Paper of the Communist Party of Great Britain

pe 2

= M CWuUdispute
and communists mustwork ;o Co

\‘ '+ within the Labour Party I Republicanism

Thursday September 252003 Towards a new workers’ party www.cpgh.org.uk 50p/¢0.85

#

--:--'.II:I

. : v -h.__ L - £ ...__-*.\. ey - . “
- B - .h LT ) - S ‘?'I:“' -‘-:b?;l,f‘_l#lﬁ:-' 1 -‘

- } h g i y
B .i . '*f. | e
I. o ST - o g, i .- = ; r_.r e 155 = -. !' = .
" ] % . = | 5 '_'*:-'.F “-J.nl'\-.;:'_ .-'*-h:'__ r‘h "". *-\..r ife J | - ™ v
’iu J s = A R T Y e f ﬁ;ﬁ. S s

UNstayout

Manny Neira calls for left Mike MacNair
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Republicanism:
militant or liberal

y adopting a fake leftist pose constitution could not conceivablyunite Ireland. There should be a fed-
on diverse issues such asniss. Comrade Matgamna is actuallgral solution, whereby the British-Irish
the Iraq war, student feesof the opinion that “the British mon- minority have a two-county, two-half-
and the council tax, the Lib- archy could be sloughed off tomorrowcounty province which exercises the
eral Democrats have won considerablwith little else of importance changingright to self-determination. There are
popularity - and a stunning by-elec-n British society”. So he would hap-palpable national questions in Scot-
tion victory in Brent East. pily let Charles Kennedy take the leadand and Wales, but no right to self-
Yet, despite all their radical postur-- if only he would. determination - which to be meaningful
ing and claims to be different, they fear- What we target, of course, is notmust include the guaranteed right to
fully shied away from adopting simply Elizabeth Windsor as an un-separate. Westminster elections are
republicanism at their conference. elected figurehead; rather it is the conscandalously unfair and leave millions
Not that the Lib Dem youth and stu-stitutional monarchgystemIn other effectively unrepresented. There is no
dents organisation was proposingvords, the way in which the rulers rulesystem of proportional representation
anything militant. Instead they at-the ruled. or the right to recall MPs. The Euro-
tempted to smuggle through their tepid In its origins the constitutional mon-pean Union is increasingly influential
republicanism with a motion calling for archy represented a break from Tudavver every sphere of life in Britain. Yet
a referendum on whether or not to reand Stuart quasi-absolutism. Initiallythe European parliament is a mere to-
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Bold and strong

To describe Margaret Manning’s chair-
ing of the SA open forum as uninspir-
ing is some understatement.

H When John Pearson stood as sec-
SA 0pp05|tlon retary of the South Manchester SA on
I do not understand why John Pearthe basis of democracy and minority
son and Mark Fisher saw my contritights, with meetings to be conducted
bution to the Socialist Alliance ‘Opendemocratically, with agendas to be
forum’ conference as “negative” circulated beforehand and put openly
(Weekly WorkeBeptember 18). After to meetings, the SWP found a candi-
all, | voted for all of the resolutions date who did not run meetings or func-
which they applaud in their article andtion democratically. That person was
even for Dave Church’s resolution,Margaret Manning.
which advocated a campaign towards But, to be fair, we were halfway through
a party and was defeated. the morning before the meeting began

John and Mark claim that | am opposetb realise that it had been decided that
to loyalty to the SA and that | stated thathe comrades could let off steam and
the Socialist Workers Party will notthere would be a short period at the end
change. | have been on the organisinghen we could decide to meet again!
committee of the Coventry SA since itThe problem with just letting off emo-
started in 1992 and have stood as an Sivnal steam is that without concrete
candidate in local elections. Surely that ipolitical alternatives it would just be a
commitment enough to the SA! safety valve.

However, | have always seen the SA As Steve Freeman said, we had to dis-
as a stepping stone towards a workersuss what we were for and not just what
party with a democratic constitution, asve were against. There was an enor-
in Scotland, not as an end in itself. Imous amount of preaching to the well
1996, when the Socialist Party showethformed, experienced and converted
an interest in the SA, we had a numbabout the awful machinations of the

place the monarch as head of statethis system functioned to reconcileken appendage. Judges are appointed of discussions with Allan Green and theSWP. Dave Church galvanised the ma-

However, Charles Kennedy imperi-and manage relations between thigsom above, not elected from below.
ously announced that he would neierown on the one side and on the other Political power is nowadays con-
ther support their motion nor includethe aristocracy and rich merchantsgentrated in the House of Commons
it in any general election manifestothen between the landed aristocracgnd, through that electoral college of
Overwhelmingly delegates meeklyand the rising industrial bourgeoisie misrepresentatives, the cabinet - cho-
followed their leader. Needless to say, with the second halfen and personified by the almost

