation. His infa-
mous “Tattooed jungle’ was a vitriolic attack on the work-
ing classes written in 1989, which still reverberates five
years on.

The release of Dispatches is a reminder of his
contempt for the lower orders (‘they don’t carc cnough
about the street they live on to bother binning their
rubbish...they sour cvervthing they come into contact
with’); for women (‘drink tends to emphasise all that is
unpleasant aboul a woman. If she is a bit of a slut, then
getting drunk will find her offering a blow-job to the wine
waiter’); and even beggars (‘1 hate the way they make
a beautiful city ugly, the way they shuffle about in a lager
haze first thing in the morning. All kinds of beggars
everywhere in this city...they have no shame’).

First time round people took offence. But this time
the biggest complaint is that his copy is tired—a content-
less picce for the Modern Review (Dec/Jan 1994/95)
being the worst of a bad lot.

At the time of ‘Tatooed jungle’. most critics were
simply embarrassed that Parsons shouted what they dared
only mumble into the bottom of their wine glasses. In the
nineties, you don’t need a brass neck to slag off the
‘underclass’. It is timely that Parsons should recant
the excesses of the ‘Tattooed jungle' article. In a recent
interview he says he now feels that he was identifying
a brutish underclass rather than the real working class—
which is supposed to excuse his misanthropic attack by

' attaching it to a more readily accepted prejudice. What

characterises Parsons is his ability to hit the nerve of
political and cultural movement, which is at onc and the
same time quite precise and painfully cackhanded, like
fly-lishing with an Uzi.

The Modern Review described the 1993 Arena

column ‘Why women shouldn’t drink (too) much’ as
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Parsons at his worst. In fact, re-reading it now, it is
a return to what made Parsons ‘good copy’. Throughout
the eightics and into the nineties Parsons has been at the
forefront of the latest conservative themes of the time.
What first appears as little more than the rantings of
a saloon bar bigot, having himself had too much to
drink, grates precisely because it is only too recognisable
a prejudice. Parsons reminds us of this and we don’t
like it

Alec Campbell
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Safer Sexy: The Guide to Gay Sex Safely,
Peter Tatchell, Cassell, £1499 pbk

This Lovers Guide for queers advises us that *using porn
as an aid (o jerking off is a totally safe form of sex’. In
fact using Safer Sexy as an aid to jerking off is a totally
safe form of sex because as the jacket tells you: It's siz-
zling! It's raunchy! It’s empowering! And it’s true: there
are some big dicks and lots of fucking, sucking, rubbing,
fisting, licking and piercing. What could be safer?
Empowerment for vour wrists guys!

And it’s patronising! Try this: ‘Guys who get rejected
but carry on cruising have a higher success rate than those
who give up after the first couple of failed attempts.”
{p83) A handy tip for all those young gay men who might
out of ignorance and the effects of homophobia have tried
to find a partner by staying at home instead. Knowledge
is power! There are fabulous technicalities about con-
doms and lube and lots of snappy slogans in the language
of the streets.

Like all responsible sex manuals, Safer Sexy has
‘a thoroughly moral message’ (p7). Discover how the gay
community has taught the world to protect and survive,
and still get a hard on. Guys, you oo can make a virtuc
out of a necessity! Save the world—get into rubber!
Peter Ray
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Geopolitics and Geoculture: Essays on the
Changing World System, Immanuel Wallerstein,
Cambridge University Press, £995pbk

This collection of essays and articles by the veteran
left-wing sociologist covers the period from 1980 to
1994, though it is a testament to Wallerstein’s historical
sweep that he is just as likely to offer you an analysis
of the period from the year 2000 to 2050 as of the
period from 1450 to 1648, Wallerstein has often been
ticked off for his attempt 1o look at capitalism as a world
system by academics who think that generalisa-
tions are futile. But, while Geopolitics and Geoculture
runs against the narrow grain of recent social theory,
Wallerstein is still influenced by the fragmentation of the
left. Consequently he ends up celebrating the emergence
of the ‘new social movements’—sectional middle class
pressure groups in reality—that are supposed to have dis-
lodged the working class from its position as the class
that can liberate humanity as a whole. Nonetheless
Wallerstein’s long view yields some good insights into
the trajectory of international conflict.

James Hearifield
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