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For a culture of debate,
not violence on the left -
see pp2,4,5,10,11




Socialism and the
logic of sectarianism

eorg Wilhelm Fredrick Hegel and courtship of George Galloway. in the 1930s crushed under the suffo-
- the celebrated 19th cen-@ Birmingham SA, its officers and chair, cating ice sheet of ‘official communism’
tury German philosopher - Steve Godward, have also been on thand social democracy. Whatever their
remarked somewhere thatreceiving end of an SWP packedaults, Tony Cliff and others before him
“things develop from themselves”. AGM. Their real ‘crime’- questioning had the virtue of keeping alive some
Thoughtfully he added that they do sdhe advisability of a Peace and Justiceital shoots of Marxism in the darkest
“according to their own logic”. A tell- electoral bloc with the mosque. hours of the century.
ing observation. Think about the So® Last week SWP national organiser Yet the objective situation nowa-
cialist Workers Party in this light. Chris Bambery orchestrated an attaclays cries out for a revolutionary class
Doubtless most comrades in theon CPGB members outside this year'garty - its scientific name, according to
SWP’s leadership are utterly sincere itMarxism - or, less probably, turned d_enin, being ‘Communist Party’.
their desire to see socialism actualiseblind eye - because they were handFhough let us underline once again
on a global scale. An aim to which theying out a “shite” anti-islamic leaflet. that we would be perfectly happy with
devote an inordinate amount of timeTheir real ‘crime’ - defending the SAs ‘Socialist Alliance Party’, if that is what
energy and income. Those whom R001 general election manifesto comthe majority wanted. Any such party
have encountered at various times amitment of “no compromise” with sex- would contain within its ranks a wide
educated, talented and often tirelesssm and homophobia, a so-calledrariety of opinions - not a weakness,
Many have shunned the comfortabléshibboleth” to be sacrificed for the but a source of strength. Through on-
but egotistical and essentially arid lifesake of the SWP’s Peace and Justig®ing debate a party collectively learns
of middle class careerism. Praiseworturn. from the work of its militant thinkers
thy indeed, and only turncoats or the Where does the SWP’s lack of deand the invaluable experience of its
bitter and burnt out would seek to denimocracy, bureaucratic manipulatiorclass activists. Hence the whole is far
grate or demean anyone for dedicaind thuggery stem from? Many explagreater than the sum of its parts.
ing themselves to the great cause afations, mostly unsatisfactory, have Inall probability a Communist Party
revolutionary socialism. been offered. in Britain will initially have to be made
There exists, of course, another, less | would flatly reject the anarchist on the basis of the existing revolution-
attractive, side to the SWP. Open deronsense that the SWP represents they left coming together. First the rap-
bate is an alien concept and internafirect continuation of the method ofprochement of the hard factions -
demaocracy a sorry sham. Serious ogMarx, Engels and Lenin. That is a calalong with much of their baggage. But
position is outlawed. The Alliance forumny disproved by any serious studyhen, if circumstances prove favour-
Workers’ Liberty, Workers Power andof the facts. Take the Bolsheviks - agble, these factions would voluntar-
the Revolutionary Democratic Grouptheir best they provide a model ofily become mere shades of opinion.
have their origins as expelled SWP facworking class democracy and opeWorking together for the common
tions. Delegate conferences routinelypolemics. cause builds trust, digs roots amongst
occur each year. They are, however, With more solid foundation, othersthe broad masses and hopefully dis-
akin to company rallies for the saleshave blamed Gregory Zinoviev, Len-solves antiquated lines of demarca-
staff. Members acclaim the leadershign’s lieutenant and first president of thetion. However a class party is
rather than hold them to account. TillCommunist International. Zinoviev conceived - and this is the main point
a few years ago tiny pre-conferencestressed the necessity of putting the only equipped with such a combat
‘factions’ did occasionally appear -newly formed, and often shambolic,organisation, which embodies free-
around purely technical or third-ratecommunist parties, onto a war footingdom of criticism and unity in action,
matters. Even then they were permitHe believed that direct, earth-shatterean we seriously talk about the work-
ted no permanent or public existenceng, revolutionary struggles were im-ing class realising socialism and com-
Outside the charmed circle of the cenminent. Then there is Leon Trotskymunism.
tral committee just to query the lateshimself and his so-called Fourth Inter- And there is the rub. Remember
line is considered suspect. Individunational. In the US his leading com-Hegel's remark that things develop
als deemed hardened dissidents arade, James P Cannon, booted out Mdsom themselves and according to their
arbitrarily and wastefully driven out - Shachtman, Hal Draper and co simplpwn logic. While the SWP remains a
sometimes after a kangaroo trialbecause they disagreed with the woesect and shuns genuine partyism, it
‘Sexual harassment’ is a favouritefully mistaken designation of Stalin’s cannot possibly help realise the social
trumped-up charge. USSR as a “degenerate workers' statetransformation its cadre ardently wish
The bureaucratic centralist regime of Actually the SWP's rotten practiceto achieve.
the SWP in England and Waletogi- is spontaneously self-generating. It Socialism is the victory of democ-
cally extended to the Internationalhas not been transmitted across hisacy, the antithesis of bureaucracy and
Socialist Tendency. Alongside thetory, generation by generation, likecensorship. Socialism is the self-libera-
Anti-Nazi League, Spark and Global-some awful, inescapable genetic cod¢ion movement of the working class,
ise Resistance, the IST is jealouslythe SWP’s doctrine that the end justias it breaks through the political and
guarded as the private turf of the cerfies the means and avoidance of praconomic limits of capital.
tral committee in London. An unoffi- grammatic commitments runs counter If by some freak circumstance the
cial but permanent and dominatingo classic Marxism but does empiricallySWP was in the position of pushing
faction. Shamefully Alex Callinicos hasserve to buttress and sustain a confeaside capitalism or inheriting a post-
overseen the callous expulsion ofional sect. capitalist Britain, the only socialism it
whole sections in South Africa, the Not that every sect behaves in theould preside over would be an ‘elit-
United States, New Zealand, etc.  exact manner of the SWP. Neverthelesst socialism’. Despite the ‘socialism
The Socialist Alliance too is increas-from the past to the present revolutionfrom below’ mantra, the SWP epito-
ingly viewed by the SWP leadershipary sects tend time and again to dignises inpractice socialism from
as just another one of its fronts. Anglay a manic self-obsession in tanderabove - albeit subjectively with be-
evidently that is how the SA is beingwith contempt for democracy. Eg, in thenign intentions.
treated. Its constitutional principles ofearly 19th century the Jacobin-commu- Under its ‘socialism’ is the SWP sud-
inclusiveness, political balance andhist sects were typically headed by adenly going to undergo a Damascene
toleration apparently count for noth-all-powerful leader or tight-knit ruling conversion and display toleration to-
ing. Four prime examples: clique which neither practised nor enwards leftwing critics and encourage
@ Finding themselves lumbered with arvisaged democracy. Mikhail Bakunin'sthe free expression of differences?
‘awkward squad’ running things in fantastic revolutionary conspiraciesHardly. Instead capriciousness, ma-
Bedfordshire, the SWP launched a vinwere no different. Alone the select fewnipulation and thought-control are in-
dictive campaign, which not only en-possessed the intellectual keys to urevitable. Especially if problems arise
tailed packing an AGM with newly lock the future utopia. The massesind become acute. Means determine
signed up members and a clean-sweepere either ignorant, inert or easilyends and ends determine means. An
coup, but disciplinary charges againsiooled and so could not be trustedabsence of democracy cannot usher
two former officers. Their real ‘crime’ - Hence the sects put themselves firsth democracy. Democracy can only be
being supporters of the RDG. not the real working class movementwon through struggle. It cannot be
® May's national conference saw arOn that basis they recruited, acted angiven. Those who unleash a squad of
SWP attempt to remove the AWL'sjustified themselves. hysterical bullies today are in the fu-
Martin Thomas from the executive Organisations like the SWP mightture more than likely to unleash the
committee. His real ‘crime’ - having the perhaps once have had a certain wortkecret police®

temerity to criticise the SWP’s defenceThe real working class movement was Jack Conrad
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Letters may have been
shortened because of space.

the mosques were able to mobilise on
Some names may have been

the streets around the country, as an

hi . . ]
ST anti-islamic backlash accompanied the
murderous onslaught on Irag. Now,
somewhat bizarrely, the SWP counter-
H H poses the anti-war movement to the
MarXIsm joy wider trade union and labour movement,

| have sometimes bought your paper argeemingly oblivious to the fact that the
have found it sometimes has informativéatter actuallyformsa not insignificant
articles. But recently the red-baiting ofpart of that very same movement!
the Socialist Workers Party has simply Furthermore, while the SWP is cer-
got too much. tainly a very active component inside the
I am not a member of the SWP, but atStop the War Coalition, overblown claims
tended this years Marxism 2003 event inbout how many ‘the party’ mobilised
London. The coverage in your paper hasn anti-war demonstrations surely tend
no connection to what | attended. Puto crumble away somewhat when it is
simply, it was a fantastic, informative andemembered that the SWP-controlled
open debate. | went to meetings on atJnity Committee/Anti-Nazi League
cient Rome, fascism, the Middle Eastcould only get about 150 people on the
labour history, women’s oppressionstreets of Dudley in one of the recent
amongst many others (Picasso!). Theationally coordinated demonstrations
speakers were excellent and many wesgainst racism and the rise in the number
not from the SWP and had many differof fascist councillors.
ent ideas. | found, contrary to myth, that Perhaps now the SWP will see the
they were treated with respect and comump which Birmingham SA has effec-
structive debate. tively become as their ‘united front’ of-
The Monbiot meeting was a good exfering for the Peace and Justice European
ample of this. His ideas are important, aslection campaign of 2004. This may well
many people coming to socialist ideasesult in the disgraceful attempt to field a
may well have bought his book and readandidate on a ticket which downplays
his column. Whilst | did not think his women'’s rights and ignores gay rights
proposals were completely thought outaltogether. Such a betrayal of even the
it was good to see the SWP trying tanost basic of socialist principles will put
engage with him in a comradely mannesuch a rotten bloc to the right of New
There was a brilliant discussion aroundlabour on the question of human equal-
the bookEmpire by Negri and once ity!
again the SWP speaker (Mr Callinicos) Such is the nature of Pyrrhic victories
was very thought-provoking in his con-and gross opportunist appetites.
tribution and the Italian speaker receiveGieoff Smith
a very warm welcome. Birmingham
Whatever differences exist, | do not
see the point in endlessly attacking th =
main force on the left. Let's all be ho%esﬁet a Ilfe
- if the SWP did not exist then the antiSo it's all right to have christian or athe-
war movement would not have been haiét homophobes and sexists in the move-
as successful as it has become. ment then? As socialists we argue against
I may have differences with some ofsuch beliefs, at the same time building the
the SWP policies, but | discussed thessocialist resistance to war and global
with members of the SWP and was reeapital. You lot are sad - you represent
ally listened to. It was a refreshing weekio one, snipe at what you cannot
and | will be going next year, as | underachieve. You are welcome to work with
stand it is an annual event. | was one afther socialists - or confine yourselves
many thousands of young people whto the dusthin of history!
went to Marxism 2003 and | am sure, as There was no attack on your members
all of those who went thought, it wason the Saturday - | was at Marxism all
credit to the SWP and a joy to bemorning. Get a life!
amongst thousands of socialists from alAndy Coles
round the world. emalil
When the CPGB - who frankly looked
bizarre alongside the lunatic fringe - cal
operate in a?n open and fraterngl way :’“s‘t flawed
may be worth attending your events, buCheap abuse towards the Alliance for
whilst you continue to just make sectarWorkers’ Liberty is your stock in trade
ian attacks on the SWP | for one will thinkat present, so | wasn't surprised to read
twice about coming to your meetings anéit Robinson’s trite remarks about my
to Communist University. review of Alex Callinicos’s new book in
lanJanus Solidarity (‘Valuable but flawedWeekly
London WorkerJuly 10).
I've argued that the book is riven with
H utopianism, making it pretty worthless. |
Racist nutters might be wrong about this, but it would
Jack Conrad wrote: “SWP leaders mainbe helpful if Robinson could at least en-
tain that the most radicalised people igage with the argument.
Britain are muslims. By which they gen- First, for Callinicos, socialism is not the
erally mean someone who obeys thproduct of advanced capitalism. He is so
imam’s call to prayers” (‘No compromisekeen to avoid association with neoliberal
on sexism and homophobia’, July 10). ideas that he cannot bring himself to
What complete rubbish! Hundreds ofanalyse the side of globalisation that has
thousands of muslims marched on th&urther prepared the prerequisites for
streets of London against US and Britsocialism - such as the growth of large
ish imperialism. Conrad’s blatant racismworking classes and militant labour
has no place in the socialist movemenimovements in places like Brazil and Ko-
It is a welcome sign that the SWP hagea. Instead, socialism is presented as just
taken a hardened stance against the rac‘good idea’.
ist nutters of the lunatic fringe. You rep- Secondly, he does little to educate
resent nothing. young activists in the anti-capitalist

Kevin Murphy movement. There is no attempt to con-
email vince them to turn to the labour move-
ment, as campaigns like No Sweat try to
do. Unionising workers in Starbucks is
Rotten bloc J

far harder than putting a brick through
The sheer size of the anti-war movemertheir windows, but you won't find the
shook the ruling class, but is now tendSocialist Workers Party or Globalise Re-
ing to melt into the political background.sistance organising a union drive.

The SWP has a blinkered obsession Thirdly, Callinicos’s “transitional pro-
with this movement, which it falsely gramme” is not aimed at the working
claims to have built virtually single- class, but rather at the global justice
handedly. Ironically, such a claim actumovement. There is a substitution going
ally downplays the numbers ofon in the SWP’s politics, in which the
understandably worried muslims thatvorking class is being displaced. The
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ACTION

London Communist Forum

Sunday July 20, 5pm - ‘Which way for Socialist Alliance?’: report from SA
national council.

Phone 07950 416922 for details.

Tattoo protest

Rally and demonstrations against military air show, Royal International Air
Tattoo, Fairford, Saturday July 19. Rally: 12 noon to 2pm, Fairford Community
Centre, High Street, next to St Mary’s Church, just above market place and
Bull Hotel. Speaker: Damacio Lopez, depleted uranium expert. Followed by
demonstrations.

New Interventions

Annual general meeting, Saturday July 19, 2pm to 5pm, Calthorpe Arms, Kings

Cross, London (corner of Grays Inn Road and Calthorpe Street; nearest tube:
Kings Cross). Speaker: George Binette, Committee to Defend Asylum-Seek-

ers, on ‘Asylum-seekers and racism in Britain today’.

Motions, comments, suggestions: drdavidspencer@aol.com

People’s Assembly for Peace

Second conference, Saturday August 30, 10am to 5.30pm, Friends Meeting
House, Euston Road, London WC1 (opposite Euston station).
Organised by Stop the War Coalition.

Remember Larkin

Sixth annual James Larkin commemoration, Saturday September 6. Assemble
12 noon, Mount Pleasant, Liverpool. March to city centre rally.
webmaster@jlrfb.com

End the occupation

National demonstration against occupation of Iraq and Palestine, Saturday
September 27, from 12 noon, central London.
Organised by Stop the War Coalition.

