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BRING DOWN THE TORIES?
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Richard Brenner

MANDATE? NO WAY. Cameron

and Clegg do not have the voters’

backing for their vicious cuts pack-
age — the deepest in British history.

Their Coalition only has a major-

ity in Parliament because of Lib

Dem support, and the Lib Dems

snly won votes because they prom-

sed to oppose the cuts.

What's more, no one voted for
o omthne staff in health and
pieosieen. and Cameron even said

L e el cur. o= we know
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has announced it anyway, with
housing, hospitals, schools and care

services up to be handed to “any

willing [private] provider”.
Less than a year into the Coali-
tion government, all the polls and

If the Tories succeed it is fast-
forward to the pre-war past. Pri-
vately run schools and hospitals in
place of public health and education
systems, a new poor law in place of
universal benefits, a three million

by-elections show Labour would - strong pool of unemployed labour

win a thumping majority if there
were an election tomorrow. It’s a
clear sign that a majority oppose
the Coalition’s offensive on our
jobs, services and living standards.
But that won’t stop the Tories.
They are determined to use their
Coalition while it lasts, to inflict irre-
versible damage on the whole post-
war welfare state. Someone has to
pay the tnlbon pound price for the
smsas camsed by their friends in
2 Sanks and corporations, and the
Tories have decided who: the work-

2 welfare state. Now Cameron  ing class.

to undercut wages and deter mili-
tancy, a little bit of guff about a
‘Big Society’ and a gale of racism
against Muslims and migrants to
keep people divided and turn peo-
ple into scapegoats.

Action

So what can stop them? The answer
is mass action. Like in Egypt and

Tunisia, where all out general
strikes and mass protests brought
down dictators. Like in Wisconsin
USA, where a union revival has

brought scores of thousands onto

— e —————————————————
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-------

the streets and into the council
chambers. Like in France and
Greece, where one-day stoppages

came within a hair’s breadth of

beating the cuts and would have
won if they had launched indefinite
general strikes.

Ed Miliband says general strikes
are ‘“not the way you change gov-
ernments”, but Egypt and Tunisia
show just how wrong he is. It is mass
action on the streets and in the
workplaces that can change things,
that can show the capitalists and
their governments that we won’t
pay for their crisis, and that can
force them to back down.

The huge numbers on the streets
of London on 26 March show that
the mood 1s there for action and the

numbers are there too. So the

TUC s mass demonstration must

@® Defend

every
job and
service

@ Strike
together

@ Unite the

1 HTLES
movement

not be the end of the campaign. We
do not need a one-day wonder
but a launch pad for a wave of
action that shakes the Coalition
to its foundations.

A general strike, backed by huge
marches in every major city, and
occupations of the main squares
and government buildings, could
make this country ungovernable
until the cuts package is dropped
and the Coalition falls.

If the people of Egypt can bring
down a tyrannical dictatorship with
a general strike and mass street
action, then the working class in
Britain — with our seven million
strong trade unions, our mass stu-
dent movement and our anticuts
committees in every city —can bring

down the weak regime of Cameron
and Clegg.




The editorial’
SIMON HARDY

ALL TOGETHER

OVER the next four years the Tories and the Liberal
Democrats want to destroy the welfare state as we know it.
They can't be allowed to get away with it.

This isn't just about ideology. These cuts and privatisations
are being demanded by the entire capitalist class. The bankers,
who got £1.5 trillion in the bailout, want the deficit they
made to be filled by the working class through huge cuts.

This view is accepted by all the main parties. Before the elec-
tion, Brown’s chancellor Alastair Darling said Labour's cuts
would be “deeper and tougher” than Margaret Thatcher's.

Ed Miliband - though he is speaking on the platform at the
TUC’s great 26 March demonstration — has refused to take part
in the march. He condemned those like the RMT's Bob Crow
who call for “coordinated strike action and civil disobedience.”

Instead he denounced “irresponsible strikes” — whatever

_ they are — and said strikes “are not the way you change gov-

ernments. The way you change governments is through the
ballot box.” Tell that to the Egyptians!

If we take Miliband's advice it will condemn us to four years
of Tory demolition of the welfare state and the public sector.

We need to match the bosses blow for blow.

Their attack is a political one —it's about what kind of soci-
ety we want to live in and whether we allow them to throw our
living standards back in to the Dark Ages. It's legislated for by
an illegitimate government that nobody voted for. It's
backed up on the streets and in the workplaces by the police
and the courts.

If we play by their rules — of polite lobbying, of begging for
concessions — and take the line of least resistance. then We
will lose. However well yvou speak in pariiament, however many
Labour MPs vote against the government, it will not stop the
cuts. Neither will the usual routine of one-day strikes and
protests. We have to bring down the government which is imple-
menting these cuts. Nothing less will do.

That is why Workers Power is calling for a general strike.
Some people will say it is not possible. To those people we ask:
how do you propose to stop the cuts?

The example of the students last year proved that a mas-
sive eruption of anger at cuts is possible if it is given leader-
ship. And the revolutions that are sweeping the Middle East
show there is a new mood of anger affecting young people all
over the world.

We can and we must link all our struggles together and make
the country ungovernable for the bosses and their parties.
We can bring down the Tories, break their cuts and open a fight
for working class power: socialism.

This is a special issue of Workers Power produced for the 26
March demonstration. It's a change from our magazine format
and gives us more room to deal with the many things happen-
ing across the world - from the revolutions in the Middle East
to the inspirational workers' struggle in Wisconsin and the catas-
trophe in Japan.

If you like what you read please support us by taking out a
subscription, or even better, join Workers Power in the fight
against capitalism internationally.
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NEARLY 80 per cent of the Con Dem
Coalition cabinet are millionaires -
that's 23 of the 29.

Together they are worth about £60m.

Even the bosses admit it. The right
wing Tory Daily Mail said the cabinet
is “drawn almost exclusively from the
ranks of the financial elite.”

It is also — as personified by Cameron
and Osborne — part of the old public
school and Oxford clique that ran the
country up to the 1960s.

Their claims about representing a
break from the old Tory past are utterly
bogus when you actually look at who
they are, and where they're from.

In their days at Oxford, with their
chum Boris Johnson the buffoonish
Mayor of London, all three were mem-

aaaa

Prime Minister - David Cameron
Age: 43

Public school: Eton

University: Oxford

Career: former PR executive
Personal wealth: £4 million.
Background: Cameron and his
wealthy wife are in line to inherit
huge fortunes from their parents:
the combined wealth of the
Cameron's' parents has been put in
excess of £30 million. Their London
home is valued at £2.7million and
their constituency house at £1mil-
lion. Cameron is a descendant of
King William IV, and 5th cousin
twice removed of the Queen.

Stop
these

cruel
attacks

bers of the Bullingdon Club, what The
Times called, “the ultimate club of
super-wealthy hellraisers™.

Andrew Gimson, author of a biogra-
phy of Boris Johnson, described how
Boris, David and George spent their
time at university in the “loads-of-
money 1980s™:

“I don't think an evening would have
ended without a restaurant being
trashed and being paid for in full, very
often in cash. [...] A night in the cells
would be regarded as being par for a
Buller man and so would debagging
[removing the trousers] of anyone who
really attracted the irritation of the
Buller men.”

Interesting that David was to go on
to demand harsh sentences for those

THE CABINET OF HORRORS

Chancellor - George Osborne
Age: 39

Public school: St Paul's
University: Oxford
Background: Eldest son of the 17th
Baronet Osborne of Ballentaylor
and Ballylemonin, Tipperary. Lives
in a £2 million family home in
London's Notting Hill.

His constituency property in Tatton
is worth £600,000. He benefits from
a 15% stake .in his family's luxury
wallpaper business, Osborne &
Little, a company which is valued at
£12m.

His personal wealth stands at £4.6
million. :

NHS

The NHS Bill is an attempt to
destroy the NHS as we know it by
giving free reign to the profiteers.
More than 150 NHS health
services would be at risk of
closure. GPs will control 80 per
cent of the £80 billion health
budget from 2013 to contract out
services to private medical
companies. Even Tory MP Sarah
Wollaston, said the plan would
mean the NHS going “belly-up”.
But fundamentally that is the aim.

Millionaires’ war on services

who broke the windows of the Tory HQ
on Millbank.

Was it concern for “violence” and
“thuggery”? Or perhaps it was the
political motive of resisting cuts of 30
pounds a week to FE college students
or tippling tuition fees — when in David
and George's day they got a grant from
the taxpayer like everyone else.

It wasn't quite all free though.

There were a few overheads like
the Bullindon Club uniform: a swallow
tailcoat in Oxford blue with 1vory
coloured silk lapel revers, brass mono-
grammed buttons, a mustard waistcoat,
and a sky blue bow tie. In addition there
is a sky blue striped with ivory Club tie.

The full uniform costs in the region
of £3.000.

Age: 43

Public school: Westminster
University: Cambridge
Background: Son a banker,
Nicholas Clegg CBE, chairman of
United Trust Bank, and a trustee of
The Daiwa Anglo-Japanese
Foundation. Grandmother was a
Russian aristocrat. Together with
his wife, a highly paid lawyer, his
personal wealth is reckoned to be
about £1.8m.

Interesting fact: Clegg has not
always been a Lib Dem, at univer-
sity he joined the Conservative
Association.

Benefits

The plans to overhaul and
slash housing benefit would
price low-income households
out of a third of local authori-
ties in England. Welfare cuts
would see £2.1 hillion taken
out of the disability allowance
pot over five years. Nine per
cent of disabled people sur-
veyed said that if they lost dis-
ability living allowance then
their lives wouldn't be worth
living at all.

workerspower.com
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John Bowman

IN POWER now for nearly a year,
the Tories are showing their true
colours. It’s a simple and clear-cut
message: “You heard what we said
to get the votes,now here’s what we
really think.” For all the promises of
“fairness” and “protecting frontline
services” in the last general election,
now the gloves are off.

The public service White Paper
will explain why this isn’t all just total
madness, but part of a deliberate
plan to break down and dismantle
the entire welfare state.

“It will put in place principles that
will signal the decisive end of the
old-fashioned, top-down, take-what-
you're-given model of public serv-
ices. And it is a vital part of our mis-
sion to dismantle ‘Big Government’
and build the ‘Big Society’ in its
place. This change is long overdue.
We all know the damage caused
by centrally controlled public serv-
ices.” (David Cameron, The Tele-
graph, 20 February 2011)

Beneath all the jargon and rheto-
ric, what is Cameron really saying?
When he says ‘big government’, he
means the idea that the state should
provide public services for all regard-
less of who you are, where you’re
from and how much you earn.

When he says he wants to disman-
tle it and put “big society in its
place”, he means opening them up
to private companies, which put
profits before people.

Once the state’s only dealing
with public services is writing cheques
to private companies, the next move
— one that the Tories haven’t dared
yet suggest — will be to make peo-
ple pay directly for such services, like
students who want to go to univer-
sity.

This plan is a massive attack on all
ordinary people, who depend on
health services, who have ever been

“We all
know the
damage
caused by
centralised
public
‘services”

made redundant, who work in the
public sector, who send their chil-
dren to the local comprehensive
school, and who don’t just rely on
public services, but believe in them
too.

The ‘Big Society’ wants to do away
with the state and replace it with
individual charity and hand outs -
it’s taking Britain back to the Victo-
rian age.

The White Paper will have at its
core a three-point ethos for carry-
ing these attacks through —labelled

diversity,choice, and delivery at the
lowest possible level. But this posi-
tive wording masks the real objec-
tive — privatisation.

The Tories have said that diver-
sity means allowing a range of dif-
ferent private providers to bid for
contracts. Choice and delivery at the
lowest level are about turning
service users into customers, and
turning the point of delivery into the
‘point of retail’:

“Instead of having to justify why
it makes sense to introduce com-

petition in some public services —as
we are now doing with schools and

~in the NHS - the state will have to

justify why it should ever operate a
monopoly.”

By introducing competition, pri-
vate companies will attempt to beat
the public sector with lower prices.
When they are trying to seize ‘mar-
ket share’ from the public sector,
they can promise the world and
undercut to drive them out of busi-
ness. But the end result of compe-
tition is a monopoly.

Just look at the NHS. Once they
drive out ordinary NHS hospitals,
forcing them to close as they can’t
compete in the new ‘free market’,
the big US health multinationals will
be free to drive down quality, force
up prices and make big profits.

It 1s the same logic across the
board and is deliberately destruc-
tive. The Localism Bill, for example,
will significantly hit the poorest in
the country - it gets rid of the idea
that communities with the highest
level of poverty should get more
support from the state.

This 1s the reality of so-called ‘con-
sumer choice’ in public services. It
boosts inequality allowing the
middle classes to cherry pick better-
funded services, perhaps by paying
a bit more on top of the ‘bog stan-
dard’ state provision afforded to the
rest of us.

