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War on Poverty Means War on the Poor

TRAGICALLY THE
Gleneagles summit meeting
will not go down in history
as the day world poverty
ended. That musicians and
celebrities put pressure on
politicians to tackle the twin
crimes of debt and poverty
can only be a good thing.
How could anyone justify the
situation where for every
dollar of aid granted to
developing countries, more
than $13 is being returned
in debt repayment?

Live8 organiser Bob
Geldof argues that twenty
years ago the Live Aid con-
cert was about raising
money to feed the starving,
but now what is needed is
political action. That is
undoubtedly true, but we
can have no confidence in
any of the political leaders to
whom they are appealing for
help.

The genuine desire of
Geldof, Bono and co to
abolish what they have
called 'stupid poverty' - chil-
dren dying of starvation - is
not in doubt. However the
way to a very warm place
indeed is paved with just
such good intentions.

Whilst the newspapers
report historic deals to write
off Africa's debt, as always
the small print tells a differ-
ent story. Gordon Brown's
headline grabbing project
only concerns the debt held
by the World Bank and the
African Development Bank,
and only covers repayments
between now and 2015.
This is hardly debt cancella-
tion. Furthermore the plan
applies to only 2 percent of
the external debt of develop-
ing countries. These propos-
als boil down to very partial
debt relief given the name
"cancellation" for propagan-
da purposes.

The political leaders of
the world's most powerful
nations are thus attempting
to cloak themselves in an
aura of sanctity. Bush, Blair
and co can have no such

moral authority following the
slaughter of their imperialist
adventure in Iraqg. In any
case, the partial relief on
offer comes with a very hefty
price tag. Lender countries
demand continued privatisa-
tion of the public services
and natural resources of
indebted countries. Instead
of giving with one hand only
to take back with the other,
they are proposing to take
slightly less with one hand
and a whole lot more with
the other. This is not debt
relief but an extortion racket.

To qualify for debt relief,
developing countries must
"tackle corruption, boost pri-
vate-sector development"
and eliminate "impediments
to private investment, both
domestic and foreign".

These are called condi-
tionalities. Conditionalities
are the policies governments
must follow before they
receive aid, loans and debt
relief. They claim to be
designed to prevent aid
being swallowed up by cor-
rupt governments.
Corruption is endemic under
capitalism, and not just in
Africa, we all remember
Enron. However, it is not just
corruption that cripples poor
nations, but the capitalist
system that breeds it, and
the conditionalities imposed
by imperialism. ‘

"Corrupt" in the
Orwellian Newspeak of
imperialism is often a label
applied to regimes that won't
do what they're told.

US imperialism lambasts
the Venezuelan government
for using profits from state
oil to provide health and
education for the population.
In the twisted logic of imperi-
alism this is Robin Hood
style 'corruption', taking
money that belongs in the
pockets of the capitalists and
using it in the interests of the
poor.

Real corruption, on the
other hand, is tolerated and
even encouraged. Twenty-

five countries have so far
ratified the UN convention
against corruption, but none
is a member of the G8. The
idea that the conditions
being imposed will help to
prevent corruption is laugh-
able. For example, to qualify
for World Bank funding,
Uganda was forced to priva-
tise most of its state-owned
companies before it had any
means of regulating their
sale. A sell-off that should
have raised $500m for the
Ugandan exchequer instead
raised $2m. The rest was
pocketed by government
officials. Unchastened, the
World Bank insists that - to
qualify for the debt-relief
programme the G8 has now
extended - the Ugandan
government sell off its water
supplies, agricultural services
and commercial bank.

Privatisation Misery

When the finance ministers
say "good governance" and
"eliminating impediments to
private investment", what
they mean is privatisation
and the liberalisation of
trade and capital flows. In

other words new investment .

opportunities for multination-
als to exploit the peoples

and resources of these coun-
tries in the interests of profit.

Whilst the war on terror
is a fig leaf for an assault on
our civil liberties, the war on
poverty is in fact a war on
the poor masses. While the
lords of life enjoy untold lux-
ury, 1.2 billion people are
living on 1 dollar a day, and
3 billion on 2 dollars a day,
according to the World
Bank.

Yet according to the the
UN eradicating poverty
across the globe could be
achieved at a cost of just
£52 billion. This is a puny
sum. Last year, globally
£750 billion was spent on
weapons. That money
should be put to better use,
but in order to do that we
have to take control of it.

editorial |\

There are a total of 476 bil-
lionaires in'the world with a
total wealth of $1.4 trillion.
Can they be convinced to
hand over their riches
through the moral strength
of our argument?

The point is not simply to
redistribute the money in
society, not simply to divide
up more fairly the contents
of the purse, but to gain
control over the purse
strings.

'Stupid' poverty can be
abolished. In fact, very
quickly the standard of living
of the entire planet could be
raised dramatically, once
providing for the needs of

isociety weré to replace the
profit motive of a tiny elite. If
the world economy were
only freed from the shackles
of private profit, and allowed
to expand at ten percent a
year, then in ten years the
wealth of the world would be
doubled.

Even the humble aim of
eradicating 'stupid poverty' is
not possible as long as we
remain within the suffocating
confines of a 'stupid' system.
This is not a matter of the
rich North and the poor
South. There is poverty in the
north and more than a few
billionaires in the south. This
is not a matter of geogra-
phy, or demography. It is a
class question. The division
of society info classes - a tiny
minority who own the means
of producing wealth and the
vast majority who must
labour and struggle to sur-
vive - and the division of the
world into competing nation
states perpetuates poverty,
war, misery, hunger, and dis-
ease. There is only one
answer. To take political and
economic power out of their
hands. To reorganise society,
to plan the use of our
resources scientifically and
democratically in the inter-
ests of the entire planet. That
is the task and the pro-
gramme of socialist revolu-
tion. O
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Workers ‘reduced to rohots'

by new computerised tags

THE WORD robot comes from the
Czech 'robota' meaning 'forced
labour'. British bosses are trying to turn
workers into robots to squeeze out
more and more profit.

In warehouse distribution centres
workers are literally becoming part of
computers. Once again new technolo-
gy is being used to extract every ounce
of labour from workers, increasing
productivity/ profitability, rather than to
ease workers toil. Companies like
Tesco, Asda and Sainsbury's are intro-
ducing 'tagging' or 'wearable comput-
ers'. One method is a bar code based
picking system that means wearing a
computer on your wrist with a bar
decoder on your finger and a voice or
touch-screen interface to make sure
you are in the right area, picking up
the right goods, at the right time.
Terminals are also mounted onto
trucks. Another involves wearing a
computer on your head, which has a
head-mounted display, which can have
an LCD tucked into the temple of the
headset. These computers have been
designed to get the maximum produc-
tivity out of the human body. With
computers directing the workers, their
bodies will be free to do more work.

The expense and inefficiency of
human beings must not come between
the companies making more profit.
Obviously the £2 billion profit Tesco
made last year is not enough.

Gone are the days when a picker
was given a list of goods using their
own initiative and knowledge to find
and load on to the waiting lorry. Now
the computer will calculate who the
nearest person to the goods is, and
how long it should take to pick and
load. These warehouses are being
nicknamed 'human battery farms'. The
human body is just another machine
asset. Any toilet visits and other breaks
are monitored.

It is estimated that about 10,000
British warehouse workers will be
wired up to these slave labour devices
over the next few years. Worldwide the
number will run into hundreds of thou-
sands. In 2001 companies spent $70
million on wearable computers. Some
have estimated that companies will
spend between $563 million and $1.3
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billion in 2006.

At Thurrock in Essex, Tesco's idea is
that a lorry arrives and departs every
minute in a 24-hour day, 364 days a
year. To do this ‘Goods-in" are man-
aged from workstations on goods-in
bays. Picking directions, including
routes to reduce distances travelled in
warehouses, are given from 'traffic
islands' at goods-out bays, which are
downloaded to forearm-mounted ter-
minals. Store orders are downloaded
to terminals in the transport fleet giv-
ing job details and route.

It has to be remembered that this is
an industry renowned for low pay,
unsocial shifts and poor safety records.
It is hard physical work. Normally, an
attendance and bonus scheme is in
place to induce pickers to work even
harder to make up for the poor stan-
dard in basic pay. The turn over of
staff is very high. The GMB have esti-
mated that in some workplaces where
this electronic tagging has been intro-
duced, turnover has reached 300%.

The bosses claim that the comput-
ers are easy to wear and that people
are happy to be wearing them. Acas
has recently intervened at Trelleborg a
chemical company in Leicester, where
84 workers went on strike, banned
overtime and training, because they
refused to be tagged while on a break.
The company has agreed to scrap the
tagging system. That would never have
happened if the workers had not taken
action. The GMB have reported that
many others have just refused and quit
their job.

As far as companies are concerned
the dehumanisation of people in the
pursuit of profits is just. This technolo-
gy has far reaching implications for all
workers. A means to monitor secre-
taries' productivity is being developed
by monitoring how many keystrokes
are typed in a day. Sandwich board
holders in London could be subjected
to satellite monitoring.

Modern technology is a wonderful
thing that could be used to make all
our lives easier and more enjoyable.
The profit motive however ensures that
instead of freeing us from labour, tech-
nology is making us more and more
slaves to the capitalist machine. O

Sacked workers at Kent waste
plant appeal for support.

Sacked! Can somehody
tell us why?

SIX STEEL erectors working at a waste
energy plant in Kent have been sacked by
their employers, FMT UK Limited, after
being employed for only a matter of
days. Although they were not given a rea-
son for their dismissal - and no notice,
despite having done nothing wrong - it is
suspected that they have been sacked
because they were trying to improve
working conditions in the plant. As soon
as they began working at the plant, man-
agement asked about other people that
they might know fha? would be interested
in getting a job there. Later on, when
these workers started enquiring about the
working conditions, managers decided to
sack them claiming that they were not
skilled enough for the work. These work-
ers are experienced craft men, fully cre-
dentialed, with all the necessary certifica-
tion to work in construction.

These men have never been refused
work anywhere before and they have
served many years in the construction
industry. In reality, they have been sacked
by bully boy employers and told "you are
not flexible enough for our needs"

Local sites in London are already
sending messages of solidarity and sup-
port to these workers including Wembley
Stadium Project - who themselves have
been victims of similar injustices - and
comrades at Terminal 5 Heathrow. Their
message is "stay strong boys!" The work-
ers themselves wish to express their grati-
tutde to the scaffolders for their marvel-
lous and sincere support.

Anger is mounting as the ECIA (the
employers' federation) drag their heels
over this issue, having no emergency dis-
pute panel in place. The dispute has been
deferred by the employers' federation to a
meeting of the National Joint Council dis-
putes committee on July 7, where the
workers will appeal against their dis-
missal.

This should not be allowed to happen
on a nominated side. If they get away
with this here they can get away with it
anywhere. If their appeal is rejected, then
the solidarity they have already received
will have to be turned into action, in sup-
port of these workers and to prevent
these management tactics being allowed
to spread. O
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Time for a change

By Terry McPartlan

20 years after the end of the Miners
Strike and once again thousands of ex
miners, their families and supporters
gather in Durham for the 2005 Durham
Miners Gala. With the closure of
Ellington Colliery in Northumberland the
last deep mine in the North East has
gone. But the tradition of the NUM and
the tradition of the Strike live on in the
minds of thousands of workers.

The Big Meeting has always been an
opportunity for the labour movement in
the North East to reflect on the events of
the past year. This year the mood is like-
ly to be somewhat different.

All thinking workers will welcome
Labour's victory in the general election.
But it is clear that the tensions in the
Labour movement and particularly in the
public sector are increasing.

There are huge stresses and strains
in the NHS, the civil service and local
government. It is no surprise that work-
ers have elected left trade union leaders
to try and change the situation, to lead
a fight back. This is reflected in the post-
poned movement against attacks on
pensions and in recent industrial action
across the public sector.

Many miners who have found work,
can be found in the public sector. In
many parts of the North East private
sector bosses have shut up shop and

disappeared. Capitalism has failed hun-
dreds of thousands of workers in this
region.

Last year saw the scuppering of
plans for the establishment of a North
East Assembly. The idea was compre-
hensively defeated. A major factor in
this has to be that it failed to capture the
attention of workers, because it didn't
appear to be able to deliver. It didn't
change society in the interests of work-
ing people.

Newcastle, Gateshead and
Sunderland are booming apparently, the
expensive flats and the fine buildings
are the evidence for that on the banks
of the Tyne and the Wear. Some people
are clearly doing very well from the
profit system. It's a system that is very
familiar to miners and their families. It
was the profit system that the Tories
used to destroy the Northumberland
and Durham coalfields. I's a system
that's well past its sell by date.

The NUM and the Labour movement
in the North East is bound to the Labour
Party by a thousand threads.
Generations of workers have fought to
build the movement, so that it could
defend workers and more importantly
fight to change society.

Eight years into a Labour govern-
ment and after an historic third victory
very little has changed. Thousands of
young people and the elderly lead mar-

5

ginalised lives. Drug use has become
endemic in many areas. The heart has
been ripped out of many communities.
Tony Blair and his project have failed to
transform the lives of working people,
and its no surprise that many workers
stayed at home on election day rather
than go out to vote. Many workers will
have been sickened by the war in Irag
and Blair's collusion with American
imperialism in general.

But theré have always been two sides
to the labour movement and two tradi-
tions. The ideas of Socialism and
Marxism run like a red thread through
the tradition of the NUM and the Labour
movement in the North East of England.
Decades of struggle and sacrifice built
the NUM and the wider labour move-
ment. Not because it was popular or
trendy. But because those ideas reflected
the real experience of workers and their
aspirations.

20 years on from the end of the
Strike, millions of workers are looking
for change. Seeking a way out of the
miseries of capitalism. The ideas of
reformism and Blairism are failing to
deliver. The ideas of Socialism and
Marxism will increasingly gain an echo.

Socialist Appeal represents the con-
tinuation of that struggle within the
Labour and Trade Union Movement in
the North East and internationally. Join
us in the struggle to transform the
labour movement, defeat Blairism and
fight for a Socialist transformation of
society in Britain and internationally. O
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WHO IN their right mind would buy shares in a company at a
price equivalent to 25 times its annual sales? For the past
century of stock market investment, 25 times post-tax profits
has been regarded as expensive. But 25 times sales? That
would surely be insane?

Not, apparently, in the case of Google. The search engine
floated at $85-a-share last August but then climbed 50%
from late April and, at $285-a-share, the company is now
worth more than $80bn (£44bn). But its revenues in 2004
amounted to just $3.2bn.

This year it might achieve $5.5bn, yet analysts at CSFB
reckon $350-a-share is a reasonable target, at which point
Google would be worth more than $100bn. With so litile a
link to reality it can't be long before its worth a Google!

Just seven years old, this week it overtook Time Warner as
the world's most valuable media company. Ultimately, this is a
company selling a form of advertising space. Google holds
electronic auctions to sell the space next to, say, the words
"car insurance".This ludicrous share price implies the business
can continue to grow at the current rate well into the next

www.socialist.net

decade. It is ridiculous to price the shares as if this had
already been achieved.

During the dotcom bubble, Sun Microsystems traded at
$64, or 10 times its annual revenues. Anybody thinking of
buying Google at 25 times should listen to Sun chief executive
Scott McNealy's post-crash analysis of the stupidity of his own
shareholders. In 2002, he said at an investor conference: "At
10 times revenues, to give you a 10-year payback, | have to
pay you 100% of revenues for 10 straight years in dividends.
That assumes | can get that by my shareholders. That
assumes | have zero cost of goods sold, which is very hard for
a computer company.

"That assumes zero expenses, which is really hard with
39,000 employees. That assumes | pay no taxes, which is
very hard. And that assumes you pay no taxes on your divi-
dends, which is kind of illegal. And that assumes with zero
R&D for the next 10 years, | can maintain the current revenue
run rate.

"Now, having done that, would any of you like to buy my
stock at $642 Do you realise how ridiculous those basic
assumptions are? You don't need any transparency. You don't
need any footnotes. What were you thinking2" O
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By Martin Page, PCSU Branch Secretaryj 7

PCSU met in Brighton to review what
has been the most difficult year ever in
civil service history and to agree a strat-
egy to combat the excesses the re-elect-
ed Labour government infend to impose
in the next four years.

The government plan to cut 105,000
jobs, slash pensions and increase the
retirement age. For a section of workers
once regarded as middle class there is
no doubt that the PCSU and its mem-
bers now stand squarely in the working
class camp.

Industrial action by many sections of
the union over pay, recognition and last
November’s one-day strike have gal-
vanised thousands and in particular a
large layer of new, young reps who can
see their future disappearing before
their eyes.

Pay in all areas of the civil service is
at the lowest it has ever been - the two
lowest grades which make up over two-
thirds of the workforce earn between
£10,600 and a maximum of £17,500 -
before deductions. Thousands visit other
government departments to feed their
families!

The conference reaffirmed its com-
mitment to fight all the attempts by the
Labour government to worsen the terms
and conditions of PCSU members and

Leicester Revenue Network (personal capacity)

the service to the public they provide.

The union announced that it has
now reached a membership of 327,000
- a massive 30 percent increase since its
formation. Thousands joined in the last
year as the union started the slow frans-
formation to a fighting organisation.
This was reflected in a massive vote of
confidence in Left Unity who easily kept
power in the General Constituency.