Party wills
The CPGB has forms available for you to include the Party and the struggle for
communism in your will. Write for details.

To contact the Revolutionary Democratic Group, email rdgroup@yahoo.com.

Socialist Alliance

National council
Saturday July 19, 12 noon to 5pm, United Services Club, Gough Street, Bir-
mingham.

Yorkshire and Humberside

Regional membership meeting for Euro elections, Saturday July 26, 12 noon to
5pm, All Hallows church hall, Regent Terrace, Leeds LS6 1NP.

Brent Convention of the Left

Thursday July 31, 7pm, Willesden Library Centre. To discuss a left candidate
in the forthcoming Brent East parliamentary by-election.
Organised by Brent SA: 07940 510906.

Eastern Region

Meeting to discuss European elections, Sunday August 3, 2pm to 4pm, Latton
Bush Centre, Harlow.

Agenda: Practical tasks; feasibility of standing; preliminary short list; non-SA
candidates; tasks and responsibilities for ERSA members.

More information - Jim Jepps: 07956 605634; jimjepps@hotmail.com

New address

The Socialist Alliance has moved to a new national office. The address is:
Creative House, 82-90 Queensland Road, London N7 7AS. Temporary tel-
ephone: 07952 841979.

www.cpgb.org.uk/action
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case for socialism as the self-emanci H situation underlines the need for a
tion of the working class is alluded tgthlld abuse reforged Communist Party.

perhaps asserted, but not coherentljudging by his ‘response’ to my letters, Such a party - ipartof the class, armed
argued for. At the very least Callinicosl can feel sympathy with those who arevith a programme and theory born in the
appears to think the movement can plaiyritated by lan Donovan’s views. straitjacket, but working towards a con-
the role of a workers’ international. lan states that the CPGB as a wholeemporary theory and politics of the

Finally his “transitional programme” is supports his views. If so, why has navorking class - will stand the test of real-
nothing of the sort. The whole point ofother CPGB comrade written in his deity, organising the vanguard for the war
the transitional method is to mobilise thdence? | suspect that within the CPGBo come.
working class to fight for socialism. Tran-there are those who would shrink fronRoger Clarke
sitional demands start from the reality ofeaping to the defence of one whose aemail
working class life and working class con-guments share many disturbing similari-
sciousness. Callinicos’s programme is ties with those that paedophiles us =
shopping list of good causes - rather likéconstantly arguing for the age of conshlbeIeth
the Socialist Alliance programme at thesent to be lowered and infamously sedrethren ... justin case, like me, you never
last general election. ing paedophiles as victims: a stancknew the meaning of the new in-word

Trotsky's Transitional programmén  which lan has become notorious foused by the vicar (John Rees) and Ms
1938 spoke of facing reality squarely, noinaking). German, then here it is:
seeking the line of least resistance, call- It's more than hypocrisy thatthe CPGB  “Shibbolethnoun - a custom, phrase
ing things by their right names, and bass (rightly!) up in arms about the dump-or use of language that acts as a test of
ing one’s programme on the logic of theng of anti-sexist and anti-homophobidelonging to, or as a stumbling block to
class struggle. For Trotsky that's whaprinciples by the SWP within the Social-becoming a member of, a particular so-
separated Marxism from utopian socialist Alliance, and yet apparently has naial class, profession, etc (from Hebrew;
ism. Callinicos does none of these thingprinciples, revolutionary socialist or oth-literally: ear of grain; the word is used in
and that's why his book is simply flawed.erwise, when it comes to the protectioithe Old Testament by the Gileadites as a
Paul Hampton of children. test word for the Ephraimites, who could
AWL I wonder whether, if Donovan hadnot pronounce the sound ‘sh’)Collins

praised racists in the same way as Haictionary 1992.
sp picking up praised the paedophile Jonathan King, And here it is, taken from the vicar’s
the CPGB central committee would be séavourite new book, theloly Bible
Political contributions in your paper byblasé? which seems to have replac@as
various correspondents would be takeSteve Davies Kapital for the foreseeable future:
a little bit more seriously if they were email “Then Jephthah gathered together all
honest. Baldly characterising the Social- the men of Gilead, and fought with
ist Party as having declined from a gre y Ephraim: and the men of Gilead smote
height to the depths of irrelevance is im orkers State? Ephraim, because they said, Ye Gileadites
accurate. Jack Conrad's generally excellent ‘Partyare fugitives of Ephraim among the

| spoke to several members of the SRotes’ column contained in passing th&phraimites, and among the Manassites.
in Ireland who travelled over, who inde-comment, “Nor should it be forgottenAnd the Gileadites took the passages of
pendently agreed that 400 attended Sthat the regime ushered in by the Octadordan before the Ephraimites: and it was
cialism 2003, while your paper reporteder 1917 revolution was the worker-peasso, that when those Ephraimites which
250. Your correspondents then go on tant alliance in power. The countrywere escaped said, Let me go over; that
characterise the perspectives of the SBEcame a workers’, peasants’ and solhe men of Gilead said unto him, Art thou
Committee for a Workers’ Internationaldiers’ republic” {Veekly Workeduly 3). an Ephraimite? If he said, Nay; Then said
as being lost and muddled. This formula needs to be handled withhey unto him, Say now ‘Shibboleth’:

Of course, even when | lived in the UKa certain degree of caution. | recentiand he said ‘Sibboleth’: for he could not
most on the left didn't seem to undercame across the following quotes.  frame to pronounce it right. Then they
stand anything other than the occupa- First, the constitution of the RSFSR{ook him, and slew him at the passages
tion of the north of Ireland was wrong -adopted by the fifth all-Russia congressf Jordan: and there fell at that time of the
boo hoo. If you want tub-thumping of soviets in July 1918, stated: “The mairEphraimites forty and two thousand”
‘thousands are joining us’, when they arebjective of the constitution of the Rus{(Judges, 12:4-6, KJV).
not, and the only interesting commentsian Socialist Federative Soviet Repub- | suppose we can all expect a copious
on Ireland about the so-called armedic, designed for the present transitionahmount of quotes from the HaQur'an
struggle (ended 10 years ago), go to geriod, is to establish the dictatorship ofiext. Perhaps in the future, just to claim
Socialist Workers Party rally. the urban and rural proletariat and théhat we are non-sectarian socialists, we

It is correct to say that the SP has hagoorest peasantry in the form of a powshould all pepper our emails and articles
a difficult time of it recently, but that 400 erful All-Russia soviet government, withwith words from holy writings of islam,
attended Socialism 2003 is an indicatiom view to completely suppressing thénebrew, hindu or how-do origins.
that numerically things have picked upbourgeoisie ...” (article 9). One thing is for sure: if the vicar and
Our party in Ireland, the UK and else- Secondly, in January 1921, Lenin comMs German aren’t stopped, we will be
where is the only one that has achieveshented as follows: “| must correct an+eading of theshidduchbetween the
electoral strength in more than one courether mistake of mine. | said: ‘Ours is noSocialist Alliance and a plethora of anti-
try, which, while modest, shows the trueactually a workers’, state but a workerspay, anti-communist, anti-feminist, anti-
weakness of others. Also our base withiand peasants’ state’ ... What | shoulgrogressive religious sects over the
the unions is not rivalled by any othethave said is: ‘A workers’ state is an abeoming months. As Jim Royle would say,
force on the left. straction. What we actually have is aSocialist, my arse’.

So excuse us if we aren’t in a canteeworkers’ state, with this peculiarity: firstly,  Myself, a member of the working class
bunfight with all on the left, but any ma-that it is not the working class but theand of ‘low awareness’, | have to settle
jor movement in society will bypass thepeasant population that predominates ifor ‘What a load of bollocks'.

Socialist Alliance and its myriad of ficti- the country, and, secondly, that it is a Shidduch Yiddish; noun; 1a: an ar-
tious affiliates. Our perspective is to buildworkers’ state with bureaucratic distorranged marriage. b: the arrangement of a
with a new influx of members not embit-tions™ (VI Lenin Collected work¥ol 32, marriage. 2: any negotiated agreement.
tered by experience of the sterile politicdloscow 1977, p48). Bollocks pl, noun, ... an explanation
of the CPGB, SWP, etc. Of course, whether either formula wa®f annoyance, disbelief, etc.
Garrett Mullan right is open to question. MervDavies
Dublin Mike Macnair Colchester
Oxford
SP excesses Middle Engl
In reply to Steve Williams, my review of Idd e ng and
the CWI website was perhaps guilty ofThe strange world of comrade Mick
slightly over-egging the pudding (Let-Cresswell continues to turn. He seem
ters, July 10). Yet, if it is taken in conjunc-stuck in an ideological position about thg
tion with my piece on the SRVeekly nature of the working class in the UK
WorkerJanuary 9), the “virtual vanity” (Letters, July 10).
does become apparent. Having earlier stated my understand-

You have to practically excavate theng of class in these pages, I'll not repes
foundations of the SP website to find anyself, but rather address the comrads
link to non-SP/CWI sites. Just an examassertion that the left is more influence
ple: when | clicked on what | assumed tdy middle England radicalism than work{
be a link to the European Social Forum, ing class militancy. Middle England is
was instead treated to an article on ithourgeois bullshit designed to make
When you combine this with the CWI's certain section of the working class fed
“best socialist analysis” boasting, youit's doing better than another section an
have got to ask what sort of purpose this no longer considered on the bottor
narcissism serves. Is it borne out of secung by their lords and masters.
tarian arrogance, an inferiority complex It's hard to see the wood from the tree
or both? | don’t know. with the thought-control job the bour-

It just seems weird to me, as | remaigeoisie has done on the proletariat;
an admirer of the SP, despite my criticismstarting place for a clearer view is from
of its daft excesses. the straitjacket of olde Marxism, but in-

Phil Hamilton creasingly parts of Marxism must be lef
Stoke-on-Trent behind. This is where for me the currer

GCommunist University 2003

This annual school for the thinking left will
be debating a whole range of issues

The global anti-war movement vs the New American Centurym Irag and the
struggle against US-UK occupation m Origins of the Project fora New
American Century®m Socialism or barbarism B What future for the Socialist
Alliance? mIndependence for Scotland: a socialist demand? m Has Blairism
finally taken the ‘labour’ out of Labour B Anti-semitism and the leftm Trade
union lefts and alternatives to New Labour m Marxism and religionm
Daringto dream -science fiction and social realitym s islam a backward
religion? m The Labour left and the programme for socialismm
Fundamentalism-a present danger east and west? B Road maps for
Palestinian liberation. One state and two state solutions? m Oil, rogue states
andthe capitalist crisis B Artists against the war-artand commitmentm
Popular fronts and Marxism B Polemics -
and lines of division within evolutionary theorymand much more

Rugust 2 - 9, Goldsmiths

College, New Cross, London
Places are limited. Reserve your
place now by sending a cheque
for £20 to the CPGB address.
full week (selfcatering accomodation):

£130/£85 unwaged
first weekend (incl. one night’s

accomodation):
£30/£20
“Sumy one day
W (sessions only):
- T £15/£8,
.

one
session:
W 6/£3

.

—ly,

hard and softmSteven Jay Gould
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SOCIALIST ALLIANCE

Tribune -

www.tribune.atfreeweb.com

Labour
left portal

he Labour left is on the
T move once again after years

of long slumber. The
election of leftwing activists to
the leadership of key trade
unions and the mass opposition to
Blair's warmongering has
provided it with some much
needed backbone. Over the
coming weeks, this column will be
looking at websites of a number
of opposition groups and jour-
nals.

We begin our cyberspace
Journey around the Labour left
with Tribune, a veritable stalwart
of “democratic socialism” since
being set up by Victor Gollancz
(of Left Book Club fame) and a
few close comrades in the late
30s. Today the journal remains
one of the main clearing-houses
of left Labour activists, and its
pages are regularly graced by
prominent personalities.

Logging on to the Tribune
homepage, initialimpressions of
the site aesthetic are mixed. A
parade of past magazine covers
runs along the top and under-
neath that the screen splitsinto
two vertical columns. The first has
a bright red background and is
Jam-packed with all manner of
links. In contrast, the secondiis
sparsely decorated and rests on
a dull grey backdrop. Thankfully
this lukewarm impression
remains restricted to the surface,
as this is a website of many
depths.

The grey panel is more
Tribune-focused than its compan-
ion. Mark Seddon’s editorial
comment for the latestissue
heads up the column. Clicking on
the link takes us to a photo of the
comrade and his short commen-
tary on the opposition facing the
Blairites. We are also invited to
submit our own opinions to
Tribune and comrade Seddon
directly, and there is alink to an
article that covers similar matters
by Diane Abbott on the Socialist
Campaign Group website. The
next five features are similarly
adorned.

Continuing down the page, the
‘Tribune online vote’ leads with
the ongoing row around homo-
sexuality and the church. it
carries an archive of the polls
taken so far this year, and these
also remain open. So if you feel
particularly moved to vote on six-
month-old polls, the option
remains to do so. Followingonis
probably the definitive page of
British anti-war links, supple-
mented by the relevant Tribune
editorials from the last year. Next
up are contact, search engine and
comment page details. The latter,
however, is not a forum for a
general exchange of ideas
between participants and is more

alr

akin to an edited announcement
list, which in the context of this
siteis not necessarily abad
thing.

An archive of Tribune from
1998 to the presentis patchy in
places, as a good number of
issues have been only partially
uploaded, this being especially
true of older editions. However,
the comrades have to be
congratulated for beginning
work on an ambitious library of
articles running from 1937-75. 1
hope the time (and the web
space)is found to getallissues
online. Moving on, the nextitem
is a three-year archive of book
reviews, followed by a collection
of contributions to Tribune-
sponsored conferences over the
period 1999-2001. A link to live
parliamentary webcastsis a nice
touch, and a shameless plug for
a Tribune-branded bag com-
pletes this column.

A special mention mustbe
made of the ‘British’ and ‘Interna-
tional’ links pages. The former
links to hundreds of websites,
covering Constituency Labour
Parties, elected members,
campaigning sites, Labour
affiliates, unions, etc. The
international links are not as
broad in scope, bringing together
several dozen social democratic,
green and campaigning web-
sites.

Turning now to the first panel,
itis broken up into 3 separate
sub-sections. Thefirst, ‘Subscribe
to Tribune’ carries a subscription
form in pdf, an ‘ezine’ page
(under construction and open
only to subscribers) and the
option to sign up to the journal’s
email list. ‘Latest links’ is self-
explanatory, but worth exploring
inits ownright. Forinstance the
Orwell centenary is marked here
with half a dozen dedicated
links. Lastly the columnis
finished off with business
information, such as advertising
rates, stockists and the like.