The ‘Big Society’ isn’t about
fairness. And, really, it 1sn’t about
consumer choice either. What every-
one of these policies eat away at 1s
the idea that everyone has a univer-
sal right to quality public services -
regardless of where you live or what
you can afford.

And this is at the heart of the ‘Big

Society’ — ending the system of
universal provision and creating a
society sharply divided between the
haves and have-nots. That’s why it
must be stopped.

~ Serve the rich, screw the poor MGHLIGHTS
- the Tories’ vision for Britain
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no longer be eligible. More
than half of domestic vio-
lence services may close
due to funding cuts.

Jobs

Unemployment has risen 8
per cent to 2.53 million - the
highest in 17 years. But
young people are being hit
particularly hard. One in five
youth can’t find work - that’s
a million of our young people
condemned to poverty.

scheme and work six years
longer.

Women

Women will be hit hard by
the cuts. Women are more
likely to be hit by cuts in
social care, affected by the
27% cut in local council
budget. The public sector job
cuts will impact on women,
65 per cent of the workforce.
£600 million cuts to legal aid
means that most divorce and
child residence cases would

councils to keep the business
rates they raise - it means
that the City of London would
gain £517 million, while
Birmingham would lose £175
million, Hackney £116 million,
and Liverpool £104 million.

Pensions

The Tories want us to work
longer, contribute more and
get less when we retire.
Nurses, teachers and other
public sector workers will
lose the final salary pension

Education Local
services

The Localism Bill aims to
transfer council-run services
over to the private sector. Cuts
of almost 10% across the
board, to council services -
libraries, schools, refuse
services, day centres, all
endangered - make a
mockery of the ‘Big Society’.
It also massively boosts
inequality by allowing

Michael Gove has set in
motion the privatisation of the
schools system. His Education
Bill proposes a huge increase
in academies - allowing
private businesses to control
our schools. Every state
school is being encouraged to
break from local education
authority control. This comes
on top of taking the hammer
to higher and further
education - with EMA grants
scrapped and fees tripled.
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Y LABOUR MOVEMENT

John Bowman

IN THE MONTHS after the Con-
Dem coalition was formed, 30,000
people — fearful for their future —
signed up to join the Labour Party.

Brown’s departure meant a party
leadership contest and many old
and new party members hoped
someone would emerge who would
rally resistance to the impending

‘savage cuts to jobs and services.

They were in for a disappointment.

Leadership

The Miliband brothers dominated
the 2010 Labour leadership race,
with David representing the Blairite
wing of the party and Ed position-
ing himself a little to the left.

It was summed up in his Confer-
ence speech. “I know we lost trust,
I know we lost touch, I know we
need to change. Today a new gen-
eration has taken charge of
Labour.”

The language might have been
vague —but trade unionists and con-
stituency socialists wanted to believe
this meant a clean break with New
Labour and a return to being “the
party of the trade untons”.

“Iresponsible” strikes
But the right-wing media immedi-
ately opened fire, dubbing the
new leader “Red Ed”, claiming he
was a poodle of the trade unions.
But instead of defending the right
of organised workers to have their
own political party and pointing out
that the Tories were a party funded
by billionaires and led by million-
aires, Miliband rushed to prove
his “innocence” by condemning pro-
jected industrial action by British
Airways cabin crew and London
firefighters in defence of their jobs
and working conditions. He
repeated the formula that he was
against such “irresponsible strikes”.
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Ed Miliband is trying to hold back the anticuts movement

Bob Crow, RMT leader,
responded: “Ed Miliband has to
decide whose side he is on — the
working class on the streets and
on the picket lines or the ConDems
and their corporate supporters.
All the signs are that he is already
caving in to the right-wing press.”
'Too right!

In November, a mass movement
that erupted among students and
youth against cuts in higher educa-
tton put this to the test. But Miliband
sat on the fence. He told media
sources he was “tempted to go out
and talk to them”, but was “busy at
the ime”.

This pathetic response reflected

Labour’s whole “responsible oppo-

sition” strategy, a term coined after
the election by stand-in leader Har-
net Harman.

The strategy was more fully
explained during the student revolt

by Dan Hodges, an editor of the
‘Labour Uncut’ internal policy blog.

“The savage coalition cuts may
unleash a hurricane of protest. But if
that storm strikes. .. we can find sohd
shelter. And then lend our aid and
our labour when the storm has past.
There is protest. And there Is power.
Labour cannot be the party of both.”

Councils at a crossroads

For Labour councils, just taking shel-
ter and “weathering the storm”is not
an option.

It is an either/or situation: refuse
to implement Westminster's cuts at
local level, or carry them out. In every
single Labour-controlled council,
they have chosen to cut, becoming
the focus of anti-cuts protests.

The best they could do was waste
money on advertising campaigns say-
ing: “The government has cut our
money, S0 we are forced to cut our
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services.”

Occupations and protests took
place at many Labour-held town halls
in Pebruary and March, with coun-
cillors fleeing the chambers to pass
cuts budgets in secret, hiding from
the working class people they were
elected to defend.

They claim they have no option —
refusal to carry out the cuts will mean
Enc Pickles, Tory local government
secretary, sending in his unelected
officials to slash their budgets.

They say that at least if Labour car-
ries out the 15-35 per cent cuts, they
would “protect frontline services and
the most vulnerable”. But to all those
losing childcare, benetfits, libraries,
sports facilities and jobs, it looks like
Labour councillors are doing the
Tones’ dirty work for them.

Where next
After the TUC March for the Alter-

Labour Party: with us or against us?

native — after Ed Miliband has taken
the platform —what will Labour do?
Will it finally commt not just to ver-
bal protests but refuse to pass on
Tory cuts and start supporting action
to stop them?

Labour parties, alongside local
unions, could make towns and cities
ungovemable by Pickles’ henchmen.

To help the Tories in their
destruction of the welfare state,
to sit 1t out 1n the hope of winning
an election in four years’ time,
could be a disaster for Labour’s
electoral hopes.

If the Tories succeed in 1mple-
menting their policies and the
unions and working class com-
munities are crushed, then they
could win again in 2015. After all,
the Tories defeated Labour after
the miners’ strike in 1984-85
because workers were demoralised
after this historic defeat.

More importantly, what will be left
of jobs and services if we don’t fight?

New party
The trade unions set up the Labour

Party and still have an impact on its
internal life, as the election of Ed
Miliband showed. The unions ctir-
rently provided Labour with 88%
of 1ts donations.

But Labour 1sn’t just the party of
the trade unions. In terms of what it
does in office — whether at Westmin-
ster or in the town halls —itis a party
of the bosses.

That 1s why its leaders are more
concerned about winning middle
class voters from the Lib Dems
and even the Tories than protect-
ing working people in a life or
death struggle to save our services
and jobs.

It’s time to break with Labour and
form a new party — a revolution-
ary party that fights on the streets
and in the workplaces for a social-
1st society.

TUC: leaders

~Joy Macready

THE TRADE Union Congress

called the 26 March demo under
the slogans: jobs, growth and jus-
tice. Countering the Con-Dems’
rhetoric that that there is no alter-
native to cuts, the TUC bases its
economic strategy on three
demands:
* Crackdown on tax avoidance and
loopholes
e Raise Robin Hood tax on banks
and finance
¢ Policies and time to secure recov-
ery and create new jobs.
Fine policies as far as they go, but
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as a strategy this does not go nearly
far enough to recover the trillion
pounds we handed over to the
banks in the credit crunch or restore
workers’ living standards.

Of course we should make the
super-rich and mega-corporations
pay their taxes —and raise their rates
dramatically. But what happens when
these companies decide to relocate
to a country with lower taxes?

We have a clear answer:; workers -

should occupy their premises and
the government nationalise them,
without a penny’s compensation.
Let them move, but the factory,
equipment and production stay in

without a strategy

the UK. We should run the compa-
nies under workers’ control to stop
the bosses throwing people on the
dole.

The Robin Hood tax could bring
in £20 billion. But 1t doesn’t address
the fact that RBS, Lloyds and
Northern Rock are “publicly
owned” yet behave the same as
before the crists. RBS paid its top
bankers £950 million in bonuses
despite a £1.1billion loss. It has shed
at least 27,000 jobs since its rescue.

We should nationalise all the
banks, merge them into a single
fund and use their assets to put the
unemployed back to work, rebuld-

ing our services and renewing our
environment.

Also fine words about creating
new jobs in time but where’s the
policy to stop job cuts now?

TUC chief Brendan Barber has
warned unions not to launch strikes
because they could be perceived as
“automatically partisan and hostile
to a Conservative-led government”
— as if that’s controversial! He coun-
terposes a letter-writing campaign
to Tory MPs and stunts against
tax dodgers.

Why is the TUC so opposed to

action? Strikes have an excellent.

track record in reducing cuts; if they

were coordinated and extended
beyond one day protests, they could
save even more jobs and services.

But Barber and his fellow
bureaucrats know such action could
casily get out of their control —and
these well-heeled ladies and gen-
tlemen fear that far more than they
fear the Tories.

Thousands of rank and file trade
unionists have already seen through
this charade. On 26 March, we need
to raise loud demands on the union
leaders for real action — strikes,
occupations, solidarity — and pre-
pare to organise it without them if
necessary.

WOrkerspower.con



Jeremy Drinkall, Unison steward

AS WE GO to press, the Univer-
sities and Colleges Union is in the
middie of a week of strikes. This will
culminate on 24 March, when
120,000 further and higher educa-
tion teachers will strike together
across the UK.

For lecturers this is an opportu-
nity to payback the students, who
showed such determination last
year. The strike isn’t just about jobs,
pay and pensions, but about the
whole future of Higher Education.
Importantly,it’s also the first, major
national strike against the cuts.

However, the UCU i1s not alone.
Communication Workers Unton
members in Crown Post have voted
9:1 for strikes over pay. Andy

Young,a CWU rep in Royal Mail,
told Workers Power: “All postal
CWU members — counters, deliv-
ery, network, and indeed BT staff
- now need to strike together.”
This theme has been taken up by
the National Union of Teachers and
the civil service union PCS, which have
called for coordinated strikes against
the attack on public sector pensions.
While talks to get this off the
ground have been agonisingly
and needlessly drawn out, Tower
Hamlets teachers and council work-
ers in Unison have launched their
own united strike against budget
cuts with a borough-wide walkout
on 30 March. Neighbouring Cam-
den NUT members are also taking
action on that day.
Numerous other strikes are also
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on the way.

This all shows that anger against
the cuts and falling wages is bubbling
over. The bankers keep their pen-
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sions and corporations dodge their
taxes, while we get job losses and pay
cuts. But workers are fighting back.

Now we need to step up the action

in two ways: one, unite the strikes
and link our demands; two, extend
the strikes and go all-out, indefinite
to win. Anticuts groups and rank and
file organisations can really help
move things in this direction.

Union leaders have shown no
stomach for such action — which
would quickly develop into a show-
down with the government and
pose the need for a general strike.
That’s why workers need to elect
their own strike committees and
wrest control of their disputes from
bureaucratic leaders all too eager
to call off action for talks or bow to
the vicious anti-union laws.

A million public sector workers
are facing an historic attack.

Imagine the power we would
have if we all struck together.

There is a serious debate going on within the movement about how to beat the cuts, write Jeremy Drinkall and Richard
Brenner. Different strategies are being proposed but there is one thing that the TUC and Tories certainly agree on...

THE TORIES' anti-union minis-
ter, Francis Maude, told the nation
in December that, conveniently for
the coalition, “No one is talking
about a general strike.”

This odd remark was echoed by
TUC head Brendan Barber less
than one month later. Coming out
of the TUC's January meeting to
'discuss' coordinated action, Bar-
ber walked straight up to the assem-
bled cameras and the first thing he
said was: “No one was talking about
a general strike.”

Then last month the Tories' Daily
Mail rag revealed “a secret 'war
plan’ to prevent a general strike has
been drawn up by ministers ... a unit
has been set up in the Cabinet
Office to prevent Britain grinding
to a standstill in the event of mass
public sector walkouts. Officials
have conducted 'war games' to
ensure that strike breakers are avail-
able to run vital facilities...”

No surprises for guessing that this
special unit for talking about a gen-
eral strike is chaired by...Francis
Maude.

It seems while the Tories want
to stop trade unionists talking about
a general strike, they themselves are
talking about it constantly.

This is because they know full well
that an all-out indefinite general
strike 1s the one thing that can wreck
their plans, beat their cuts and bring
down their illegitimate government.

Don't we need some national
disputes before we can get 2
general strike?

There are already national disputes
- look at pensions, the lecturers and

fifthinternational.org

teachers, and the wave of disputes
in local authorities up and down the
country. The key is to turn them into
indefinite strikes that can really pile
on the pressure, not just one day
actions.