In the Taxation Constituency the elec-
tions for the newly merged Departments
of Inland Revenue and Customs and
Excise (now known as HM Revenue and
Customs) returned a moderate maijority,
this was reflected in the Group elections
where moderates (posing as ‘individu-
als’ but with an aggressive stance
towards the bosses) took the Executive
Committee. This also happened in the
Home Office.

The SP majority within Left Unity
have argued that this was due to the
absence of electoral pacts with PCS
Democrats - the centre-left grouping.
However this cannot explain the situa-
tion in the 70,000 strong Inland
Revenue Group where there are no PCS
Democrats.

The swing to the right in the Revenue
Group came after widespread enthusi-
asm at rank and file level for more

action after November 5. Revenue
mambers looked towards filing day -
January 31 every year - as a day to give
the government a bloody nose and cre-
ate chaos in the system as well as dis-
rupting government income. Despite
approaches from the Group EC the
National Disputes Committee (NDC)
refused to ballot.

This happened again after a submis-
sion for an overtime ban, work-to-rule
and withdrawal of co-operation by the
Revenue Group to the NDC. The tactics
were copsidered ‘premature’. We then
had the ballot for a one-day strike on
March 23 which would have involved
1.5 million workers. This was postponed
after government assurances were
received. Many Revenue members were
bitterly disappointed and the decision
was not explained particularly well to
the bulk of the membership.

The Left Unity majority would do well
to recognise the historical differences
between the various departments and
employ flexible tactics relevant to differ-
ent groups. The insistence on a cen-
tralised, inflexible approach on tactics
could spell disaster at a time when we
need to be united in defence of pay,
pensions, and jobs. These can only be
defended by an organised Left Unity. O

By Our Industrial Corréspondént

THE GMB union conference in June saw Paul Kenny, previ-
ously London regional secretary, take over as acting general
secretary for the next year.

The previous general secretary, Kevin Curran, resigned
after an investigation was launched into allegations concern-
ing irregularities connected with his election two years ago.

Paul Kenny signalled a change in direction for the union
by organising a demonstration during conference week
against de-recognition of the union by the AA.

The issue of tagging in the workplace along with many
other matters relating to working conditions were discussed.
The prospect of one big manufacturing union has the poten-
tial to create a weapon to fight this exploitation. However,
discussion about potential mergers with the T&G or Amicus
was limited to a brief statement.

Delegates at the conference voted unanimously to return

New Possibilities for the left in GMB

to holding annual conferences. This is a step forward though
no doubt it will worry the bureacratic elements in the leader-
ships of the other unions. The point of @ merger must be to
strenghten our ability to represent our members, to give us
more power to fight for ourselves and all workers. That
requires a democratic rulebook combined with a fighting
militant policy.

The left in Amicus and the T&G are working to help those
on the left in the GMB who want to fight for such a union.
Together a powerful left force can be built aroound a fight-
ing programme in the next period.

The GMB has a vital role to play in the Labour Party too,
both fighting the government's proposed attacks on pen-
sions, and in the struggle for pro-working class policies
inside the party.

The question of Venezuela was raised in the GMB for the
first time, and a dozen people attended a joint fringe meet-
ing on the subject organised by Socialist Appeal supporters
and the Hands Off Venezuela Campaign. O
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UNISON Conference: Hands Off

By Gray Allen (UNISON Conference delegate, Falkirk Branch,
personal capacity) and Ray Smith in Glasgow

Up to 2,000 trade unionists came togeth-
er in Glasgow over the last week of June.
The reason was to hold the national con-
ference of the biggest trade union in
Britain and by far one of the biggest pub-
lic workers union in Europe - UNISON.
During the 5-day long conference dele-
gates discussed many issues regarding the
ins and outs of the various sectors that
make up the union of which Local Council
and Healthcare are the monst important
sector. Conference was addressed by dif-
ferent national and international speakers
from the labour and trade union move-
ment. Some of them were very welcome
like Angel Salas Fajardo, representative of
the Colombian healthcare union who
spoke about the particularly vicious meth-
ods of the Colombian establishment to
deal with trade unionists. Others, like the
representatives of the banking and finance
world were not.

Several delegates commented on the
lack of real debate. The agenda was
composed of resolutions with few differ-
ences between the platform and the hall.
One possible explanatior for the bland
agenda could well be that the leadership
of the union still have hopes of the 2004
Warwick agreement between the govern-
ment and Britain's four big trade unions
(amicus, TGWU, GMB and UNISON) to
deliver benefits for all trade union mem-
bers. There was a degree of frustration
amongst delegates that some of the seri-
ous issues were not addressed. One of the
differences not debated was whether the
election of Blair was good or not.

They are reluctant to be critical
towards the labour government. However,
with Gordon Brown already announcing
that is going to provide equal chances to
private sector and public sector tendering
for public contracts, it is hardly the guar-
antee of job security that UNISON mem-
bers are looking for.

Different motions showed that the
mood of the majority of delegates was
one of anger against the contempt of New
Labour government towards the working
conditions of the public sector workers.
On Tuesday June 21, conference backed
an emergency motion to defend further
education from the funding crisis it now
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faces. Strong statements were heard about
the amount of colleges that refused to pay
the pay award which was nationally
agreed in 2004 and the need to stage
industrial action wherever the colleges
refuse to implement the agreement. On
the same day, the conference backed the
resolution proposed by the National
Young Members Forum for an end to the
exclusion of apprentices from national
minimum wage legislation.

However, the issue that got most of the
attention of the delegates was pensions
and the attacks of the Blairite administra-
tion on them. General Secretary Dave
Prentis vowed strike action to stop this
anti-working class measures on public
sector workers pensions. The UNISON
leader told the conference "We will take
strike action across all our sectors to
defend our pensions. We will fight propos-
als to increase the retirement age and cut
benefits." On Wednesday June 22, Dave
Prentis established a deadline of two
weeks to ministers to withdraw a parlia-
mentary order imposing changes in retire-
ment arrangements for 800,000 local
avthority workers or face strike action. He
added "We want you back in your branch-
es organizing for the fight of your life".

Delegates were also determined to
oppose the attempts on the part of the
Blairites fo privatise the NHS. Just a week
after the pleas of Tony Blair about "the
need of listening to people", Patricia
Hewitt announced that £3bn would go to
private hospitals whereas NHS hospitals
would close if they could not compete.

UNISON members are not alone in
this fight against the antisocial policies put
forward by Blair and co. The Public Civil
Service Union and the FBU (fire fighters
and rescue servers) have vowed that they
will coordinate strike action with other
trade unions affected by this attacks. On
top of this, UNISON has published the
results of a survey that show that nine out
of ten people do not agree with the New
Labour plans to use private companies to
run public services. That shows how isolat-
ed are the rightwing policies of the Blairite
clique that compose the government. Now
it is time to transform these words into
action. 4

CWU: Postal Workers
our pensions! Hands Off our NHS! review their links

with Lahour

By Our Industrial Correspondent

FOR MANY years the Communication
Workers' Union has battled to prevent
the privatisation of the postal service.
They fought with the Tories and now they
are fighting a Labour Government over
the issue. Royal Mail chairman Allam
Leighton has raised plans to move to
privatisation. The CWU conference last
month passed a motion demanding am
unequivocal pledge from the govem-
ment that the post office would remaim
100 percent publicly-owned. The motiom
called for a ballot r industrial actiom if
there was any confirmation of the pri-
vatisation plans or "threat o our mem-
bers' terms, conditions and pensions.”
Conference was faced with two simi-
lar motions, one from the National
Executive Council, the other from @
number of branches and districts.
Where they differed was over the ques-
tion of the Labour Party. The first com-
cluded by saying: "In the event that the
Labour Government fails to honour its
manifesto promise [to keep the Post
Office publicly-owned], all monies to the
Labour Party would be suspended from
Ist November 2005", the money be
used ‘instead for an anti-privatisation
campaign, while the second from the
Executive argued for a "review! of the
union's relationship with the Labour
Party "and to place the findings im @
report with recommendations to ﬁfne
2006 Annual Conference". ‘
As it turned out, after a iem@lﬁly
debate, the Executive's motion was nar-
rowly passed by 113,246 votes to
101,624. This clearly shows the over
whelming opposition to prnwmﬂkm{hm
and the disgust with the Blair goverm-
ment. .
However, any attempt to follow the
lines of the RMT and FBU willl smmiby
leave the umon without a polit .
which is no answer to the needs «:mdi
aspirations of the membemﬁmzp»
Disaffiliation, while seeming to deliver a
kick to Blair, is a dead-end. The CWU
should instead spearhead a compaigm
to get rid of the Blairites, to nd the
Labour Party of these Tory careerists. At
the same time it should fight for socialist
pohcaes to rearm fhe enhre lnbowr
movement g
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Scotland/G8 i, |
Gleneagles: The G8 comes to town

With Friends Like These Who Needs Enemies?®

By Brian Conlon in Edinburgh
THE G8 IS COMING to town. During

the G8 summit in Gleneagles we will
see a whale range of experts and ana-
lysts lecturing us about the beauties and
the problems of the world market. The
challenges, the past discussions,etc.

But that will be a smoke screen
behind which to hide the real issue.
They will try to cloak the fact that capi-
talism does not work, they will try to
suggest some kind of reform to a sys-
tem that is unreformable.

If one looks at the world situation
from the perspective of this system con-
tinuing, it is a profoundly depressing
picture.

The G8

The G8 is an ‘informal’ gathering of
good pals. All friends are such because
they share some common ground; it an
be:a footbal team, a kind of beer, past
experiences... these friends will have
different views on many other aspects of
life:Well, the G8 assembles all the
good friends whose passion is to exploit
cheaply their working classes and drive
theso-called ‘international community’
in the direction that best suits them. Of
course, amomgst themselves they have
plenty of internal differences, as good
friends usually do. For instance, France
is notiparticularly happy that the US has
beerdeveloping its influence in former
Frenchicolonies - but all agree on the
defence of capitalism. Earlier we men-
tioried-that capitalism does not work,
that' hasto be slightltly amended
because it does ‘work’ for a tiny minori-
Ty. st
“The data is frightening if we look at
it: the 365 richest families of the planet
have more wealth than 40% of the
global“population. After the collapse of
the Soviet"Union we were promised a
new era of high technology, yet today
two thirds ‘of humanity have never made
a phone call and one third does not
have electricity access, let alone internet
access.”

"The'facts and figures could fill the
32 pages of this magazine, and that is

8 Socialist Appeal issue 134

not including any figures about the
destruction of the enviroment.’

The G8 is meant to discuss how to
eradicate poverty and protesters are
going to march to make "our" politicians
more sensitive about those issues. Bush
and co will come to Scotland to tell us
about world poverty, he is an expert,
after all, as the US is one of the coun-
tries where social divisions run deepest.
For instance, the US hosts 25% of the
world’s prison population, which
amounts to a staggering 2% of the total
population of the US, ow one under-
stand the real level un unemployment in
the US. That figure in itself shows that
there is something rotten in American
capitalist society.

What the pop stars, charity icons
and some labour and trade union lead-
ers do not understand is that asking for
kindness from those who run this system
is like asking a wolf to take care of a
flock of sheep.

This is not a question of will, it is a
question of how capitalism works. Of
the good old ‘invisible hand’ that Adam
Smith talked about (writing so near to
Gleneagles) there is only one thing left -
the invisibility for millions of the positive
effects of the system. What we get is not
a hand up but @ hammer down.

A good example is the European
Constitution. That treaty is basically all
previous European agreements lumped
together. It deals vaguely with labour
and trade union rights and goes into
considerable detail about how the eco-
nomic policies of the governments have
to be implemented (a model of what
has been called neoliberal policies, of
course). The idea is to create a competi-
tive Europe, based on the interests of
big business. The workers of Europe
have been on the move since the mid
nineties, we have seen strike movements
in France, Greece, ltaly, Spain, and
even here in Britain... against govern-
ments implementing such policies. There
is a view in some sectors of the trade
union and labour leaderships that the
Constitutional treaty is a victim of
unpopular governments. Yet they fail to

mention the cause of this unpopularity
which is the kind of policies that the
Constitution argues for. Before the ink is
even dry they have to campaign for its
reform.

This is important because the motors
driving the European Constitution are
countries that also have an important
weight in the G8, so we should not
expect miracles from them. They cannot
solve the-problemssof Europe let alone
Africa. Instead of asking for kindness,
we must inform "our" leaders that we do
not want more of these vicious policies
and that we do not want the system that
generates them. We need to be clear
about it. Either we accept Neoliberalism
(the fashionable word for capitalism)
and accept its consequences, or we fight
to break with the rules of big business
altogether. Socialists will always fight for
every reform we can get. Ultimately
however, only an entirely new form of
social and economic organisation of
society is the only solution.

Socialist Alternative

Fortunately in the last decade we have
seen at least the outlines of an alterna-
tive. The millions that demonstrated in
Seattle, and in Genoa. The Bolivian
miners, the Venezuelan masses that
overthrew a government that took
power by a coup, the international anti-
war.movement. All of them are proof
that there is a way forward, we cannot
rely on chartity-like policies, all too often
appearing to give ‘practical’ and
‘immediate’ help whilst attractive is not
leading to any permanent change. For
that we must build the necessary instru-
ment to transform this decrepit system.
We must organise and educate our-
selves.

Now more than ever another world
is possible, but not within the choking
confines of the outdated capitalist sys-
tem. It has be to a socialist world.

To make poverty history we must
consign the system that breeds it and
lives by it to the rubbish bin of history
where it belongs. U
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Blair backs nationalisation..

NEW LABOUR'S irrational obsessions
are crystallised in its policy on national
identity cards. The ID card bill seizes the
commanding heights of state power not
to regulate and control the multination-
als but to regulate and control you and
me. The net result of this legislation will
be that £20 billion of public money will
be paid to the usual suspects - the
American IT corporations - for them to
enable the regulating and controlling.

The ID card bill is mis-named. The
kernel of the government's plan is not
the issue of identity cards, but the set-
ting up, for the first time, of a central
database which will record extensive
personal details about each and every
one of us. The government has admit-
ted that registration on this database
will effectively be compulsory. The data-
base can be accessed from across gov-
ernment, including by the police and
security services. As the government
envisages identity checks being made
online to the database, personal details
will be made increasingly available to
private companies, particularly employ-
ers, banks, airlines and lenders but in
due course probably to almost every
company with whom we do business.

A particularly alarming aspect of the
government's ID scheme is the so-called
‘audit trail', a record of every online
check made of your file, by whom and
for what purpose. As the identity card
bill would move us towards an ID cul-
ture, where checks to the database
would be made every time we accessed
public services and almost every time
we engaged in any commercial transac-
tion, the audit trail would quickly
become a daily diary of our lives, of our
whereabouts and of our travel plans.
This 'open book' could be accessed at
any time by government agencies, with-
out our permission.

It does not take a very long memory
to recall the miners' strike and how indi-
viduals were put under surveillance by
government and prevented, in some
cases, from travelling to rendezvous with
fellow trade unionists and activists. How
much easier it would be to locate, follow
and harass trade unionists and political
activists with all of our movements
recorded by government computer.
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By Dennis Bricker

Others may remember the Economic
League and its blacklisting of trade
unionists. The Economic League was
funded, of course, by employers. Those
same employers will be granted access
to the national identity database so that
they can check you out before they offer
you a job. Those online checks will be
recorded on the audit trail, which
means the government (and the security
services) will know where you work and
where you are applying for work. MI5
operates largely outside Parliamentary
scrutiny, and as it will have unrestricted
access to the national identity register
and the audit trail of your activities, it is
difficult to see any safeguard against
the use of this all-knowing database to
monitor, harass and blacklist trade
unionists and political activists.

The draconian and authoritarian
nature of the ID bill is underlined by the
array of new powers it grants to the
Home Office and the scale of the penal-
ties faced by those who do not meet
their new, onerous obligations as British
subjects. Failure to attend an appoint-
ment with a representative of the Home
Office at a time and place of their
choosing will mean a fine of up to
£2500. Similar fines apply for failure to
notify the Home Office of a change of
address or any change of personal
details and for failure to notify the
Home Office that your identity card has
been lost or damaged.

Blairite Arguments Easily Refuted

Identity cards and the identity database
offer no defence against ‘terrorism' if the
terrorists' are not known as such. The
scheme will do nothing to prevent
around 95 per cent of the credit and
debit card fraud which occurs, which is
‘card not present' fraud on telephone
and internet purchases. The bill will not
reduce to any significant degree benefits
fraud, around 90 per cent of which
relates not to identity but to misrepre-
sentation of financial or personal cir-
cumstances. There is no international
pressure, not from the US government
nor from European governments, to

infroduce any biometric data on pass-
ports apart from a digital face photo-
graph - there is no requirement, as the
government suggests, to include finger-
prints, eye scans or other data on pass-
ports. The government's most absurd
argument in favour, that ID cards are
'convenient' and will let us get on
Ryanair and Easyjet flights, does not
explain the need for a £20 billion data-
base that makes our life history accessi-
ble not only to our government but, via
biomgfric passpors, fo foreign govern-
mentstas well.” "~

No other western government is
seeking to set up a central, national
database of information on citizens as
proposed by the Home Office bill. Even
Bush knows he could never sell such a
scheme to the American public. In
Germany, such a national register
would be unconstitutional. So' Blair
stands alone in his intent to file, index,
barcode and number his own citizens.