As a portal to the cyberspaces
of the Labour left, this website is
excellent. As a vehicle for
Tribune, however, there is room
forimprovement. Understand-
ably the archives are still under
construction and will no doubt
remain so for many years, but
whatis most visibly lackingis a
dedicated introduction and
history of the magazine. Perhaps
a search through the Tribune
archives would yield up the
relevantinformation, but thisis
no substitute. The Labour Party
remains a key area of struggle
despite the Blairites, and
unfortunately the case to back
up this assertion is not clearly
made here ®
Phil Hamilton

Democracy, not
bureaucratic control

Victimised firefighter and Socialist Alliance national executive
membeiSteve Godward (pictured) looks at the SWP’s role and
gives his view on the way ahead

n order to understand where we arappalled at the SWP’s bureaucratic bee write for any publication - ie, thigeekly
atthe moment, it is worthwhile look- haviour. If it cannot control it, the SWPWorker- and removed as vice-chair. |
ing briefly at the recent history of thetries to destroy it - and democracy is thbave made my view clear that | do not
left in Birmingham in relation to the loser. believe an electoral bloc with tiéorn-
Socialist Workers Party. Then | was down to speak on behaling Stats Communist Party of Britain
Shortly after September 11 2001 | wasf the Socialist Alliance on the day warand the mosque is a good idea. Why not
elected vice-chair of the Birminghambroke out in Birmingham. But the SWPhave a debate to see if | am right?
Stop the War Coalition. But last year theralong with Socialist Action and STWC  Unlike some, | am not a ‘professional
was a bureaucratic coup, which oustedhair Salma Yaqoob, decided to removeevolutionary’. But | have been on the
everybody, including myself, who wasme from the speakers list. front line, fighting against capitalism in
prepared to put forward politics different As on other occasions, Birminghanthe workplace. As a result | have lost my
from that of the SWP. After the takeovelSA was sidelined. For example, on thgb, been suspended by my union and
there were no further democratic memSWP's ‘Peace and Justice' initiative withnow | am treated with contempt by com-
bership meetings. Birmingham central mosque, there hasades in the SA. To me it all feels like vic-
Around that time comrade Arash, amever been an approach to any Birmingimisation.
Iranian comrade who is a member oham SA committee member - not even What makes me particularly angry is
Erdington SA, was raising concernghe comrade who is an SWP member. Athat in Birmingham a working SA com-
about the involvement in the STWC ofwe wanted was to be informed. We onlynittee has been destroyed. We survived
muslim fundamentalists. Instead of havfound out that comrade Rees had hadthe SWP coup in the STWC, but we
ing the debate, the comrade was attackedeeting with Salma Yaqoob and théhave now been replaced by hacks with
at a meeting. John Rees described timosque when he announced it at the SAo experience of the job for which they
comrade - somebody who fought as annual conference. have been elected. Press officer Rumy
socialist in the Iranian revolution and We all want to work with the ‘muslim Husan, a former long-standing SWP
saw his comrades slaughtered - as hagemmunity’. | have comrades from themember who had built up many contacts
ing “émigré politics”. Wasn't Marx an muslim tradition - whether practising orwith journalists, with editors, was re-
émigré? secular - just as | have worked alongsidplaced by somebody who arrived in the
Then earlier this year | went to Palespractising christians, in the Fire Brigadesity two weeks before.
tine as part of a delegation from Birming-Union and elsewhere. But what concemns | fear that the new committee will do
ham Trades Council. We had agreethe is political islam - that is where thewhat was done in Birmingham STWC -
there would be a teach-in afterwards. Aproblem is. It is a disgrace that the SWFut down on open meetings and mem-
vice-president of the trades council | wasises the term ‘islamophobe’ at the dropership democracy, simply mobilising
asked to report back on my trip. Obvi-of a hat against people expressing su@WP comrades when they need to win
ously | wanted to raise the consciousgenuine concerns. political battles. The SWP does not want
ness of as many people as possible At Marxism | was the butt of such out-to expose its members to political debate.
concerning the situation in Palestine. rageous attacks, which | intend to refel have been on good terms with many
Astonishingly, a leading to the SA appeals committee. SWP comrades, but not one of them has
SWP comrade told me There was also the appall-picked up the phone to express a politi-
that if | spoke on this ing attack on CPGB cal difference with me over recent events.
platform | would be comrades who were The SWP does not appear to have

“politically fin- exercising their legiti- anything approaching a democratic cul-
ished” in this city. mate political rightof ture. Members are told to believe what
The SWP did criticism. At a time has been spoon-fed to them. Does be-

not want the
teach-in to go
ahead becausgq
it was being or-

when the fascists ing a militant mean the same thing as
are gaining in influ- being cannon fodder? Is this how the
ence, the SWP or- SWP expects to become leaders of the
ganises  physical class? Notin my view. The working class

ganised by i assaults against fellow needs a democratic leadership in order
comrades in § socialists. to build an alternative structure - not just
the Anti-War The SWP has worked an alternative to the Labour Party, but to

Network - set hard to build the anti-war capitalism.

up by former movement. But it does We must start putting forward what we
members of not want to expose its arefor, not just what we are against. But
the STWC comrades or those it hopeshow do groups that advocate revolution
who had to recruit to the ideas of think they can achieve that without mass

been other socialists - the ideas ofdemocracy? They appeal to the masses,
democracy, for example - andbut it seems they want to control them.
¥ so it carves everybody elseYet socialists must be for democracy just

out. But it seems to have beeras much as we are against privilege. But
seduced by the limelight. It believeshose who raise their head above the
that certain sections have the abilground by asking a simple question get
ity to mobilise the mass, includ- shot down and are called ‘racist'.
ing the mosque. All these issues could be discussed

When it came to openly, if only we had a paper for the So-

the first meeting of cialist Alliance. Thank god we have pa-
the new SA execu- pers like theweekly Workeand the
tive, 1 was pun- others, where we can have some debate.
ished for Butwe should be having them internally,
exercising my within SA structures. Political ideas must
democratic be dynamic, needing constant develop-
right, en- ment. Parroting the ‘line’ can never be
shrined in sufficient. In my view the SWP is tend-
the con- ing towards political dictatorship - which
stitu- can be left as well as right, from my read-
ing of history.

| am on the side of those who will stay,
build and fight within the Socialist Alli-
ance. This is possibly more urgent for
those like myself who have no other
political home than the SA. If we do that
and, despite everything, the SA proves
to be dead duck - if it is found to be un-
necessary by the SWP - at least there will
be a group of comrades able to continue
the fighte

rfoto.co.uk
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National council

Future at st

made the Socialist Alliance a force thatilways considered off limits for Marxists -
could begin to seriously function atthough not for labour traitors and opportu
the level of national politics. However, ists of the more revolting stripe. _
the zenith of our efforts - the 2001 general elec- The SWP would not be the first group tq

tion - is now but a dim memory of cooperahave come a cropper in such circumstancgs
tion, solidarity, comradeship and even Militant Labour, forerunner of today’s with-
degree of trust. All that has changed. ered Socialist Party, began to unwind almo§\

The national council of the Socialist Alli- from the moment of its poll tax triumph. Na:
ance meets on Saturday July 19. Most of itenalist breakaway in Scotland and increa
agenda is fairly anodyne. However, its futuréngly frenetic pursuit of the next big thing has
directionis at stake and this is reflected in emeseen it dwindle to a rump in England an
gency motions on the SWP’s latest turn to aWales. Gerry Healy's Workers Revolutional
unprincipled alliance with sections of theParty shattered within months of a triumphal
mosque. A short-term, will-o0’-the-wisp is be-rally of thousands in London’s Alexande
ing pursued at the expense of the long-terrRalace in the aftermath of the miners’ Grex
patient work of building a working class alter-Strike of 1984-85. i
native to New Labour. The SWP’s heavy-handedness has neva

Across the board, the SWP is more and mobeen far from the surface throughout its i
blatantly beginning to treat the alliance as itgolvement in the SA. Almost its first act in the
own property. Doubters, dissenters and wé-ondon Socialist Alliance back in 1999 was
verers in relation to the SWP’s emerging popue back an unsuccessful attempt to stop op
lar front direction are to be sidelined and, ifeporting of differences. Rob Hoveman vote
possible, silenced. Steve Godward is beyorid kick out the CPGB. Then there was ex-SWSWP high
the pale for expressing doubts about a lasthember Anna Chen. She was pushed aside
up with the mosqgue and thdorning Stals  unceremoniously after doing sterling effort as
Communist Party of Britain - others who acpress officer during the general election. Latén'’s rights and there would be no mention
tually think independently of the SWP, becomrades Liz Davies and Mike Marquse®f gay rights”. A quite disgusting proposi-
warned. That is the unmistakable messageeached a point where they could no longédion for any socialist.

As scales continue to fall from people’sstand the SWP’s behind-the-scene manipu-Attempts by the SWP to insist that such a
eyes concerning the SWP’s method, a modstion - in which they had previously beerbetrayal is sanctioned by the resolution
of anger in some quarters, despondency implicated. The SWP went for dissenters ipassed at the May annual conference are dis-
others, is growing. Yet the SWP antics havBedfordshire SA. Now it wants to show partingenuous. Written by Alan Thornett, the
had the result of uniting large parts of theers in a potential popular front a pliant, saftesolution states that any new formation com-
membership - both on the executive and fromnd homogeneous SA face. ing out of the ‘initiative’ would “of course be
below - against the trajectory it seems intent It is unclear whether this ‘Peace and Jusocialist”. Junking mention of gay rights and
on following. tice’ approach is only meant for Birminghamimiting reference to the rights of women is in

Even such loyal partners as the Internar is to be rolled out elsewhere. And thereifl0 way socialist. Why is comrade Thornett
tional Socialist Group are beginning to findies a further problem. John Rees has been l&#ent?
something resembling a backbone and atiean forthcoming as to the content or conclu- Even if the SWP is able to successfully
raising their voice. For our part we never hasion of any of his negotiations. The minuteinplement its opportunist turn at the expense
illusions. While the SWP's involvement withof the SA task force (which are “not for pubof socialist principle, this is hardiyvainning
the alliance gave the project a much needédation”), dealing with implementing the ‘new strategy. There are only two million muslims
boost, this alone was not going to be enoudgit initiative’, say nothing of any interest.  in Britain. Furthermore such a stance on
to transform the alliance into what was really We must glean the direction from othetvomen and gays would put ‘Peace and Jus-
needed - the core of a united, all-Britain worksources. In her interview witBocialist tice’ candidates tthe rightof the govern-
ers’ party. Worker Lindsey German says: “People undefment on matters such as section 28.

That was always going to require a revolustand that the [Stop the War] coalition can'Madness.
tion in the thinking of the SWP leadership, #e a new political party because its made up What is missing is a long-term strategy
rebellion in its rank and file or - perhaps thef a whole host of different parties ... But theygimed at superseding Labourism in the work-
most likely scenario - a mass influx into thevould like to see the various forces involve@rs’ movement. As the Labour left shows
alliance of working class recruits who wouldn a new political challenge to Labour” (Julysigns of renewed life, as the ‘awkward squad’
have nothing to do with the SWP’s fake old.2). in the union bureaucracy consolidates, the
Labour programme. Unfortunately, none of In order to achieve this, she is quite preevolutionary left must develop a strategy to
these scenarios has happened so far.  pared to dump “shibboleths” such as womeave behind Labourism, not reinvent it in a

Pumped up from its experience of headingn’s and gay rights. This unprincipled andeftreformist’ SA. Certainly few, if any, Labour
the Stop the War Coalition, the SWP has hatbn-socialist turn is further confirmed by defts would touch ‘Peace and Justice’ with a
a taste of the big time. During the huge antletter from ISG member Stuart Richardson tbarge pole. o )
war demonstrations, the SWP dumped all préhe Birmingham SA annual general meeting Through this crisis of the Socialist Alliance
tence of operating through its many ‘unitedseeWeekly Workeduly 3). Comrade Rich- we must fight for the coherence, clarity and
fronts’ and attempted to recruit directly to “theardson reports a conversation with comradénity of the pro-party forces. The motion
party”. Imagining that the days of the VietnanRees, who told him he had been involved imoved by Lesley Mahmood (below) shows
war era had returned, SWP leaders expectdiscussions whose conclusion was thafiere is afighting spirit. Within the SWP itself
to be able to add a zero to the end of theBalma Yagoob, chair of the Birminghanthere is the large “wait and see” body of opin-
membership figures. Yet where are the recruiTWC, should, with the backing of the SAjon: those waiting to see the fine print on the
- for the SA or the SWP? In the very hour ofstand in the Euro elections on a limited proPeace and Justice platform. Frankly, comrades,
the SWP’s triumph, a self-deluding sect culgramme - limited in its commitment to wom-that is a feeble excuse. You know what your
leadership is prepared to ditch - women’s and
gay rights and socialism. Now is the time to
rebel.

Socialist Alliance activists and others on
the left must get together to seriously debate
the way forward. We are for a campaign for a
workers’ party. This should include all those
in the SA who oppose the SWP leadership’s
popular frontism. But we must reach out to
other socialist forces and, crucially, into the
Labour left and the trade unions.

Unfortunately, some seem intent on walk-
ing out of the Socialist Alliance. We urge them
to stay and fight. The SWP is no monolith.
Other forces are looking and waiting for a lead.
Let us aim to win a majority and reconstitute
the left in a revolutionary workers’ pasy

Marcus Strom
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Emergency motion

This national council of the Socialist
Alliance:

1. Regrets the moves of the Socialist
Workers Party to politically dominate the
committee of Birmingham Socialist
Alliance and exclude so-called minority
viewpoints from that committee. This
stands in stark contrast to the Socialist
Alliance constitution which states: “We
also recognise the desirability of balance
and inclusiveness for political trends
within the Socialist Alliance at all levels
of the organisation. All local Socialist
Alliances as well as individual members
attending national conferences are

members’ rights’ in the constitution
which, in part, says that all members
have “the right to information about all
SA activities and decisions”. We further
note the ‘Charter of members’ rights’
guarantees “the right to freedom of
opinion and expression”. Ifthe SAis to
develop, the principle of inclusiveness
needs to be putinto practice. Members
should have the right to question or
disagree with tactics and strategy without
being removed from positions.

3. Finally, this national council reaffirms
the commitment of the Socialist Alliance

t . mLobby nationalcouncil =
to support election candidates who are

rfoto.co.uk

Going Dutch or
double Dutch?

he national office of the Socialist Alliance has instructed

branches that they should carry out the decision of annual
conference - which agreed, among other things, that “the na-
tional council has two delegates from each local Socialist Alli-
ance: one woman, one man”.

The whole implementation of this ill-thought through resolu-
tion is totally wrong-headed and possibly unconstitutional. If
this aspect of the resolution is to be carried out, why not other
parts? Crucially, the resolution calls on a 50-50 make-up on the
executive committee. Many of the same comrades - most nota-
bly, the SWP - who had just voted for this immediately went on
to elect an EC with 23 men and 13 women.

Local SAs are meant to “ensure” half the local officers are
women. Is this being done? What if local branches have not?
How many votes will be represented at council? If one man turns
up from a local alliance, do they get two votes?

It harms our movement if we cynically vote things through
on the nod, without actually meaning to implement them. The
resolution is wrong. Life is showing that. You cannot win equality
for women through bureaucratic quotas. Even the resolution
notes that trade unions “aim for/ensure” equal representation.
Well, which? Our policy should be &m forequal representa-
tion through the whole SA seriously fighting around issues
which particularly effect women. Campaign and recruit should
be our motto. Not tokenism which is open to bureaucratic ma-
nipulation. All women SWP members will do what John Rees
orders - depend on that.