If a strong union leads the way
with a national all-out strike, it could
inspire others to follow behind
them. The fight for solidarity could
develop into a movement for a gen-
eral strike.

But it can work the other way
round, too. Some sections of work-
ers can be worried about going
out on a limb, especially given the
anti-union laws.

A massive campaign across the
country for a general strike would
encourage workers to take action,
because it would raise the prospect
of solidarity - and the possibility
of winning.”

Because one thing is clear: a strike
by one union or one sector alone
could be beaten - but an indefinite
general strike could bust the anti-
union laws and bring down the Tories.

Why not simply cail for
coordinated strikes, as the TUC
Congress did?

It sounds like a simple legal alter-
native to a general strike, but this
'coordination' strategy has another
obvious weakness.

If a set of strikes is legal, then each
of them must be a trades dispute
with an employer over pay or con-
ditions, not a solidarity action or
~oiltical stnke.

SO il & sermes of egal trades dis-

putes take place at the same time,
all the bosses and the government

If a strong union
leads the way with a
national all-out
strike, it could
inspire others to
follow behind them

need to do is decide to settle one of
them. It may cost them a few mil-
lion, but it takes a key battalion
off the battlefield.

This i1s what Thatcher did in 1984
when she settled with the dockers
to let the miners fight on alone.

The same thing happened in
November last year, when the BBC,
London Fire Brigade and the tube
were due to walk out, but the FBU
called off their action for “talks”
which led nowhere.

In other words, coordinated
strikes can become uncoordinated
as soon as one employer makes the
slightest concession. That's why a
general strike - all for one and one
for all - is so much more powerful.

Why call on the TUGC to do

something they won't do?

It is completely untrue that a mod-
erate-led TUC will never call a gen-
eral strike. They will —if they are put
under so much pressure that they
have to either call it, or lose control
of the movement. That's what hap-
rened in 1926 when they called a
general strike, and in 1972 when
they threatened to call one, forc-

ing Heath to back down on his anti-
union laws,

Second, why should we let them
off the hook? The Tories don't want
them to call a general strike. Nor
does Clegg or Ed Miliband. Why go
along with this agreement? These
people are the leaders of seven mil-
lion workers - they should do their
jobs and organise action.

As for creating illusions, this
fine idea assumes that the illusions
aren't already there. But for every
excellent militant who sees that the
TUC moderates will sell us out,
there are 500 union members who

want action but haven't yet lost faith

in the union officials. A skillful mil-
itant will help them to find out by
calling on the leaders to act, and
then showing them in practice
that trusted leaders can fall short of
their hopes and expectations.

Didn't the general strikes in
Greece and France fail?

Yes, they did, because the union
leaders refused calls to turn one-day
protests into an indefinite general
strike. If they had, they could have
won their demands and brought
down their governments.

But if the TUC lead R, they'll sell
it out!

That's why we need to work over-
time now to build unofficial struc-
tures that can build for a general
strike, control and coordinate
action when it happens, warn that
the TUC could sell it out like they
did after nine days in 1926, and con-
tinue the action if Barber tries to
do the same.

““No one’s talking about a general strike”

The best way towards this is to
build the anticuts committees as
large as possible, drawing in as many
delegates as we can, from every
workplace, every estate and tenants'
group, every campaign, every local
trades council, trade union, Labour,
student and socialist group. That
way we can create something like
the councils of action that spread
across the country in the 1920s, real
councils of working class dele-
gates that can take control of the
movement from below.

What about the anti-union
laws?

The government would take a huge
risk if it dragged the all the unions
through the courts. For a start there
are not enough courts or jails to
prosecute and punish us all. And
they can't run the country with-
out us. Total defiance makes the law
impotent, as the unions showed in
1974 and as we showed in the great
anti-poll tax movement.

Well I'd love to see a general
strike but it's just not going to
happen...

Then why are the Tones busy telling
us no one is talking about it? Why
are they preparing a unit to stop it
or crush it? This argument sounds
very “realistic” but has been miflu-
enced, even without realising it, by
the very message the bosses and
Barber want us to believe.

The bosses are not wrong to
worry about a general strike. Times
of global crisis are typically times of
revolution, and the capitalists know
it very well. We should too.
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% ACTION PROGRAMME

A working class answer

THE CON-DEM
Coalition aims to
destroy the wel-
fare state. The bosses, police
chiefs, top civil servants and
most of the media back them.

The 26 March demonstra-
tion can launch a massive
wave of popular anger. But
the government won’t back
down because of one huge
demonstration. Blair went
to war in Iraq despite more
than a million marching
against.

To stop the government,
we need action by workers,
service users, young people,
pensioners, unemployed — the
whole working class,

It will take a general strike
to throw these vicious cuts
into the rubbish bin of history
— and this coalition of mil-
lionaires with it.

But how can we get this
when our leaders, fromTUC
head Brendan Barber to
Labour leader Ed Miliband,
are more frightened of a gen-
eral strike than they are of the
Tories and Lib-Dems?

The first step is to build
stronger united anti-cuts
campaigns in every city, every
borough, every town, bring-
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ing into them delegates cho-
ser in every union branch,
workplace, college and
school, every estate, cam-
paigning group and work-
ing class political party. Our
aim should be to transform
them into real action coun-
cils capable of calling local
and nationwide strike action.

We need to push for soli-
darity strikes with every
sector facing cuts, drawing in
the whole community, stu-
dents’ and the unemployed
to support workers’ action.

Through action we can cre-
ate local councils of action
and a national co-ordination
that can either force the
union leaders to call a gen-
eral strike or unleash one
from below ourselves.

In Greece and in France
last year there were huge
waves of strikes against the
government’s attacks. The
governments tottered but the
union leaders refused to press
home the attack, restricting
things to on-off days of action
and mass demonstrations. In

Tunisia the announcement of
an all out general strike sent
dictator Ben Ali packing -
and a developing mass strike
wave 1n Egypt brought down
Mubarak.

A general strike always
poses the question: who runs
the country? If we succeed n
stopping the cuts and bring-
ing down the ConDems, who
would rule in their place?

Labour has only promised
to carry out “fair cuts”. There
is a danger that if the Con-
Dems were brought down
then Labour would come in
and start cutting while every-
one has gone home. After-
all, Labour councils through-
out the UK are cutting
services and jobs just like their
Tory counterparts.

The working class should
form the new government.
Councils of action based on
delegates elected from work-
ing class communities could
be the basis for a new type of
government —a workers’ gov-
emment. Delegates would be
subject to recall by the work-
ing class people who elected
them, so they couldn’t break
their promises like capitalist
politictans.

Where are the Labour and trade union leaders?

BACK IN Octo-

ber the TUC

promised to coor-
dinate industrial action
against the cuts.

Since then week after
week the government has
announced more cuts while
the TUC leaders have done
nothing.

When the TUC finally met
in February in response to
the wave of cuts, they
announced the demonstra-
tion on 26 March, which they
had decided on five months
previously. Brendan Barber

and other union leaders went
out of their way to assure the
bosses and the government
that “no one was talking
about a general strike.”

But if the trade union lead-

ers announced from the plat-
form of the 26 March demon-
stration a mass campaign of
coordinated strike action
against the cuts culminating

1in an all out general strike, it

would be greeted by a roar of
enthusiasm. Hundreds of
thousands would leave Hyde
Park to organise militant
action. Britain could rapidly
be made ungovernabie. But
most of the TUC leaders,
Ed Miliband and the Labour
Party leadership fear this like
the plague.

However a united nation-

Smash the anti-trade union laws

THE ANTI-

UNION laws ban

solidarity action
and political strikes — but
the law doesn’t prevent sol-
idarity between the bosses
Or sStop a government
attacking workers’ living
standards.

But defiance of them —
solidarity action between
workers in support of any-
one attacked — can make
these laws inoperable. The
police cannot arrest all the
strikers, the courts could not
hold them all!

— 4 .. - O T - .

—— o —m = -

£ ® Workers Power #353 @ 2o 277~

trade union ieaders break the
laws or we will do it our-
selves.

We need mass pickets and
because the police will try to
break the strikes, we need
our own organised self-
defence squads to protect

- -

wide movement on the scale
of the millions-strong victo-
rious anti-Poll Tax movement
would also put huge pressure
on the union leaders to call
a general strike — or stand
aside.

The students did just this
1in December when NUS
leader Aaron Porter tried
to demobilize the movement
after the occupation of Tory
HQ at Millbank.

Our watchword should be:
with the official leaders

where possible, without them

where necessary.

Against falling wages
and greater inequality

INFLATION IS
reducing the
value of our
wages even without the pub-
lic sector pay freeze. The offi-
cial inflation figures are a
deception as they fail to take
into account the poorer you
are the more you spend on
vitals such as food and fuel -
the very prices that are rising
fastest. We workers should
calculate our own cost of liv-

‘ing index by means of local

price control committees.
Pay should be automati-
cally protected against infla-
tion with a one per cent rise
in pay for every one per cent
rise in prices. We should put

THE
TABLOIDS -the
DailyMail,
Express,Star and Sun —stir up
a barrage of hate against
“Islamic extremism” and
“floods of migrants”. They pil-
lory Muslim women for wear-
ing the niqab, they demand
that Muslims adopt “British
values” but cannot say what
these are.

The English Defence
League has picked on
“extremist” Muslims as the
scapegoats. The EDL and

its Welsh and Scottish

branches are fascists, they are
using anti-Muslim prejudice
in the same way as the Nazis
and their English followers
used anti-Semitism. They
must not be allowed to march
and intimidate black and
Asian communities. The
Labour movement must
mobilize to stop them wher-
ever they try it.

But the state, withits police

this in every wage claim and
demand this sliding scale of
wages 1s enshrined in law. All
pensions and benefits should
also be protected against
inflation in the same way.

The mimimum wage should
be set at £9.75 an hour and
mdex linked to inflation too.

At the top of the social
pyramid are 10 per cent of
the population who own
between 85 per cent of the
country’s wealth. The
incomes and the ill-gotten
gains of the rich should be
subject to swingeing taxation.
We should scrap indirect
taxes an abolish income tax
for all but the wealthy.

Stop racism and fascism

and 1its courts, 1s still in the
front line when it comes to
persecuting migrants — hunt-
ing them down, setting up
prison camps and deporting
whole families.

We demand they can
remain and work in Britain
with full citizenship rights. No
to nationahty tests, pledges
of allegiance or forced learn-
ing of English.

The state also continues to
persecute black and Asian
people 1rrespective of their
religion or whether they
are British citizens or not.
Black people still face higher
rates of arrest and imprison-
ment, poorer housing and
education, discrimination in
jobs and careers.

The LLabour movement
should actively support the
self-defence of migrant, black
and Asian communities
against racist and fascist
attacks as well as police
harassment.

For the liberation of leshians and gays

LESBIANS,
GAY men and
transgendered
people may have legal
equality in the UK but at
schools, workplaces, in towns
and cities, they still face
attacks and discrimination.
And despite court rulings

agamst homophobes, there are
still churches and sections of
the media that want to deny

LGBT people equality.

The workers’ movement
and youth must defend les-
bian, gay and transsexual peo-
ple and fight for full rights for
lesbian, gay and transsexual

people including marriage.
There should be no dis-
crimination in access to work
or to services including the
right of lesbian and gay cou-
ples to rear children. No bans
on educating people in their
sexual choices, or on the pub-
lic expression of affection.
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to the capitalist crisis

Liberate women from inequality and oppression

all job losses and
workplace clo-
surcs. The working week
should be cut to a 35 hours.
When faced with factory,
shop or office closures or
mass redundancies we
should strike and occupy,
demanding they be nation-
alised with no compensation
to the bosses and run under
workers’ control.

Workers can draw up an
emergency plan of produc-
tion to meet people’s needs;
building affordable housing,
schools, clinics, green power
and transport systems.

When the bosses and their
government whine that they

Fight unemployment

WE MUST fight

Unemployment is
8%, the highest
for 17 years

cannot afford all this answer
is simple. Open the books!
Abolish the business secrecy
that allowed bankers to bring
the economy to the verge of
collapse in 2008 and today is
used to covers their lies on
the necessity for savage cuts.
We can end this by workers
inspection and control.

Youth fight for freedom

YOUNG PEO-
PLE are under
attack, paid less,
suffering double the rates of
adult unemployment and now
having higher education put
beyond their reach. There
must be massive investment
in education, in free sports
clubs and gyms,in art, film and
music studios, where young
people can bring out their full
creativity and have fun.
Young people themselves
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must decide what services
they require and then run
them democratically for them-
selves. This is a real antidote
for anti-social behaviour, not
media abuse and police
repression. .
Students debts should be
cancelled, all tuition fees
scrapped and loans replaced
with grants. In short there must
be fully funded free state edu-
cation for all paid by taxing the
banks and multinationals.