What are New Labour's real motiva-
tions behind this intrusive, expensive
and autheritarian identity card bill2 Is it
simply that they have fallen for the IT
suppliers' sales pitch (again)2 Those
suppliers have grown rich under this
government and are set to grow richer
still, at our expense. Is it that big busi-
ness has persuaded Blair to build for it
the ultimate marketing database, a
compulsory Clubcard backed by the
force of law2 Or is it that government
actually feels the need for an omniscient
instrument of control and intimidation,
in case there are some people still man-
aging to think critically out there,
despite the mind-numbing barrage of
modern media output?

Around 20 Labour backbenchers are
likely to rebel and vote against the bill.
The task, therefore, is to persuade
enough additional Labour MPs to
oppose, or at least abstain, to overcome
Blair's majority of 67.

A defeat for Blair on this crucial
issue is within reach. But to make it
happen, maximum pressure must be
applied to Labour MPs. Defeating this
Bill will kill one of the most authoritarian
pieces of legislation ever laid before
Parliament. O
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Make Capitalism History

8 Gleneagles summit:

Capitalism is not the solution -
itis the probiem

By Mick Brooks

ACCORDING TO Oxfam, if things con-
tinue to go on as they are now in Africa,
by 2015:

® 45 million more children will die
® 247 million more people will be
living on $1 per day or less

® 97 million more children will not
be in school

® 53 million people will be without
proper sanitation.

Clearly, something must be done.
Will the G8 and the Gleneagles meet-
ing do anything to relieve world pover-
tye

The G8 meeting due to take place at
Gleneagles in July is a real summit
meeting of world capitalism. The Group
of Eight nations are the USA, Canada,
France, Britain, Germany, ltaly, and
Japan, the heartlands of the giant multi-
nationals that dominate world trade and
production, plus Russia. Tony Blair wants
to go down in the history books as
something more than a squalid war
criminal. He is anxious to present the
summit as an opportunity to "deal with"
the burning issues of world poverty, dis-
ease and climate change.

The rulers of the world at
Gleneagles already have other perma-
nent institutions to enforce their will on
poorer and weaker countries - the
international Monetary Fund and the
World Bank. The rich lend to the poor,
and one of the main issues before the
G8 is third world debt. Debt is one of
the main levers for keeping poor people
poor. Interest repayment represents a
huge continuous transfer to rich nations
and an unbearable burden on underde-
veloped countries. Gordon Brown has
pointed out that Zambia spends more
on debt servicing than on education
and Malawi remits one third of its gov-
ernment budget direct to rich countries -
twice what is spent on its own people's
health. (Life expectancy in Malawi is
39.) Congo-Brazzaville's debt is nearly
twice its National Income (NI), while Sao
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Tome and Principe groans under an
incredible burden of nine times NI.

Rich countries lend directly to poor
countries. This is called bilateral lend-
ing. Then there are private loans
between western banks and nation
states. Finally, advanced capitalist coun-
tries club together through the IMF and
the World Bank to lend - called multilat-
eral assistance. The IMF and the Bank
are both owned by their shareholders,
like any other bank, and a majority
shareholding is held in both by the
advanced capitalist countries. Just like
other capitalist firms they aim to max-
imise shareholder value - and that
means making sure the lenders get their
money back, with interest. This entails
nosing in to thz affairs of debtor coun-
tries, imposing conditions on loans and
telling the governments what to do - not
very democratic! The IMF in particular
has a standard blueprint-called-a
Structural Adjustment Programme it
imposes on poor countries, with knuck-
ledusters if necessary. Read Jamil M.
Igbal's article "Bangladesh and the
World Bank saga" in last months
Socialist Appeal to see how SAPs impov-
erished Bangladesh.

Conditions Imposed

The "financial sheriff* marches in and
tells the delinquent government to cut its
coat according fo its cloth and stop
wasting its budget on health and educa-
tion. It should stop printing money. The
rich countries don't want the value of
their loans fo be harmed by inflation.
Other conditions are imposed like a
heartless moneylender. SAPs have been
a disaster for the countries they have
been imposed on. In fact a feature of
the resistance to the terms imposed by
the rich on the poor is the "IMF riot".

* The riots usually start as peaceful
protests. The violence comes when the
local elites send in troops and riot
police to impose the will of the financial

enforcers on their own people. The
World Development Movement reckons
there have been 238 such riots in 34
countries between 1999 and 2002, with
over a hundred fatalities and thousands
of arrests.

One of the main proposals before
the summit is for cdncellation of $55
billion of debt held by the IMF and
World Bank on behalf of 18 of the
poorest nations, with nine more to get
the benefits when they show they are
good boys and girls. The proposals
have been hailed as a giant step for-
ward for the world's poor. In fact the
Make Poverty History coalition is calling
for $50 billion in extra aid. The write-off
will contribute just $1.5 billion.

In any case we have been here
before. In 2003 at the Evian summit
they decided to waive $100 million of
the burden on a handful-of highly
indebted countries that had swallowed
their nasty IMF medicine. It never hap-
pened. After the speeches, Oxfam com-
plained, "the World Bank and its board
continue to fail to deliver on its mandate
and its vision, most visibly on debt
relief." This is like complaining about a
tiger failing to deliver on its mandate to
vegetarianism. The IMF and the Bank
are institutions designed to suck the
lifeblood out of poor people living in
poor nations.

Why are poor countries so in hock to
the rich nations?2 One of the main rea-
sons is the collapse in the prices of the
things they sell to the advanced capital-
ist countries. Take coffee. Five grams sell
in the West for £2, so a kilo costs £400.
Nestle and the other big processors buy
that bag for just £70. Just 0.2% of the
price of a cup of coffee bought in
London goes to the growers.

One reason for the collapse in pri-
mary prices is the way the multinational
food companies play poor countries off
against each other. Vietnam has no his-
tory of growing coffee. They are all tea
drinkers over there. Over the past
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decade it has emerged as one of the
biggest coffee producing countries in
the world, contributing to worldwide
overproduction and a collapse in prices.
Coffee prices have fallen by 70% since
1997.

So trade, far from being an engine
for growth, is a means of impoverishing
the "third world". And that's not just bad
luck - it's policy. The third institution
enforcing imperialist norms and exac-
tions on the world is the World Trade
Organisation. The WTO imposes "free
trade" on poor countries. They are
forced to open up their markets. Haiti,
for instance, opened its doors to US
grain imports. As a result, thousands of
peasant farmers lost their livelihoods in
the poorest country in the western hemi-
sphere. The grain that poured in from
the USA was exported by agribusiness
heavily subsidised by the American tax-
payer.

The Terms of Trade

As for the "level playing field" the WTO
is supposed to enforce, while third world
farmers are thrown to the wolves, farm-
ing is subsidised in the West to the tune
of $1 billion a day. For instance in the
States, $4 billion is shelled out to
25,000 cotton farmers - that's
$160,000 each, more than their crop is
worth. As a result poor farmers find
themselves incapable of making a living
on the world market. In addition they
are confronted with tariff barriers of
$100 billion against their products,
more than twice the aid they get from
the rich countries. Europe's Common
Agricultural Policy also keeps out third
world farm produce as well as subsidis-

ing European producers.

So long as the terms of trade contin-
ue to move against the poor countries,
and as long as world trade is rigged
against them, then debt relief will give
no lasting way out of the poverty trap
they find themselves in.

So where does aid come in2 Tony
Blair wants to step up the level of aid
going to the poor and needy from the
advanced capitalist countries. Who
could possibly object? But where does
this aid actually go? ActionAid has
recently reported that less than 40% of
government aid actually goes abroad to
where it is needed. In France and the
USA, 90p in every pound is spent in the
country of origin. Two fifths of it goes to
pay well-heeled consultants in the
advanced countries.

As an example, lef's look at the deal
set up by the British Department for
International Development set up with
Tanzania. As part of IMF "conditionality",
Tanzania had to privatise its water sup-
ply and hand it over to a British firm
called Biwater. The deal was partly sub-
sidised by aid channelled from the Dfid.
Suspicious? £36 million of our money
went straight to
PriceWaterhouseCoopers, the account-
ants, and a bunch of crazed
Thatcherites called the Adam Smith
Institute to advise on privatisation. The
Tanzanian government has since had to
sack Biwaters for incompetence.

The reader may ask: what is this
Dfid obsession with forcing poor coun-
tries to privatise their water supply?
After all, 95% of clean water is publicly
provided.and 1.1 billion people still
have no access to safe water - the most
basic requirement of life. Just give them
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the money and let them build the neces-
sary infrastructure! They forget that aid
is seen by the Dfid as a crowbar for
British capitalism to muscle in on public
provision all over the world.

The right wing also questions the
usefulness of government aid. Their
angle is different. They see the main
problem as corruption, especially in
Africa. As a result, they say, the money
just pours straight out without even
touching the sides. There is truth in this.
A spokesperson for the Royal African
Society has pointed out that for every
£1,000 in loans that comes in £1,450
in capital is exported. Whose fault is
that? The IMF imposes a condition of
free capital movement on poor coun-
tries as part of its Structural Adjustment
Programmes. ooy

After all, Africa is a capitalist conti-
nent. That means the ruling elite is on
the make, just like our lot. Our ruling
class recognises them as kindred spirits.
For decades the West has propped up
voracious figures like the cannibal
Emperor Bokassa in the Central African
Republic and Mobutu in the Congo. The
deal is that they can squirrel away the
aid provided by the well-meaning west-
ern taxpayer as long as western capital-
ists can loot the natural resources of
their countries. In terms of natural
assets, Africa is not poor. It is probably
the richest continent in the world. But
imperialism finds it profitable to keep its
people poor.

Only Ending Capitalism Can
Make Poverty History

Aid is pathetically low. But for it to be
useful in combating poverty, it has to be
disentangled from its use as an imperi-
alist bribe and sop. For more than thirty
years the pledge to give 0.7% of
advanced country income in aid has
lain on the table. The US gives £10.4
billion, just a pitiful 0.16% of National
Income. By contrast they had no prob-
lem finding ten times as much - £105
billion - to invade Iraq and steal their
oil.

The outlines of a deal within the G8
are emerging. There will be some debt
write-off.

But Bush and his gang will not allow
the level of aid to increase. And as long
as imperialism holds the poor countries
in its grip, we will never make poverty
history. For the issue of debt, for trade
and for aid the G8 is not the solution. It
is the problem. O
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Hands Off Venezuela

Outstanding Hands 0ff Venezuela meeting in London:

Build Solidarity with the Venezuelan
Revolution! Build the HoV Campaign!

by Ramon Samblas

THE HANDS off Venezuela Campaign
held an excellent meeting at the
University of London Union on
Wednesday 15th. More than 100 peo-
ple attended to hear Ruth Winters
{President of the FBU), Jorge Martin
(International Secretary HoV), John
McDonnell MP Anastacio Rodriguez
(teacher and UNT leader), and Jeremy
Dear (General Secretary NUJ) who
chaired the meeting, speak on the
Venezuelan revolution and the need to
continue building international solidari-
ty. Ruth Winters, Fire Brigades Union
(FBU) President, started off by explaining
the FBU's long tradition of international
solidarity, which includes solidarity cam-
paigns for Cuba, Colombia, Iraq and
Palestine. She compared the Colombian
government to the one government in
the region that actually governs in
favour of working people - Cuba. To
this we can now add Venezuela. The
FBU president explained that opposition
was growing all across the world to the
imperialist policies of the IMF and the
World Bank, and that Chavez, like
Castro, is not afraid to lead this opposi-
tion and criticise these policies. We must
never forget that there are powerful
vested interests in defeating the progres-
sive movement in Venezuela. She urged
all trade unions to keep these issues at
the forefront, and to fight for truth,
especially in the media. She ended by
saying that the National Executive of the
FBU had just ratified its affiliation to the
Hands off Venezuela campaign, and
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that it was necessary to educate union
members about the significance and
meaning of what was happening in
Venezuela. She expressed her pride in
the FBU's role in the Hands off
Venezuela Campaign and that the FBU
was proud to assist in building the cam-
paign. Jorge Martin, International
Secretary of the Hands off Venezuela
Campaign, having visited Venezuela
several times over the last few years,
was able to give a concrete picture of
the revolution unfolding there. He
began by explaining why the Hands off
Venezuela Camapign believes that a
revolution is taking place in Venezuela.
The definition of revolution is when ordi-
nary working people take their future
into their own hands. This could clearly
be seen in the Recall Referendum in
August of last year, when 100,000
Electoral Platoons, each with 10 mem-
bers, were organized to mobilise the
population and to campaign in the ref-
erendum. This was an example of the
revolutionary enthusiasm of the
Venezuelan people, where 1 million
people in a country of 25 million were
organized to mobilise support in elec-
tions. Jorge also explained the massive
influenee of the Venezuelan revolution
throughout Latin America. A new wave
of hope has spread across Latin
America as a result of the Venezuelan
revolution. In the past, many left-wing
leaders and governments were elected
in Latin America, but if they ever actual-
ly tried to do anything meaningful, they
would face a
coup, as was
the case in
Chile in the
1970s.
Something
similar hap-
pened in
Venezuela in
2002, except
that the
masses came
out into the
streets and

defeated the coup. This is an enormous
inspiration to people all across Latin
America, and shows that it is possible to
fight, and to win. Jorge ended by
explaining the importance of Chavez
raising the debate on socialism. For the
first time in a long time, since the fall of
the Berlin Wall 15 years ago, the ques-
tion of socialism has been raised - and
not by some small group, but by the
president of a country and the leader of
a mass movement. Everywhere across
Venezuela, workers and peasants are
debating and discussing how to build
socialism in Venezuela.

The UNT

Jeremy Dear, NUJ General Secretary
and chairman of the meeting, explained
that because of the militant, democratic
traditions and methods of the UNT, the
UNT had now become the largest trade
union federation in Venezuela. He also
informed the audience that Orlando
Chirino, a UNT leader and the sched-
uled speaker for the meeting, could not
be there due to a death in his family
during the ILO Conference in Geneva.
Anastacio Rodriguez, a leader of the
Teacher's Federation and UNT coordina-
tor, and UNT representative at the ILO
Conference in Geneva, came to speak
in his stead. Anastacio explained that
before Chavez, Venezuela was in a
mess. Millions of people had no chance
of ever going to school and getting an
education. When the Venezuelans
looked for a model and an example in
order to change their system, they only
saw one system capable of creating a
mass education system - the Cuban sys-
tem. The education and health care
misiones in Venezuela have been a suc-
cess. 1 million people have participated
in literacy programmes, and 1.6 million
people have been able to continue their
education and complete high school.
With the introduction of the misiones,
52% of the population are in school.
That is a revolution. The mision barrio
adentro (inside the neighbourhood), the
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most extensive of Venezuela's health
missions, has provided some 56 million
consultations, providing free healthcare
and medicine to millions of people. That
is a revolution. He ended by explaining
the importance of the UNT. For 50
years, nobody, not even the government
could see the accounts of the old trade
union federation, the CTV. Then the CTV
assisted in the coup. He explained that
the workers had broken the control of
the bureaucracy, and that they now con-
trolled their own union. Many different
people attended the meeting, and after
the main speeches participated in a live-
ly discussion. There were members of
UNISON, the RMT, AMICUS, the FBU,
the NUJ, and several other unions as
well as members of many different soli-
darity campaigns. Andy Higginbottom
of the Colombia Solidarity Campaign
(CSC) spoke about some of the devel-
opments in Colombia, and the impor-
tance of the Venezuelan revolution to
the Colombia people. He explained the
importance of building the boycott
Coca-Cola campaign, and the BP
(British Petroleum) campaign for all of
Latin America. He ended by saying that
if Gordon Brown and Bob Geldof were
serious about solving the Third World
debt crisis they had to do something
serious about UK corporations who
operate in these countries, rather than
simply shed crocodile tears. Amancay
Colque of the Bolivia Solidarity
Campaign explained that Bolivia was
the poorest country in Latin America.
George W. Bush and Condoleezza Rice
have blamed Chavez and the
Venezuelan government for recent
events in Bolivia. This is simply not true,
and the events have nothing to do with
Venezuela, but everything to do with BP
Esso, and Exxon. She pointed out that
the struggle in Bolivia is the same strug-
gle that is being fought here. She asked
the audience to imagine the struggle for
the nationalisation of the railways. The
trade unionists present at the meeting
were asked to sign a petition of support
for the Bolivian workers and peasants.
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Lula and
Kirchner have
sent advisors to
Bolivia to sup-
port the Bolivian
bourgeoisie,
hence it is
extremely impor-
tant that trade
unionists and
workers from
around the
world support trade unionists and work-
ers in Bolivia, who are fighting for their
rights and their future.RMT President
Tony Doherty, expressed solidarity with
the Venezuelan revolution and his pride
in the RMT's affiliation to the campaign.
The Venezuelan revolution stands as an
example to all people struggling for
social reforms and-their rights, including
here in the UK. The UK is supposed to
be the fourth richest country in earth, yet
what do we see here2 More cuts, pri-
vatisation, and poverty. The reforms in
Venezuela, are an example of what
many people need here in the UK.
Many people were pleased at the
achievements of the UNT, its independ-
ence and its accountability, adding that
they wished something similar could be
established here.