Tokenism actually weakens the fight for substantive equal-
ity. And if the executive does not take even take tokenism seri-
ously enough to implement it for itself, why should the rest of
the organisation®

Women’s representation
Women constitute one third of the membership of the SA and
are severely under-represented in the Socialist Alliance at all
levels. We would want equal involvement and representation
to reflect women being half the population and because they
are still oppressed in so many ways. It is now part of trade un-
ion practice to aim for/ensure women’s equal representation.
We should ensure this is at the core of the Socialist Alliance.
We therefore agree that:
® The executive is composed of 50-50 women and men.
® That the national council has two delegates from each local
Socialist Alliance: one woman, one man
@ That local SAs should ensure half the officers/committee are
women.
® That where PR elections make this possible half the candi-
dates should be women.
Where elections are not PR every effort should be made to
have half the candidates woman”

Next steps

For equality, transparency, accountabilitymmediately after the national council, comrades who supportthe Lesley
democracy and socialism. Saturday July 18jahmood/Steve Godward motion are welcome to stay in the meeting
11am, United Services Club, Gough Street, Biroom, which has been booked from 5pm to 6pm. There we can dis-
mingham. cuss the next stage in the fight for principled socialist unity.

encouraged to take this into accountin
electing officers, steering committees
and selecting candidates.”

2. Further, we note the SA ‘Charter of

unequivocal in their support forwomen’s
rights, gay/lesbian rights and socialism @
Moved: Lesley Mahmood

Seconded: Steve Godward
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SWP’s fantasy world

Exchanges between the Socialist Workers Party and the Ligue Communiste Révolutionnaire cast light on
weaknesses of both organisatidVitke Macnair looks at the SWP’s latest contribution

n the usual way in which these thing
happen, a recent letter from Alex
Callinicos, for the Socialist Workers
Party central committee, to a grouy

of leaders of the Ligue Communiste Révg
lutionnaire in France has found its wa
into general electronic circulation. Thg
letter offers some sound points of criti
cism of the policy of the Fourth Interna:
tional (FI), to which the LCR is affiliated,
and of the LCR itself. It also offers impor-
tant insights into the fantasy world of the
SWP leadership.
The letter begins with mutual con-
gratulation and self-congratulation. The
SWP and the LCR are “facing the sam
way” in the global anti-capitalist and anti-
war movement; convergence betwee
the FI (which Callinicos seems mistakenl
to assume is merely a network depeng
ent on the LCR) and the SWP’s Interna
tional Socialist Tendency (whidk a

Workers’ Liberty), Workers Power, theother and bureaucratic manipulations
Revolutionary Communist Group (laterinto unconsciously doing the party’s will.
Fight Racism, Fight Imperialisand the In this context it is unsurprising that Cal-
Revolutionary Communist Party) andinicos says that “a revolutionary party
some more ephemeral groups like thdoes not aim to represent the working
Workers League and the Internationatlass in its entirety”.

Socialist Association. The remaining IS The following sentence appears to
core converted itself into the Socialisgualify this statement: “Rather, it seeks
Workers Party and embarked on a ‘partyto organise those who are more or less
building’ offensive aimed at bypassingfully committed to a revolutionary social-
its ‘sectarian’ opponents by recruitingist programme in order to intervene in the
newly radicalising youth. In reality this struggles and movements of the day and
turn meant that revolutionastrategy draw wider layers of the working class
was reduced to the need for the revoliand other oppressed sections of society

tionary party. towards that programme.” But there is a
permanent separation built into the ac-
The party count between party and class. The

Callinicos explains the need for the partproject is deeply unambitious: it does not
thus: “The classical case for the revoluseek (to give a British exampleyéplace
tionary party is that it generalises the extabourism with Marxist class politics as
periences of particular struggles, on ththe dominant politics of the working
basis of this generalisation formulates alass, but to organise a permanent minor-

network dependent on the SWP) coul
“have an impact well beyond our ranks”

. programme and strategy for taking thdy.
> movement forward, and intervenes in an Even the discussions of this perma-
“But - alas that there is a but - " the FI organised manner to translate thesgent minority are poisoned by the idea
English affiliate, the International Social- broad conceptions into reality. Wherof ‘generalising the experiences’. There
ist Group, turned down an invitation toconcessions to projects like those of thpower”. This strategy strikingly failed to things go well - and they have gone betre two results of this concept. The first
join the SWP, and the LCR has delayed®arti Communiste Francais/Gauchéave any purchase on the course aér for us in the anti-war movement thars that issues which are not about “expe-
until September coming, a decision orPlurielle and of theutonomifollowers events in Portugal in 1974-76 and in sevanything has for many years - a muturences” are not open to party discussion,
whether to integrate the SWP’s Frenclof Hardt and Negri'Empire These eral crises in Latin America in the 1970sally enriching process takes place iput are taught from the top down by the
co-thinkers, Socialisme Par En Bagrojects evade the question of stat8ince the mid-1980s the FI has been atvhich revolutionaries learn from theleaders. The second is that dissent can
(SPEB). Why? According to Callinicos, power and hence wind up as loyal leftempting to come to terms with this fail-movement but also help to strengthen all too easily be explained as reflecting
the LCR leaders have raised three basititics of the “social-liberal” governmentsure, but the conclusions it has drawn arand give it direction.” thepartial experiences of the ranks: only
political issues separating the two tenimprisoned in the logic of neoliberalism.those of Kautsky’s ‘Two-and-a-Half In-  This is a radically incomplete concepthe leaders have sufficient access to in-
dencies: (1) The SWP's political practiceAny serious movement for reform, Calternational’ in the 1920s and the ‘Londortion of the nature of a party programmeformation really to generalise ... What is
“fails to respect the autonomy of masdinicos argues, “will face the most intenséBureau of Socialist Parties’ in the 19305 he elementary ideas of the socialist pranvolved is a watered-down Hegelianism
movements”; (2) its concept of the partyesistance from the bourgeoisie - resistboth projects notoriously failed). gramme that socialism is possible anih which the party takes the place given
“does not integrate the possibility of arance that can only be overcome by or- Callinicos admits to the LCR: “Of necessary, and that the only road to sby Hegel to the state.
organised pluralism” - ie, does not perganised mass mobilisations that, amongpurse, there is plenty of scope for diseialism is through the rule of the working
mit genuine factions and faction-fights;other things, seek to break the statetsussion about the forms in which such alass (dictatorship of the proletariat) deParty and movement
and (3) the “strongly verticalist” - ie, hi- monopoly of the means of coercion.” confrontation with the capitalist statepend nobnly on the generalised “expe-Callinicos remarks: “... we were struck by
erarchical - character of the SWP’s party This is entirely true. So, too, are thecould unfold - the working class of to-riences of particular struggles”, lalso the fact that the LCR central committee,
and its relationship with the “unitary concrete critiques drawn from it. The firsiday is very different from the one thaton scientific analysis of anthropology,when it resolved to defer a decision on
movements” contradicts the SWP’s prois that the FI's diplomatic equivocationsdrove the last upturn of struggle in thehistory beforethe development of the SPEB's integration, reaffirmed, as a ‘po-
claimed adherence to ‘socialism frormead to accommodation in practice tdate 1960s and early 1970s, let alone thgarticular class struggles between worksition of principle’: ‘the choice of the LCR
below'. trends like that led by Bernard Gassen iproletariat at the heart of the great revaers and capitalists, political economy, théo refuse to impose “party discipline” on
These criticisms are, of course, théhe French Attac - Gassen argues fdutionary experiences of the early 20ttdynamics of the capitalist states, etc. Thigs militants within mass organisations
LCR leaders’ diplomatic version of a perbuilding up the European capitalistcentury - though, as you imply, more tharasic understanding of the Marx-Engel§trade unions, associations) must be
ception of the SWP operations which istates’ military as a ‘counterweight’ to theanything else we need new experiencgslemics against Lassalle and apoliticatlearly understood as a will to respect the
very widespread among the British leflUSA. There is a slight ‘people who liveto give our speculations concretdrade unionism, and of Plekhanov andutonomy of the social movements, ac-
and particularly intense among ex-SWHh glass houses’ problem here: Callinicoshape.” This is as much as to say thatenin’s polemics against the economists;ording to their own frameworks and
members. Removing the diplomatic lanhimself includes Attac’s major proposalthe SWRalsohas no clear idea of a stratis that the working class has to begin ttheir own rhythms of elaboration and
guage, this perception is (1) that the SWthe Tobin tax, in his own ‘action pro-egy for power. take the lead in society as a whole, whictlecision’.
operates through fronts (Anti-Nazigramme’ for the anti-capitalist movement The truth is that the old Internationalmeans taking up issues which do not “This seems to us a bizarre position.
League, Globalise Resistance, ‘rank anfee Kit Robinson’s review of hig1 anti-  Socialists, the SWP’s forerunner, like thémmediately generate “particular strug-Of course, if by ‘party discipline’ you
file’ groups in the unions, and so on)gcapitalist manifestan Weekly Worker FI, had a strategic conception - this timegles” - like, for example, the question ofmean subjecting members to the will of
which, once the SWP has obtained adiuly 10), but this is precisely a proposafirawn (as Callinicos says, their ideas stitagriculture in Britain. the organisation by instructions and the
ministrative control, are turned on and offor a return from globalisation to nationalare) from Rosa Luxemburg's 1906 pam- This anti-scientific concept of the pro-threat of expulsion, then resort to such
like taps from the SWP centre, so thatapitalism - which leads perfectly natuphlet The mass strikecoupled in the gramme as “generalis[ing] the experimechanical procedures is, at best, an
they never achieve any permanent orally to Gassen’s conclusions. The sect960s and 70s with a liberal use of thences of particular struggles” is theadmission of failure - though not some-
ganisation of militants at the base; (2) thatnd and more striking critique is thespontaneists’ critique of Leninism. Thecontinuing reflection of the SWP’s origi- thing that can therefore be ruled aut
the SWP’s internal regimegorsethan  decision of the FI's Brazilian affiliate, core of the strategy was to abstain fromal Luxemburgist spontaneism. It natupriori: trade-union activity, for example,
that of the old Stalinised CommunistDemocracia Socialista, to accept a mirthe left-right struggle in the official traderally has the result that the programmes full of temptations that occasionally can
Party - a view particularly strongly heldisterial portfolio in the Lula governmentunions and instead focus on buildinchas no definite content which is eveonly be dealt with by disciplinary meas-
by ex-CP militants who passed througland its consequent implication in thisrank and file movements’, which would capable of being tested, criticised andres. But for us much more important is
the SWP at some stage in their politicajovernment’s continued neoliberal atindependently express the spontaneousiproved, but that whatever ideas argolitical discussion involving the lead-
lives. The LCR's (3) is merely the assertacks on the working class (s&&eekly dynamic of the strike struggle. This stratthrown up by “struggles” - like the Tobin ership and the comrades directly con-
tion that these practices of the SWP aré/orkerJuly 3). egyalsofailed in the 1970s, with the col- tax - can be adopted, while ideas whicherned to hammer out what the party
flatly in contradiction with the SWP’s  The problem is that the question ofapse of the large Italian semi-spontaneigire not immediately popular with theshould be pushing for in the union or
proclaimed political ideology. ‘reform or revolution’ remains for the left organisations likéotta Continua SWP's preferred audience - like women'snovement in question. The alternative
Callinicos responds to the LCR criti-SWP a highly abstract reference pointwith which the IS was at the time collabo-and gay rights in relation to the mosqueis a dispersion of forces, and at worst, a
cisms for the SWP CC with a combina<Callinicos’s critique of the LCR on therating, and in Britain with the derailment- can be dumped as “shibboleths”.  situation in which members of the same
tion of injured innocence, an assertiomeneral issues is here almost as obscurg the 1974 Labour government of the Conversely, in Callinicos's account theparty are openly pressing for divergent
of ‘Leninist fundamentals’ in the SWP’sas the LCR’s (habitual) use of Left-Bankoffensive led by the shop stewardstask of the party is not feersuadehe positions.”
usual rather dogmatic form, and a courParisian theoretical language to preserveovement in the late 1960s and earlgroad workers’ vanguard (the activists The bulk of this criticism is plainly cor-
ter-critique of the practice of the LCR. Todiplomatic obscurity; in the SWP’s pub-1970s (in reality it had already been disef the trade unions, workers' parties, etaject. The error of the LCR here flows from
disentangle the arguments it is best tlic life ‘revolution’ takes the form of the proved by the course of events in Gerand the working masses to fight for the general error of the FI, adopted in its
start with the asserted fundamentals arempty slogan, ‘One solution - revolu-many and Italy in 1918-1920). elements of the party’s programme, butesponse to Stalinism in the 1985 ‘Reso-
the counter-critique before coming backion’, applied to mugs and t-shirts, and a 1S guru Tony CIiff’'s balance sheet ofto “intervene[s] in an organised mannelution on socialist democracy and the
to the injured innocence. sentimental attachment to the forms anttis failure was not a thorough critiqueto translate these broad conceptions intlictatorship of the proletariat’. Though
. figures of 1917 Russi€oncreteissues of The mass strikand rank-and-filist reality”. A little later Callinicos states: less transparently so than the SWP's, the
Reform and revolution of a politics which radically opposes thestrategy, but to superimpose on it théDaniel Bensaid puits [it] very well when FI's conception of democratic centralism
The last part of Callinicos’s letter con-real existing state - like republicanism iridea of the need for “the revolutionaryhe writes that, for Lenin, the party ‘be-is in fact bureaucratic centralist, attempt-
sists of a re-assertion of the basis for suritain - are evaded or marginalised. party” - understood through the framecomes a strategic operator, a sort of geang to keep the party’s internal differ-
posing that the divide between reform The underlying cause of the FI's andf Zinoviev's 192History of the Bolshe- box and points-man of the classnces hidden in a secret internal bulletin.
and revolution remains fundamental td.CR’s equivocations on this issue is thatik Partyand the cult of the personalitystruggle’.” These slippery expressionsSince a mass workers’' party which
orienting the left. On this point Callinicosin the late 1960s and 1970s the FI majoof Lenin. The resulting ‘Bolshevisation’ can all too easily mean that the task ofiorked in this way would manipulate and
has some strong points to make againiy attempted to concretise a strategy fagplintered the IS and led to the creatiothe party is to manipulate the mass moveubstitute for, rather than lead, the politi-
the FI's, and hence LCR's, diplomaticworkers’ power: the “strategy of dualof Workers Fight (today’s Alliance for ment through trickery of one sort or an<€al discussion in trade unions in which it