P s A AN
FRIANE B
&

Troops out of Irag and

THE WARS in
Iraq and
Afghanistan are a
cynical attempt to control the
oil reserves of the Middle East
and Central Asia. Every
socialist, every militant worker
must support the defeat of our
own ruling class in reactionary
these wars. Our real enemy
1s at home.

British troops must come
home now; our member-
ship of Nato must end; there

fifthinternational.org

Afghanistan now!

must be no attack on Iran.
We must oppose foreign
wars on the false pretexts of
defending about human
rights, humariitarian missions
or restoring democracy.
The home front of the war
on terror are the reactionary
laws that increase the power
of the state to spy on and
arrest and even imprison us
for 28 days without charge We
call for the repeal of all these
undemocratic measures.

28 YEARS since

the Equal Pay

Act, women still

earn on average 15.5 per
cent per hour less than men.
Equal pay means raising
women’s wages so that they
are really the same as men’s.
We need to win equal pay
through strike action across
the public and private sec-
tor, linking women’s

demands for justice to the
fight of male workers
against inflation and the pay
cufts.

Women are explotited at
work and in the home.
Housework and childcare
are still mainly the job of
women. Only the socialisa-
tion of these tasks — with
free 24-hour nurseries,
under the control of parents

and créche workers, can

share these responsibili-
ties amongst everyone.

Domestic violence and
rape remain common, while
conviction rates are very
low. Many rights are still not
established in law, the right
to abortion is limited and
under regular attack.

The liberation of women
from discrimination and

oppression 18 in the inter-
ests of the whole working
class.

The more they can divide
us on pay, the lower they
can hold down wages — the
more unpaid work at home
they can foist onto women,
the cheaper it is to pay for
our labour. We should unite
with men and fight as a
united class.

Combat climate change and global warming

CLIMATE
CHANGE s
threatening a
global catastrophe. Destruc-
tion of the environment 18
growing every year.
Emissions of greenhouse
gases through burning oil
and coal, the massive expan-
sion of reliance on private
cars, 1s melting the icecaps
and raising sea levels,
Extreme weather events

are a growing global phe-
nomenon, raising food prices
threatening food supplies.
But the capitalist system
can’t reduce emissions
because it can’t plan the
global economy to meet
human need.

The way to combat climate
change is for a massive shift
away from energy based on
burning fossil fuels. But
nuclear power 1s not, as

For a planned economy
to meet workers’ needs

UNDER THE
last Tory and New
Labour govern-
ments industries and services
were privatised and the mar-
ket was introduced into edu-
cation, the health service and
local government.

Now the Con-Dem coali-
tion intends to finish the
job by breaking up or pri-
vatising the remaining pub-
lic services and slashing their
workforces.

All privatisations right
back to Thatcher’s time must
be reversed, we must nation-
alise without compensation.
Their profits must be
ploughed back into society to
pay for services, pensions and
amenities.

But the old state run com-
panies of yesteryear were

bureaucratically managed to
serve interests of the pri-
vate sector before those of
the public.

We need a radical new
vision of how our society can
be run, where the people who
work in and use the industries
can make the decisions. We
need a democratic plan of
social production and use.

All the major banks and
financial institutions must be
taken over without compen-
sation and merged into a sin-
gle state bank that channels
investment where the work-
ing class believes it can be
used best.

A state bank would help
rationally organise the econ-
omy, connecting wants to
needs according to a demo-
cratic plan.

Cameron claims, a “green
alternative.” The ongoing cri-
sis of Japan’s nuclear plants
in the aftermath of the earth-
quake shows this.

There should be no expan-
sion of or reliance on nuclear
or coal-fired power stations.
Instead they should be
phased out as soon as possi-
ble and the workers should
be redeployed in environ-
mentally sustainable produc-

tion, on equal pay and con-
ditions.

We should demand a mas-
sive expansion of investment
in renewable energy funded
by taxing the rich. We should
make the big polluters pay.
We should fight for the
nationalisatton of the energy
companies under workers
control without compensa-
tion and draw up a renewable
energy plan.

Why we need a

workers’ government

A WORKING
class government
would cancel the
cuts, renounce the national
debt, confiscate the prop-
erty of the banks and corpo-
rations, end the war, and set
up a democratic plan of pro-
duction and distribution to
eradicate poverty and build

-a civilised society for all.

The capitalist state would
not allow such a govern-
ment to come to power
without a fight. They would
use brute force — the
police, security service and
at the end of the day even
the army - to try to stop
it. At root that 1s what the
state is all about: armed
force in defence of prop-
erty. |

It will take a revolution
to bring this about but a
revolution can develop out
of any serious struggle to
defend our social gains and
our democratic rights.

That is why we need a
revolutionary party of the
working class: to fight for
the formation of workers’

councils, and to fight for
them to seize the power,
using the force of millions
to overcome the force of
the millionaires.

As events in the Middle
East and North Africa
show, revolutions don’t
respect national bound-
aries. A revolution 1n
Britain would have a mas-
sive impact all over the
world. We would reach out
to our brothers and sisters
fighting the same enemy in
France, Greece, in the Arab
world and so on.

The great financial crisis
and recession has opened a
global crisis of the entire
capitalist system.

Our fightback against the
Con Dems is part of world-
wide working class resist-
ance to this crisis-ridden
system, part of a great
uprising of humanity. We
should have confidence
because we are six billion
and they are a handful of
billionaires ~ if we can see
clearly and act decisively,
we will win.
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1t is only March and already this year has seen mass protests and revolutionary movements bring
2011 could be “one of those years” like 1968 where the whole world seems to erupt in resistance

From credit crunch to global cr|3|s

WHAT STARTED as a credit
crunch became a worldwide reces-
sion. The banks demanded public
money to keep their system afloat -
now the governments of the world
face huge deficits in their budgets
and demand the poor pay the cost of
this crisis.

Mervyn King, head of the Bank
of England, said he was surprised
that people were not more angry
with the bankers for what has hap-
pened. “Now is the period when the
cost is being paid. I'm surprised
the real anger has not been greater
than it has.”

But the resistance has begun!
Around the world millions are fight-
ing back.

Despite the deafening chorus ot

the capitalist media, economic
experts and politicians, demanding
cuts, more cuts and yet more cuts,
ordinary people are fighting back.
Whether students demonstrating on
the streets of London or workers
on the streets of Athens and Paris,
we are fighting for our futures, jobs,
communities, education, pensions
and healthcare.

And in the Middle East, bitter
poverty and mass unemployment
combined with vicious dictatorships
to produce not just resistance but out-
right revolution.

In both cases and all over the
world, it is young people who are
erupting with rage against the
prospect of a life without hope or dig-
nity. The youth are fighting not just
against inequality and outright
poverty but also against the police
beatings, arrests and brutalisation,
whether in Parliament Square or
Tahrir Square.

In the liberal democratic capitalist
countries, young people and trade
unionists are fighting the right wing
governments and the media barons
that backs them. In the outright dic-
tatorships under which most of
humanity lives, youth have thrown off
their fear of secret police and tortur-
ers and started to make revolutions.

The launch of massive austerity
measures by European governments
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The fig ht back be

Students walk out in éupport of
Wisconsin workers

in 2010 has generated organised resist-
ance movements across the continent.
The socalled European social model,
what we call the welfare state,1s
now under direct attack. In Britain it
is to be replaced by the “Big Society”
—areturn to a pre-1945 system based
on charities and a new Poor Law.

Tn the Western world so far, resist-
ance has done little more than slow
the pace of the capitalist offensive —
but so far we have not been able to
halt the attacks. The reason is that
the “moderate” leaders of the work-
ers movement (like the TUC and
the Labour Party in Britain) would
rather face defeat than unleash action
on a scale that can win, such as indef-
inite general strikes. They know full
well that this would destabilise the
whole system and they have all
pledged never to do that. On the con-
trary, they want to govern the sys-
tem for the bosses’ not overthrow it
with the workers.

Today, in a historic crisis of capital-
ism, the basis for winning reforms has
narrowed almost to nothing because
the stability of the whole profit sys-
tem depends on the bosses winning a
major victory over the working class.
That is why the only way to stop the

cuts is to link our resistance to the fight
to overthrow the cuts governments
and the capitalist system itself.

Workers rise up

In 2011 the fightback also erupted
where many least expect it. In recent
years, US workers have accepted cuts,
factory closures and give-backs
(reductions in wages), and seen the
numbers of trade unionists remorse-
lessly decline. But this year’s huge bat-
tles in Wisconsin and Ohio show how
US workers will fight when their
backs are to the wall.

In Europe the picture was even
more militant. In 2010 there were
eight one-day general strikes in
Greece, Spain and Portugal. In Ire-
land hundreds of thousands demon-
strated and struck, sweeping away the
bosses main party since the Repub-
lic's foundation, Fianna Fail, which
introduced four austerity budgets and

handed the economy over to the IME

and EU. in an election landslide. Mil-
lions have marched and struck in Italy
against Berlusconi and in France in
October-November saw mass strikes
and demos against Sarkozy.

In the UK in November school and
university students have marched in
their thousands and occupied univer-
sities and colleges. They have not
forced a serious retreat yet, but they
have exposed the savagery of the cuts
to millions and the popularity of the
government imposing the cuts has
slumped.

But the reason the cuts packages
have not been defeated and the
governments imposing them driven
from office is straightforward. A one-
day general strike is a demonstration,
a manoeuvre to rally the troops. It is
not the declaration of war that an
all out strike is and, unless the enemy
is weak and divided, it will not suc-
ceed. Indeed, if repeated again and
again, it will dissipate and demoralise
our own forces.

That is why the fight against the
cuts needs to go beyond one day and
separate strikes, and combine into a
united indefinite political strike of the
whole class.

TODAY ALL eyes are on the revo-

and the Middle East. There millions
of people face hunger due to rising
food prices, mass unemployment or
underemployment, but also a lack of
dignity and humiliation by cruel and
corrupt rulers. The new media —
such as Al Jazeera, websites, blogs,
Facebook and Twitter —have enabled
the universal character of these out-
rages to become known, especially to
the youth.

They are aware too that the west-
ern world lives in relative wellbeing
and with democratic rights — indeed
its global media boasts of this. Why
should they be excluded? They can
see how the corporations of imperi-
alist nations suck the Third World dry
of their natural resources, bribing and
corrupting the local ruling classes.

This leaves their countries under-

lutionary upheavals in North Africa

The Middle |

developed, with little or no welfare,
with chronic structural unemploy-
ment. Low wages are the norm. IMF-
promoted privatisation strips the
nation of its infrastructure, the
market commodifies everything and
nothing is safe from the expansion
and demands of capital to exploit and
control. These conditions make peo-
ple restless, angry and wanting fun-
damental change.

The West does indeed send back a
tiny part of the its plunder but most
of the “aid”is in the form of guns and
tanks. Egypt gets $1.3 billion a year.
Bahrain, the poorest of the Gulf
states, gets $19.5 million a year;
Yemen is given $35 million. Israel
receives £3 billion, in order to police
the Palestinians and act as the gen-
darme for imperialism in the region.
Since making his peace with Blair
and Sarkozy, Gaddafi has received
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own governments, defying dictators and the armed thugs that protect them
) oapltahsm and oppression, writes Simon Hardy

record arms sales from the UK, while
his people suffer under dlctatorshlp
‘and In poverty.

Half of the Middle East and North
African regions population is under
the age of 30. They are largely edu-
cated, but with no prospects for
careers. Some try and go to the West
to find work and to send money
home, but the West is closing its bor-
ders tighter every year.

In countries that exercise such strict
censorship over the print media, soctal

‘media websites play a crucial role in
connecting people, fostering the
exchange of ideas, and creating the
conditions for civil debate and mobil-
isation.

The bloggers are the modern equiv-
alents of the revolutionary pamphlet-
eers of the American and French rev-
olutions, They are the revolutionary
moles, burrowing away under the

fifthinternational.org

ast in revolt

regimes, spreading dissent and daring
to exercise free speech. They can face
imprisonment or worse. Navid
Mohebbi, an 18-year old, was arrested,
imprisoned and beaten for blogging
on women's rights in Iran. Kareem
Suleiman in Egypt was imprisoned
for four years for cniticising Mubarak.
These brave individuals are just the
tip of an immense iceberg threaten-
ing dictatorships across the planet.

What is so inspirational about
these struggles is that for years these
countries were maintained under the
iron heel of the dictators, but today
people are fighting back - proving
that everywhere that there i1s oppres-
sion and exploitation, there is also
the possibility of resistance. The path
1S not an €asy one, but it is a neces-
sary one - one that, with the right rev-
olutionary leadership, can overthrow
all dictators and exploiters.