Build Class Struggle Here

Others explained that the best way
to build solidarity with the Venezuelan
revolution was to build the class struggle
here in the UK, because the more we
attack and weaken the ruling class here,
the less able they will be to attack
Venezuela. John McDonnell, honorary
president of the HoV campaign,
explained that the Venezuelan revolu-
tion, and the drive to create a truly
democratic society, was an inspiration to
the entire world. He explained that we
have the straightforward task of building
the campaign in a broad, non-sectarian
way. Solidarity campaigns have always
been infiltrated in the past, in order that
these campaigns and movements can
be split and derailed. It is necessary to
bring different groups together, because
in the past, as Jeremy Corbyn MP point-
ed out at a previous meeting, for exam-
ple around the events in Chile, we
always mobilised after the events, after
a coup for example. Now we have the
opportunity to campaign beforehand, to
protect the revolution, and to mobilise
against the counter-revolution. He
explained that although we all come

zuela

from different political backgrounds and
organisations, that the HoV campaign is
an excellent way to come together and
build solidarity. It is necessary to trans-
mit the success of the campaign down
to individual unions, branches, and
political organisations and get them to
affiliate to the campaign. It will-also be
necessary to transmit this success
upwards, and get the TUC o commit fo
solidarity and to affiliate to the cam-
paign. Hé mentioned the importance of
putting pressure on the Labour govern-
ment. The Foreign and Commonwealth
Office (or as McDonnell described it, the
QOutreach Centre for the CIA) has made
no comment on Venezuela in anyway. It
is obvious that all ministers in the FCO
have been warned off from saying any-
thing on Venezuelg It is necessary to
press the government and all ministers
for their opinion on Venezuela, and to
explain to them the democratic system
there and the significance of events. He
ended by saying that new words, such

s "globalisation” etc. have disap-
peared, and that people have reverted
to using "imperialism" and "exploitation".
Our analysis has won, and we must
explain and go back to these straight-
forward categories. We must sustain the
revolution against imperialist aggres-
sion. We must build solidarity, and build
the campaign. McDonnell then thanked
the campaign for providing the ideas
and the organization, and for pushing
the movement forward. A £180 collec-
tion was raised for the Hands off
Venezuela campaign. At the end of the
meeting, many of the participants went
to the campus pub to continue to dis-
cussions informally. Everyone left the
meeting enthused and determined to
build the campaign, and to build soli-
darity with the Venezuelan revolution. O
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Economy

THE WORLD capitalist economy is being
held up like Atlas by just two forces: US
household spending and Chinese man-
ufacturing production. If either or both
of these should die, then world capital-
ism will slip info slump.

US household spending growth is
probably the most important of these
two factors. What is driving this 4-5%
annual growth in spending? If's not ris-
ing wage rates. Indeed, for the average
American household, income from work
is falling. No, what's been keeping
Americans spending has been partly tax
cuts, as Bush cuts back on social spend-
ing programmes to make handouts,
mainly to the rich through cuts in big
business taxes, but also to middle-class
Americans in personal tax rebates.

But the main reason has been very
low interest rates, driven down by the
policy decisions of the US Federal
Reserve Bank under Alan Greenspan.
This has led to historically-low mortgage
rates across America. As a result, there
has been a property boom that has
reached breakneck proportions, particu-
larly in the 'hot spots' of California, Las
Vegas, Florida and New England.

National house prices are now
rising at a 15% annual rate,
unheard of in all previous US
housing booms. This unprece-
dented rise in housing wealth has

P
{
i
enabled Americans refinance their (

debt at low rates and then use the
cash they've borrowed to spend,
confident in the belief that when
they sell their properties they will
have risen so much in value that
they can pay off the debt comfort-
ably. This is a house of cards.

World capitalist growth now
depends on US household spend-
ing and US spending depends on
house prices in the US rising indef-
initely. This is a pyramid scheme
that will topple over eventually.

As the Economist pointed out in
a June issue: "Never before have
real house prices risen so fast for
so long in so many countries".

The total value of residential prop- / l

erty in the OECD has more than "4
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BEHOLD Y THE R
LONGEST PERIOD
OF BOOM EVER

By Mic;hael Roberts

doubled from $30bn to $70bn in the
last five years and is now equivalent to
over 100% of these countries' annual
output.

Yet this value is not represented by
any new production and it's a global
phenomenon. House values (if meas-
ured against the rents that can be got
from property) have never been higher
in America, Britain, Australia, New
Zealand, France, Spain, Holland and
Ireland. -

This is purely a speculative bubble -
a bubble bigger than the stock market
boom of the late 1990s that collapsed
in 2000 or the great boom of the 1920s
that ended in the Great Depression of
1929-33. The Economist reckons it is
the biggest bubble in history!

That's proven when the US estate
agent association revealed that around
one in every four properties bought in
2004 were for investment not occupa-
tion and another 15% were bought as
second homes. In Florida, as many as
half the buyers of property resell their
purchases immediately! And they are
financing this binge from mortgage
lenders that offer 100% mortgages or
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even higher, with reduced interest pay-
ments (60% of mortgages in California
were like this in 2004).

But the US housing bubble is now set
to burst. According to another expert,
average US house price rises were
about 25% over trend, but in 'hot spots'
the level of over-valuation was more like
50%. In Los Angeles, the real estate
association has calculated that only the
top 17% of all wage earners can now
afford the pricesof gn average home! It
does not matter that mortgage rates are
still low. The level of prices in many
areas is so high that hardly any body
can buy.

The indicators of a future burst are
already there from the collapse of other
housing bubbles in Australia and more
recently the UK. The price levels
reached in the UK and Australia cou-
pled with rising interest rates finally
broke the back of the housing market
there. In the last 12 months, Australia
has seen falling prices and the UK is flat
at best.

Now the US Federal Reserve is rais-
ing interest rates. Eventually that will
seep through to mortgage rates. Then,
my own calculations suggest that
affordable housing will only be
restored in the US if house prices
drop at least 15-20% from cur-
rent levels. That spells bust!

If that turns out to be right,
then the US economy will drop
like a stone, as many Americans
face bankruptcy when they can-
not make their mortgage pay-
ments, while others will have to
pull in their spending horns to
make ends meet.

And have no doubt that the
US economy depends on this low
interest-rate housing boom like
no other. The big US banks have
made huge profits in the last few
years from lending on real
estate. Now 45% of all the prof-
its made by the top 500 compa-
nies in the US come from the
financial sector. If the housing
market collapses, that will make
a huge hit on the profits of big
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business.

Even more serious, most US mort-
gages are sold on by the banks to semi-
government agencies, called Fannie
Mae and Freddie Mac. Because they
are backed by the US government, it is
assumed they cannot go bankrupt. And
these agencies have been engaged in
many financial contracts; using the
mortgages they hold as collateral. If
these Americans start defaulting on their
mortgages in a big way, it could mean
that government agencies will be in
trouble and require taxpayers to bail
them out. That will slow the economy
even more. Worse, the trouble could
spread through the financial sector like
a disease, bringing down a swathe of
banks.

Indeed, in Britain, there are already
some signs of how the US housing mar-
ket might pan out. The number of peo-
ple declaring bankruptcy in the UK
reached record levels in the first quarter
of 2005, up 28% on a year ago. And
there are record numbers of mortgage
repossessions already. Personal bank-
ruptcies are one-fifth higher than they
were during their peak in the early
1990s, when the UK economy was in
recession and almost one million house-
holds were in 'negative equity' (their
mortgages were bigger than the sale of
their property could cover). According
to John Butler, economist at Britain's
biggest bank, HSBC, "the vulnerability of
the household sector is acting like a
time-bomb, which will ultimately cast a
shadow over the UK economy".

Of course, the US authorities are not
stupid. They are aware of the risk. But
for the moment, they seem blithely con-
fident that nothing will go amiss.
Federal Reserve chairman and financial
gury, Alan Greenspan, recently said he
thought there "was some froth" in the
housing market and some risky forms of
financing, but he was sure that the US
housing market was not a bubble that
was going to burst.

Perhaps his serenity is due to the fact
that for the richest people in the world,
a housing bust may have little effect on
their wealth. After all, it the middle
class, and even the working class to
some extent, in the US, the UK and
Europe, who invest any savings or credit
they have into their house. For the very
rich, property is @ much smaller propor-
tion of their overall wealth. Financial
wealth - company shares, government
bonds and just cash in the bank - is just
as big.
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Indeed, the world's wealth is more
concentrated than ever. The difference
between what the "average" man or
woman is worth and what the super-rich
are worth has never been so far apart.
A new Merrill Lynch study shows that
8.3 million people around the world
now have a million or more dollars in
"investable assets" and this does not
include their homes. Remember, for the
average person, the main asset is the
home.

With $30.8 trillion at their com-
mand, the "really rich" control one quar-
ter of the world's financial wealth. This
translates into the following -- the super-
rich, who comprise just 0.13% of the
world's population, own 25% of the
world's wealth!

But very few of the super-rich made
their money investing in stocks (Warren
Buffett is one great exception). Most
made it through inheritance, or building
a business, or in investment banking.
That means they got rich on the back of
other people's investments. So the
super-rich may not be worried by any
housing crisis. But it's an issue for the

rest of us. .

The US economy is currently motor-
ing on at about a 3.5% real growth
rate. Last year, the UK was nearly
achieving that on the back of rocketing
house prices and big spending by British
households as they used up the cash
borrowed on their houses. Australia
was growing at over 5%. :

But this year, the UK and Australian
housing markets have slumped. And
with that, economic growth has slowed
to under 2% a year. Spending in the
shops has stopped growing altogether.

The UK and Australian economies
are not decisive in driving global capi-
talism. But the US economy is. If it suf-
fers a similar fate to the UK and
Australia in the next year, the world will
too. Japan's recovery is still stuttering,
while Europe is growing painfully slowly.
If the US stops spending, then China
and the rest of Asia will feel the cold
draught of slowing export sales too.
The world will go into recession.

Does it all depend on the housing
frenzy continuing in San Diego, San
Francisco and CSI Las Vegas?2 O

Britain’s House of Cards Wohbles

HOUSE PRICE inflation has fallen below
wage increases for the first time this
decade according to Rightmove's latest
monthly survey which shows asking
prices for houses edged up 0.2% on the
month before to stand 2.4% higher than
a year earlier, down from 4.9% in May
and the lowest this decade. They go on
to predict that the house price increase
figure will soon fall to zero.

_ 'This year's traditional spring bounce
in asking prices has grbund to a halt.

‘ers are unwxllmg‘ or unoble to pay ever-
increasing prices," said Miles Shipside,
Rightmove's commercial director.
 First-time buyers - the main prop of
:'rhe property market - remain priced out,

King,

is particularly acute in London, where
prices are the most expensive. Asking
prices 2ll 0.7% on the month, reversing
May's 0.7% rise, while the annual
change showed a fall of 3.1%, the sec-
ond consecutive drop. :

Economists are divided as to whether
the housing market, which has seen
prices triple in the past eight years, will
remain stagnant while average earnings

catch up, or fall sharply. The first is w" h-

ful thinking.

 Some - like the Halifax cnd
Nationwide - think that when most of the
big house price indices fall fo zero this
autumn, the market could suffer a seri-
ous blow. The Bank's governor, Memy/rm’ .
has cdm;ﬂed\fhcf the monetary
n surprised af

Mr Shipside said, addmg that at current _policy committee has be

rates of pay rises, it would take seven
years for the offordabnf gap' to be

he speed with wh:ch consumer spending
has slowed 1”k)§‘year and that the link

dosed‘, assu : f‘pnces don't foll |

, betweer} house prices and cansam;phm

may be‘sh’onger than the MPC had

soon provoke The Bank of Englonds

, shdrp drobiin consumer spénding, could
~ money in the shops. And these geniuses
_are supposed fo be ’ overseelng the

thought. Who would have thought
when mortgoge repayments increase,
and house values fall people spend less

raies for fear ofa much steeper fall.

economy! U

The slowdown in the housing market
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1905

The Russian Revolution of 1905
The Dress Rehearsal for Octoher

éy Alan Woods

. that period were con-
| nected with the Russo-

~ ward thrust of the
~_young and vigorous

A study of this remarkable period is
of great importance for anyone who
wishes to understand the dynamics
of revolution in general, and not
just in a particular case. Needless to
say, such an understanding is only
possible for those who have thor-
oughly grasped the method of
Marxism known as historical materi-
alism.

The most striking aspect of a
revolution is the speed with which
the masses learn. In general, the
working class does not learn from
books but from life itself. Events,
especially great events, are neces-
sary to permit the masses to throw
off the heavy burden of tradition,
habit and routine and to embrace
new ideas.

Most people do not like the idea
of change and still less of a violent
upheaval that transforms existing
conditions. They tend to cling to the
familiar ideas, the well-known insti-
tutions, the traditional morality and
religion. Those who call the existing
order into question are never popu-
lar with their contemporaries. We
see this dialectical process very
graphically in the events of 1905,
which Lenin described as a dress
rehearsal for the October Revolution
of 1917.

War and revolution

The stormy events of

rapidly exposed the inner rottenness
of Tsarism, which suffered a series
of humiliating defeats, culminating
in the fall of Port Arthur. Here, not
for the first or last time, war acted
as the catalyst for revolution.

The war between Russia and
Japan had no progressive content,
like all the other wars fought
between the different gangs of
imperialist robbers to determine
who should have possession of the
world's markets, raw materials and
spheres of influence. But wars, even
when they have a reactionary char-
acter, nevertheless serve to expose
mercilessly the weaknesses in the
existing order, laying bare the hid-
den fault lines that lie beneath the
surface of the social fabric and at a
certain point throwing great masses
into movement. That was the case
in 1905, and again in 1917, when
it led to the greatest social revolu-
tion in history. It was the case in the
latter stages of the Vietnam War,
and will be again in the case of
Iraq, which will inevitably produce
explosions at a certain stage - not
just in Europe but in the United
States itself.

In the early stages of the first
Russian Revolution the masses dis-
played a certain naivety. This is an

inevitable stage that we see in every

great revolution. We saw it at the

time of the February Revolution in
1917. We saw it again in Spain in
1931, with the fall of the Monarchy
and the proclamation of the
Republic. And we see it now in
Venezuela.

The masses learn slowly, from
events. They proceed empirically,
from a series- of successive approxi-
mations. Moreover, this process
does not proceed in a straight line:
every two steps forward is accompa-
nied by a step back. But the general
line is always to the left, from the
more moderate to the more radical.
This process provides great opportu-
nities to the most revolutionary ten-
dency, which can grow rapidly on
condition that it knows how to com-
bine revolutionary audacity with the
necessary factical flexibility and
retain its links with the masses at
every stage.

Weakness of the party

The tasks of the proletariat in the
Revolution would have been far
easier to achieve if there had exist-
ed a strong revolutionary Marxist
party before January 1905. But it
did not exist. The Russian Social
Democratic Party (RSDLP), which
stood for Marxism, had split in two

.in the Second Congress only two

years before. The two fac-
tions that emerged from
the split, the Bolsheviks

Japanese War of 1904-
5. The ambitions of
Russian Tsarism in Asia
clashed with the west-

Japanese imperialism,
which led it to invade
Manchuria and push

against the borders of
Russia in the Far East

and Mensheviks, were
both very weak on the
ground in Petersburg.
Their links with the work-
ing class were weak. They
represented a minority of
a minority of activists,
and were almost com-
pletely isolated. This situ-
ation is not unknown in
the history of the move-
ment. In fact, it is the
norm. As old Engels com-

and Siberia. The war

mented at the end of his
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life: "Marx and | were always in a
minority, and we were proud to be in a
minority."

The old Stalinist histories present a
picture of the Bolshevik Party standing at
the helm and guiding the Revolution at
every stage. The truth is that the begin-
ning of the revolution found the Party in
a lamentable state. On the eve of 1905
the Party was seriously weakened by
splits and arrests. The internal faction
fight had paralysed its activities. This is
reflected in the number of Bolshevik
leaflets issued in Petersburg in 1904:
only 11 for the whole year, as against
55in 1903 and 117 in 1905.

It often happens that the most politi-
cally advanced workers can be divorced
from the masses and can lose confi-
dence in them. Years of isolation, of
putting forward revolutionary positions
and getting no response, of beating
one's head against a brick wall, can
give rise to moods of scepticism that
can play a most damaging role when
conditions begin to change. Hence it
has happened more than once that the
most militant and revolutionary sections
of the activists has been left behind by
the masses, who have jumped over their
unsuspecting heads. It is even possible
that the "revolutionaries" may become
transformed at the critical moment into
a conservative barrier in the path of the
class.

Before the events of January, the
local Bolshevik leaders in Petersburg
displayed a pessimistic attitude and an
ingrained lack of confidence in the
workers. The so-called committee-men
(and women) showered Lenin with com-
plaints. They saw no evidence of a revo-
lutionary mood among the masses, only
backwardness and ignorance. As proof
of the hopelessness of the situation they
cited the fact that the overwhelming
majority of the workers were supporting
the reactionary "union” set up by the
priest Father Gapon with the support of
the Tsarist police chief, Zubatov.

Years later, after the victory of the
October Revolution, when Lenin was try-
ing to explain to the young and inexpe-
rienced cadres of the Communist
International the basics of Bolshevik tac-
tics, he cited the case of Gapon's union.
In his Marxist classic, Left Wing
Communism - an Infantile Disorder,
Lenin explained that Communists must
always conduct work in even the most
reactionary workers' organizations. He
said that the Bolsheviks had worked
even in police unions. This reference,
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which many people do not understand,
refers to Gapon's union, the so-called
"Assembly of Russian Factory and
Workshop Workers".