Callinicos: no factions, please, we’re SWP
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worked, the Fl asserts that democratithe interests of the membdéitsis view is  about single-issue initiatives in agitationtranslate these broad conceptions intatest ‘initiative in action’. Apart from
centralism has no place in the trade unmerely the application to the apparatus Second, on the basis of this bastargality”. Cliff’'s examples? “That is the their formal party affiliation these militants
ions; the LCR extends this doctrine to thef workers’ organisations of Marx's cri- version of the ‘theory of the united front’, meaning of the Right to Work Campaignare hardly distinguishable from the LCR
“movements”; the result is a mere dispertique of Hegel's theory of the state). Ashe participation of some element of théhe Campaign against Racialism and sand ISG “coalitions of activists involved
sion of forces. a result, the adoption of party rules barsfficial lefts is indispensable to make theon” (ibid). The party isconceived as in specific movements” criticised by
The sting is in the tail of Callinicos’s ning factions - like the Bolsheviks in 1921campaign a ‘united front'’. The SWP andsuchin relation to its single-issue cam-Callinicos in his 2002 teX@egroupment,
argument - &t worst a situation in which - does not abolish factions: it merely give&| are therefore strongly inclined withinpaigns, not its work in the trade unionsealignment and the revolutionary left
members of the same party are openlire apparatus faction a formal monopolyhe single-issue campaign to tone dowar the mass movement in the localitiegp12 - http://www.istendency.net/pdf/
pressing for divergent positions”. Faran instrument to consolidate its dictatortheir own differences with their collabo-The fundamental task of this party is tdRegroupment.pdf). (It should be said that
from being the worst outcome, this waship over the members, and forces facators to their right, and thereby act asecruit; “If, when the revolutionary crisis the Bolshevik membership in the low
actually thepractice of the Russian So- tions into the form of cliques and courfoot-soldiers and gatekeepers for theomes to Britain, we have 40,000 memperiods of the class struggle between
cial Democratic Labour Party and thentrigues like those of the renaissanceabour bureaucracy and the Stalinistders, there is no question that we cab905 and 1917 had a very similar charac-
Bolsheviks. It is through thepenstrug- monarchies. This was evident as early as the earlgrow to 400,000 or perhaps half a millionter ...)
gle of views that the class and its broad The same is true of rules banning ‘perAnti-Nazi League: in the name of unitylIf, on the other hand, the revolutionary The fourth group is the key to the
vanguard learn and are able to chooseanent’ factions. This was transparerthis organisation excluded any considerganisation has only a few thousan&WP’s size and ability to mobilise. It con-
effectively between divergent views.in the old US SWP, which invented thiseration of the state racism that providemembers, it is even possible that the parsists of recent SWP recruits from among
Party unity is required in relation ¢on- form of apparatus control, and has beehe fertiliser feeding the far right. appears as irrelevant and does not gromewly radicalising students and youth.
crete actions strikes, elections, and suchapparent in the British SWP since the The temptation in this direction is sim-at all. A certain size is necessary for takéFhese militants have rarely met any of the
like - not in relation to ‘positions’ more 1970s. Banning ‘permanent’ factions alple. The official lefts in both the tradeoff. Recruitment is the first task we havepther tendencies of the far left. They are
broadly. The common error of the LCRIows the leadership to decide how longinions and the Labour Party are happip carry through” ipid). attracted by the SWP’s dynamism as a
and SWP on the nature of democratia political discussion will go on and toto lend their names to campaigns and to This project has had two results. Th@arty which “initiates action”, but have
centralism here leads the LCR to reject ihegin and end it at times convenient tepeak on platforms, provided they do ndirst is that since the SWP seeks to “inias yet acquired only a superficial grasp
the SWP to embrace a policy of secretthe apparatus. It is the equivalent of thbave to provide the foot-soldiers (organtiate action” in the form of single-issueof the SWP’s ideas. Their inexperience

and lies. British prime minister’s power to fix the ising at the base would be against thegampaigns, SWP commitment of forcesnakes it hard for them to think critically,
. dates of elections for his own advantagerinciples) and can be assured that they these campaigns will be intense whileut they are enthusiastic and readily
Party and faction are not lending their names to promotehey are successful, but will only be mainmobilisable. They will retain this charac-

After a good deal of discussion of howinjured innocence Marxist politics. Conciliating them there-tained as long as they have some agitter for a year or two between joining and
the LCR and SWP agree on the principl&@he theme of injured innocence, or simfore produces larger numbers on demotional purchase. The SWP can thereforen either dropping out, becoming part
that democratic discussion is essentigple denial that the real SWP is in any wagtrations, etc. Marxists who fall into thishave no stable long-term perspectige of the apparatus group or gradually pass-
and some discussion of the concrete hisimilar to the image of the SWP criticisedrap fall prey to the idea that they have partyeither in the localities or the tradeing into the ‘rooted activist’ group. In the
tory of the Bolshevik Party between Sepby the LCR leaders, is a thread which rurientered the big time’: in reality they haveunions. meantime, they are the SWP’s real foot-
tember-October 1917 and 1921, Callinicathrough the whole letter, though it is mosinerely become part of the dynamics of The second is that ‘open recruitmentsoldiers, the element on which the appa-
concludes that “... revolutionary organi-strongly present in the discussions athe official lefts. To preserve the alliancemeans that the SWP has roughly four catatus group relies to enable it to “initiate
sations necessarily involve plurality;Party and movement’ and ‘The revolu-with the official lefts they must, as far asegories of member. The first category isctions”.

moreover, democratic debate is the indigionary party today’ - ie, party and fac-possible, marginalise left critics. Theythe central leadership, the apparatus andBut the organisation therefore moves
pensable mechanism through whichion. Of course the SWP doesn’tenter the dialectic of secrets and lies deections of experienced members nahore or less constantly from one cam-
perspectives and circumstances are cafiranipulate fronts, insists Callinicos: themanded by this policy, and do the offi-directly employed by the party who arepaign to another, and does so by mov-
brated and crises are overcome. In oBtop the War Coalition and the ANL arecial lefts’ work of bureaucratic exclusionfully committed to the ‘party project’ ing substantial numbers of rootless and
view, however, the kind of principled dis-“mass united fronts”, Globalise Resistand manipulation. and/or integrated into an apparatusmexperienced young members who can
tinction that you draw between party anéince “a united front that brings together . clientage chain. This is the core of thée trusted to vote the party line. The re-
faction and the right of members to fornmembers of the SWP with activists withDynamics of SWP SWP. At the opposite extreme stands thault is, first, that the SWP acquires

permanent tendencies that you infeother political perspectives - for exampleThe second element is the dynamics @fecond group - pure paper members, ianisationalcontrol of the ‘movements’
from this distinction are an obstacle tqrogressive muslims and comrades infiuthe SWP. Since the ‘party turn’ of thesubstance merely sympathisers of thi¢is involved withas opposed to politi-

internal discussion playing this role.

enced by thelisobbedienti The SWP's mid-1970s, the SWP has conceived party (if that), who have been persuadechl leadershipand, second, that this or-

“If comrades identify themselves asapproach to party and faction does ngidarty as “an organisation which initiateo take party cards but never broughganisational control will inevitably be
members of factions that have a contindead to splits: “The last, and much thection” (Tony Cliff Why we need a so- effectively into party activity.
The third group is a largish class of mili-porarily when the SWP’s perspectives
concrete issues and debates through tB8VP took place in 1975.” And “Though/www.marxists.org/archive/cliffiworks/ tants who hold SWP membership anghift, and revive it as a vehicle for “initi-
prism of the faction’s general perspectiveyou accuse us of having a ‘verticalist'1977/01/swp.htm). This is a clearer versell the press, but are deeply rooted iating action” when the issue comes back

ous identity, they are likely to approachmost serious, split in the history of thecialist workers partylanuary 1977, http:/

Issues are unlikely to be discussed omethod of organising, the number okion of Callinicos’s party which trade union, local or other sectoral worknto  prominence.

used to shut the movement down tem-

Whatever the

their merits, but approached rather frontimes that individuals have been expelletintervene[s] in an organised manner t@nd cannot routinely be mobilised for thenotivations, the result is that the ‘move-

Come with us
to the mosque

the point of view of their impact on thefrom the SWP over the past 25 years be-
internal balance of factional forces. Daneause of political disagreements as op-
iel [Bensaid]'s ‘organised plurality’ then posed to personal misconduct has been
risks degenerating into something likeextremely small.”
the pluralism that American political sci- These last two points can be rapidly
entists claim for their society - pragmatiaisposed of. In relation to splits, the very
competition and bargaining between insame point Callinicos makes (the organi-
terest groups.” He goes on to identifysation has lasted a long time without
the prolonged faction-fight in the FI be-major splits) could have been made by
tween 1968 and 1979 as an example of tise American SWP before the early
problem. 1980s, by Gerry Healy's Workers Revo-
There is a curious paradox here. Calutionary Party before that organisation’s
linicos’s critique of Bensaid's “organisedimplosion in the mid-1980s, and by the
plurality” as effectively a variant on the Militant Tendency before their 1991-92
liberal conception of pluralism is broadlysplit. The explanation is that once ‘per-
correct. The LCR’s ‘pluralism’ - and the manent factions’ are prohibited, before
same is true of the tradition of the Britishany serious faction-fight can develop
supporters of the Fl over the last 30 yeaisdividual dissidents will wind up being
- contains the parliamentarist hidden seexpelled for “personal misconduct” - ei-
cret that ‘whoever you vote for, the gov-ther for the crime of “factionalism” or for
ernment (ie, the party apparatus) will gepther factitious charges of indiscipline.
in’. Moreover, the LCR’s ‘government’ Thus no major splits can develop. But
is strikingly more tender of pluralism tothe effect is ... dispersal of forces - once
its right, than of pluralism to its left. members begin to think seriously for
A good illustration is what happenedthemselves, they come into conflict with
in 1991-3, when opposition in the LCR'sthe apparatus and wind up as hostile ‘in-
youth group, the Jeunesse Communistiependents’.
Révolutionnaire, broke the bounds of .
the diplomatic dance between the terFrontism
dencies inthe LCR. The JCR leaders wel/hen it comes to the relations of party
abruptly expelled from the LCR on facti-and movement, the contradiction be-
tious charges of indiscipline and a neviween the SWP’s proclaimed ideals and
competing youth organisation set up byts actual practice is a little more complex.
the LCR majority. Like liberalism, the The first question is the dynamics of
LCR’s ‘pluralism’ thus contains the ‘state“movements”. Single-issue campaigning
of emergency’. groups have been an institutional feature
On the other hand, Callinicos's examef British bourgeois politics since the
ple proves the opposite of his claim. Thd8th century (early examples focussed on
period of the great - public - faction fightprison reform and slavery). Such groups
in the FI between 1968 and 1979 was there a useful means of conducting an agi-
period when this organisation grew mostation. Marx and Engels had no difficulty
strongly, attained the most political influ-with the participation of the embryo
ence and was most effective in educatvorkers’ movement in such groups, but
ing cadreThe open faction fight was insisted on maintaining an independent
itself a dynamic element which strengthelass line. The errors which the SWP.
ened the organisation share with the FI on this front are two-
Before the theme of ‘party and faction'fold. First, they confuse single-issue cam-
emerged in the later 1970s, the FI majopaigns with the policy of the workers’
ity had a better understanding of theinited front advocated by the Third
question. This was thétte party appa- Congress of the Comintern. This policy
ratus is a permanent faction within theis aboutclassunity in the aftermath of
party, which has interests distinct fromthe split in the Second International, not

comrade in New Zealand

admits to having been
“perplexed” by the ‘peace and
Justice’ turn of the Socialist
Workers Organization, fraternal
organisation of the SWP. How-
ever, all was revealed when he
read of the latest moves in
Britain, discussed in the Weekly
Worker.

The comrade writes: “Your
reportage is valuable because it
means that we usually know what
the SW here are going to do
before they even know them-
selves (there is usually a small
time lag between the British SWP
doing something and their more
boneheaded blind followers here
catching up).”

Itis the same with all the
affiliated organisations of the
SWP’s International Socialist
Tendency - a good recent exam-
ple being Socialisme Par En Bas
(Socialism from below), the IST
franchise-holder in France, which
has seemingly embraced the
SWP’s alliance with the mosque
justalittle too enthusiastically.
Socialisme Par En Bas has gone
so far as to adopt the slogan, ‘We
are all muslims’ - a move which
has brought this sharp reprimand
from Chris Harman:

“... Imust say that you have
the tendency to take up slogans
without having evaluated all the
implications and that do notcome
across as serious. This can feed

the criticisms of the worst
elements of the LCR and those
around them. Personally | find
the slogan, ‘We are all muslims’,
totally mistaken. For two reasons.

“Firstly, clearly you are not
muslims. Muslims form a commu-
nity where members share
beliefs which they take more or
less seriously. If you tell them,
‘We are all muslims’, they are
within their rights to retort: ‘Come
with us to the mosque then’,
‘Come with us to Mecca’, ‘Don’t
forget to pray five times aday’,
etc.

“l say that because atleast
twice at anti-war meetings
practising muslims have tried to
convert me. | also know that
many SWP members from the
muslim tradition insist on the fact
that they are not muslims, but
atheists.

“Secondly, because the slogan
does not take into account the
oppression suffered by muslims.
Ris as if we are ignoring the
response of the black population
in general, and black nationalists
in particular, which would be to
say, ‘You are minimising our
oppression, for you do not suffer
iteveryday.’

“The slogan is not sufficiently
thought through and can only
play into the hands of the
‘Cassenites’ and the right wing of
the League” ®

Peter Manson

ments’ are converted into SWP fronts. It
guacks like a duck ...

Fantasy land

A comrade recently argued on the So-
cialist Alliance e-discussion list that what
we see in the SWP is merely the cynical
exploitation of the new members for the
benefit of the jet-set life style of the lead-
ership. This is not serious. Callinicos, for
example, is a senior academic, professor
of politics at York University, and could
have a jet-setting lifestyle of conferences,
visiting professorships and so on with-
out being a leader of the SWP (no doubt
if he had abandoned Marxism he would
be even more eminent in his profession).
Other long-standing SWP leaders, too,
could have found more comfortable
niches in life by breaking with their po-
litical commitments.

The problem is not cynicism, but self-
deception. The SWP embarked in the
mid-1970s on the path of the declaration
of an organisation of a couple of thou-
sand as a party which “initiates actions”
and the adoption of a Zinovievist inter-
nal regime. This is a path which leads no-
where. It has remained about the same
size ever since, never making the hoped-
for ‘breakthrough’. Even if its major com-
petitors have collapsed, it remains in the
same league as the small groups relative
to the trade unions and the Labour lefts
- as is visible in the comparable electoral
results of the SWP-controlled Socialist
Alliance and the (much smaller) Social-
ist Party. The SWP’s ‘united front’ policy
and its concept of the party actually act
asobstacledo initiatives which could
undermine Labourism or develop an al-
ternative pole. But its leaders continue
to con themselves that all is well.