NEW FORMS of communication,
especially social media, have
played a huge and positive role,
creating networks and mobilising
masses on the streets against dic-
tatorial regimes. This is revolution
in the 21st century — not only tel-
evised but Twittered and Face-
booked as well.

But we need to go further. In
Egypt Mubarak has gone but
the army is still in power. The
Egyptian workers and revolution-
ary youth, whose strikes and
resistance beat the police and
brought down the regime, still
face a government of tyranny and
oppression. Now they need more
than a social network - they need
a working class party to fight for
a different type of government
and a different system.

This means going beyond the
“new” methods to a radical redi-
covery of some “old” ones -
methods the working class has
known in every generation. In
every country the working class
in its millions must come to the
head of the movement. This isno
illusion or daydream of Trotsky-
ists; it is the urgent task of today.
It is the difference between a
world of increasing barbarism, or
one which breaks free from mis-
ery and oppression for good.

The programme we need is one
that starts from the buming issues
— austerity, cuts, hunger, unem-
ployment, legalised police repres-
sion or outright dictatorship —and
meets these with powerful
counter-attack: the all out general
strike, mass demonstrations, the
popular uprising. To develop and
extend these actions, new and
also old forms of organisation are
needed - revolutionary parties on
the genuine democratic model of
Lenin and the Bolsheviks in 1917
- not the Stalinist bureaucratic
tyrannies.

Such parties cannot be built
in isolation. We have to learn les-
sons from one another around

the globe, helping each other

not simply spontaneously but as
part of a conscious plan. in short
we need a revolutionary work-
ing class international — a Fifth
International.
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% USA

Andy Yorke

THE ACTION of workers and
young people in the US has been
an inspiration. A series of mass
protests, occupations and strikes
have shaken the states of Wiscon-
isn, Ohio and Indiana.

Battling a huge programme of
spending cuts and attacks on the
unions, their struggle shows what
can be achieved even in historically
right wing countries like the US.

Just like the Con Dems in Britain,
the Republicans are on the
warpath, demanding that the $14
trillion government debt, nearly as
big as US GDP, is reduced by
sweeping austerity.

The situation is particularly bad
in the twenty states where they
have full control of the state gov-
ernment machinery. Wisconsin’s
governor, Scott Walker, has led the
way by cutting corporate taxes,
while also trying to balance the state
budget with massive cuts.

The shortfall is to be met by etfec-
tively banning collective bargain-
ing by public sector workers, while
massively hiking their payments
into pension and healthcare funds.
The AFSCME public sector union
summed it up. “This is about trying
to abolish the unions, pure and sim-
ple”. The response of workers
and youth to his attacks has been
magnificent.

The explosion of protest by work-
ers and students has stunned the
US political class. Workers of all
ages and ethnic backgrounds
marched on the state house in their
tens of thousands, despite bitterly

#52

ity
gy
S

R

<<<<<<
e

-3
.......

R4
pR2sTEas
274

cold weather. Teachers and students
occupied the State Capitol build-
ing — for over two weeks.

Even though Walker exempted
the firefighters from the cuts, they
turned out in solidarity, staymg in
the occupation to help guard it.

- Thousands of protesters in Indiana

and Ohio followed suit, surround-
ing and crowding into the state
houses. The illegal teachers’ strike
and the call by the South Central
Federation of Labor of Wisconsin
endorsing a general strike if the
Walker law is signed show the
way forward to to break the Repub-
lican offensive.

The Wisconsin revolt shows the
potential strength of the US work-

Solidarity sweeps USA
~as workers dare to fight

.%{

ing class, despite its very low lev-
els of unionisation (11.9 per cent of
workers). However, it has also
showed a major weakness: the pro-

Democrat, well-paid bureaucracy -

that veers away from outright con-
frontation with the bosses.
Democratic legislators and union
leaders originally offered to meet
Walker “halfway”, accepting the
cuts if union rights rematned.
Walker refused, determined to be
the hero spearheading the Repub-
lican charge. Only his intransigence
forced the union leadership to fight.
Rank and file control of the strug-
gle can ensure that the key demand
in these situations, the general
strike, is brought to bear as the most

Obama’s trail of broken promises

BARACK OBAMA campaigned on
a ticket of ‘hope and change’ but, in
office, has radically short-changed
his young, Black and working class
supporters. It was their huge mobil-
isation for his election campaign in
2008 that put America’s first black
president into office and also swept
the Democrats to victory in both
houses of Congress.

Two years on, the Obama presi-

dency has left a trail of broken prom- -

ises. His priority in office has been
saving US capitalism at the expense
of those supporters. As well as main-
taining Bush’s bank bailout, Obama’s
own initiatives - a stimulus spending
bill for the economy, healthcare
“reform”, financial re-regulation -

10 » Workers Power #353 » Aprii 2011

were either gutted or turned into
measures favouring big business,
under the pressure of the Republi-
cans and Wall Street.

Obama refused to mobilise his
supporters, while the right-wing, bil-
lionaire-backed Tea Party movement
took to the streets, to attack his timid
proposals as “socialist”.

Worse still he dropped his prom-
ised environmental reforms and a
union rights bill, then restructured
the Detroit auto industry by gut-
ting workers’ jobs, pay and condi-
tions. Unemployment rose to 10 per-
cent, while the Afghanistan
occupation dragged on and on.

Obama leads a capitalism in
decline, with a stagnant economy,

high levels of unemployment, and an
historic debt crisis, and seemingly
unable to challenge new interna-
tional competitors like China.

The Republicans have a clear pro-
gramme of refloating US capital-
ism on the backs of the working class,
with union busting and vicious aus-
terity. The Democrats have no real
alternative and offer only a few con-
cessions to their supporters.

That’s why American workers
need a party of their own - not a
bosses’ party like the Democrats.
Today the new struggles of the
working class have brought this goal
of a working class party much
closer. We must seize this historic
opportunity.
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effective weapon to smash the
Republican cuts.

The Wisconsin workers’ mili-
tancy, and the national scale of sol-
idarity with them, as thousands
upon thousands of trade unionists

from other states joined the

protests, illustrate the potential in
the current situation. The mes-
sage from Wisconsin is clear: we can
fight back, recruit millions to the
unions, kick out the bureaucrats and
reverse the decline of the unions in
a wave of militancy.

Mass resistance

The danger now is that the union
leaders focus on legal challengesto
the bill instead of mass resistance.
After it was passed through unde-
mocratic rigging of the senate by
the Republicans, Judge Maryann
Sumi issued a temporary restrain-
ing order preventing the bill from
coming into effect, because rules
may have been breached when 1t
was passed.

This judgement is to be wel-
comed and will give confidence to
US workers. But legal challenges
cannot become an alternative to
mass protest and strikes.

Only such a mass resistance will
deliver victory. The Supreme Court
judges are certainly no friend of
American workers and their
intepretation of the constitution can
be very ‘flexible’.

It’s extra-parliamentary action that
can win. Even if it is implemented
our motto should be ‘what the par-
liament does the street can undo!’

Free
Bradiey
Manning

UNTRIED AND unconvicted, 24-
year-old US army private Bradley
Manning has been imprisoned for
almost 300 days, held in cruel, inluman
and degrading conditions under a ‘pre-
vention of injury’ order at the Quan-
tico marine base. He is kept in his cell
23 hours a day, force fed a daily diet of
antidepressant pills, forbidden to exer-
cise in his cell, and forcibly woken if he
attempts to seep in the daytime.

For the first few weeks of March, he
was forced to sleep without clothing
and stand naked for morning parade,
which his lawyer described as ritual
humiliation. Welcome to justice in
Obama's America.

Bradley was arrested in May 2010
in Iraq, on suspicion of having passed
classified information to the whistle-
blower website WikiLeaks. He was
charged in July with transferring clas-
sified data onto his personal computer
and communicating national defence
information to an unauthorised
source.An additional 22 charges were
added in March 2011, including ‘aid-

- ing the enemy’, a capital offence which

carries the death penalty.

His father Brian Manning, an €x-
navy intelligence specialist, has com-
pared his son's treatment to those in
Guantdanamo,while Pentagon Papers
whistleblower Daniel Ellsberg, com-
pared the treatment to what happened
inside the Abu Ghraib prison in Iraq.
Elisberg wrote that it amounted to
what the CIA calls "no-touch torture",
and said he believed 1ts purpose was
to demoralise Manning.

Bradley’s treatment is creating
cracks in Obama’s administration,
which criticised the extreme treatment
of detainees by George W Bush as
being against the national interest.
State Department spokesman Philip
J Crowley was forced to resign after
stating that Manning's treatment was
"ridiculous and counterproductive and
stupid". Obama weakly said that the
Pentagon had “assured” him that
Bradley’s confinement was “appropri-
ate” and “meeting basic standards”.

On 19-20 March protests were
organised across the world demand-
ing his release, including Minneapo-
lis, London, Montreal, The Hague,
Phoenix, San Diego, and Vienna.

workerspower.com




w ARAB REVOLUTIONS

Historic struggles are

Dave Stockton

THE YEAR 2011 is already being
compared to 1989 as a year of rev-
olutions. The overthrow of Ben Al
in Tunisia directly inspired Egyptian
youth and trade unionists to launch
a similar movement to get rid of
Hosni Mubarak. The mass occupa-
tion of Tahrir Square in turn pro-
voked similar youth-led movements
in Bahrain,Jordan, Algeria, Yemen,
Oman, Iran, Syria and Libya. The
revolution that is happening there
will truly be historic in 1ts scope
and scale.

The events in Tunista, Egypt and
Libya are what Lenin called “real
people’s revolutions” in contrast to

coup d’états by military officers.
Lenin defines these as times when
“the mass of the people, their
majority, the very lowest social
groups, crushed by oppression and
exploitation, rose independently
and stamped on the entire course
of the revolution the imprint of
their own demands, thetr attempt
to build in their own way a new
society in place of the old society
that was being destroyed.”
Students, unemployed and youth
initiated these popular uprisings.
By their sheer courage and tenac-
ity in holding the streets and
squares against brutal police repres-
sion, they encouraged wide layers
of workers, the middle classes and
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the shantytown poor, to join the
protests en masse.

Now the old order has been
undermined as dictators who ruled
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for a generation are overthrown.
hough not overtly anti-imperialist
these revolutions will inevitably

- challenge the interests of the west-

‘shaping the Arab world

ern powers. .

For a third of a cenfury, a repres-
sive regime ruled over Egypt. Its
capitalist masters, however, were
mere clients of the US. Alongside
Israel, they acted as the keystone
of American domination and
exploitation across the entire Mid-
dle East. They supported the cruel
oppression of the Palestinians, who
are victims of a creeping expulsion
from their own land, a national if
not a physical genocide.

In terms of population, Egypt 1s
the largest Arab state and its work-
ing class the most militant. There-
fore victory for the workers of
Egypt is the key to the future of the
whole region.

The coun

POWERFUL AS the wave of rev-
olutions across the region is, 1t is
also inevitably provoking more sus-
tained counter-revolutionary resist-
ance than Ben Ali or Mubarak were
able to mount. As the anti-colonial-
ist Regis Debray said: “Revolution
revolutionises the counter-revolu-
tion.” The regimes were caught off
guard but now they have dugin and
seek to crush the uprisings before
they have become too strong. In
Algeria, Iran, Iraq, Yemen, and
Bahrain, the rulers have showed
less hesitation in going beyond club-
bing and tear-gassing to shooting
demonstrators.

The arch-reactionary Saudi royal
family, crucial allies to the west-
ern powers, sent troops into the tiny
island kingdom of Bahrain to sup-
press the demonstrations. But 1t was
in Libya where the counter-revolu-
tion showed its most brutal face.

Libya is an oil rich state with a
small population, where a huge pro-
portion of the working class are for-
eign migrants. Mass popular upris-
ing in Tripoli and Benghazi met
with deadly attacks from soldiers
and helicopter gunships. In the east
of the country, sections of the army
went over to the masses and the

' revolution triumnphed m Benghazi

and other towns. But in the west
Gaddafi’s ruthless repression won
against an unarmed people. Now

- revolution has turned nto a full-

scale ctvil war.
Despite starting life as a radical
Arab nationalist regime in the early

fifthinternational.org
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1970s, over the last decades Gaddafi
evolved into a pro-imperialist total-
itarian dictator. His machinery of
repression rests not so much the
army but on tribal militias and secu-
rity battalions commanded by
Gaddafi’s sons. They were more
than willing to shoot down urban
demonstrators demanding elections
and a change of government.
Starting from his base in the
west around Tripoli, Gaddafi’s
highly professional forces, with
tanks and heavy artillery, have
began a so-far successful push
eastwards. However, to take Beng-
hazi — a city of around 700,000 -

er-revolutions

will be far more difficult. But if
Gaddafi succeeds in crushing the
revolution, this would clearly have
a very negative impact on fur-
ther developments across the
Arab world and beyond.