As a matter of fact, this is not entire-
ly accurate. The Bolsheviks in Petersburg
actually neglected work in this organiza-
tion, which they boycotted on the
grounds that it was a reactionary police
union. So it was, but as Lenin explains,
it was necessary to work even in such a
reactionary organization in order to tear
the workers away from the leadership.
Had the Petersburg Bolsheviks taken
Lenin's advice seriously, they would have
been in a far stronger position when the
Revolution began. But they suffered
from the well-known disease of all sec-
tarian ultra-lefts, who imagine that all
that is required to build a mass revolu-
tionary party is to proclaim it.

Lenin pointed out more than once
that the working class is always more
revolutionary than the most revolution-
ary party. This assertion at first sight
does not seem to correspond to the
facts, and least of all on the eve of the
1905 Revolution. The great majority of
the workers were conservative in out-
look. They were overwhelmingly reli-
gious - which partly explains their
boundless faith in Father Gapon. They
drank vodka. Most were monarchists
who believed unquestioningly in the
Tsar. When the Bolsheviks approached
the strikers with revolutionary leaflets
calling for a Republic, they often tore
them up and sometimes beat those who
were distributing them. Yet all this was
transformed into its opposite in the
space of 24 hours.

All*the efforts of the police and their
union stooges to tie the workers' move-
ment into a straitjacket of legal con-
straints were doomed to failure. The ris-
ing tide of discontent, which affected all
layers of society in the course of the
Russo-Japanese War, began to affect
even the most backward strata of the
working class. Up to this moment, the
opposition to Tsarism had mainly come
from the liberal intelligentsia and the
students. This is also a law. The intelli-
gentsia cannot play an independent role
in the revolution, but it is a sensitive
barometer of the tensions building up
within the deep recesses of society.

"The wind blows first through the
tops of the trees.” The ferment in society
was reflected in a ferment of opposition
among the intellectuals. The universities
became bastions of revolutionary
protest, and at a certain stage were

Father Gapon

opened:-up to the workers. They became
the centre of heated debates of ideas
and programmes, an important part of
the revolution vividly described in the
present book.

Bloody Sunday

The working class of Russia made its
first decisive entrance upon the stage of
history in a peaceful procession, with a
petition in its hands and a priest at its
head. In their hands they carried, not
red flags but religious icons. The aim of
the demonstration was to appeal to the
Tsar, the batyushka (the "Little father") to
improve their intolerable living condi-
tions.

These workers had no understanding
of politics. Many of them could barely
read or write. They were former peas-
ants who had only recently emigrated to
the cities in search of a better life - a
phenomenon that is all too familiar to
the masses in most of Latin America,
and that is now being reproduced on a
vast scale in the teeming cities of China.

This process of rapid development
had very revolutionary consequences. By
tearing millions of people from condi-
tions of rural backwardness that had
remained unchanged for a thousand
years, Russian capitalism destroyed the
social fabric that had provided a kind of
stability and identity to the Russian
peasant for centuries. Uprooted from
his natural environment, the former
peasant was hurled into the seething
cauldron of factory life. Under the
watchful eye of the overseer he learned
discipline and factory organization. He
learned to subject himself to the merci-
less rules of mass production. He there-
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fore learned to cast off the old peasant
tradition of individualism and egotism,
the narrow loyalties of family, village
and clan. He began to think of himself
as part of a broader community, the
working class, with common bonds of
interest and solidarity against the
exploiters.

The confused consciousness of the
masses is clearly expressed by their fer-
vent support for Father Grigorii Gapon.
Figures like this always emerge in the
first period of the revolution. With his
curious mixture of militancy and reli-
gion, class struggle and monarchism, it
corresponded to the first, confused
groping towards consciousness of mil-
lions of the most downtrodden layers of
society. The son of a peasant himself, he
faithfully expressed the confused striv-
ings of this layer in which the desire to
fight for a better life in this world is still
entangled with religious ideas and belief
in the Tsar.

The peaceful demonstration of the
Ninth of January was met with a hail of
bullets from the serried ranks of police
and soldiers. Unarmed men, women
and children were cut down without
mercy by mounted Cossacks. Nobody
knows how many were killed, but the
total figure is probably not less than a
thousand. This was the work of the Tsar,
who earned the nickname of Nicolas
the Bloody, but who is now being pre-
sented to the public opinion of the world
as some kind of saintly martyr of the
heartless Bolsheviks.

Every revolution is characterised by
lightening changes in the psychology of
the masses, in which things change into
their opposite. On the night of Bloody
Sunday, the very same
workers who had previ-

the Revolution unfolded through a
whole series of stages. New layers of
the class were continually drawn into
struggle. The soviets - those marvellous
organs of workers' power - were created
by the working class as flexible and
democratic organs of struggle. In their
inception they were simply extended
strike committees.

Once again, the local Bolshevik
leaders failed to grasp the significance
of the soviets. They displayed the same
sectarian attitude as they had earlier
shown towards the Gapon union. They
approached the Petersburg soviet with
an ultimatum: the workers must either
accept the programme and policies of
the Party, or else dissolve. As Trotsky
wrote, the workers present merely
shrugged their shoulders and proceed-
ed to the next point on the agenda,
whereupon, the Bolsheviks walked out
of the meeting.

From abroad, Lenin watched the
conduct of his comrades with a mixture
of frustration and dismay. Unlike them,
he understood very well the real signifi-
cance of the soviets, which he correctly
characterised as embryonic organs of
workers' power. He urged the Bolsheviks
to participate in the real movement of
the masses, and eventually they correct-
ed their mistake. But the damage was
already done. The Bolsheviks had lost a

lot of ground through their sectarianism.

The key figure in the Petersburg
Soviet was undoubtedly Leon Trotsky,
who at that time stood outside both the
Bolshevik and Menshevik factions but
was politically far closer to the former.
In the autumn the revolutionary wave
had reached its peak with an unprece-

dented strike wave. At the head of the
movement stood the proletariat, wield-
ing its classical weapon of struggle-the
general strike. "In its extent and acute-
ness," as Lenin later recalled, "the strike
struggle had no parallel anywhere in
the world. The economic strike devel-
oped into a political strike, and the lat-
ter into insurrection.” .

Throughout the October general
strike and November lockout all eyes
were on the St Petersburg Soviet. Here
was an extremely broad, democratic
and flexible organ of struggle. In the
course of the struggle, the soviets grad-
ually increased their functions and rep-
resentative scope. Through the Soviet,
the workers made use of the newly
found newly conquered freedom of the
press by the simple expedient of taking
over the printing presses. They com-
pelled the introduction of the eight-hour
day and even instituted workers' control
of production in some factories. They
formed a workers' militia and even
arrested unpopular police officers. In
addition fo numerous other tasks the
Soviet published Izvestiya Sovieta
Rabochikh Deputatov as its public
organ. Throughout all these dramatic
events, the author of most of the state-
ments and manifestos of the Petersburg
Soviet was Trotsky.

Whereas in 1917 there was no gen-
eral strike, in 1905 the general strike
was one of the most important weapons
of the working class. It was the means
whereby the Revolution measured its
own strength, organized itself and disor-
ganized the enemy, while simultaneous-
ly mobilizing new layers of the working
class in struggle.

The December

ously torn up the
Bolshevik leaflets sought
out the Bolsheviks (they
knew who they were) and
besieged them with one
insistent demand: "Give
us arms!"

Father Gapon was an
accidental and contradic-
tory figure. After the Ninth
of January, he called for
an armed insurrection
and even came close to
the Bolsheviks for a time.

The Soviets and the

Qctober Strike

In the next eleven months,
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The St. Petersburg Soviet of 1905.
Trotsky is the figure holding documents in the centre.

Insurrection

The main weakness of
the 1905 Revolution was
the fact that the move-
ment of the workers in
the cities did not receive
help from the peasantry
until it was too late. By
the end of December the
workers of Petersburg,
who had been in contin-
ual struggle since
January, were exhausted.
The workers of Moscow
now occupied the centre
stage. They moved in the
direction of an armed
insurrection, but unfortu-
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nately, the Petersburg proletariat was no
longer in a position to come to their
aid.

The bloody defeat of the December
insurrection in Moscow effectively
marked an end to the revolutionary
flood tide in the cities. But the
Revolution continued to spread long
afterwards in the villages. There were
peasant uprisings everywhere, accom-
panied by outbreaks of guerrilla war.
But without the victory of the workers in
the urban centres, it was doomed to
failure. Realising finally that this was no
longer on the agenda, Lenin called a
halt to guerrilla actions and prepared
the Party to face a period of reaction.

The defeat of the 1905 revolution
was a severe one. Thousands of revolu-
tionaries were executed, tortured,
imprisoned and exiled. The Party, which
had grown from a handful to a mass
force of hundreds of thousands, was
again reduced to a small and persecut-
ed underground organization. There
were arguments and splits. Lenin was in
a minority of one when he argued
against the ultra left policies of the
Bolshevik leaders who wished to boycott
parliament and refused to conduct legal
work in the trade unions.

So bleak was the situation that many
young comrades committed suicide,
believing that the Revolution was
doomed forever. Yet by 1911-12, the
reaction had reached its limits and a
new revolutionary wave had com-
menced. It was at this time that Lenin
and the Bolsheviks won the leadership
of the organized working class in
Russia.

In the past period we have lived
through a period of reaction - although
nothing on the scale of the reaction of
1907-11. Everywhere we see the same
tendency to retreat, to abandon the
positions of Marxism and Leninism. On
all sides we see the same moods of
scepticism and cynicism among the
middle class intellectuals, ex-
Communists and ex-Lefts. Our answer is
the same as that of Lenin and Trotsky in
a far more difficult period. We stand
firmly for the defence of the ideas, pro-
gramme and methods of Marxism, the
only scientific socialist ideology. And
events on a world scale are showing
that we are right to do so,

It is said that the darkest hour comes
just before the dawn. Beneath the sur-
face of black reaction, imperialist wars
and barbarism, new forces are matur-
ing and becoming stronger with every
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passing day. New revolutionary move-
ments are being prepared, like the
developing revolution in Venezuela. Just
as in every past revolution they will pass
through many phases, with many con-
fused ideas and contradictions. That is
not surprising. Is not life itself full of
contradictions?

On the basis of their experience, the
masses will seek out those ideas and
that programme that most faithfully
expresses their aspirations and wishes,
that most accurately expresses, not just
that which is, but that which must be.
Only the ideas and programme of revo-
lutionary Marxism can offer to the mass-
es the road they are seeking.Q
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| “A volume that shows Trotsk

Times 'Higher Educohon Su pplemerﬁ

~ Woods

Wellred Books are proud to announce
~ the republication of
1905 by Leon Trotsky

1905 was the year of the first Russian Revolution: the year of the “Bloody
Sunday” massacre, the storming of the Winter Palace, of the Potemkin mutiny
and of the Odessa strike. By the end of 1905 Leon Trotsky, then twenty-five, was
the dominant figure in the St Petersburg Soviet and the man on whom hopes of
revolution turned — hopes which were dashed after the arrest of the Soviet and
‘fhe exde of fn‘feen of its Eeaders, including Trofsky, to Siberia.

WOS wh:ch was one of Trotsky s early mosfe pleces is a series of essays based
on the events of that year, and also contains the first formulation of his celebrat-
ed theory of Permanent Revolution. Banned for more than sixty years in the Soviet
Union, it emerges as the pnme text of the revolution, being both a vivid descrip-

at his best - the man who could transform ‘instant
history’ into an enduring and monumental achievement

“The. presem‘ work by the great Russian revolutionary Leon Trotsky, the Cholrmon
of the Petersburg Soviet in 1905 and one of the principal actors in this fremen-
dous historical drama, is by far the most im

"

— Lionel Kochan in theiﬁ‘ '

- Alon

portant work on this subject.”
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Welired launches

Wellred Publications is proud to
announce the publication of a new
book by Alan Woods entitled
"Ireland: Republicanism and
Revolution". The book is a unique
account of the struggle for Irish free-
dom from its origins in the revolutionary-democratic move-
ment of Wolfe Tone to the present crisis within Republicanism.

The signing of the Good Friday Agreement and the subse-
quent ceasefire of the Provisional IRA after 30 years of armed
struggle raises the question: after so much sacrifice and
bloodshed, what has been achieved? Yet this question is
being studiously avoided by the leaders of Sinn Féin, who
have exchanged the armed struggle for a minister's portfolio.
Though they publicly deny it, the unification of Ireland is off
the agenda. The strategy, methods and tactics of non-socialist
Republicanism have ended in complete disaster.

Marxists have always been in favour of a united Ireland,
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The Venzzusian Revokution -

The Venezuelan

Revolution
A Marxist Perspective

This book by Alan Woods is essen-
tial reading for all those who want
to understand what is happening in
Venezuela today. But this is no mere
description of events. It is a powerful
Marxist analysis of the Venezuelan
Revolution, its weaknesses and
strengths, its contradictions and unique characteristics. The
book was not written with hindsight. Every chapter, beginning
with the coup of April 2002, was written as the events them-
selves were unfolding, and trace the winding course of the rev-
olution. They reflect the immediacy and lightning speed of
events happening before our very eyes.

Today Latin America is in the vanguard of world revolution-

but, following in the footsteps of James Connolly, have also
understood that this goal can only be achieved as part of the
struggle for a socialist Jreland and a socialist Britain. This can
only be brought about by class and revolutionary methods.
The prior condition is to unite the working class in struggle
and to return to the revolutionary traditions and programme
of Larkin and Connolly - the programme of the Irish Workers'
Republic.

The preface written by Gerry Ruddy, a leading member of
the Irish Republican Socialist Party, recommends the book to
all Republicans and socialists as a positive contribution to
today's debate over the future of Ireland.

"Serious revolutionaries, genuine Marxists, committed
Republicans will read this book with thoughtful interest. They
will give it the respect it deserves... We firmly believe that if
this book by Alan Woods begins a process by which
Republicans and socialists return to Connolly and the best
ideas of the Irish and international left, then the future strug-
gle for socialism in Ireland will be greatly advanced.”

- by

O Readers of Socialist Appeal are being given the offer
of purchasing these books at a special introductory price
(add 20% p&p):

Ireland: Republicanism and Revolution: £4.99
The Venezuelan Revolution : £5.99

Send your orders to Wellred PO Box 50525,
London E14 6WG (cheques payable to Wellred)

ary developments and, within the Latin American continent,
Venezuela stands out sharply as the country most affected by
this process. It would be no exaggeration to say that Venezuela
is now the key to the international situation. It therefore follows
that the class-conscious workers and youth in Britain and else-
where must closely follow the events in Venezuela and assist
the revolution with every means possible.

Alan Woods has been a consistent champion of the
Venezuelan Revolution since its inception. He helped initiate
the Hands Off Venezuela Campaign. He has held personal
discussions with President Hugo Chavez, which are recounted
in this book.

The author concludes that the Venezuelan Revolution can-
not stop half-way and holds up the perspective of a victorious
socialist fransformation. Only by expropriating the power of
the oligarchy can it succeed and spread to the rest of the
Continent. This is no foreign idea, but in essence is the vision
of Simon Bolivar in the context of the 21st century, of the cre-
ation of a democratic Socialist Federation of Latin America.
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THE NATIONAL Assembly of Pakistan
was disrupted on June 13 by a severe
dispute. As soon as the session of the
lower house of parliament started
Comrade Manzoor Ahmed, the Marxist
MP raised a point of order and chal-
lenged the Telecommunication Minister,
Awais Laghari on the army's occupation
of PTCL telephone exchanges and
installations, the arrest of hundreds of
striking workers, and on the whole
process of privatizing the PTCL.

Manzoor explained that the occupa-
tion of the PTCL revealed the dictatorial
nature of the regime. He also explained
that the role of the army had been
exposed because it was not being used
to defend the country, but to invade the
country's national assets and to crush
the people of Pakistan. This act exposed
the desperation and cowardice of the
regime. Manzoor warned that the priva-
tization of the PTCL, under the shadow
of army bayonets, would never be
accepted by the PTCL workers, or by the
working class in general. "We are not
afraid of the army, we fought it in the
past, and we will resist it now!"

Manzoor also publicly exposed the
massive arrest of PTCL workers, and
charged the state with harassing the
families of union activists. He then chal-
lenged the minister to a public debate
in parliament, on television, or any-
where the minister would like. Manzoor
also exposed the fact that the privatiza-
tion of the PTCL was being carried out
at the behest of imperialist institutions
such as the IMF and the World Bank. He
also explained that the present
Telecommunications Minister and the
regime were trying to force privatization
through in order to get huge commis-
sions and kickbacks from the various
multinationals that have been circling
around the PTCL like vultures. After the
point of order the Speaker of the House
asked the Minister to reply.

Awais Laghari was furious with rage.
He replied by saying that any damage
to PTCL installations would be consid-
ered as an attack on Pakistan and that
the striking workers would be prosecut-
ed under the Anti-Terrorist Act. The
opposition walked out after hearing this
statement, leaving half of the chamber
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Pakistan: Telecoms Workers Arrested -
Marxist MP Manzoor Ahmed challenges the I‘ﬂ!llllle

Report by Hina Za|n in Lahore

empty. One lone opposition MP
remained sitting in the opposition
benches - Manzoor Ahmed. He
remained at his post, taking notes on
the Minister's remarks. When the
Minister finished his speech, Manzoor
asked the Speaker for permission to
reply to the Minister. The Speaker at first
allowed Manzoor to speak. However, as
soon as he began to speak, some
greater force sent a signal to the
Speaker and Manzoor's microphone
was switched off. In protest the opposi-
tion, who had returned to the chamber
after the Telecom Minister's speech,
turned around and walked out again. In
his reply the Minister completely ignored
Manzoor's call for a public debate on
the issue of PTCL privatization.