The alternative would be a deep-go-
ing self-criticism of their policy over the
last 30 years. We may guess that those
among their leadership who have a glim-
mering of appreciation that such a turn
is necessary are frightened that it would
blow the party up. The reality is that the
risk of a destructive crisis is much greater
if they continue on their present cousse
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CAMPS

doubt we all have picked up along th

Whether the German camps in World War I,
or the gulags of Siberia, or even the strategic
hamlets of the US ‘police action’ in Vietham}f
camp detention degrades us all.
Such horrors can be seen on TV or at tis
movies, and increasingly contemporary ve
sions can be read of in the press - from t
offshore ‘Pacific solution’ and remote dese!
prisons for immigrants in Australia, to the UY
razor-wire Camp X-Ray for the Taliban at Gua
tanamo in Cuba. We are seeing more and m(
examples, not less.
This article is inspired by the recent sug
cess of the Anti-Internal Security Act Cam
paign in Malaysia (AIM - see |¥
www.suaram.org/isa), where Reformasi actiy#
ists held at Kumingting Camp were releaselu g’
after more than two years in detention. As wis%
be shown, however, this success, while we¥,
come, is only a minor victory in a struggle thafe 52
must be taken up everywhere - the camps
not unique to Malaysia. They have been, arf$tiy
are, a key component of capitalist imperialis
- as the British, Australian and US cases sho
Razor-wire enclosures come in several di
ferent, but closely linked, forms, and in allg
cases their use is wholly political. Whethe
designed to manage the flow of workers in
the advanced capitalist enclaves of Europfs:
America or Australia (asylum and immigratio
centres) or more explicitly to house politica
detainees and vanquished enemies or co
bat alleged threats of the new ‘war on terrofiS &8
(Guantanamo, Terrorism Act, ‘homeland sg = ]
curity’), the logic is the same. The razor wire i T ;
ostensibly designed to control minds and su - -
press the people. Political detainees: a warning to others
In Britain, the ‘asylum and immigration sys-
tem’ is the formal name given to a regime that
legislates for the detention of potential settledemonising asylum-seekers, then the cal
and workers, and, along with forced dispementality targets ‘terrorists’ - on Guantana
sal, deportation and general intimidation - theno’s Camp X-Ray and since the opening
demonisation of whole communities - thighe global ‘war against terrorism’ there ha
system is intended to work to control popubeen a remodelling of the technology of de
lation and as such is a political infringementention camps and it is in our interests to e
upon the whole working class. Over 1,508ure they cannot be used against anyon
people, mostly asylum-seekers, are presenthpt muslims, not even (alleged) criminals, al
locked up in detention camps and prisonsertainly not against those fleeing politica
within Britain and abroad, and have beepersecution. We should also beware that o
detained without trial, without time limit and day George Bush and Tony Blair may want t
without automatic recourse to bail or publigut us in such camps - it has been tried b
appeal. The detention centres, prisons affiate.
asylums are where the New Labour govern- Reinventing the McCarthyism of the cold
ment locks up those who slip through the netar for new times, the Patriot Act and ‘home
of Fortress Europe - where borders aniénd security’ in the USA gives the statg
boundaries are set up by the state to limstweeping powers of arbitrary arrest and de-
movement, while capital and goods can movention of non-nationals suspected of beingan be detained without trial on minister BlunTian Chua (left)
at will (commaodity fetishism again). At the involved in terrorism. In Britain, under the Anti-kett's “reasonable suspicion”, but as the hy-
present time there are plans to build new d&errorism, Crime and Security Act of 2001 pocrisy of this demonisation escalates, the
tention centres in the UK with a target capagolice powers of arrest and detention are trigonsequence is that everyone in Britain - loyal
ity of 4,000 and the European Union hagered by mere suspicion that someone magyal subject or not - is placed in jeopardy. The
approved the development of pilot ‘safe habe involved in ‘terrorism’ - including conduct concentration camps must be defeated.
ven' camps overseas, where refugees will kibat in itself does not constitute a criminal of- .
held within the countries they are trying to efence, such as, perhaps, support for a prdalaysian camps
cape, or nearbyTte Guardianune 21). scribed’ international organisation. TheThe image of detention has become a media
The constant escalation of talk about sudttetention of any “foreign national” for an in-standard. Few, however, experience the com-
schemes continues to encourage a public fedgfinite period without charge or trial becaus#orts of such a camp and come out to tell the
of ‘foreigners’, and by targeting refugees athey may be “reasonably” believed to havstory - Tian Chua of Malaysia is one of the
a ‘problem’ and asylum-seekers as likely tdlinks” with terrorism, or are thought to be “afew. On release from Kumingting detention
‘abuse the system’, people in need becomisk” to national security, is the thin edge ofamp in June this year, Chua said he had
the handy scapegoats with which to brandn anti-democratic and racist wedge thamerely “exchanged one small jail for a larger
all immigrants and settlers as unwelcome. threatens us all. These attacks upon demame”. Political expression is at a premium in

Razor-wire imperialism

he resurgent dea ofthe concenialolrom Guantanamo to Kumingting to Campsfield, detention without trial is used to

way some idea of their horrors.divide and ruleJohn Hutnyk calls for an international working class response

rather than by gas chamber. For an Atlantic
example: “On June 20, a boat packed with
hundreds of African would-be immigrants
sank off the city of Sfax on Tunisia’s eastern
coast, with only 41 of about 250 on board
believed to have survivedHérald-SunJune
30). Additionally, the modern substitution of
the SS with employees of the Wackenhutt
Corporation does not seem to significantly
alter the character of the camps.)

Conveniently the threat of detention si-
lences dissent, engenders despair, occupies
activists’ time, dissuades new recruits - its
publicity acts in the old Spanish inquisition
model of ‘showing the instruments’ - as
Giorgio Agamben says, the “display of weap-
ons” characterises the police in all eras: the
display of the police power, beyond the law,
is made public in the most visible way (G
AgambenMeans without ends: notes on
politics, Minneapolis 2000, p105).

Outside the Penang Museum in Malaysia
today you can still see an old bullet-ridden
Rolls Royce that once was used to ferry vice-
roys about the Malayan peninsula. The ex-
planation offered for this exhibit, however,
is somewhat vague. The bullet holes were
earned at the assassination of the high com-
missioner, Sir Henry Gurney, in October 1951.
What is not noted is that this was the high-
est-level kill achieved by communist insur-
gents during the so-called Malayan

Against this, it is an article of principle thatracy makes it a potentially detainable offenc®lalaysia. Interned for two years and threpp == == == == == == == == = — = ——————1

freedom of movement should be accepteth advance a “political, religious or ideologi-months without trial under the Internal Sec

even encouraged and condoned, and as paat’ cause, which would include a good manyity Act (ISA), Chua was spuriously accuse Eu rope: meetlng the
of our international context should apply tanore people than you or | would like to seef plotting an armed uprising; he was beateh, ch a“ en ge of

everyone, not just those subject to persecsent to the salt mines. denied food, visitors and communications.|

have the option of travel so that they mightpens up the possibility of locking away thoseamps at Buchenwald, Dachau and Ausc

tion in their ‘home’ states. Everybody should In a typical double play, the ‘war on terror’ Chapter and verse could be cited about tEe continental unity

chose to move to, settle and work anywhemgho threaten the ‘homeland’ with the proswitz, but in each case the general point thht
they like in the world. If capital is free to movepect of political alternatives and those whdletention is an ideological weapon as well 4s
across borders, it stands to reason that pgwetest against the devastation imperialism@ political tool is already explicit. The image o

In his new book of essays Jack Conrad argues against those
who view the European Union and the single currency with

is our opportunity to unite the European
working class into a single combat party -
a Communist Party of the EU. An
important step in that direction would be a
European Socialist Alliance.

pp129, £5 or €8

tal, should also be free to move. The detentiaivision of labour. Freedom requires the incarcal remembrance - selective and sensatio
centre system is a blockage to workers’ moveeration of others. Security equals war. Natiodemoralising.
ment, and as such it is as political as the gulagguals jail. Humanity equals inhumanity. New (To those who object to the conflation OE

ple, who, as workers, create the value of cagi¥ings to the other side of the internationahe camps is cultivated in a dubious hiStOrrL
,
|

- the fight against them must be taken up ad.abour has lost no time in reintroducing a fulthe detention centres with concentratio
political fight of the entire class, internation-raft of imperialist, even totalitarian, legislativecamps, the example of the Australian ‘Pacifi
ally. measures that impact primarily upon minoritgolution’ should be borne in mind as a ‘final
This applies to the more explicitly ‘political’ and working class communities. Initially thesolution’ that abandons people fleeing poIitiI
forms of detention too. If not targeting andargets are so called “foreign nationals” wheal and economic austerity to death at s __

|
|
|
|
|
|
trepidation. The unity of capitalist Europe I
|
|
|
|
|
|

Now reprinted

—————— —————— ]
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‘emergency’. What happened in the villagegeglecting ‘normal policing”ibid p122). The A third use of detention silences opposi

|
during this ‘emergency’ should be of con-continuity of colonialist methods is shown intion leaders. The British used this tactic in Indi < O I I l I I l l I I l IS
cern - wholesale detentions that set ththe fact that there have been 4,000 ISA arresigainst the non-cooperation movement, even
model for strategic hamlets in Viethnam.  since independence: cases in 1987 numbetledking up Gandhi, and this is a part of th
P arty book:

D

Malaya was the most profitable part of thd.06; in 2001-2002 over 60. These numbers arationale behind the so-called anti-terroris
empire in the years between World War | andot as extensive as during the emergency, tdétentions in the US and the UK. As we hay
World War II. But with grave shortages of ricethe same strategy prevails in the absence s#en, detention can also take the form of t
and cloth, a malaria epidemic, collapsed plany form of insurgency - the ISA used as atrategic hamlet: the village protected fron
tation and mining infrastructure, this onceool of ideological repression. More rule tharitself. We often see this as capitalism respon
most lucrative colony became the most diffidivide today. to its critics.
cult to rule. The local Chinese-led communists When Tian Chua says he has swapped one .
joined with the Malay community in a massprison for another, he refers to this heritage A double campaign
non-cooperation movement. so-called post-colonial Malaysia, where thégainst the detention camps in our minds that

Of course international solidarity on the pantuling clique has adopted the policing strateexcuse the demonisation of people as quelie-
of mainland Chinese was cast as ‘infiltrationgies of British colonialism. Chua was originallyjumpers, terrorists, communists, asylum-seek-
for propaganda purposes, and when suppoietained with six others as part of a crackdowers, migrants, the slippage to all of us must be
for the Malay communists came from Britainon Reformasi opposition leaders by Mahathimade clear. Against the detention camps
this was concealed. Subsequent to September 11 2001, Mahatitite concrete - at Campsfield; surroundin

Out of the mass non-cooperation movehas tried to present himself as a moderak®rtress Europe; being built by New Labour;
ment there developed popular support for thauslim, yet curries favour with the US adminand internationally from Kumingting to Guan
Communist Party of Malaysia. In reaction tastration, detaining at least 170 alleged musanamo Bay. The double prisons demand
the British declaration of a state of emergendim ‘terrorists’ under the ISA laws - so similarbreak-out from the razor-wire security fence
in June 1948, an insurrection began, led ki those adopted in Britain today. As | writeeverywhere.

(D('Dr—rll)

| 7

S

sciously known, on the part of the Chines&amunting detention camp without trial.  political. The liberal assurance that due pro¢-fi=>{e]\ Keled [0]z]=z]
and Malays and their international support- Mahathir has been working closely with theess will sort out the true terrorists and illega TO AUGUST
ers, as a revolutionary war. On the British sidBritish and US administration to set up a rammigrants from those who ‘have no reaso| T

roltio

with Guantanamo Bay and the US failure ttivities, no evidence has been produced foerson be considered ‘illegal’ just throug
extend any rights to captured combatants)substantiate this allegation. Some of thedact of travel?). Of course the governmen

from Palestine as commissioner of the Malagnost three years. They languish in Kumingtingll and every means it can to prevent ch
police, the force expanded to 73,000, plughile Chua tries to mobilise a campaign téenges to that rule. The new security legisla
17,000 “auxiliaries and Kampong guards” bylemand their release. It cannot be stresséoh in Britain empowers it to act to suppress
1952 (A Stockwell in Anderson, David andenough that they have not been charged, aady ‘political’ or ‘economic’ threat to its
Killingray Policing and decolonisation: na- they have not been tried. The ISA law undetominance.
tionalism, politics and the police 1917-65which they are held is a political law of sup- Capital is necessarily an anti-democrati
Manchester 1992, p110). Gray oversaw tharession, incompatible with even the mosdbrce, and its use of a farcical version of vote
introduction of resettlement and gave theudimentary forms of democracy - and suckvery-four-years, forget-me-not ‘democracy|
Malay police the major role in defence ofaws are being adopted worldwide. is maintained through spin, degraded edu-
‘new villages’ in order to separate the peo- As with those who cross the borders ofation, tamed media and lack of vision
ple from the communists - and food and inFortress Europe or are interned in similabacked up with armed force - in the interes
formation. camps or prisons in Burma, Indonesia, Ausf short-term profit and long-term rule. Of
Stockwell writes: “The emergency regulatralia, the USA, these laws ensure people whmurse the government will say, ‘If you have
tions gave the police extraordinary powers gfrotest are subject to political repression. Inothing to hide, no need to worry’, but his
search and arrest, control of the movement tifis respect detention degrades us all - thery is replete with examples of whole com
persons and traffic, and the authority to imstruggle must be international against thmunities, whole nationalities, being

- mWhichroad?

The programmes of ‘official communism’ were designed
serve those in the workers’ movement who had no interes
» revolution, those who preferred compromise with capitalis
S rather than its destruction.

Jack Conrad also deals with the reformist programme of P

a revolutionary programme.
£6.95/€11
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m
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Taaffe’s group and lays the groundwork necessary for drafting

pk(l)se curfews ... in late 1951 it wta)\s estw?ée:hmps. demonis%ed on the basis of ‘terrorism’, with Z:r;en;g;tg:;: tgoAn:'ag; s:harting the rise and demise of the

that some 6,000 persons were being held in . . . out justification. 0 y I : ;

detention without trial” ipid p113, citing O Detention without trial S(Janding people to detention centres with- E?r'lsSROFrggrk?;%IIE:;/’;nggt%csrﬁ g?kglc:r?(tiorYse Ttlglrt]?S t(r:]gut;lAtlgl}-s(:gU}g

Lyttelton The memoirs of Lord Chandbsn-  Having lost interest in the age-old sport obut trial constitutes a political attack upon us Throughout there is a stress on the necessity of democracyl

don 1962, p372). taunting ‘communists’ (with the House Un-all; that the detention centres contain the £6.95/€11 '
Detention without trial was the mainstay oAmerican Activities Committee, witch-huntspolitical and the economic detainee at the = In the enemy cam .

the ‘security’ and ‘anti-terrorism’ programmeand persecutions of the McCarthy periodjsame time should indicate why this is impor- Examines the tl‘; 0 g nd practice of communist electoral wark

of British rule, even as the insurgency becantiee technology of detention camps awaitedtant to communists - the political and the eco- Particular attentionr}i/s aié) to the Bolsheviks' anti-bovcottish

a war of attrition that effectively drained thenew crop of recruits - mostly they turn out tanomic are combined, someone once said. The and their strateqv for rgvolution Vital for Socialist AIIia¥1ce 2t

colony’s profitability. The combination of be muslims, whether refugees from Iran, Iragld tactic of the bourgeoisie is one that aims tivists 9y )

communist insurgency and the internationaifghanistan, or alleged ‘terrorists’. To releaséo exploit divisions in the class, encouraging ' £4.95/€7.75

climate of anti-colonial pro-independencehose who have been detained without triacism against workers who come from ‘elsg- . N ) )

negotiations meant the British played their olehust be a first priority. If the detainees in anyvhere’ - as if that difference were more sig- 1 Problems of communist organisation

divide-and-rule routine even in the run-up tf the camps at Guantanamo, Kumingting arificant than shared exploitation by the Whatis the correct balance between democracy and cenfral-

an inevitable independence. Campsfield have committed any kind obosses. Against this, and the new anti-terrgr- 1ST? Jack Conrad explores this thorny issue in his historically
In July 1955 the Malay leader, Tunku Abdulcrime’, there has been more than enough tiniem legislations, here and abroad, a defenge Significant argument against a disgruntled minority who de-

Rahman, headed a coalition of the UMNQo charge and try them - if they have not beenf the democratic rights of those sections ¢f Serted the CPGB in 1992.