Kennedy did not present himself aof the 19th century, the social weighpresidential prime minister. The
an enthusiast for the present monaand centralised organisation of théHouse of Lords functions as a sort of
chy, though. On the contrary, hemodern working class makes its markdelaying mechanism, a safety valve, a
stressed that his objection to the prd=rom 1869 the franchise was fitfully means of thwarting popular demands.
posed referendum was solely on thextended - sometimes as a pre-emptivées, Tony Blair is pruning the second
grounds that there are other, more inmeasure, sometimes in the face of irreshamber of its last hereditary peers. But
portant, priorities: “ don't think in the sistible popular demand. By 1930 ther@o more.
great scheme of things, amid all thevas for the first time what could be The monarchy constitutes what
other issues facing this country at thelescribed as universal suffrage. =~ Walter Bagehot, in his 1867 treatise,
moment, that a referendum on the fu- Under these unfolding conditionsfamously called the “dignified” part
ture of the monarchy is the most perthe ruled had of necessity to be ruledf this constitution - it is designed
tinent or pressing one” The in new ways. The enfranchisedo befuddle and beguile those
GuardianSeptember 22). masses must be pacified and pewhom he derisively calls the “vacant

Funnily enough, we have heard thesuaded to vote for harmless, modemany” (W BagehotThe English
selfsame argument many times beforgite and thoroughly responsibleconstitutionLondon 1974, p34). Yet,
and not just from Lib Dems. Alike the candidates. Material concessionshesides appearing to stand above
Labour left, the orthodox Trotskyists,credible lies and compulsory child-party squabbles and the un-
the Socialist Party in England anchood miseducation provide far greatedoubted propaganda value pro-
Wales and the Socialist Alliance masocial leverage than sabres, musketdded by royal continuity,
jority effectively repeat Kennedy’s and cannons. And, as an extra safgageantry, local visits and nation-
lame excuse for inaction. guard, all manner of constitutionalwide broadcasts, the monarch re-

So, for example, when we proposectthecks and balances’ are erected, réains certain powers that could
to the SA that it conduct a “militant inforced or modified. Democracy serve the interests of capital well in
campaign” demanding the abolitiontherefore comes into existence in than emergency situation. Eg, the
of the monarchy during the celebraform of an updated constitutionalmonarch symbolically chooses the
tions of the queen’s golden jubilee, thenonarchy; a system which leavegprime minister and can dissolve par-
International Socialist Group’s Davecapitalist exploitation intact and theliament, while no bill can pass into
Packer successfully sabotaged ounasses as far as possible away frotaw without royal assent.
motion. With the backing of SWP blocthe levers of political power. We could go on ... and on. But there
votes the word “militant” was surgi- From the point of view of Marxism - is no need. The point has been made
cally removed. The same comradée, consistent and extreme democracy--the constitutional monarchy system
then insisted that our ‘moderate’ camthere can be no doubt that the Unitetd a weapon pointed against democ-
paign should not be prioritised. WhileKingdom is characterised by systemieacy and the working class.
he personally was a republican, thershortcomings when it comes to democ- What of comrade Matgamna’s con-
were, of course, more pressing mattersacy (by which we mean rule of the peoviction that the “monarchy could be

Unfortunately it is not only the ple by the people and real control fronsloughed off tomorrow with little else
SAs majority which adheres to thisbelow). Let us compare and contrasbf importance changing in British so-
liberal, non-prioritised type of re- what is with what could bechnically ciety”? Frankly, this is the sort of
publicanism. There are those in th@chieved even under the socio-ecdA’higgish nonsense you would ex-
SA's minority too. Having debated nomic conditions of capitalism. pect to read in &uardianeditorial.
the issue with him on countless The people are unarmed, while the A transition from monarchy to re-
occasions, | know that Sean Matstate possesses monstrously destryatblic in Britain - with its royalist offi-
gamna - patriarch of the Alliance fortive weaponry. We say - abolish thecial history, royalist constitution,
Workers' Liberty - is one of them. standing army and introduce a netroyalist oaths, royalist societies and in-
Mired in what Marxists call econo- work of popular militias. Despite pay stitutions, royalist armed bodies, roy-
mism - ie, the downplaying of demo-and sex discrimination acts, womeralist knighthoods, orders, gongs, etc
cratic demands in favour of theand men are still grossly socially un- is hardly akin to a former colony, a
narrow politics of trade union con-equal - put in place measures of subi2ommonwealth country like India, Pa-
sciousness - he contemptuouslgtantive equality. Capitalist firms kistan or Jamaica, swapping the geo-
dismisses any notion of prioritisingoperate secretively, sack workers agraphically distant British monarch for
republicanism. will and despoil the environment -a native and resident head of state.