No Compromise Possible

In reality, the agreement reached
between the state authorities and the
leaders of the Telecommunication
Workers' Action Committee on the night
of June 4 never materialized. Because
both sides are pushing in opposite
directions, no long-lasting compromise
is possible.

The weak dictatorship has totally
capitulated to the dictates of the IMF
and is hell bent on pushing forward with
privatization, while the PTCL workers, in
spite af being offered fabulous wage
and benefits increases refuse to accept
the privatization of the institution.

On the night of June 11, army and
paramilitary troops were sent in to occu-
py important PTCL buildings and instal-
lations. In the process of the occupation
hundreds of leading worker activists
were arrested. As the bosses had forced
the regime to restart the privatization
process, the workers put intense pres-
sure on the union leadership to restart
the strike. The situation is very tense at
the moment and reports are coming in
of a breakdown in the telecommunica-
tion system in several districts. Two hun-
dred and seventy thousand phones are
out of order and the workers are threat-
ening to cut fransmission lines between
maijor cities of the country tonight. The
army signal corps has been called in to
run the fibre optic network, however it is

doubtful whether they have the neces-
sary skills.

An emergency meeting of the -
PTUDC Executive Committee was called
for June 11 and 12. At this meeting a
strategy for stepping up the campaign
to mobilize other unions and institutions
in support of the striking PTCL workers
was discussed.

On June 12 press conferences of the
PTUDC were held at Peshawar, Karachi,
Hyderabad, Multan, Rahimyarkhan,
Quetta and other major cities in which
union leaders from different industries
and companies announced their total
support for the PTCL workers in their
struggle against privatization. The most
important press conference was held at
Comrade Manzoor's parliamentary
office in Islamabad. Seven other PPP
Members of Parliament attended this
widely covered press conference. The
MPs condemned the brutal intervention
of the army in the PTCL and demanded
the immediate release of the more than
500 arrested PTCL union activists. They
also demanded the reinstatement of the
29 PTCL union leaders who have been
fired for taking part in the strike. The
MPs then demanded an end to privati-
zation and demanded that the regime
accept the workers' demands.

The PTUDC calls on workers and
trade union activists worldwide to
protest against this aftack.

John McDonnell MP is submitting an
Early Day Motion to Parliament on this
important question. We also appeal to
our readers to let your voices be heard!

® For the immediate withdrawal of
all army and paramilitary forces
from PTCL premises!

@ No to the privatisation of PTCL!

Please send messages of protest fo:
Awais Leghari, Minister Telecom and
Information Technology,
minister@moift.gov.pk and
aleghari@moitt.gov.pk

Junaid Khan, President PTCL,
president@ptcl.com.pk

M.Shahzad Sadan, Senior Vice
President PTCL, sevphr@ptcl.com.pk
With copies to info@ptudc.org
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Bolivia

Bolivia: New President Tries To Divert The
Movement Towards Parliamentary Trap

7 By Jorge Martin

AFTER THREE weeks of a struggle that
had acquired revolutionary dimensions,
Bolivia now has a new president and
the workers and peasants are discussing
how to continue the struggle.

On June 9th Vaca Diez, president of
parliament, tried to get parliament to
elect him as president of the republic
after the resignation of Mesa (his resig-
nation had to be accepted by parlia-
ment in order to be effective). A govern-
ment of Vaca Diez would have meant
bringing the army out to restore "order".
This was the preferred option of the US
embassy.

The Mesa government had proved
completely incapable of stopping the
increasingly radicalised movement of
workers and peasants. The strike move-
ment had spread from El Alto and La
Paz to other regions, such as Potosi and
Cochabamba, and roadblocks had
been set up at more than 100 points on
the country's road network.

In El Alto, on June 8th, the mass
organisations of the workers and the
inhabitants of this working class city to
the north of La Paz, had established a
People's Assembly which threatened to
become a body of workers' power and
an alternative to the rule of the capital-
ists. The ruling class was prepared to
discard Mesa and use the army to put
an end to the mobilisations.

On their part, Mesa and the leader
of the MAS, Moradles, favoured the pres-
ident of the Supreme Court Eduardo
Rodriguez as a replacement for presi-
dent. Technically, for this to happen
both Vaca Diez and Cossio (presidents
of both houses of parliament) had to
resign as well. The argument in favour
of Rodriguez is that he would have a
constitutional duty to call early elections.
This alternative did not mention either
the Constituent Assembly (which the
MAS leaders have presented as the way
forward) or nationalisation of oil and
gas (the main demand of the move-
ment). Mesa understood that using the
army against the people could further
aggravate the crisis, pushing the more
moderate sections of the movement into
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supporting a strategy of workers' power.

In order to prevent the installation of
Vaca Diez, who had moved the parlia-
ment to the "safer" Sucre (away from the
radicalised workers and peasants in La
Paz), all sections of the movement unit-
ed in an effort to blockade Sucre and
prevent this from happening.

This manoeuvre enraged the masses
even further and gave new strength to
the movement. A 60,000 strong cabildo
abierto in Cochabamba (where the MAS
is strongest) passed a resolution which
included the following lines: "the cabildo
of the people of Cochabamba has
decided to set up the People's Assembly
and to build a government of workers
and peasants, following the lines of the
enlarged meeting of the COB and the
meeting of the El Alto Neighbourhood
Juntas (FEJUVE)". The resolution also
contained other points more in line with
the position of the MAS leadership (such
as the demand for a constituent assem-
bly) but it was clear that the main aim
was nationalisation of hydrocarbons.
This was a highly significant indication
of the radicalisation of even those sec-
tions of the movement which had joined
the struggle more recently and in areas
where the leadership of the MAS still
commtands great authority.

At the demonstration in La Paz on
the same day there was a strong pres-
ence of factory workers. Max Tola,

workers' leader at the Cerveceria brew-
ery, one of the largest factories in La
Paz, said: "No political solution can be
forthcoming from within the bour-
geoisie. What we are talking about here
is nationalisation and the taking of
power by the workers. Our slogan is
workers and peasants to power."
(Econoficiasbolivia.com, June 9th).

" Ndtiohalisation

Francisco Quispe, leader of the La Paz
Factory Workers Federation, said: "If
there is no nationalisation we will con-
tinue with the mobilisation.
Nationalisation is the only way forward
to create more sources of employment,
to end the hunger and misery that is
killing us. The only solution is for us
workers to take power" (ibid). One of
the main characteristics of the move-
ment, particularly in La Paz and El Alto
has been precisely the discrediting not
just of this or that bourgeois politician,
but of the whole institution of bourgeois
democracy.

By the time the session of Parliament
was supposed to start there was a huge
mass of people on the streets of Sucre
(including miners, peasants, teachers,
etc). After a while the masses blockaded
the airport as well and the airport work-
ers also joined the strike, so that mem-
bers of parliament (who had had to fly
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in, as all main roads were blockaded)
would not be able to leave Sucre with-
out the permission of the masses. The
session was suspended. Then in the
afternoon news came in of the death of
a miner in a clash with the army when
the army had tried to remove a road-
block. Tension increased even more.
Vaca Diez went to hide in some military
barracks, while the MPs returned to the
safety of their hotels. Power was really in
the streets and the country was awash
with rumours of a military coup.

Finally, in the evening the attempt to
impose Vaca Diez as president col-
lapsed. The death of the miner at the
roadblock had radicalised the move-
ment in such a way that the swearing in
of Vaca Diez could have precipitated an
all-out insurrection. In a very short ses-
sion Vaca Diez and Cossio resigned and
Rodriguez was elected as president. The
way the ceremony was carried out
reflected very well the fact that this was
done under the pressure of the masses
on the streets; any semblance of consti-
tutional pomp was lost. The choir that
sang the national anthem was out of
tune and the few MPs present could not
do any better. The new president did not
receive the official presidential band,
nor the presidential "baton", since these
were still in the hands of Mesa who
remained in La Paz. The session was
short and most Members of Parliament
looked quite scared. It was a graphic
expression of the class balance of forces
in the country. The masses had actually
enforced through the mass mobilisation
on the streets their right to veto any
decision taken by parliament.

The masses in Sucre saw this as a
victory and duly celebrated the fact.
However, the movement could have
gone much further had it not been for
the position of the leaders of the MAS,
who lent their support to this bourgeois
manoeuvre and used their authority to
make it happen. The MAS leaders
immediately issued an appeal for the
lifting of the roadblocks and for an end
to the strike, and this was indeed being
carried out in those areas where they
have the strongest influence.
Immediately, Rodriguez received the
support of the US embassy, the employ-
ers' federation and the Catholic Church.
The leaders of the El Alto COR, Patana,
and the El Alto teachers' federation,
Soruco, immediately replied that the
"struggle is for the nationalisation of the
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hydrocarbons, not to change one clown
for another" and they stated that they
would continue the struggle.

On June 10th, an emergency
assembly in El Alto decided to continue
the struggle. "Regardless of who is the
president we will continue the struggle.
We were not asking for Mesa's resigna-
tion but for the nationalisation of gas;
no truce," said Abel Mamani, president
of the FEJUVE. (Econoticiasbolivia.com,
June 10th). "The aim of nationalisation
has not been achieved. In power
nobody wants to even deal with it. Not
even Evo who only mentioned it right at
the end when his own ranks were
already going beyond him" said Patana
of the El Alto COR.

“We should not let
ourselves be fooled”

"El Alto has already lived through this
kind of political transition when Mesa
replaced Losada and continued to rule
in favour of the multinationals and the
rich. We will not make the same mistake
with Rodriguez," said Alvarez, leader of
the La Paz urban teachers. "We should

not let ourselves be fooled by the bour- 7

geois manoeuvres that have put into
power [Rodriguez], the former advisor to
the US embassy and law firm partner to
Sanchez Berzain [Losada's minister
responsible for the massacre in El Alto
in October 2003]," said Wilma Plata of
the La Paz Teachers' Union (ibid). The
emergency meeting in El Alto decided to
give Rodriguez a 72-hour deadline to
nationalise oil and gas.

Representatives of the peasants and
indigenous peoples in the 20 provinces
of La Paz adopted the same line and
decided to maintain the blockades and
mobilisations and not to grant
Rodriguez any truce. "They have just
changed one clown for another." The

leaders of the Tupak Katari peasant
workers' union added that, "In 2003 we
already let Mesa in and we did not
achieve anything, they are not going to
fool us again this time." (Bolpress).

On, their part, zooperative miners in
La Paz decided to give the new govern-
ment a 10-day deadline and suspend
the mobilisations in the meantime. They
said, "the new government has as its
main task the nationalisation of oil and
gas and the calling of a Constituent
Assembly" but they warned that "the
miners have been here and we will be
back if necessary".

The Coordinadora del Agua vy el
Gas in Cochabamba also decided to
grant a truce quoting the tiredness of
the masses after 20 days of mobilisation
and also to give time to hear what
Rodriguez had to say. In their statement
it was also made clear that the main
demands have not been achieved
(nationalisation of hydrocarbons and
the establishment of a Constituent
Assembly). It also pointed out the need
to build self-government of the people
for the next mobilisation and said that
next time it will not be enough to take
over and blockade oil and gas installa-
tions but that they should be able to run
them to the benefit of the people.

The MAS peasant leader Loayza
gave the new president a ten-day dead-
line to respond to the demands of the
movement. Meanwhile MAS leaders,
and particularly Evo Morales, spoke on
the radio and TV appealing to the
masses to lift the roadblocks and end
the strike.

In the next few days it will become
clearer which of the two strategies wins
more support in the movement, the one
favoured by the MAS leaders of.a truce
and confidence in the new government
of Rodriguez, or that of the COB and El
Alto of no truce and continuation of the
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struggle as it is.

It is probable that the first one will
gather more momentum. They have
in their favour the support of the
media, the Catholic Church, etc, the
authority that Morales still commands,
particularly outside of La Paz and El
Alto, and among important layers of
the masses (coca peasants, coopera-
tive miners), and finally the natural
feeling of tiredness amongst the more
radical sections which are at the same
time the ones that have been out the
longest.

On Sunday 13, there was a meet-
ing between representatives of El Alto
and the new president Rodriguez. The
president explained to the workers'
and neighbourhood leaders that he
could not do anything about the main
demand of the movement, nationali-
sation of gas and oil, because that
would be the responsibility of the new
parliament that would be elected in
early elections. This is quite an accu-
rate description of the role of
Rodriguez, i.e. to divert the mass
movement of workers and peasants
away from revolutionary mobilisations
on the streets into the safer terrain of
bourgeois democracy.

The representatives of the FEJUVE,
the El Alto COR and others expressed
themselves in very strong terms at the
end of the meeting. The FEVUJE is
marching today in La Paz, and tomor-
row the contingents of the El Alto
COR will take their turn and will hold
a cabildo abierto mass public meeting
to discuss the course of the struggle.

However, this time it is unlikely that
there will be a protracted process like
previously with Mesa (who managed
to stay in power for 18 months). It will
most likely be a shorter process.
Unlike in October 2003, where the
focus of the movement was against
the sale of gas to Chile, this time the
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demand
of the
move-
ment
was
clearer,
sharper
and
with a
much
higher
political
content:
nation-
alisation
of gas and oil. The masses have
already gone through the experience
of having a revolutionary movement
derailed into parliamentary politics
and have seen that it does not work.
The idea of the need for a workers'
and peasants' government, has now
sunk deep roots in the minds of wide
layers of workers and peasants, par-
ticularly in El Alto and La Paz, but also
throughout the rest of the country. The
creation of the National Originaria
Peoples' Assembly is an extraordinary
step forward for the movement, even
though it is still in embryonic form
and commands limited regional politi-
cal authority. Rodriguez will be unable
to satisfy the demands of the mass. At
most, for a period of time, he will
paper over the massive fault linc of
class struggle which divides Bolivian
society. This will push the more mod-
erate layers of the masses towards a
more radical position.

The next battle could be a decisive
one. The People's Assembly must be
given content and there should be a
conscious working class strategy to
split the army and the police. The
political lessons of this phase of the
struggle must be assimilated by the
masses of workers and peasants. The
task is now to build, on the basis of
the most advanced revolutionary
activists, an organisation capable of
leading the masses to victory next
time. In the words of the leader of the
miners' federation Zubieta: "We must
continue to build this parallel govern-
ment with the aim of building our own
power and installing a workers' and
peasants' government. Unfortunately
what has been missing is a revolution-
ary leadership within the organisa-
tions in El Alto capable of developing
the understanding that we need to
rule ourselves." O

Stop Press:

Byy Ramon Sa“‘mblas

AFTER WEEKS of roadblocks; clashes
between the workers, peasants and stu-
dents on the one hand and fascist bands
and the police on the other; general strike
and a situation of dual power in some
areas, the situation in Bolivia has calmed
down for the moment. The MAS
(Movement Towards Socialism) leadership,
headed by Evo Morales, has led the
colossal movement of the Bolivian revolu-
tion into a constitutional channel that
does not threaten capitalism. The most
moderates layers’of the movement have
swapped the streets for parliamentary

_intrigues and manoeuvres. However, 10

days after the swearing in of Eduardo
Rodriguez as the new President of Bolivia
things have not improved at all. None of
the different factions of the Bolivian oli-
garchy can reach an agreement on any of
the terms of the election of the much
vaunted Constituent Assembly. Some voic-
es within the MAS have threatened to go

back to the roadblocks and protests if

there is no agreement on this question.

Nonetheless, the Constituent Assembly
was never the aim of the Bolivian masses.
The Bolivian workers, peasants, students
and urban poor took to the streefs fo

_nationalise the hydrocarbons now in the

hands of the multinational companies.

The puppet parliament and the stooge
president of Bolivia will not sort out the

problem because they are in reality the
representatives of the problem — capital-
ism. The masses can and will go back to
the protests and roadblocks at a certain
stage because the movement was never
defeated and parliament cannot offer a
satisfactory way out for the masses. If this
takes place, the most moderate
’ “!eadershnp represem‘ed by

st ruen’r Assembly.

; ‘wer fo ’rhe Popular Assemblies!

“No frust in fhe puppet parliament!

' 11;: Keep up 10 dofe wn‘h the latest devel-
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Defend the Bolivian Revolution!

IN THE Latin American country of
Bolivia, a workers and peasants revolu-
tion is under way following mass
demonstrations calling for the nationali-
sation of energy and a political general
strike has paralysed the Bolivian ruling
class. To be sure, the ongoing situation
in Bolivia, like that of Venezuela, is
barely reported in the Western bour-
geois media - or if it is, it is reported
wrongly. But the Bolivian and

Venezuelan revolutions are indeed an
inspiration to the labour and progres-
sive movements everywhere.

Without doubt Bolivia and Venezuela

speak the last word on the myth that
socialism and communism are finished -
as they do on the equally false premise
that the working class and its allies can-
not run society. The revolutionary situa-
tions now unfolding in Latin America
also demonstrate that capitalism's sur-
vival strategy of maintaining a 'relatively'
affluent centre at the expense of an
enormously impoverished periphery (the
so-called 'Third World') is beginning to
unwind, and once again at its weakest
link - in the twenty first century, in this
era of globalization - where the
extremes of wealth and poverty are
most glaringly obvious; and, where it is
self-evident, capitalism cannot provide
the solutions to the most pressing prob-
lems confronting humanity.