(United Malay National Organisation), MCA charged and tried by now, they must be stte working class who are to be the immed;- . £4.95/€1.75

(Malay Chinese Association) and MICfree. They should ndt have been detained ate target of these measures - asylum-se¢k-8A plan for miners L .

(Malay Indian Congress) to victory in the firstthe first place. To continue to ignore theers, settlers, minority communities - must be The Qommun|5t Party’s ‘anti-submission’ to the Tory goverp-

federal’ election of the Malay colony. As theatrocities of these criminal incarcerationseen as part of the struggle for the democratic Ments 1992 coal review. The case is made for working class seff-

British debated handing over internal sectmakes us guilty of far worse crimes againsights of the entire working class. Without thig ~ activity and socialism. Arthur Scargill famously disowned it

rity and policing to the new chief minister,ourselves than any enemy, real or imaginestruggle, the political expression so necessa L £1.00/€1.50

Tunku Rahman suggested an amnesty for theuld commit. for any serious mobilisation of the people is B Towards a Socialist Alliance party

communists and with Chin Peng opened talks The new concentration camp detentionsnder threat. Jack Conrad's book argues for the Socialist Alliance to move to

(A Stockwell in Anderson, David andare an ideological weapon as well as a politi- As a matter of principle, communists should a higher organisational and political stage. Drawing on an gx-

Killingray Policing and decolonisation: na- cal tool. The opportunist uses of detentiobe against all restrictions on migration an tensive study of history, this work presents the ways and means

tionalism, politics and the police 1917;65vary: in the one case we might find it used tpolitical expression, whether that of political
Manchester 1992, p120). Chin Peng wiselgleter others from the dissenting views thatfugees or of so-called economic migrants (a
offered peace as soon as independence, dhe detainees are held for, as | think we seeifrthese categories were really borne of diffef-
control over security, was achieved. The BritMalaysia. In another case we can see detemt means). Border controls are fundamental
ish moved to forestall such alliance-makingion given a high profile in order to placate arto the refusal of capitalism to countenance an Buy all 6 books for £23/€36 and save £8.80/€14
by granting Tunku immediate control of in-already placid public, as in Britain where théntegrated labour market. Were workers on Delivery free within the United Kingdom
ternal security through a ‘guided’ police serveetention of asylum-seekers and ‘terrorist&ither side of the international division of la:
ice commission. is given much publicity (this spurious link isbour not so separated, the polarisation be-
After independence in 1957 a graduagxplicity made, even though it has no empiritween reserve armies of labour and active Which road?
Malaysianisation of the upper echelons ofal basis in law beyond a few traces of casterorkers would tend to be eroded, and with From October to August
the still predominantly Malay police forceoil bean extract at an asylum-seeker’s flatprogressive consequences for the class striig-In the enemy camp
was implemented and Stockwell reports thaanks deployed at Heathrow in response). Tlite - as Marx noted, when he wrote: “Workr  Problems of communist organisation
the Malaysia police retained “a paramilitarynumerical incidence of detention here is insigers of the world, unite”. A plan for miners
role, [i] is centrally organised and has extemificant in terms of government calculation of The potential of that slogan becomes clear Towards a Socialist Alliance party
sive powers of arrest of persons and seizuseme sort of deterrent effect on asylum claimshen we are confronted with immigration la
of property ... like its predecessor it has beesr immigration in general. It is a shameless apletention and the camps - a key dimension
accused of acting as the instrument of reprgseal to the mass voting public, via the tabloidur struggle. The abolition of immigration
sive government, infringing civil liberties andpress, that alibis detention. controls, and opposition to any initiatives that
support such controls, must be an immediate Name
aim. Detention centres are fundamentally gn
Address

Border controls are fundamental to the  :iack upon ail workers as a class - they rb-

strict the freedom of movement and freedo

refusal Of capitalism to counte“ance of expression of labour in a world where cap|- gy

of arriving at that end.
£7.00/€11
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OFFENSIVE

Show
Suppo

As | write this column, comrade SM
from Dundee is completing this
year's most unusual and certainly
most painful task for the Summer
Offensive: She is walking the 22
miles from Dundee to Perth. On the
hottest day of the year.

The comrade has approached
50 or so people to sponsor her
walk and, while most agreed to
help her, the level of their support
varied considerably: “l expecta
total of about £150 to £200. In
general | got a lot more money
from non-political people, friends
and other students than my
comrades in the Scottish Socialist
Party”, she says. A sign of the
poor political culture ontoday’s
left.

Other comrades, too, have
answered my calls for some
serious last-minute pushes for this
year’s fundraising drive. Comrade
TR, a veteran communist from the
North East, has donated £70 for
the Summer Offensive this week,
comrade EK has taken out a £10
monthly standing order, while
comrade SO from Wales, who is
taking partfor the firsttimeas a
full party member, has sold
“various old knick knacks” on the
internet auction site,
www.ebay.co.uk. “ltis incredible,
but there are people out there
who buy any old rubbish,” she
says about her precious posses-
sions: “half-used nail varnish, old
porcelain figures, books-ina
couple of days | sold stuff for
over £200.”

At our halfway social on July
12, we raised another £75 for the
Summer Offensive - special
thanks to comrades JB, BL and JB.

These examples show what
the Summer Offensive is all about:
aspecial period in the CPGB’s
political calendar, where com-
rades make an extra effort to
raise money for the organisation.
We do not want comrades to slave
away in a McDonalds kitchen or
stop eating for two months - but
with a bit of courage and initiative
itis actually rather easy toraise
money for the organisation.

This week we have received
cheques and cash for £4,553 -
thanks especially to comrade SM,
alongstanding supporter of ours,
who donated £20 via our newly
installed card payment serviceon
the CPGB website. Our total now
stands at £12,588 with two weeks
to go.

The circulation figures for the
Weekly Worker demonstrate that
the readership of our paper goes

far beyond ourimmediate
circle. Our paper has
become anindispensa-
ble voice for open-
ness, democracy and
partyism. Nowis the
time to show your
appreciationforthe
Weekly Worker
and the people who
produce it, even if
you do not always
agree with all the
politics @
Tina Becker

Physical attack on

A personal statement froMark Fischer andJames Bull of the Communist

omrades and friends 1. We suspect it was an attack effectively the spontaneous explosion of outrage com-

We were physically attacked out- sanctioned by leading members of the SWP. rade Bambery darkly warned us of. The ini-

side the morning plenary session Aswe were getting papers and leaflets out of tial attack was led by women members, with

of ‘Marxism’ on Friday July 11 by  bags, comrade Chris Bambery approached a tight ring of their male comrades around
up to seven members of the Socialist Work- and told us that he would “take no responsi- them. Both of us heard warnings from the
ers Party. The attack was preceded by orches- bility for what my members dotoyoutoday”, men - asvewere being attacked! - along the
trated haranguing of us because of the because of their supposed outrage at “the lines of “Don’t you touch her!” So the plan
content of a leaflet we have distributed atthis shite” in our leaflet. This is unacceptable, of was -women attack the two men; in the course
year's conference, ‘The SWP’s Clause 4 course. We think it is a requirement of the of the struggle to defend themselves the men
moment? No compromise on sexism and leadership of this organisation to condemn do something againsta woman that then ‘jus-
homophobia’. physical attacks on political opponentsinthe tifies’ the blokes wading in.

The actual attack was pretty impandun- movement - including ones undertaken by 3. Some SWPers actually took our leaflets,
serious. As far as either one of us are aware, their own membership. Unless this is forth- some bought papers. The snarlers (not all of
the SWPers did not actually manage to geta coming, the movement s justified in the pre-  whom took partin the attack) were essentially
blow in on us, even if that had been theirin- sumption that the SWP actuallysupportthe  middle-cadre SWPers, people who were not
tention. Instead, we were attacked from vari- resolution of political differences with fists interested in what wehadsaid in our leaflet,
ous angles by SWP comrades intent on and boots. This group did have a reputation what our arguments actually were. Instead,
tearing leaflets out of our hands, ripping up  for this sort of thuggery in the 1980s and we had their faces - purple with hyped-up rage
our papers, etc. While this led to some pretty 1990s, but its culture seemed to have to movedin some cases - pushed into ours, their fin-
comical-looking wrestling, only people’s dig- on since its involvement in the Socialist Alli- - gers jabbing our chests and variations on two
nity really took any sort of knock. ance. key accusation repeated at ear-splitting vol-

We believe the incident is serious for other 2. It seems to us that the attack had all the ume:
reasons, however: hallmarks of an organisedprovocation, not @ “You call the SWP sexists and homo-

Letter to Socialist Workers Party central committee
from Communist Party of Great Britain

ear comrades and James Bull. We note that the basic  The revolutionary left should be able to
We are writing to express our veracity of this account has not been collaborate despite our differences, with the
concern about an incident outside challenged by SWPers on any of the democratic right to openly express dissent,
one of the plenary sessions at this year's numerous discussion forums where it has with respect and comradeship.
Marxism. An outline of what appeared. We have grave concerns about the

happened is given in
the personal
statement from
Mark
Fischer

We regard this as an extremely current political turn of the SWP leadership
regrettable incident. Arising towards what we characterise as an

from our work together as unprincipled bloc with elements of the

allies in the Socialist Alliance, mosque. As you are aware, these concerns
we hoped that a more are hardly unique to the CPGB. They are
civilised, genuinely shared by the majority of your bloc
revolutionary culture  partners in the SA and - as illustrated in
would evolve on the some of our more calm exchanges with

left. Indeed, we your own comrades attending Marxism - by
have commented a not insubstantial number of SWPers

favourably on themselves.
what we saw as We are sure that you agree with us that
the stirrings of these misgivings and criticisms must not be

such a sea change silenced with violence, or the threat of it.
several times in the Although he conceded it would “not be
Weekly Worker easy to achieve”, your comrade John Rees
spoke at Marxism of “knitting together the
left and the trade unions ... many people in
the muslim communitgnd the existing
forces in the SAMarxism tape, no186,

cited inWeekly Workeduly 10 - our

emphasis).
No one, let alone the left organisations in
Chris the SA, will be convinced of the correct-
Bambery: ness of this new turn if the only ‘argu-
“not ments’ deployed are threats and physical

responsible”  intimidation. If you have the arguments
comrades, you don't need the violence.

Worryingly, comrade Chris Bambery told
our comrades before the attack that he took
“no responsibility” for what was about to
happen to them. This implies two things to
us:

1. That comrade Bambery was aware that a
physical assault was in the offing.

2. That he (at least) tacitly approved. If he
did not, why not use his authority in the
organisation to make sure that it did not
happen?

In contrast to comrade Bambery's
‘Pontius Pilate’ stand, we believe that the
SWP central committee must look into this
incident and make its view public. There
are important principlesvolved. We

~" believe it is incumbent on the leadership of
what is currently the largest group on the
% revolutionary left to make its position on
violence in the workers’ movement crystal
% Clear to people both in the wider move-
ment and to all members of the SWP, at
every level of the organisatian
With communist greetings
Mark Fischer
for Provisional Central Committee,
CPGB
July 152003

rfoto.co.uk
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What we
fight for

mOur central aimis the organisation of communists, revolu-
tionary socialists, anti-capitalists and all politically advanced
workers into a Communist Party. Without organisation the
working class is nothing; with the highest form of organisa-

opponents

Party of Great Britain, July 11 2003 tionitis everything.

u The Provisional Central Committee organises members
of the Communists Party, but there exists no real Commu-
nist Party today. There are many so-called ‘parties’ on the
left. In reality they are confessional sects. Members who
disagree with the prescribed ‘line’ are expected to gag them-
selves in public. Either that or face expulsion.

mCommunists operate according to the principles of demo-
cratic centralism. Through ongoing debate we seek to
achieve unity in action and a common world outlook. As

phobes.” The leaflet actually warns that the leadership?) to try to prevent critics of their  react in such a brittle way to criticisms? The
SWP leadership is in danger of acompro- organisation’s dangerous new turn having SWP leadership is aware that in terms of
miseon sexism and homophobia” due to its any sort of hearing. Marxist principle and the history of our move-
pursuit of an opportunist electoral alliance 4. This has dangerous implications for the ment, it is skating on very thin ice.That is
with a section of the mosque, notthattiBWP  Socialist Alliance project. Already, we have why itistrying to paint any criticism, any dis-
is a sexist or homophobic organisation. The seen the SWP ‘clean sweep’ in Birmingham sent as an act of “racism”, something that
leaflet states clearly that “SWP comrades and a partially successful attempt to remove must be met with physical attacks and cen-
have a passionate commitment to the rights dissenters from positions of authority onthe  sorship. .

of women, gays and lesbians - are these sim-SA executive. Arewe to nowto expectthatany-  As fgr as we are concerned, that can never '?"g :: :'ey :':,pp‘::t am::tt'::‘s’ ":mbers have u::
ply ‘shibboleths’ to be downplayed for elec- one who raises criticisms of the SWP’s new work of course. We have th&Veekly Worker "ghtf i peak openly Sl
toral expediency?” orientation to be physically assaulted and we have our website, etc. The leaders of the
@ “You are racists You don't want muslims  removed from positions of authority or per-  SWP can never shut us up. The people who
inthe movement.” The leaflet actually under- - haps from the alliance altogether? After all, oughtto be really worried are SWPers them-
lines that “to march alongside those mobi- apart from indies such as Steve Godward, selves. Is this the sort of reactiogou com-
lised by the mosque against the US-UK groups like Workers Power and the Alliance  rades can expect when you develop different
warmongering is good politics. What we ob- for Workers’ Liberty also have their criti-  ideas; when - horror! - you actually have te-
ject to is not unity in action with non-work-  cisms of the SWP’s new orientation - are they merity to voicethose criticisms? Be warned.

m Communists oppose the neo-conservative war plans of
the Project for the New American Century and all imperial-
ist wars but constantly strive to bring to the fore the funda-
mental question - ending war is bound up with ending capi-
talism.

m Communists are internationalists. Everywhere we strive
for the closest unity and agreement of working class and

ing class forces, but the watering down or next for the rough stuff? Once you allow censorship against others, it . . - .
abandoning of ourprinciplesfor temporary 5. The last thing we would like to emphasise is only a matter of time before you feel the 'f" ugnl :. os ;“:;::?:: a‘:fa“ °°“o :':I?::w;;':"’i nte" se:‘:g::;;;
advantage.” is that the SWP's violent hysteria flows from  gag yourselfe -

duty to uphold the principle, ‘One state, one party’. To the
extent that the European Union becomes a state then that
necessitates EU-wide trade unions and a Communist Party
of the EU.

mThe working class must be organised globally. Without a

global Communist Party, a Communist International, the
PARTY AG G R EG ATE struggle against capital is weakened and lacks coordina-
tion.
m Communists have no interest apart from the working

class as a whole. They differ only in recognising the impor-

o o tance of Marxism as a guide to practice. That theory is no
dogma, but must be constantly added to and enriched.

m Capitalism in its ceaseless search for profit puts the fu-

’ ture of humanity atrisk. Capitalism is synonymous with war,

pollution, exploitation and crisis. As a global system capi-
talism can only be superseded globally. All forms of na-
tionalist socialism are reactionary and anti-working class.
uThe capitalist class will never willingly allow their wealth
and power to be taken away by a parliamentary vote. They
will resist using every means at their disposal. Communists
favour using parliament and winning the biggest possible
working class representation. But workers must be read-
ied to make revolution - peacefully if we can, forcibly if we
must

m Communists fight for extreme democracy in all spheres
of society. Democracy must be given a social content.

u We will use the most militant methods objective circum-
stances allow to achieve a federal republic of England,
Scotland and Wales, a united, federal Ireland and a United
States of Europe.

m Communists favour industrial unions. Bureaucracy and
class compromise must be fought and the trade unions
transformed into schools for communism.

m Communists are champions of the oppressed. Women’s
oppression, combating racism and chauvinism, and the strug-
gle for peace and ecological sustainability are just as much
working class questions as pay, trade union rights and de-
mands for high-quality health, housing and education.
mSocialism represents victory in the battle for democracy.
Itis the rule of the working class. Socialism is either demo-
cratic or, as with Stalin’s Soviet Union, it turns into its oppo-
site.

mSocialismis the first stage of the worldwide transition to
communism -a system which knows neither wars, exploita-
tion, money, classes, states nor nations. Communismis gen-
eral freedom and the real beginning of human history.

u All who accept these principles are urged to join the
Communist Party.