Counter-revolution comes not
only in the form of forces still loyal
to the old regimes, bent on restor-
ing the dictatorships under which
they flourished. After the initial
“surprise” victories, there is a seri-
ous danger of a counter-revolution
emerging from within the forces
that made — or more correctly, sup-
ported - the revolutions.

Figures like Mohamed ElBa-
radei and his Movement for Dem-
ocratic Change, or the new Egypt-
ian prime minister Essam Sharaf,
who urge the workers and the
youth to not to strike or make
demands which could “undermine
the revolution”, are not allies but
enemies of the people.

Naturally they have the full
support of those sudden friends of
the revolution: Barack Obama,
Hilary Clinton and David Cameron.

The capitalist politicians who are
lining up to use their wealth and the
backing of the imperialists and
the media to expropriate the rev-
olution from the fighters of Tahrir
Square need to be fought all the
way. They are the forces of the dem-
ocratic counter-revolution — one
that will not hold back from using
very undemocratic measures
against the worker and the peas-
ants if they fight for their rights.

What strategy to win?

IT WOULD be wrong to treat the
revolutions as simply democratic
political revolutions that must leave
the socio-economic system
untouched. In fact they are only the
first, democratic phase of a social
revolution. But this phase is far from
complete —it requires working class
leadership to press ahead.

The demands of the workers must
not be held back 1n the name of
democracy. Across the region there
is rampant unemployment, about 40
per cent of Egypt's population sur-
vives on $2 a day. Between 20 and 30
per cent live below the poverty line,
and living standards have fallen

steadily since the 1990s. If these
exploited masses link their economic
demands to the exercise of their new
democratic rights, then the forces of
the old regime will find it almost
impossible to restore it.

But no government of the capital-
ist class can be expected to meet the
most basic needs of the Arab masses.
Only a government based on the
working class and the poor peasants
can carry through those measures
at the expense of the property own-
ing classes. The Arab revolutions

‘must become permanent, forming

workers states across the Middle
East and North Africa.

No to imperialist intervention

AS REVOLUTIONS erupted in
Tunisia and Egypt, Western
leaders fretted about losing
allies in the region. Obama and
Cameron now want to manage
the aftermath, to make sure
genuine democracy will not
emerge. In Libya's, our rulers
are now intervening with military
force, with the same
pretensions to 'promoting
democracy' that they used in
Afghanistan and Iraq.

Although they use the language
of humanitananism, nothing could
be further from their minds. Their
motives have nothing to do with
democracy. Britain, France and
italy flattered and fawned on
Gaddafi - and his unspeakable

sons - for the past decade. So
why are they so interested now?

Libya holds massive oil and
natural gas reserves. It also has
very low production costs, and its
oilfields are close to Europe's
markets and refinenes. Huge
parts of the country remain
unexplored by Western oil
companies. No wonder the British
and French governments are
hawks for intervention.

We must oppose all
intervention by the impenalists
nations in Libya’s civil war. The
‘no fly zone' is just a cloak they
are hiding under to wrest control
from the real democratic forces
on the ground - the
revolutionanes.
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imperialism in the dock

MARCUS HALABY

22 32008 N2 A3 SALIEmRS
I g,;é 3

transf

e ¥ ’2"‘%
o § e

AT

b2
.......

&
s
£
8

s BEE

Will Arab revolutions
Palestine?

¥
e

4
:

2oet
~2)'}2'~‘.L
‘%o
o

Ismail Haniyeh from Hamas and Mahmoud Abbas from Fatah meet to dis-

cuss a national unity government

HOW WILL the emerging Arab
revolutions affect the struggle of the
Palestinian people? Will it help their
long battle for national libera-
tion? This question is on the minds
of millions throughout the Middle
East, where solidarity with the
Palestinians remains a key com-
ponent of popular aspirations.
There is no sign yet that the rev-
olutions will end the present huge
imbalance of power. And while the
Arab revolutions of the 1950s and
1960s may have provided strategic
depth and material assistance to the
Palestinians’ armed struggle, all the
Arab regimes used this as lever-

age to manipulate Palestinian inter- -

nal divisions.

They even had to use force to dis-
cipline the Palestinians, whenever
their struggle threatened to ignite
the masses in their own countries
— as in Jordan in September 1970,
and Lebanon in June 1976.

So Palestine will not be free
overnight. But the example of a
mass movement winning demo-
cratic rights on the streets cannot
fail to influence the Palestinians
as well.

That is why Washington was so
afraid when the movement in Egypt
began. Fear that a democratic Egypt
would tear up its peace treaty with
Israel caused Obama to back dicta-
tor Mubarak up to the last minute.

Many must have hoped that Mah-
moud Abbas, head of the Fatah-led
Palestinian Authority, would face
his own “Mubarak moment”. After
all he has given in to Israel’s every
demand, while winning nothing in
return for his people. This collabo-
rator has even continued to rule,
with Israel’s support, after his term
of office has expired, while Gaza’s
1.5 million people languish under a
murderous siege, their punishment
for voting for Hamas in 2006.

Mahmoud Abbas was amongst
the first Arab leaders to declare his
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support for Mubarak. He knew full
well that his strategy of prostration
before Israel and the United States
would be doomed, if they lost their
militarily most powerful Arab ally.
But in Gaza, Hamas also repressed
marches in support of the Tunisian
and Egyptian people, although it
later hypocritically “celebrated”
Mubarak’s resignation.

No wonder demonstrations call-
ing for Palestinian political unity
were attacked by Hamas security
forces in Gaza, and “contained” by
Fatah security forces in Ramallah.
The protesters demanded new elec-
tions to the Palestinian National
Council, the executive body of the
Palestine Liberation Organisa-
tion, which is supposed to represent
Palestinians worldwide.

But now, under pressure, Abbas
and Hamas leader Ismail Haniyeh
are talking about a national unity
government. Clearly something has
changed. Now Palestinian activists
should break free of both Fatah and
Hamas, and take the road of mass
revolutionary struggle.

In fact, the real threat posed by
the Arab revolutions to Israel’s
domination of the Palestinians 1s
political. It was not Islamism,

guerilla warfare or “terrorism” that

brought down the Tunisian and
Egyptian dictatorships, but mass
demonstrations and strikes.

What is more, the 2011 revolu-
tions point the way towards a solu-
tion based on equality and demo-
cratic rights. With Palestinians now
close to a majority in the territory
under Israel’s control, the prospect
of a Palestinian state, on whatever
scraps of land Israel does not want,
will seem much less attractive than
the demand for “one person, one
vote”, in an undivided country.

And Israel will no longer be able
to present itself as “the only democ-
racy in the Middle East” when it tries
to deny the Palestinians that right.

Why socialists want

troops out of Afghanistan

Dave Stockton

THIS OCTOBER will be the tenth
anniversary of the invasion of
Afghanistan. It will probably not be
celebrated anywhere in the world,

least of all in Afghanistan itself. This

has been the most unpopular of wars
- second only to the war in Irag.

A poll in December 2010 found
57 per cent opposed to Britain’s mii-
itary involvement in Afghanistan,
while only 34 per cent supported it.
The same number say 1t was wrong
to have invaded and occupied
Afghanistan in the first place.

So just why do Labour, Tories and
Lib Dems all support the war, while
the majority of people in Britain
oppose 1t?

The answer is that our much-
vaunted parliamentary democracy,
with its two-and-a-half party system,
isnot “the rule of the people”. It rep-

Peter Main

YOU MAY not have heard of him,
but the man to watch in China is X1
Jinping. Two years ago he organised
the Beijing Olympics. By this time
next year, he will be President of
China.

In the capitalist dictatorship that
still calls itself the ‘People’s Repub-
lic’, the question of government 1s
not left to chance, let alone to the
choice of the people,and Xi has been
carefully groomed for his new post
for several years.

Xi Jinping is identified with the
“pro-business” faction in the ruling
Communist Party which restored
capitalism in 1992. But,if his promo-
tion seems certain, the outlook for
capitalism in China is far less secure.

Although China has overtaken
Japan to become the second biggest
economy after the USA, under cap-
italism economic growth inevitably
heads towards crisis.

Mounting problems were laid out
last month by the current Premier,
Wen Jiabao, in his “government
work report™ to the National Peo-
ple's Congress (NPC). Wen's tone
was distinctly downbeat, even som-
bre. China's recovery from the cri-
sis of 2008 has been fast, 10.3 per cent
growth last year, but the government
fears this is too fast. The 12th Five
Year Plan (2011-15) proposes a slow-

resents us least of all when 1t comes
to life or death questions like war.
Parliament represents the interests
of big business and the banks and
takes military action on their behalf.

We have been lied to repeatedly
about this war. They said it was a
"war on terror" — but we are now
exposed to more terrorism as a
result of the war.

They said that invading
Afghanistan would improve the
rights of Afghan woman. But
Malalai Joya, Afghanistan’s most
famous women MP, wants the troops
out of her country. She says, "For our
people, Obama is a warmonger, like
Bush. He follows the same disas-
trous policies, only with much more
determination and force."

Another lie is that NATO forces
are winning, and will be able to hand
over control to their puppet Afghan
army within four years. In fact, the

Next Chinese leader set
to face workers’ rebellion

down to 7 per cent. Rising prices,
growing inequality, corruption and
housing shortages were all threaten-
ing social stability, he explained.
He could have said simply that
capitalist growth is driving forward
the class struggle. China's bosses are
forcing through their own agenda.
The government and the Party want
to give greater emphasis to develop-
ment in the interior and to increase

" rural incomes to stimulate domestic

demand. Many of the “new rich” are
used to quick profits and prefer the
property speculation and exports
that have driven the growth rates.
As businessmen, they are not keen
on any economic slowdown.

Not that the industrialists, finan-
ciers, entrepreneurs or traders
have any fundamental problem with
the Party’s dictatorship. They are not
about to start the fight for democratic
rights - the “stability” the Party
enforces is very good for business!
No, they just want a Party that 1s
more attuned to their interests.

Decades of close collaboration
between Party leaders and capital-
ists at all levels, the creation of a
big layer of capitalists within the
Party itseif, partly through recruit-
ment, partly through privatisation
of state assets to senior Party offi-
cials, means they may be about to
get what they want.

Despite the official trade untons

violence is mcreasing, and has spread
to the previously more peaceful
North and East of the country.

But the biggest lie is that British
soldiers are fighting and dying
"for our freedom". The real rea-
son they are there is so that Britain
and the US can control Central
Asla’s oil and natural gas reserves.

This is a war in which 356 British
and over 1,420 US soldiers have
died.The pro-war media highlights
every British death to boost support
for the war, exploiting families’ grief
for political gain. They say little
about the estimated 34,000 Afghans
killed in the last ten years, most of
them civilians.

We must oppose all military inter-
ventions by our big buisiness govern-
ment. The occupations of Iraq and
Afghanistan have been a disaster,
solely carried out with the aim of secur-
ing the country for western interests.

acting as Party agents within cor-
porate management, China's work-
ers have been finding ways to fight
back. When 40 million lost their jobs
at the depth of the crists, they
demanded their unpaid wages with
riots, occupations and highway
blockades.

Now, with the return to growth,
workers are forcing up wages. China
Labour Bulletin reports that produc-
tion line wages in parts of the Pearl
Delta have increased by 50% since
the crisis as employers have to raise
basic rates and give bonuses and
incentives to keep their workers.

Even more significantly, last June
strikers at the Foshan Honda plant
demanded the right to elect their
own negotiators with manage-
ment. This demand, essential for
workers to control their own rep-
resentatives, 1s now Increasingly com-
mon in China's “workshop of the
world”. But it is only a first step
towards the formation of truly inde-
pendent unions that can really
defend workers' interests.

Unlike their bosses, who can
hope to pursue their own inter-
ests via the Communist Party, the
workers of China need a new party
of their own that can lead the
fight to resolve capitalism's “social
instability”, by socialising the econ-
omy and planning it under their
own democratic control.

warkerspower.com




% JAPAN

From tsunami to nuclear
crisis and market chaos

The horrifying tsunami that hit Japan is a reminder of the destructive power of
nature. But effects have been made worse by big business, government and the
priorities of capitalism, writes Simon Hardy

AT 2:55PM on 13 March a 30 foot
high Tsunami struck Japan, the waves
crashing over flood barriers and in
some areas reaching as far as six miles
in land. It was caused by an earth-
quake which measured 8.9 on the
Richter scale that occurred out at sea
10 minutes earlier. The earthquake
was roughly the equivalent of 474
megatons of dynamite. It was so pow-
erful it moved Japan 13 feet east-
ward and shifted the Earth's axis.
The earthquake and tsunami led
to a huge loss of life. Whole towns
were swept away and thousands
of people are still missing. It stuck
Japan so hard, that it will leave a
scar on the country for a generation
to come. In some parts food 1s
running low and in Tokyo there are
rolling blackouts as the government
tries to preserve the power supply.