What was once rational and 'real'
appears no longer so. Capitalism has
long since outlived its historically pro-
gressive role, and is therefore no longer
rational'. As the Bolivian revolution
shows, the prevalent capitalist 'reality' is
threatened to be terminated by the new
necessity, which in turn, will become
real and rational and therefore neces-
sary in the course of its own develop-
ment: a genuine democratic socialism
and communism of the Bolivian workers
and peasants. This new necessity of
socialism and communism which was
posed during the course of Marx and
Engels' lifetime, is being proved forceful-
ly again today in the Bolivian and
Venezuelan revolutions on the Latin
American continent. And the .New Left
critics and everyone else who can only
view socialism and communism through
the prism of Stalinism will be forced to
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rethink their positions!

The socialism and communism of
the twenty first century is precisely that
of Marx, Engels, Lenin, Trotsky and the
best of their followers. However, the
Bolivian working class and its allies
have yet to seize political power, but the
conditions are favourable for that
seizure as Socialist Appeal's Alan Woods
points out. The creation of the Bolivian
People's Assembly and the establishment
of a revolutionary HQ in the city of El
Alto is a giant step forward from which
to expose the illegitimacy of bourgeois
political institutions."And the moral
authority displayed by the masses in the
streets is forcing splits within the repres-
sive apparatus of the state. These are
two vital conditions for the success of
the revolution. The absence of a distinc-
tive Marxist revolutionary party is
nonetheless worrying, but a revolution-
ary party can perhaps be quickly con-
strucied out of the most class conscious
elements who intend to carry through
and implement the policies stipulated in
the People's Assembly (see below).

The People’s Assembly

On the other hand, the capacity for
working class self-organisation is anoth-
er favourable sign for the revolution's
success. And having seized power, the
nationglisation of the energy industry
must clearly be shown to be a first step.
Other expropriations and what Marx
calls, 'despotic inroads on the rights of
property’ must surely follow, and the
workers' and peasants' government must
not hold back on dealing with their
class enemies - the population of Miami
must be forced to swell with the
refugees of Bolivian capital and land-
lordism.

The Bolivian People's Assembly,
established following the 'First Enlarged
Meeting of the National Originaria
People's Assembly of Bolivia, stands on
the following resolutions, and they are
worth quoting in full:

'The transnational corporations,
North American imperialism and the
treacherous rulers of the Bolivian state
have plunged the whole nation into a
deep political, economic and social cri-

sis, with the country currently on the
verge of total collapse. The aroused
masses in the city of El Alto and
throughout the country have a decisive
role to play: to save the country through
a people's’government elected from
below and with real accountability.

1) That the city of El Alto be the
General Headquarters of the Bolivian
Revolution in the XXI century.

2) To create a United Leadership of
the Originaria National Peoples'
Assembly as an INSTRUMENT OF
POWER, .at the heqd of the Federation
of Neighbourhood Juntas of El Alto
(FEJUVE), the Regional Workers' Union
of El Alto (COR), the Bolivian Workers'
Union (COB), the United Trade Union
Confederation of Peasant Workers of
Bolivia (CSUTCB), the Trade Union
Confederation of Artisan Workers, Smailll
Traders of Bolivia, the Trade Union
Federation of Mine Workers of Bolivia,
the Interprovincial Transport Federation
of La Paz and the other mobilised sociall
organisations in the inferior of the coum-
try.

3) To create SUPPLY, SELF DEFENCE,
PRESS AND POL.TICAL Committees
whose aim is to guarantee the success
of the organised peoples' organisations.

4) We reiterate that our struggle for
the NATIONALISATION AND INDUSTRI-
ALISATION OF HYDROCARBONS is
non-negotiable.

5) To organise the formation of
Peoples' Assemblies in every department
under the leadership of the COB, the
Departmental Workers' Federation, and
the delegates elected from the rank and
file in mass meetings and cabildos.

6) To reject all manoeuvres of the
ruling class either through a constitiu-
tional succession or elections involvimg
the same old "politicians".

In the city of El Alto, the eighth day
of June of two thousand and five.

[Note: 'Originaria refers to the "orig-
nal" inhabitants of the country before
Spanish colonisation, i.e., the indige-
nous people] "

Signed
John Kelly, Tyneside.
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Europe

Deep crisis hits the European Union

By Maarten Vanheuverswyn

"Nations have no permanent friends or

enemies, only permanent interests."

Lord Palmerston, British Foreign Minister,
1846-1851

"People will tell you next that Europe is
not in a crisis. It is in a deep crisis," said
Luxemburg's Prime Minister Jean-Claude
Juncker, who currently holds the EU
presidency. Last week's European sum-
mitiended in tears as negotiations on
the European Union budget collapsed.
The usual diplomatic talk was nowhere
to be seen on what will become known
as the summit where the whole integra-
tion process in the EU got halted in its
tracks. Jacques Chirac, the president of
France, made no bones about placing
the blame for the meeting's failure on
British Prime Minister Tony Blair, whom
he accused of "national egoism". Blair in
turn used his closing press conference to
shoot back at French accusations that
Britain lacked a "European spirit", mak-
ing-the tart remark that "Europe isn't
owned by anybody".

What was all the song and dance
abeute On the face of it, the summit's
failure was the result of disagreements
over. the financing of the EU budget for
2007-13. However, the budget was only
one particular issue dividing the differ-
ent:nations participating in the summit.

Saying that the recent rejection of
the European Constitution in both
France and the Netherlands has had
tremendous ramifications is stating the
obvious. Indeed, three weeks ago, the
Thalys. train that connects Paris with
Amsterdam via Brussels, the much trum-
peted symbol of the borderless Europe
that the -leaders of the European Union
allegedly-want to build, was pushed vio-
lently-off the rails. The Paris-Brussels-
Amsterdam route became the fault-line
for a-European political earthquake.
Despite the insistence of José Manuel
Bajgeso and Josep Borrell, presidents of
the European Commission and the
European Parliament, that the constitu-
tion was not dead and that ratification
must continue, after the French and
Dbigifr-no" vote the constitution is now
as dead as a dodo.

sbizleast, that is what one would
think, after all, for the constitution to
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come into force, all 25 members of the
EU need to ratify it. However, last year a
declaration was attached that if, two
years later, four-fifths of countries had
ratified the constitution, but some had
"encountered difficulties" (that is, when
the people democratically rejected this
reactionary piece of paper crammed
into their throats), an EU summit would
be held to "consider the situation". What
is needed now, apparently, is a period
for "stock-taking, debate and explana-
tion". Last year's declaration was the
basis for Juncker's insistence that ratifi-
cation must continde. Never mind that
of the nine countries that have already
ratified the constitution, only Spain did
so via a referendum.

The Constitution is dead -
long live the Constitution!

Officially, the EU leaders claimed to
have reached a deal on the constitution
at last week's summit. The same Mr
Juncker who acknowledged that Europe
is now going through a very serious cri-
sis, claimed that the constitution is still
alive and might still come into force.
How does he square this contradiction?
The argument goes that the document
was a carefully balanced compromise
and could not be amended, despite the
negative verdicts of the French and
Dutch, voters, who he claimed had been
"confused" and "ill-informed". Hence he
announced that there would be a pause
in the ratification process, "to allow a
broader debate among European citi-
zens". In other words, think again, peo-
ple of France and the Netherlands!
Although most European leaders would
like to see the French and Dutch vote
again on the same constitution, this is
unlikely as this would put President
Chirac and Dutch Prime Minister
Balkenende in a very difficult position in
their own countries. However, as The
Economist commented, "it is clear that in
Mr Juncker's mind - and he was sup-
ported in his arguments by the presi-
dents of the European Commission and
the European Parliament - there can
only be one acceptable outcome of this
debate: eventual ratification of the con-
stitution." (June 18, 2005)

Democracy, you see, is a dangerous
thing. From a bourgeois point of view, it
is all well and good to have people cast
their vote as long gs their fundamental
interesis remain untouched. As a wise
man once said: "The oppressed are
allowed once every few years to decide
which particular representatives of the
oppressing class are to represent and
repress them." In June 2001, for exam-
ple, there was the spectacle of Ireland
holding a referendum on the Nice
treaty, but to the government's embar-
rassment voters rejected it. That did not
stop that same government holding the
same referendum another time, thus
artificially pushing through a "yes" vote.

Things are no different with the
European Constitution. Initially, govern-
ment officials were very confident that
they would easily get away with the con-
stitution so why not have some referen-
dums giving it at least a semblance of
democracy? Nobody was really interest-
ed in this constitution anyway and with
a massive propaganda campaign in the
mass media no real difficulties were to
be expected. Things turned out differ-
ently, however, because the bourgeois in
Europe underestimated the seething
resentment of their own population.
After the electoral disasters of almost
every ruling government party in the
European elections, they should have
known better. It is one thing to control
the media and use it to disseminate a
non-stop stream of propaganda; it is
another thing to keep control of what
people really think after the increasingly
blatant attacks on their living standards,
pensions, social security, etc.

The crux of the problem is that the
French and Dutch "no" vote may well
have set a precedent. Referendums in
Poland, the Czech Republic, Denmark
or Britain would probably lead to further
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rejections. Hence Luxemburg will likely
cancel its planned referendum on July
10, while Britain, the Czech Republic,
Denmark, Ireland and Portugal will
probably do the same thing.

For the moment, it looks like the
European leaders have decided to post-
pone any real decision on the matter.
The one agreement on the summit may
have been a resolution on the ratifica-
tion process for the constitution but
because of its vagueness the statement
boils down to a mere declaration of
"good intentions". Member states are
supposed to have the freedom to define
their own tempo in ratifying the constitu-
tion. The November 2006 deadline for
ratifying the charter has been aban-
doned and an "evaluation" will be made
instead. Those who want to go faster
are allowed to do so. Those who want
to go slower will be free to do so as
well. Above all, the text says, a period
of reflection will be needed to win back
the "confidence of the citizens". In other
words, nothing has been solved and all
underlying contradictions will only come
back with a vengeance in the future.

The bone of contention at the sum-
mit was essentially about money. At the
moment, Britain gets two-thirds of its net
contribution to the EU budget paid back
as a rebate. This was the stick Chirac
tried to use to hit Britain as he demand-
ed the abolition of the rebate, claiming
that otherwise Britain would not pay its
share of the cost of enlarging the EU.
The fact that President Chirac launched
a frontal attack on Britain's rebate can
only partly be explained as a diversion
tactic he used after the constitution fias-
co in France. Whatever the different
reasons are for the collapse of the sum-
mit, the real causes are to be found in
the fundamental economic contradic-
tions that are present between the EU
member states. These have been exac-
erbated over the years by the prolonged
economic crisis throughout Europe. On
top of that, different member states are
also pursuing contradictory foreign poli-
cies. The Irag war, splitting the Union
right in the middle, was only the clearest
example of this.

Now we have the spectacle of
European leaders hurling recriminations
at each other who are supposed to con-
vey a message of unity for the
"European project".

The ltalian welfare minister, Roberto
Maroni, has renewed calls for a referen-
dum on whether the country should
abandon the Euro and reintroduce the
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lira.

How could it be otherwise? The
weaker economies in particular have
suffered from the adoption of the com-
mon currency. In the past they could get
out of an economic crisis by resorting to
devaluation. Now this is impossible so
each government has to seek a solution
at home, which inevitably means a poli-
cy of savage deflation and unemploy-
ment. In that sense, the words of
Maroni are merely the recognition that
the Euro has put severe limits on the
policies of the ltalian government and
the ruling classes of Europe in general.

In order to come to grips with what
is happening now, it is important to
bear in mind how exceptional the peri-
od of the last fifty years was.

The tensions that now exist between
different member states of the European
Union in another period would have
already led to war. In the past, even
more innocent bust-ups like the recent
one between Chirac and Blair could
easily have provoked a war. This is
obviously not the case today - and
diplomacy will probably be pushed
again in the next few months - but it is
clear that something fundamental has
changed in the relationships between
the different European nation states.

The Common Market

After the Second World War Europe lay
in ashes. Its weakness was the main fac-
tor that led to the setting up of the
European Comsmon Market, also known
as the European Economic Community.
European nations like France and
Germany, which was totally ruined after
the war, had to establish a political and
economic counterweight against the
USA and Japan. On their own, the sep-
arate European powers were not able to
compete effectively with the economic
domination of America and Japan,
which had emerged strengthened out of
the war. It was necessary to pool
resources and arrive at an agreement to
share a common market, first in steel
and coal, then in other products. This
was a tacit recognition of the fact that
under modern conditions, the nation
state has turned into a reactionary fetter
on the development of the productive
forces.

Although the broad analysis made

rby the Marxists has been proved to be

correct, the expansion of the European
Union from six countries to 25, and the
integration of their economies has gone
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far further than we originally anticipat-
ed. This was mainly due to the develop-
ment of world trade and the general
upswing in world capitalism in the peri-
0d-1948-74, from which they all bene-
fited.

As late as 2004, ten more countries,
mainly Eastern European, joined the
European Union. More than ever the
illusion was created of an irresistible
movement in the direction of a united
Europe. Nevertheless, the internal con-
tradictions remain and will inevitably
emerge in a period of economic down-
swing. The present crisis will probably
stall the process of enlargement of the
EU. Politicians are openly doubting
whether further enlargement is a good
idea, and it looks unlikely now that a
country like Turkey will receive full EU
membership.

It istunlikely thdt the EU will break up
completely because of the need to
defend their markets against the USA
and Japan. The European capitalists are
forced to hang together, in order not to
end up hanging separately. All that is
left to them will be a series of bilateral
agreements and shifting alliances,
which would be very unstable situation
pregnant with all kinds of explosions.

The common thread uniting all the
EU countries is that they all have to deal
with an economy that is going downhill.
Everywhere there is foo much capacity:
there is too much steel, too many cars
and even the disgusting spectacle of too
much food they have to throw away. It is
necessary fo cut back, to close down, to
cease production, and, particularly in
the case of the heavily subsidised farm-
ers, even to pay people not to produce!
Factories are closed down as if they
were matchboxes; millions are put out
of work; whole communities are thrown
into disarray.

In every single member state of the
European Union, the government is
slashing state expenditure. By what
means do the European capitalists pro-
pose to reduce unemployment? By low-
ering taxes that only benefit the rich; by
slashing social benefits and unemploy-
ment pay to force the jobless to accept
low-paid employment; by removing all
restrictions on sacking workers ("labour
flexibility"); by promoting part-time and
"hamburger jobs" with no protfection and
low wages.

Back in 1992, the Maastricht treaty
was not about European unity, but
merely served as an excuse for carrying
out an attack on living standards and
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public spending. The real reason was
the burning need to reduce the very
high public debt which absorbs a dis-
proportionate amount of the wealth of
society and has become a monstrous
ulcer gnawing at the bowels of the sys-
tem. The public debt of Italy now
amounts to 105 percent of their Gross
Domestic Product (GDP), and that of
Belgium equals a staggering 130 per-
cent of GDP This cannot be sustained.
The interest repayments on these debts
swallow up a great part of the national
budget and hang like a Sword of
Damocles above individual govern-
ments, which now have very litlle room
for manoeuvring. Without these repay-
ments, most of these countries would
have a budget surplus.

Instead, the tough Maastricht criteria
were a recognition that if Europe contin-
ues with its present ever-growing deficits
and public debt, there will be an explo-
sion of inflation. Hence from a capitalist
point of view, the only option is to put
the burden for this entirely on the shoul-
ders of the working class of Europe.
However, every action has its reaction,
and the attempt to go back to the "clas-
sical" period of capitalism will provoke
an unprecedented upsurge in the class
struggle.

Every one of the European countries is
faced with a crisis in the economic,
social and political plane, which they
will have to deal with sooner rather than
later.

Anyone interpreting the above lines
as an anti-European position is mistak-
en. Socialists are not against a united
Europe. We are one hundred percent in
favour of unity, and fight the nationalist
and racist poison that is creeping into
the debate. The key question is: unity on
which basis? It is necessary to approach
this question very concretely and to look
at the present discrepancy between the-
ory and practice.

In theory, the "European proj-
ect" looks very nice and logical.
The problem is that the capitalist
system is anything but logical.
Take for example the Euro. In
the abstract, the idea of a com-
mon European currency makes
a lot of sense. It saves a lot of
money, streamlines trade, facili-
tates long-term economic plan-
ning and investment decisions
and eliminates a whole series of
unnecessary and wasteful opera-
tions. However, in practice, on a
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capitalist basis, it is proving to be a dis-
aster. At this moment all the national
currencies are locked into a rigid sys-
tem. No national government is allowed
to alter the agreed exchange rate and
to get out of a crisis by devaluing its
currency. If a country like ltaly were to
hold a referendum tomorrow about
going back to the lira, the vast majority
of the people would undoubtedly sup-
port this for a very simple reason: peo-
ple can see that since the introduction of
the Euro prices have gone up by leaps
and bounds. The question of the Euro
cannot be dealt with in the abstract.
Who is introducing it and why is it being
infroduced? Everybody with eyes to see
can see how its implementation is being
used to carry through attacks on living
standards.

For a Socialist United States of Europe!