Of course, what we had actuallsaidor  a profound political weakness. Ifthe organi- @ For open debate!
believed was irrelevant. A layer of SWP sation was actually confident about its poli- @ Against violence and intimidation in the
hacks had been mobilised (by elements inthetics and the alliance with the mosques, why workers’ movement!

July 12 discussed the way forward fodisagreement with the latest opportunist turwe do not have the numerical strength to win
the Socialist Alliance in the context ofof their leadership. They can be won to adhe leadership of the alliance, but, as comrade

the Socialist Workers Party’s opportunistept the need for a single democratic and ceBameron Richards put it, if we do not strive to
abandoning of socialist principles. tralised working class party. The period wéecome the main opposition, who else will?

Comrade Marcus Strdom opened the dexre in calls for patience: we must continue t8omrade John Bridge argued that we must
bate, outlining how the present crisis in thetrive for ideological clarity. There is no shortdevelop and offer an alternative programme.
Socialist Alliance is linked to developmentscut to building a mass party. Our leadership at this stage is ideological. Our
in the SWP. When the SWP joined the So- All speakers agreed that it would be a migroject remains the transformation of the So-
cialist Alliance in 2000, it hoped to attract dake for us to walk out of the Socialist Alliancecialist Alliance into a revolutionary Commu-
layer of left reformists disillusioned with Newand that we should criticise groups who seenist Party.
Labour. Dissatisfaction with the obvious fail-on the verge of doing so - namely the Alli- There was some difference of opinion on
ure of this strategy was exacerbated wheance for Workers’ Liberty and Workers Powewhat our attitude should be to the May 3 Com-
the SWP leadership saw the millions on thEomrade Tina Becker said part of our job is tonittee (made up of comrades from the CPGB,
anti-war demonstrations melt away. In a desnake it as difficult as possible for these group&WL, Revolutionary Democratic Group and
perate effort to recreate in electoral form th&o return to their old sectarian wayseekly others, who came together to draw up a com-
Stop the War Coalition, it is willing to drop Workereditor Peter Manson made the poinposite motion in favour of an SA party prior
“shibboleths” such as women’s equalitythat to walk out of the SA at the very momerto the annual conference). Comrade Manny
gay rights and secularism to secure an allivhen the SWP leadership’s opportunism isleira described it as the best chance for an
ance with the undifferentiated ‘muslim com-exposed for all to see would be to abandasternative leadership of the Socialist Alliance,
munity’. the healthy forces inside the organisation. bringing together people who share our criti-

As comrade Strom pointed out, this as a Many SWP members read théeekly cisms of the SWP. Comrade Rock said it could
problematic formulation, involving no classWorker and comrades who attended Marxbecome a revolutionary pole of attraction
delineation. Our job is to win over workingism 2003 reported having more productivavithin the alliance. These comrades and oth-
class muslims to a socialist programme. Naonversations with SWPers than at any prers proposed working actively within it and
pretend that the anti-war sentiment amonggtous such events. The thuggish behavio@ven helping to produce some paper or bulle-
muslims can be the basis for a common eleof the SWP cadre, who attempted to prevetin in its name.
toral platform drawn up with radicalised pettytheir members reading CPGB leaflets, proves Others were more sceptical. Comrade Man-
bourgeois elements in the mosque. Whilthere must be internal dissent. Comrade Lesen said we should work with the committee,
communists and revolutionary socialist&Rock, however, warned against overestimabut not make it the centre of our intervention
ought to be firm on principle but flexible oning the likelihood of a split in the SWP. Op-in the SA. Comrade Bridge described it as dif-
tactics, the SWP turns this on its head. portunism has long been its method. fuse. Who knows what could emerge after the

Some independents have left the Social- Comrade Anne Mc Shane called for thduly 19 national council meeting? Comrade Iga
ist Alliance in disgust at the behaviour of th&CPGB to organise a challenge to the SWP f@onovan urged caution because of the ueiu
SWP - we believe this is a mistake. There atbe leadership of the Socialist Alliance. It ilemocratic set-up of the May 3 Committee* BeCO m e a
many principled socialists in the SWP whanot theirs to bargain away, she said. We muste pro-party wing of the Socialist Allianc
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An aggregate of CPGB members held omust be encouraged to openly express thatay in and fight for it. Others pointed out that

r 1
I i h " participates while having set up its own altez-
: J OI n the SOCIal ISt Al | Ian Ce : native ‘network’, he argued. Comrades Mik Su p po rter
| ‘ I Macnair and Steve Cooke put forward a md- N
tion on the May 3 Committee which called fol ame
| I enclose a cheque or postal order for £24 (£6unwaged) : | complete openness in its operations. This W}S
I N cm:f | defeated by a margin of around two to onel- Address
| ame | the majority did not wish to turn the technica
proceedings of a barely functioning commit
| Address | teeinto a point of principle. | Town/city
I Town/city I National organiser Mark Fischer conclude!l
the aggregate with a short report on the Suth- Postcode
| Postcode Phone | mer Offensive, which as always highlight
| ] | both the strengths and weaknesses of our pr-Telephone Age
| Email | ganisation. However, he was optimistic thi .
L ] . we would raise the full £25,000 - a total that Email Date
| Socialist Alliance, Creative House, 82-90 Queensland Road, London | would enable us to continue playing our full
| N7 7AS. Cheques and POs payable to Socialist Alliance | partin the fight for a working class pasy | Retumto:Membership, CPGB, BCM Box 928, London WCAN 3XX

Mary Godwin
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and WMDs

t is now some years since aily the mind, but it means that one in evenAtomic Energy Agency documents pur
Sport a paper not frequently quoted40 men, women and children throughouportedly supporting the argument tha
in theWeekly Workeran the head- the country marched to Hyde Park tharaq had been shopping for uranium i
line “World War Il bomber found on day. Blair needed every scrap of suppoNiger. Days before the war, IAEA direc-
moon!” This startling intelligence was he could get: he particularly needed thtor-general Mohamed EIl Baradei an
supported with a photograph, quitesanction of the UN. To make the case toounced they were forgeries. Agai
clearly showing a Lancaster bomber silthe UN and the British people, he needeshowing the kind of loyalty to its ally that
houetted against the lunar surface. to prove that Iraq was in breach of UNa dog shows a lamp post, US official

At the time, the story seemed to catchesolutions imposed after the invasion afimply replied that the documents ha
the popular imagination - though it isKuwait which forbade it to hold WMDs. been provided them by the British.
perhaps fair to say that, in general, thele therefore lied like a man caught in bed Indeed, Blair must be wondering rathe
population remained sceptical. TBgort  with Mike Tyson'’s girlfriend. about his new friends. Defending he
was not to be beaten, though, and had The war won, there is no sense of tripresident’s assertion that “The Britis
the last laugh when it breathlessly pubamph in the British people - no ‘Bagh-government has learned that Sadda
lished the follow-up piece some weekslad bounce’ - and, as his lies are exposddussein has recently sought significa
later: “World War [l bombemissingrom  Blair is descending into crisis. guantities of uranium from Africa”, US -
moon!” The story was supported by a The claim that Iraq thought it couldnational security advisor Condoleezgustification for war still slipping through his fingers
second photograph: this time simply obuy uranium from Niger was never likelyRice said, “The statement Mr Bush made
the moon. to be true. The country’s mines are tightlyvas indeed accurate. The British govern-

The British and American govern-controlled by the French, and the matenent did say that.” | would have given gpassed back to the committee the top The latest spin is that the government
ments seemed to have learned a lessnal they produce is entirely exported taveek’s wages to have seen Tony's facgpook’s assurance that Campbell had natas not relying on the forged docu-
from this: gradually lower the evidenceFrance, Spain and Japan. Experts doubhen he heard that one. been cooking the books. Either Dearlovenents provided to the US to substanti-
threshold, and sooner or later you will bét could have been smuggled out unno- Given the treatment he has received & content to admit that this ludicrous inate this story: they had documents from
able to prove anything. First these deticed, and, though the French may bthe hands of his allies, it is little wondertelligence was provided by his own or-another country, which they were not
fenders of truth told the world that Iragdubbed ‘cheese-eating surrender momlair felt he could portray the report ofganisation, or he knows perfectly well ndree to pass on to the Americans with-
had weapons of mass destruction whickeys', it is difficult to believe the US ad- the foreign affairs select committee as, bgne will believe a word of it. out the supplier’'s permission.
presented an imminent threat to us alministration really thought they would comparison, supportive. The report con- The report was not, however, a com- So who was causing this confusion?
Though the world remained uncon-allow such exports. Even secretary oferned the dossiers of evidence prglete whitewash. It euphemistically said/Vho else? It is all the fault of the French.
vinced, the invasion went ahead. But itate Colin Powell was not persuadeduced by the British governmentthat Blair “misrepresented” information Here is a nation the British and Ameri-
he had WMDs Saddam Hussein was uithat this story was true. He refused to irclaiming that Iragq possessed WMDsin another dossier largely copied from &an administrations can unite in dispar-
characteristically coy about using themclude it in his presentation to the UN orAlistair Campbell stood accused by araduate student’s thesis, and that thaging.

No matter: with hundreds of thousand$&ebruary 5 because it was not “suffiBBC anonymous source of ‘sexing up45-minute claim was given “undue promi- Much to the frustration of the British
of soldiers on the ground, Blair expressediently reliable”. the information provided by the securitynence”. Neither does this end the rovgovernment, however, this WMD story
“no doubt” that the weapons would be This is doubly so because in 2002, webervices, in that he had allegedly addeabout this latter claim. Hans Blix, inter-shows no signs of going away. Blair
found. They were not. before the state of the union address, tlaeclaim that Hussein could mobilise hissiewed inThe Sunday Telegraghortly joined with the US in the invasion of Iraq

A slight note of hysteria edging intoCIA sent Joseph Wilson, former US amWMDs within 45 minutes. The commit- after the report’s publication, went fur-in contempt of the clear, democratic will
his voice, Blair hoped nobody wouldbassador in Gabon, to Africa to investitee, on a split vote, did not accept Campher: it was a “fundamental mistake” forof the British people, and he lied to jus-
notice as a subtle change crept into thgate any possible link between Iraq andell’s guilt. Blair to support it. tify this.
claims - that evidence would turn up oNiger. Wilson recently told thdew York ~ The way Campbell was cleared is Meanwhile, the row about Hussein’s As the story continues, it is perhaps
WMD programmes What would a Timesand NBC that he had concludedstrangely typical of the whole grubbyalleged window-shopping expedition inmore interesting for the glimpses it gives
WMD “programme” look like? A re- in a report that it was very doubtful thaiaffair. Apparently Nicholas Soames, theéNiger continued: but Blair has been stickinto the murderous and cynical workings
search establishment? A chemical labany such link existed, adding that he hafbtrmer Conservative armed forces mining to his story, and it seems that wittof imperialism.
ratory? Hussein's personal copy®f sent his report to both Congress and thister, intervened on Campbell's behalf athe help of foreign secretary Jack Straw It is possible that, should the political

Mass anti-war
movement
forced Blair
into corner

Strangelove Despite being so vague a®Vhite House. the 11th hour. He spoke to Richarde may have found the perfect politicapressure become great enough, the oc-
to be almost meaningless, even this claim He said: “Either the administration hadearlove, director of MI6, and simply alibi. cupiers of Iraq will yet produce evidence
could not be substantiated. some information that it has not shared of WMDs. If they do, they should sub-

But there was still hope. At least itwith the public o, yes, they were usingYOU Would almost think that this question of Saddam mit it for publication in theéaily Sport

could be established that Hussein hatthe selective use of facts and intelligencand weapons of mass destruction was some inventioéf is used to dealing with such
tried tostarta WMD programme by buy- to bolster a decision that had alread storiese

ing nuclear material from the state obeen made.” he CIA and British intelligenceTony Blair Manny Neira
Niger. Such at least was the claim in presi- Bush first blamed his intelligence serv-
dent Bush’s state of the union addresses, and Central Intelligence AgencCyj® === === === == mmm S S S S S S S S S S S S S S N S N N N

in January. With the kind of generositydirector George Tenet duly took the fallg |

which takes a pork pie toker mitzvah “First, CIA approved the president’s '

Bush credited his closest ally as thetate of the union address before it w* su bscrlbe. I

source: “The British government hasdelivered,” he said in a statement. “Sedl Address |

learned that Saddam Hussein has rend, | am responsible for the approv . e |

cently sought significant quantities ofprocess in my agency. And, third, tha Subscription £ €

uranium from Africa.” president had every reason to belie Town/city I
Bush is relatively unconcerned. Thehat the text presented to him wa§ Donation £ € 1

American working class, traumatised bysound.” | Postcode |

the attacks on the World Trade Center, His own justification for the error? The; Cheques and postal orders should .

protested against the war, but not on thelA approved the line because, though be payable to ‘Weekly Worker Email :

scale that the British did. Whatever Powtheir own intelligence did not support th 6m 1 Inst.

ell said to the UN, at home the Republielaim, it was attributed to the Britishf-:l United ;o 604 £30y;48 £53/685 Telephone Date I

can case for war was based nakedly diThis should not have been the test fo} Kingdom / / / . .

the determination to oust Saddam Husslearing a presidential address,” he saifl. | guyope  £20/€32  40/€6s  £70/€112 Special offer for new subscribers |

sein. “This did not rise to the level of certainty]] Rest of |
In Britain, Blair faced a bigger problem.which should be required for presiden £40/€64  £80/€128 £140/€224

Mean estimates put the number whdial speeches and CIA should have erl- world 3 months for £5 I

demonstrated in London on February 1Sured that it was removed.” | . ) |

at 1.5 million. This statistic has been re- More embarrassingly still, in Februa Return to: Weekly Worker, BCM Box 928, London WC1N 3XX, United Kingdom |

peated so often that it begins to dull othe US passed to the Internationgy e . — — —— —— ——— ——— —— ol