Escalation of crisis

But the natural disaster escalated
dramatically as the nuclear power
station at Fukushima, as well a5
reactors at other sites, were badly
damaged by the tsunami.

Two explosions and fires at all
four reactors led to an emergency
and evacuation as engineers battled
to stop a total meltdown. The whole
world is anxiously watching events
at the Fukushima plant.

The 590,000 refugees from the
flooding were joined by another
210,000 who have been evacuated
from a 30-mile radius of the stricken
plant. Some people began to flee
Tokyo when radiation levels there

rose despite calls for calm from the

government.

After several days of fire fighting
the emergency crews were reduced
to dropping water on the damaged
reactors from helicopters to try and
prevent more fires breaking out.

It is instructive to see how capi-
talism’s journalistic servants look
at such a catastrophe. CNBC jour-
nalist Larry Kudlow exclaimed that
“The human toll here looks to be
much worse than the economic toll
and we can be grateful for that.” His
co-anchor added, “This 1s good news
for the US economy.”

Satire itself is disarmed faced with
such a response.

But leaving common decency
aside it s clear why they are con-
cerned — Japan’s stock market
plunged by over 10% when it
reopened after the disaster. Fears
of the long term damage to the
economy caused massive selling of

fifthinternational.org
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shares as companies closed down
their operations.

Now the question i1s who will
fund and who will benefit from the
reconstruction? The cost of
rebuilding the damaged areas
will run into billions of doliars. The

Bank of Japan has pumped serious -

money into the economy to keep
it moving, anticipating more prob-
lems further down the line.
Already Japanese traders have
been selling foreign currency to
secure more Yen, predicting that
companies and insurance agencies
will be paying out more money in
the coming weeks and months.
Currency speculation is a real fear,
so much so that the Prime Mimister
has issued a stern warning that he
would not tolerate any stock market
profiteering from the catastrophe.
Even without the cost of recon-
struction, Japan’s gross-debt-to-
GDP ratio may reach 228% this
year. Its economy has been stagnant
for many years and it was badly hit
during the credit crunch i 2008,

Free market exposed

The neoliberal ethos that the free

market will solve ali the world’s

problems is cruelly exposed dur-

ing such events when in fact the state

is forced to intervene to save lives.
In poor countries like Haiti the

- govermment has very few resources

and has to rely on foreign interven-
tion, which often includes military
forces, to assist disaster relief. But
these relief efforts always come with
strings attached, either more debt
or lucrative reconstruction contracts
for imperialist companies.

This catastrophe shows control
of nuclear power must be taken out
of the hands of capitalist firms.
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There is no “absolute” level of
safety that could prevent a “worst
possible accident”. Nuclear plants
must be decommissioned as quickly
as possible. We need an energy plan
based on renewables that will allow
a planned shift away from fossil
fuels and atomic energy.

The capitalists are incapable of
this. So far they have not even been
able to agree a global plan for effec-
tive carbon emission reduction as
the Copenhagen conference ftasco
showed, so how can we expect them
to implement a global plan to shift
energy to safer forms? The reason
they can’t do it is the profit motive
that drives all economic decision
making in their system. Also the
division of the capitalist world
into a patchwork of rival nation

states hampers serious attempts .

to effect the international changes
needed. |

In Japan the fight is now to limut
the damage, rebuild homes and the
environment at the expense of the
profiteers not the people. Around
the world the fight is on to stop build-
ing new nuclear power stations, to
decommission and to open records
to inspection. Energy companies and
suppliers should be nationalised
without compensation under work-
ers’ control and a plan for safe and
sustainable energy drawn up.

This struggle points to the need
to overcome capitalism and replace
it with a democratically planned
economy. Fukushima and the
tsunami found capitalism guilty
of gross negligence. Only when pro-

‘duction and distribution serve the

needs of the great majority will
humanity be able to prepare for
natural disasters and minimise their
impact.
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MOST PEOPLE do not think
nuclear power is a problem until
something goes wrong — then
the threat of radiation or an
explosion suddenly becomes
real. One Japanese worker toid
the BBC of his fear “going to
work 150 miles away from three
nuclear reactors in near
meltdown™.

Japan has become
increasingly reliant on nuclear
power since the 1970s. Today it
has 53 nuclear reactors which
provide 34 per cent of the
countries electrical power,
substantially more than
renewable sources.

Despite well known safety
fears, the nuclear industry is
shrouded in secrecy. The
Japanese government tried to
cover up the severity of the
recent crisis, just as the Soviet
Union did in 1986 when
Chernobyl went critical causing
the worst ever nuclear disaster.

Many remember the outrage
caused by Japan's 1995
accident at the Monju nuclear
power plant which was covered
up by the govermment with false
documents, edited video tapes
and gagging orders on
employees.

Built on faullines

Not just in Japan but around the
worid, many nuclear power
stations are built in areas that
are at risk of earthquakes and
tsunamis. For instance in the US
four large reactors are
positioned near the Califomia
coast. One at the Diablo Canyon
Power Plant sits virtually on the
San Andreas Faultline and is
only built to resist a force 7

quake.

An earthquake like this year’s
of 8.9 and a tsunami could badly
damage or destroy the plant,
irradiating large parts of the US
west coast.

Although the Japanese
govemment has invested money
in new technologies for
buildings to withstand some of
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the worst affects of
earthquakes, there is no known
technology that can always
prevent a nuclear reactor from
suffering damage in very serious
quakes registering 7 or more on
the Richter scale.

Serious incidents
Even operating under normal
conditions nuclear power plans

A US nuclear plant
sits on the San
Andreas faultine

can still suffer serious incidents.
The Three Mile Island nuclear
facility in the US had a level five
incident in 1979. In 1959 there
was a fire at the Windscale site
in Cumbria. There was
controversy surrounding the site
for years with concems over
radioactive leaks.

The real problem is the
secrecy of the nuclear industry
intemationally which has fought
hard to suppress negative
publicity and cover up
accidents. Business and official
secrecy means it is impossible
to really hold the governments
and companies to account.

Nuclear power cannot be safe
under capitalism. There should
be a moratonum on all new
plants being built and
independent workers’ and
scientists’ inspections of active
plants. The argument that this
cannot happen because of
business, government or military
secrecy just shows how
unaccountable the whole
industry is, an alarming fact
when we realise the lethal
potential for destruction that
these nuclear reactors
represent. |
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% US AND THEM

Royal Family: affront to democracy

The media is saturated with Royal wedding fever. Keith Spencer asks if the monarchy really is a harmless institution

THE FORTHCOMING marriage
of Prince William and Kate Middle-
ton on 29 April is being paraded as
a “feel good” moment for the whole
country. Yet it has already cost £20
million for security while the rest of
us have to put up with swingeing cuts.

The wall to wall coverage of the
Royal wedding has provoked
response ranging from anger to indif-
ference. A poll carried out m Novem-
ber 2010 found that 31 percent
"couldn't care less" and a further 28
per cent were "largely indifferent”
to the big day.

The anger came 1n when links
between Prince Andrew, Duke of
York (William’s uncle and fourth in
line to the throne) and dodgy dicta-
tors were revealed.

But Prince Andrew 1snt’t just one
bad egg. The whole family 1s up toit.

Among those invited to the Royal

Wedding of Prince William and Kate

Middleton are:

e Sheikh Hamad Bin Isa — the
butcher King of Bahrain

» The King of Saudi Arabia, who
sent in troops to Bahrain to attack
pro-democracy demonstrators

s Dictators including the Sultan of
Brunei and Oman

Past the smiles and grandeur,
the royal family keep these dodgy
connections for a reason — to boost

Britain’s status and profits to British

business from the world’s most sick-

eningly wealthy oil-rich regimes.
They are at the centre of the cir-
cles of corruption and horse-trading
among the world’s elites, using their
hereditary titles to access all areas.

Undemocratic powers

The role of the monarchy is not just
based on titles though, On paper, the
monarch has extensive powers: to
declare war, dissolve parliament and
to rule by decree. In practice, these
are limited, although they are nor-
mally exercised (officially ‘in the

‘Queen’s name’) by the sitting prime

minister.
For example, parliament was only
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Bosses hope royal wedding will provide “feel good factor” in time of cuts

given a role in deciding on declara-
tions of war after the protests agaimst
the invasion of Iraq. Even now, the
government claims the sole right

to decide over intervention in Libya.

QOther powers are greyer areas,
such as the protocol when thereis a
hung parliament.

The monarchy's powers mesh with
those of other secretive committees
and unelected officials, to undermine
the democratic will of the people.
This becomes especially important
in periods of class struggie.

By appearing to be “neutral” and
standing 'above politics’, the monar-
chy gives those gathered around 1t
the ability to repress or derail work-
ing class struggles, in the name of
“Queen and Country”.

In Australia, for example, Gover-
nor-General Sir John Kerr used
his powers as the Queen's represen-
tative, to dismiss the elected Labour
government of prime minister
Gough Whitlam. He refused Whit-
lam's request for new elections to
the Senate, to resolve a constitu-
tional crisis provoked by the Tory
opposition, and appointed Tory
leader Malcolm Fraser in his place.

The monarchy therefore has to
be abolished. It is a rotten symbol of
wealth and privilege, and a danger-
ous weapon in the hands of the bosses.

Britain

Young people are

demonised in the press

and blamed for many
of the problems In
Britain today. The truth
is very different, argues
Dan Edmonds
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's young jilted generation

SOME PEOPLE would have you
believe that young people today are
lazy and that they don’t care about
education. Adverts tell young peo-
ple how terrible their life will be
without the right shoes, deodorant
or iPhone. Teachers and celebri-
ties tell us that there is a world full
of opportunities and it’s our own
fault if we don’t become entrepre-
neurs or millionaires.

But the reality of being young is
very different from the stereotypes.

Youth unemployment stands at
20 per cent with nearly one mil-
lion under-25s officially unem-
ployed. We are often the first to be
made redundant and the last ones
to be employed.

Youth get less unemployment and
housing benefit. We are forced into
unpaid work experience or repeti-
tive and depressing courses, other-
wise we lose our benefits.

Those who manage to get
employment often find themselves
facing worse pay and conditions
than older co-workers, and are
frequently dumped on temporary
and zero-hour contracts. Trade
unions often fail to recruit or fight
for young workers. Trade union
leaders have also signed up to
pension deals that have worsened
provision for younger workers.

The Tories want to raise the age

at which young people can leave
school from 16 to 18, making
teenagers increasingly dependent
on their family. The combination of
the difficulty of getting benefits
while at school, the abolition of
EMA, and the fact that the mini-
mum wage is lower if you're under
18, makes it almost impossible to be
self-sufficient and effectively traps
young people in their famuly.

This makes it incredibly difficult

“for young people to escape situa-

tions of domestic abuse and vio-
lence. _

About 100,000 young people run
away from home every year, flee-
ing violence, rape, and psychologi-
cal abuse. Across the country, Cri-
sis Centres, which give free legal

advice and support to victims of
abuse and rape, are being shut
down; councils are cutting youth and
children services. Large numbers of
young people suffer mental health
problems with about 80,000 sufter-
ing serious depression, which often
goes untreated (95% of all children
in prison suffer from mental health
disorders). But mental health serv-
ices for young people are also being
slashed.

Then after cutiing youth services
and centres, forcing us to stay at
home or failing to treat our ilinesses,
the state punishes us for hanging
about in groups on the street with
dispersal orders and ASBOs. And
ff there’s no youth centres in your
area, and if going to the cinema or

a leisure centre is too expensive,
then where are we meant to hang
out except for the parks and the
streets?

This condescending attitude
extends to sex as well, with Tory MP
Tim Loughton recently saying the
government should punish under-
16s who have consensual sex.
Apparently all young people must
remain chaste and pure, because
obviously we are too stupid to
understand how a condom works
or know when we are being taken
advantage of.

Young people are relegated to
being second-class citizens because
capitalism can’t afford to pay us a
decent wage, provide a good free
education system or fund services.

The government and bosses por-
tray us as stupid, violent and reck-
less, incapable of taking advan-
tage of this world of opportunities,
so they can justify putting us onthe
scrap-heap, paying us less, and
regulating our lives through the
police, the family and the schools.

Young people and workers face
the same enemics, we can’t let the
bosses, the presses and the trade
union bureaucrats divide us against
each other. United we can win our
struggles for better treatment, bet-
ter services, and a better world for
everyone. |
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Smiley Culture
dies in police
custody

SMILEY CULTURE, Britain’s
first rap star, died on Tuesday 15
March with a single stab wound
to the heart. His family, friends and
the black community as a whole are
in shock and demand answers.