Yes, we are very much in favour of a
united Europe since the nation state has
outlived its historical role and is now
only a fetter on further development. But
do we want the present capitalist body
that is alien to the mass of the people
that live within its borders2 There is a
very good reason why people look with
suspicion on the "bureaucrats in
Brussels". They can feel that this body is
not theirs. It is under the control of the
major European imperialists, in particu-
lar the German and the French capital-
ists and their junior partners such as
ltaly and Spain. The present way is @
dead-end and can offer no solution for
the mass of the workers, peasants,
unemployed, pensioners and small
business people

So-called lefts having illusions about
the "progressive nature" of the EU (usu-
ally put forward as a "friendly alterna-
tive" to the United States) stubbornly
overlook the fact that part of the reason
for the EU's existence is also for the pur-
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pose of the continued exploitation of the
former European colonies in Africa, the
Caribbean etc. The only difference is
that this is joint exploitation, as opposed
to the old one-to-one relationship of a
colony to its imperial masters. This time
the plunder is carried out through the
mechanism of trade, as opposed to the
direct robbery perpetrated under mili-
tary rule. The ex-colonies are used as a
source of cheap raw materials. In the
period of economic upswing, the capi-
talists of Europe also needed cheap
labour so they encouraged the immi-
gration of a large number of workers
from the former colonies in Africa, Asia
and the Caribbean. Now, in the down-
swing, they can no longer be used so
they have to get rid of them. Instead
they have becgme, the scapegoats for
mass unemployment and the target for
the demagogy of right-wing politicians.
Racism is the inseparable twin of impe-
rialism and the domination of one peo-
ple by another.

Opposition to the Europe of the
banks and monopolies does not mean
that we must support the kind of
"national independence" advocated by
the nationalist opponents to the
European Union. The policy of national
self-sufficiency has failed everywhere
where it was tried, and must inevitably
fail in the modern epoch when every-
thing is dictated by the world economy.
The attempt to build "socialism in one
country" led to a disaster in Russia and
China, although they were both mighty
economies based on the resources of
sub-continents. What future could there
be for small states like Britain, France,
or even Germany in isolation? The idea
of combining the economic resources of
Europe - and the whole world - is a
progressive aim which shows the only

_serious way forward out of the present

crisis of humanity. The two main obsta-
cles which are preventing the further
development of industry, agricul-
ture, science and technique on a
world scale are private owner-
ship of the means of production
and the nation state. Only by
eliminating these obstacles can
society break the shackles that
fetter its development. Thus, the
real alternative to the capitalist
EU is not "national independ-
ence" but the Socialist United
States of Europe.Ud
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- Guantanamo

The Gulag 0f Our Time:

By Rob Lyon

AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL has pub-
lished a report condemning the US and
UK betrayal of the cause of human
rights in the so-called "war on terror”
and urged the US to shut down its
Guantanamo Bay camp. Irene Khan,
Amnesty International general secretary,
accused both governments of condon-
ing torture while trying to keep o clean
conscience. She exposed the hypocrisy
of the UK in trying to use the language
of "freedom and justice" in Irag while at
the same time insisting that the Human
Rights Act does not apply to its soldiers
there.

The Amnesty report also condemned
the UK's illegal detention of prisoners.
Although the highest court in the UK
ruled that the indefinite detention of
"suspected international terrorists" with-
out charges being laid and without trial
was illegal, 12 men are still being
detained or held under house arrest.

Khan explained that the US claimed
to be promoting freedom in Iraq, yet its
soldiers had been involved in unspeak-
able acts of cruelty, torture and sexual
abuse. She also said that evidence had
since come to light "that the US admin-
istration had sanctioned interrogation
techniques that violated the UN
Convention against Torture." She then
described Guantanamo Bay as "the
Gulag of our time, entrenching the
practice of arbitrary and indefinite
detention in violation of international
law. Trials by military commissions have
made a mockery of justice and due
process.”

Ms. Khan also said, "The US admin-
istration attempted to dilute the absolute
ban on torture through new policies and
quasi-management speak such as 'envi-
ronmental manipulation’, 'stress posi-
tions’, and 'sensory manipulation'."
When representatives of the US govern-
ment say 'Environmental manipulation’
what they mean is exposure to the ele-
ments and exposure/lack of exposure to
light, 'stress positions' is doublespeak for
torture, and 'sensory manipulation'
means sensory deprivation and solitary
confinement.

Under the Freedom of Information
Act the Associated Press of London was
able to get hold of 1,000 pages of tri-
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_Amnesty International Condemns Guantanamo Bay

bunal transcripts from Guantanamo.
There are still some 520 prisoners being
held there from 40 countries around the
world. One prisoner told the military tri-
bunal that he was beaten so badly that
he can no longer control his bladder.
Another told the panel that prisoners in
Afghanistan were stripped and intimi-
dated with dogs so that they would
admit to terrorist activity.

It is hard to see how the Pentagon
takes these charges seriously. The
'enemy combatant fribunals' were quick-
ly set up after the LS. Supreme Court
ruled in June 2004 that Guantanamo
prisoners could challenge their impris-
onment before U.S. courts. The fact that
the term "enemy combatants" is used
exposes the intentions of the US in
imprisoning these people. A person
declared an "enemy combatant" is not
considered o POW (Prisoner of War)
and is not subject to the Geneva
Convention. These "enemy combatants"
can then be held indefinitely in military
custody. They also have no rights of
communication, can be interrogated
and are beyond the reach of any judi-
cial review. The US simply changed the
term under which these people are held
so that they can break the Geneva
Convention, and deny POWs their
rights. If a law does not suit the imperi-
alists, they simply change its terms.

US Imperialism Abuses Human Righis

The Bush administration tramps all over
the world, threatening death, destruction
and war to all of those countries that it
considers are not "democratic" and that
do not follow "the rule of law". The
Amnesty report exposes the hypocrisy of
the Bush government, which has fla-
grantly disregarded the rule of law, and
ignores its own institutions of "justice”.
Amnesty International placed the US
on its list of human rights abusers,
something which has enraged the Bush
administration. US imperialism has
never really cared about human rights.
They were only interested in human
rights so long as it could be used to
serve their interests. The US government
goes on and on about human rights

abuses in Cuba, in order to put pres-
sure on the Cuban government and to
find excuses to attack the country. How
can the Bush administration even men-
tion these "abuses" when it presides over
the Guantanamo camp on the island,
or talk about the "war on terror" when it
harbours Luis Posada Carriles, a sus-
pected terrorist? As long as capitalism
and imperialism remain the dominant
system on the planet, a genuine respect
for human rights will never be achieved.
Human rights have simply become a
tool in the interests of imperialism.
Human rights abuses (real or fictitious)
are cynically cited by the US and other
imperialist couniries when they wish to
destabilize or launch military operations
against a given country, and these same
human rights abuses go ignored as
long as the inferests of imperialism are
served, such as in Colombia.

As long as there is capitalism, there
will be poverty and misery, and as long
as these exist there will be human rights
abuses. These problems cannot be leg-
islated away, and no amount of decla-
rations or conventions will ever be able
to stop these abuses. Many clauses in
the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights are broken on a daily basis.
There is however one important clause
that has been trampled underfoot:

Article 25

(1) Everyone has the right to a stan-
dard of living adequate for the health
and well-being of himself and of his
tamily, including food, clothing, housing
and medical care and necessary social
services, and the right to security in the
event of unemployment, sickness, dis-
ability, widowhood, old age or other
lack of livelihood in circumstances
beyond his control.

This will never be achieved under
capitalism. A genuine human society
must be established, a socialist society,
one based on equality and production
for need not profit. This will be the only
way to guarantee a decent standard of
living for all, and the only way to end
want and the struggle for survival in the
world, and the only way to guarantee
everyone's human rights. 0
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NOW THAT the last (for now
anyway) of the Star Wars
films is out, a vital question
must be asked. What is to
become of Darth Vader?
Even allowing for the right
wing enthusiasm of the
Home Secretary there are
few job openings at present
for tall nasty men in black
plastic suits with a chesty
breathing problem. But hold
on! There is yet another
vacancy for leader of the
Tory Party. At the rate the
Tory Party are working
through them, job centres
will soon be placing cards in
their windows for suitable
chaps willing to apply - short
term contract only. Mr Vader
could do a great job at Tory
Party conference with the
blue rinse brigade and elec-
tion broadcasts would be a
bit more fun. He would cer-
tainly stand as much chance
of improving the lot of the
Tory party as any of the other
current front runners might
do - that is to say, zilch!. Let's
think about it - Darth Vader
or David Davis? Fu Manchu
or Malcolm Rifkind? The
Joker or Ken Clarke?

It's an odd world is it not.
Tony Blair owes his third
term to the unpopularity of
the Tories and the Tories owe
most of their newly gained
parliamentary and local gov-
ernment seats to the unpop-
ularity of Tony Blair and the
now doomed New Labour
Project. The establishment
parties are in crisis - both the
Tories and New Labour. We
need to reclaim our organi-
sations from the right wing
carpetbaggers. We can no
longer let our lives be ruled
by the pin-striped Mr Vaders
of this world. The task is to
fight for socialist ideas and
fight where it counts. This is
the task of Socialist Appeal -
to educate and explain, yes,
but also to organise and
challenge the forces of capi-
tal and their Tory and New
Labour supporters.

— fighting fund

Join the fight for Socialism

As regular readers of this
column will know, this can
only be done with your help.

How can you do this?

Well, you could take out
a subscription to ensure that
you get every issue of
Socialist Appeal, direct by
post. There is a form on this
page you can use or you can
do it by going online to
wellred.Marxist.com.

Or you could take a bulk
order of Socialist Appeal to
sell - this does not have to
be a huge number, you can
start with taking just a few
copies to sell to people you
know, friends, family, at
union or CLP meetings or
whatever. Believe it or not,
this is how the bulk of our
sales are made. W H Smiths
are unlikely to be stocking
Socialist Appeal anytime
soon so it is down to people
like yourself to get our jour-
nal out to as many people as
possible.

You could also help by
making a donation to our
fighting fund. This can be
done by post - send cheques
etc. to PO Box 50525,
London, E14 6WG.
Donations can also be made
using transcash at any post
office - simply quote sort
code 72-00-00 and account
number 56 252 8601. You
will be investing in a better
future and the spread of
socialist ideas.

A number of sellers and
supporters also make regular
donations by standing order.
This can be done simply by
completing a standing order
form, which we can send
you. It's very simple and,
unlike direct debit, the pay-
ments remain totally under
your control. This also helps
ensure a regular income
which enables us to plain
ahead and build on what
has been done.

May the force of the
working class be with you.

Steve Jones
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by

Lahour Benresemaﬁon (:ommittee:
Time for Real Labour

- A post-election conference for the Labour Left

10am - 4pm, Saturday 16th July, 2005

® Marxism and the theory of Long Waves
® Kronstadt: Trotsky was right

® Noam Chomsky and Marxism

Available only by subscription.

£25 for 6 issues (includes postage)

Send your orders to Socialist Appeal,

PO Box 50525, London E14 6WG or order
on line at wellred.marxist.com

Wellred Books on line at wellred. marxist

July/August 2005

What Is
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Britain
(including a
| postscript, The
~General
Election of
2005 - Results
and Prospects)
8y primieninson | 1S ON Sale Now
priced £1.

Order from the

usual address online or by post.

What is happening
in Britain?

- Resuits and Prospects

TUC Congress House, Great Russell St, London WC1 -
Nearest Tube: Tottenham Court Road
Speakers Include: Tony Benn, Jeremy Corbyn, Jeremy Dear
and Paul Mackney.
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Socialist Appeal Stands for-

B~ For a Labour government with a bold socialist pro-
gramme! Labour must break with big business and Tory eco-
nomic policies. Vote Labour and fight to reclaim the party.
B~ A national minimum wage of at least two-thirds of the
average waga. £8.00 an hour as a step toward this goal, with
no exemptions.
’ Full employment! No redundancies. The right to a job or
decent benefits. For a 82 hour week without loss of pay. No
compulsory overtime. For voluntary retirement at 55 with a
decent full pension for all.
B~ No more sell offs. Reverse the Tories privatisation scan-
dal. Renationalise all the privatised industries and utilities
under democratic workers control and management. No com-
pensation for the fat cats, only those in genuine need.
R~ The repeal of all Tory anti-union laws. Full employment
rights for all from day one. For the right to strike, the right to
union representation and collective bargaining. :
Election of all trade union officials with the right of recall. No
official to receive more than the wage of a skilled worker.

~ B~ Action to protect our environment. Only public ownership
of the land, and major industries, petro-chemical enterprises,
food companies, energy and transport, can form the basis of a
genuine socialist approach to the environment.
B A fully funded and fully comprehensive education sys-
tem under local democratic control. Keep big business out
of our schools and colleges. Free access for all to further and
higher education. Scrap tuition fees. No to student loans. For
a living grant for all over 16 in education or training.
B> The outlawing of all forms of discrimination. Equal pay

www.socialist.net

for equal work. Invest in quality childcaie facilities available to
all. Scrap all racist immigration and asylum controls. Abolish
the Criminal Justice Act.

B The reversal of the Tories’ cuts in the health service.
Abolish private health care. For a National Health Service, free
to all at the point of need, based on the nationalisation of the
big drug companies that squeeze their profits out of the health
of working people.

R~ Reclaim the Labour Party! Defeat Blairism! Fight for Party
democracy and socialist policies. For workers’ MPs on work-
ers’ wages. S .

R~ The abolition of the monarchy and the House of Lords.
Full economic powers for the Scottish Parliament and the
Welsh Assembly, enabling them to introduce socialist meas-
ures in the interests of working people.

B No to sectarianism. For a Socialist United Ireland linked by
a voluntary federation to a Socialist Britain. :
R Break with the anarchy of the capitalist free market.
Labour to immediately take over the “commanding heights of
the economy.” Nationalise the big monopolies, banks and
financial institutions that dominate our lives. Compensation to
be paid only on the basis of need. All nationalised enterprises
to be run under workers control and management and inte-
grated through a democratic socialist plan of production.

B~ Socialist internationalism. No to the bosses European
Union. Yes to a socialist united states of Europe, as part of a
world socialist federation.
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LRC Conference: Unions Hold The
Key To Reclaiming Lahour

THE ANNUAL CONFERENCE of the
Labour Representation Committee (LRC)
in London on July 16th will be the first
serious opportunity, outside of the trade
union conferences, for labour movement
activists to meet and discuss, at a nation-
al level, the lessons of the last general
election. For many that election will have
been a battering experience. Coming up
against the deeprooted unpopularity of
the New Labour government was .
undoubtedly an unpleasant process for
those party workers out 'on the knocker'
last April. In truth many activists did not
even bother to try, resulting in minimal
canvassing and leafleting as party elec-
tion machines struggled to find anyone
willing to go out and do some work in
the campaign.

There was a lot of talk after May 5th
about lessons having been learnt by the
leadership but it is clear that Blair and
the rest are still madly set on implement-
ing their neo-con programme - privatisa-
tion, continuation of the PFl scam, ID
cards, the continued occupation and war
in Irag.... The dismal list is endless. And
there is no benefit to be gained by shut-
ting your eyes and just hoping that Brown
will replace Blair sooner rather than later.
Let us be very clear here. Brown, if elect-
ed to follow Blair, will stick to the same
path of implementing right wing propos-
als as his rival has done. Brown is a bit
cleverer than Blair but will basically be
singing from the same song sheet and
what he will be singing will be distinctly

off-key and flat for activists and voters.

In bringing together activists from
both the Labour movement and the trade
unions, the LRC conference should prove
to be an excellent opportunity to start an
organised fightback. There is no alterna-
tive to this task. The various proposed

‘replacements to Labour such as the SLP

and the Socialist Alliance have failed to
get off the ground. Even the one-size-fits-
all bandwagon of Respect only made a
breakthrough in one constituency - elect-
ing the maverick George Galloway who
has his own indefatigable agenda and is
by no means on the Left over many
issues. Respect will soon start to break
down into their individual constituent ele-
ments and will join ali the other such
efforts in the graveyard of politics.

Fight For A Socialist Programme

The serious task for socialists and class
fighters is to start a proper organised
campaign to reclaim the party, armed
with a clear socialist programme which
could transform society and defeat the
forces of capital and imperialism. At the
centre of that programme must be the
clear demand to take over the com-
manding heights of the economy, to
nationalise the monopolies, banks and
insurance house and to reorganise socie-
ty, realising the long held ambition of the
movement to implement workers control
and management. Such a programme
would not only re-enthuse thousands of

party activists and trade unionists but
draw millions of workers, all those who
are sick of what New Labour has to offer,
back behind the party banner thereby
ensuring that the Tories and their Lib-
Dem chums are wiped off the face of the
political map. The LRC needs to propose
and agree such a programme and then
get stuck in to actually organising at a
rank and file level. The aim is clear - to
make the programme of socialism the
property of Labour in power and ensure
that we have the representatives who will
act on it rather than being in thrall to the
voices of the City of London. For too long
now those in the leadership of the Left in
the party have tended to try and keep
things at a parliamentary level and not
properly mobilise the powerful forces
available to them inside both the party
and the unions. This has served to main-
tain the grip of the right wing on the
party - a grip they do not deserve. We

~know that on paper the unions now have

a clear controlling say on what is agreed
at party conference. We know that if the
unions organised properly they could
exert a great and deciding influence over
the selection and re-selection of parlia-
mentary candidates. We know that many
party members at all levels are desperate
for a change and will act if given the
chance. Now we must start exercising
that potential power. Following the recent
general election it is clear that the mood
exists for such a campaign - the task of
the LRC is to set about it without delay.Q