The Serious Crime Squad had
raided Smiley’s home in Surrey at
8am and arrested him. Police claim
they let Smiley go into the kitchen
on his own “to make a cup of tea”,
where he stabbed himself with a
knife so big it came out the other
side of his body.

But Smiley’s nephew, Merlin
Emmanuel, told a 300-strong meet-
ing in Brixton the next day, “Smi-
ley had a great deal to look forward
to... The police have a lot to answer
to.” Black activist Lee Jasper added,
“It1is inconceivable that police offi-
cers on a drugs raid would let
Smiley into a kitchen full of knives
on his own.”

We cannot leave the investigation
into the incident in the hands of the
Independent Police Commission,
who failed to charge the policeman
who killed Ian Tomlinson at a
demonstration two years ago.

We demand a public inquiry with
full access to police records, and the
police involved immediately sus-
pended and barred from speaking
to their colleagues.

No cover-up - justice for Smiley!

From Resistance
to Revolution

A new manifesto
for global
socialist change
OUT NOW £2

fifthinternational.org

WORKERS POWER is a Marx-
ist organisation committed to build-
ing the strongest possible resistance
to cuts, imperialist occupation in the
Middle East, racism, sexism, envi-
ronmental destruction and war. We
fight for solidarity with the revolu-
tions against western-backed dicta-
tors in Egypt, Tunisia, Libya,
Bahrain and Yemen. The root of all
these evils is the capitalist system,
so we work to direct the resistance
against the ruling class and towards
socialist revolution.

We are involved In the trade
union movement with members in
the post office, local authorties, the
civil service, teaching and journal-
ism. Most recently we backed Jerry
Hicks’ campaign for leadership of
Unite, Britain’s largest union, and
have campaigned energetically to
turn the unions towards the build-
ing of local anti-cuts committees.

Our members take part in the lead- |

ership of the nationwide Coalition of
Resistance, in networks of shop stew-
ards and in cross-union initiatives and
local anticuts commiittees.
Amongst young people and stu-
dents our members play a signifi-

* cant role in the National Campaign

against Fees and Cuts and one of
our members, Joana Pinto, is stand-
ing as part of the joint anticuts slate
against the NUS leadership that
failed so abysmally to lead radical
action against the fees rise.

Against imperialism

Workers Power has always taken an
uncompromising stance against
imperialism, racism, nationalism and
fascism. We opposed the Iraq and

Afghanistan wars and demand the

immediate withdrawal of British
troops. We participated on the
national leadership of the Stop
the War Coalition though we cniti-
cised the limited methods which
ultimately caused it to fail.

We support the Palestinians and
their struggle against the racist Israch
state. We call for a bi-national one
state solution to end the conflict.

Antifascism and antiracism
We have been in the forefront of
mobilisations to drive the fascist
English Detfence League off the
streets and campaigned against
the British National Party. We
argued for an Anti Fascist Defence
force to protect our demonsra-
tions and communitiies from far
right violence.

And we opposed the ‘British Jobs
for British Workers’ strikes in 2009,

Introducing

Workers Power

.......

Warkers Power marching against the G20 in London, 2009

fighting for jobs for all instead of
anti-foreigner actions.

Youth

Our emphasts on organising young
people is widely recognised. We
took the initiative at the time of the
emergence of the anti-capitalist and
anti-globalisation movement to set
up REVOLUTION as an inde-
pendent socialist youth organisa-
tion, and have always believed that
it is critical that young people should
have an organisation under their
own control.

Unlike the youth organisations
of the capitalist parties, and of some
of the socialist left, which are obliged
to follow the line of their ‘parent’

group, REVOLUTION is entirely
self-governing. We believe this is
essential, if young people are to find
their own way and take socialism
forward to a new generation.

International

Finally, Workers Power 1s an inter-
nationalist organisation. We actively
support struggles of the workers
around the world, and we aim to
participate directly in building links
of solidarity.

We are the British Section of an
international organisation called the
League for the Fifth International,
which also has groups in Germany,
Sweden, Czech Republic, Austria,
Pakistan, Sri Lanka and the USA,

and networks of sympathisers in
other countries.

Revolution

At the core of our belief 1s the
view that while the contradictions
of capitalism and its repeated
crises will present opportunity
after opportunity for the working
class, the socialist revolution will
not happen spontaneously or by
its self. There is never a vacuum in
politics, and unless revolutionary
socialists are organised to give
political leadership, other forces
will fill the space, misleading the
revolution. We think this view is
being borne out in the amazing
events in Egypt today — overcom-
ing the crisis of working class lead-
ership is a key task for socialists
everywhere.

Karl Marzx said the emancipation
of the working class is the act of the
working class itself — and he often
observed that self-emancipation has
to be a conscious act.

Our political positions are dem-
ocratically decided and published
in From Protest to Power and From
Resistance to Revolution. They are
guides to action, which links the
needs of today’s struggles to the
fight for revolution and socialism.
Our clear international programme
and our fight for the formation of a
Fifth International - a world party
of revolution - is what distinguishes
us from other groups in the work-
g class movement.

Get in touch

| Workers Power isn’t just a magazine. We are an activist organisation that fights and campaigns for

| socialist politics in the movement day in, day out.
I Inschools, colleges, universities, workplaces and local communities, Workers Power members are at the |
| forefront of the fight against cuts. We have branches and activists in North, South and East London, Oxford, |

I Leeds, Birmingham, Surrey, Worcester, Leicester, Bradford, Wakefield, Bolton and Manchester. We are

| always looking to develop new networks of members and supporters.
Wherever vou are — we want you to join forces with us.

: All around the world, from Sweden to Sri Lanka, members of our sister sections in the League for the
' Fifth International are campaigning for a socialist future. Join us today!
i

= 1 would like to join Workers Power group
| 2 Please send more details about Workers Power
| O Please subscribe me to Workers Power for the next 12 issues

} (£13.50)
| Name:

-——r—— A

: Address:
|

Postcode:

| Email:
| Tel no:

Ty T ————

Please send to Workers Power, BCM 7750, London, WC1N 3XX or contact us on 02077 084331 visit workerspower.com
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Peter Main

THE UN decision to intervene in
Libya was not a humanitarian
measure to “protect civilians”. It
was, first of all, a carefully calcu-
lated policy to protect Western
interests in the country. Secondly,

however, it was a major step

towards stabilising the entire

region, stemming the tide of rebel-

lion while ensuring the continued
rule of Western allies such as the
Kings of Saudi Arabia and Bahrain.
Resolution 1973 has been pre-
sented as the minimum necessary
to protect civilians from Gadaffi’s
counter-revolutionary advance. In
reality, it gives the main imperialist
powers a virtually free hand to act
as they please. The resolution
does not ban the use of ground
troops, as widely reported. It does
ban any foreign occupation force —
but none of the powers involved
have either the means or the need
to mount an occupation. It does not
ban the use of “special forces”, like
those Britain tried to infiltrate two
weeks earlier, or the sending of any
number of “military advisers” to
assist any potential new allies in
overthrowing Gadaffi.

War aims

Britain and France took the lead in
organising the “no-fly-zone”
because they had the most to lose,
— and the most to gain — from sta-
bilising Libya. Access to the oilfields
was certainly a factor but so also
was regaining greater European

control over North Africa, now
often referred to as “the EU’s
southern border”.

The USA, the third Security
Council member to support the res-
olution, has played a different role,
because Washington has different
priorities. Above all, they had to
find a way to strengthen their over-
all position in the Arab world. The
combination of the Iraq and
Afghan wars, Obama’s call for
democracy in his Cairo speech, the
ditching of Hosni Mubarak in
Egypt and the obvious decline in
US economic prowess, put in ques-
tion the USA’s ability, even willing-
ness, to protect the remaining Arab

rulers, also threatened by demo-
cratic revolutions.

Obama’s delay in “making up his
mind” was a result of the time
needed to agree the eventual deal
with a whole range of other states.
It appears that Saudi support
and, reportedly, arms supplies for
Benghazi could only be bought at
the cost of US acceptance of the
invasion of Bahrain. So much for
democracy and “humanitarian con-
cerns”. Closer to Libya, the “new”
military rulers in Egypt had to be
reassured while, at the same time,
Israel’s security was guaranteed.

Having secured all these precon-
ditions, Obama was then able to step

in and, apparently, strengthen the text
of the resolution as originally tabled
by Britain and France. Now, as well
as “no-fly” provisions. the UN was to
sanction “all necessary measures” to
allow protection of the civilian
population — and what was “neces-
sary” was to be decided by the inter-
ventionist forces themselves! The

idea that this was not all agreed in

advance is not credible.

An important part of the deal,
indeed a crucial part, was the role
of Russia and China. As permanent
members of the Security Council
they have a veto over all deci-
sions. They could have stopped all
intervention simply by raising a

- Stop the UN intervention in Libya |

hand. They did not. And, of course,
they did not decide on this in the
course of the discussion. It was
negotiated and agreed, in advance,
with the US, France and Britain —
all of whom well understood that
the butchers of Chechnya and Tibet
could not be expected to support
intervention, at least not in public.

(Germany, on the other hand, has
no right of veto. Why did it abstain?
Here, we have to take into account
both domestic political pressure,
already incensed by involvement in
Afghanistan, and longer term pol-
icy considerations. By not taking
responsibility for the mulitary inter-
vention, Berlin may hope to be able
to play a key role in future when 1t
comes to “negotiating a settlement”.
That would make sure that Europe
continues to assert its influence in
the region, even if Britain and
France have to stand aside.

The whole procedure makes clear
the real character and purpose of the
United Nations. It is not a “world
parliament” or a representative of
the “community of nations™:itis a
framework within which the Great
Powers and their various subordi-
nate allies can try to resolve the
inevitable frictions between them.
UN support for the military inter-
vention in Libya does not make it
“legitimate”; it remains an imperi-
alist aggression to secure their own
interests. That is why the workers
and the oppressed of the world,
but especially those in the leading
powers, Britain, France and the
US, should oppose the interven-
tion “by all means necessary”.

Victor

Peter Main

THE REBELLION against
Gadaffi’s dictatorship deserves
unconditional support and that 1s
not altered by the UN decision.
Those who oppose powerful
states have the nght to get hold of
arms-wherever they can and to take
advantage of any weaknesses in
their oppressors’ situation. That
remains true even where the weak-
nesses are the result of imperialist
action. If, under cover of the no-tly
zone, Libyan insurgents and revo-
lutionaries can retake positions,
undermine the morale or the loy-
alty of Gadaffi’s troops and even
advance on the capital, Tripoli, that
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is a step forward for the Libyan rev-
olution and should be welcomed.

At the same time we must oppose
the US, British and French attack.
The imperialist attack allows Gadaffi
to pose at home as defender of the
nation. It gives him a popular cause
where before he had none. Now he
can try to rally part of the people and
deploy them against the revolution.

The imperialists are obviously
looking for potential allies within
the opposition to Gadaffi with
whom they can do a deal to guar-
antee their own interests. Such a
deal might even include elements
from Gadaffi’s current administra-
tion. The exact composition of the
National Transition Council in

Libya
Benghazi is not clear but it is likely
to contain figures prepared to make
such a deal and to establish a new
regime no better than Gadaffr’s.
However, recognising the danger
is not the same as concluding that
it is inevitable. In the here and now,
the key task for revolutionaries in
Libya is to strengthen the role
and capacity of the working class
and the urban poor in the struggle
against Gadaffi. They need to build
their own organisations, trade
unions, working class women’s
groups, neighbourhood committees
and their own militia.

These are needed now in Beng-
hazi against Gadaffi — they may be
needed tomorrow agamnst the com-
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promisers, even the imperialists
themselves. But first things first.
Today, the population is mobilised
against Gadaffi but led by unac-
countable, self-appointed leaders.
Workers should demand that these
people subordinate themselves to
popular control; open their meet-
ings, report their decisions, veto them
if they do not advance the cause!
Just like Gadalffi, just like the
imperialists, the workers of Libya
need international allies. They
should turn first to their neighbours,
the workers of Egypt and Tunisia
and the rest of the Arab world. A
reversal in Libya would be a threat
to the further progress of revolu-
tions throughout the region.
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Equally, support from the work-
ers of the region for the Libyan rev-
olution could turn the tide not only
against Gadaffi but also the plans
of the imperialists.

The speed of developments in
Libyva underlines the need for the
working class to form its own polit-
ical organisation and leadership, a
revolutionary party committed not
only to overthrowing Gadaffi by
mass mobilisations and organisa-
tions but putting power into the
hands of demorcatic workers’ coun-
cils. Only that strategy, the strategy
of permanent revolution, can inter-
nationalise the revolution and
defend it against counter-revolu-
tion and mmperialism.

workerspower.coim