Comrade Matgamna’s operativeopen the books, access the comput- Think about China, Russia, Ger-
conclusion is this: Lenin was right toers and demand workers’ supervisiomany, Austria, Turkey, Spain, Italy,
prioritise the overthrow of Russianand control. Migrants and asylum-Egypt, Iraq, Greece, Iran and other
tsarism - it was nasty, brutish, backseekers are demonised and turned intmuntries in the 20th century when
ward and undemocratic. We on thavorst paid labour - unionise all work- they became republics. End of monar-
other hand should not bother ourers and fight for open borders. chy usually coincides with a revolu-
selves over-much with constitutional What of the constitution? Northerntionary crisis. By prioritising the fight
monarchism. By implication it is com- Ireland perpetuates the national opfor a democratic republic such an out-
paratively benign, a feudal relic ofpression of the 40%-plus catholic-Irishcome is exactly what we communists
third-rate significance which a mod-minority and the division of Ireland. seek to speedily bring abdlit
ernised, bang up-to-date capitalistWe say - withdraw British troops and Jack Conrad

Scottish Socialist Party. It gradually bejority of the meeting by good humoured
came clear that the SP in England anemarks about what a hopeless lot we
Wales did not want to follow the lead ofwere, seemingly incapable of taking
their Scottish comrades and form a partghings forward with specific proposals.
We only found this out through theThe majority showed their resilience by
pages of th&Veekly WorkerThe SP’s insisting on proposals being taken and
departure from the SA in December 200%oted on, despite the opposition of the
was the culmination of their failure tochair, who attempted to postpone the
make the Scottish turn. proposals to the next meeting.
Now we have the SWP who appeaBarry Biddulph
to want to dominate the SA and not t&Stockport SA
transform it into a broad, open, demo-
cratic party. To me their behaviour i H H
Birmingham was bureaucratic, sectarig:r hlnk blgger
and totally out of order. And it came fromWhen people complain in your columns
the top, not from some over-enthusiasabout the SWP ‘packing’ meetings (eg,
tic regional organiser. Itis a form of gangin Birmingham Socialist Alliance) and
sterism, going around giving the boys &oting in supporters of their own politi-
kicking to show who’s who and what'scal trend, as if this were some kind of
what. bureaucratic manoeuvre, | begin to won-
Some comrades have said that theéer about their own democratic preten-
SWP made a mistake or went too fasions.
in Birmingham, or with Bob White-  Since when has it been a crime to
head that it was a “pyrrhic victory”. mobilise one’s own members and sup-
These arguments miss the point. Thporters to gain leadership positions in a
behaviour expressed the SWP’'s ordemocratically held conference or
ganisational beliefs and methodsAGM? Aren’t these complaints against
which are organically linked to theirthe SWP just sour grapes because they
politics. I do not say that the SWP willare better organised and command more
never change, but they have beenumerical support than their political
using these methods for over 3®pponents?
years. There are hundreds of thou- Instead of whinging about the SWP’s
sands of activists and workers whauccess, and disingenuously portraying
have experienced the SWP and ththeir every move as some kind of sinis-
other “ghastly sects”, as Jack Conratkr plot, wouldn't it be more honest, po-
calls them. And, as Lesley Mahmooditically, to accept that the SWP simply
pointed out in her introduction, therewon the day? That is, that they “got
is a limit to how many times you gothere the fastest with the mostest”,
back into an abusive relationship. which a famous American general once
In my opinion workers do not disa-described was the secret of his success
gree with the political programme ofin battle?
the groups so much as the bureau- Andis it really such a crime to want to
cratic centralist manner of organisingreach out to British ethnic minorities in
As Steve Godward stated at the meethe context of a war and establish a
ing, this manner is very similar to thebroader base from which to challenge
bullying and manoeuvring we find the warmongers? The Brent East result
every day in our workplaces and tradehows just how weak the Socialist Alli-
unions. Jack Conrad calls it Stalinistance is despite the very best efforts of
but to me it mirrors normal personalits supporters. The SA remains a far-left
relations within capitalism - asrump which got a joke vote. The Pres-
straightforward as that. ton result was excellent, but so far it is
| agree with John and Mark that weour only success.
should stay in the SA and fight. But that Isn't it time to try to think a little big-
is not the key question for me. The keyer? To try and seize opportunities cre-
question is, what are we fighting for?ated by the Iraq war to make a quantum
That has to be for a workers’ party witHeap, to create much a broader base for
an open, democratic constitution, rethe left alternative to Blairism? If we
specting the rights of minorities. Thatdon't make the attempt now, comrades,
means that we must reserve the right twhen the Blair government is up to its
look outside the SA for allies, as Lesleyneck in problems relating to the Kelly
Mahmood’s resolution makes clear. laffair, then we are fools to ourselves.
also means we reject bureaucratic cen- Let's be honest: we are not going to
tralist methods of organisation and atwin muslim workers to our politics on
tempt within our own ranks to create ayender and sexuality issues overnight.
culture of comradely respect and trustBut many of them do agree with nsw
not an easy task. on a whole range of politically advanced
Dave Spencer issues related to imperialism and war. To
Coventry insist that muslim workers agree with us
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on issues of special oppression beforgtate, its organisations and policies. Evewith attacks on soviet democracy, workefficers visit delivery offices. You could m
uniting with them is wooden formalism child benefits are greater for a Jewislers’ control and opposition groups.do worse than write an article on how

gone mad. woman (to increase the Jewish birth raténarchists are not surprised by this, ofhose fucking desk jockeys who have .

It is not possible to say simply, ‘Politi- than they are for non-Jews. Zionism tookourse, as the state is designed for nfiergotten their roots lost us this cam- Communist Forums
cal clarity first, organisational unity sec-as its starting point a rejection of thenority rule. paign. London: Sunday September 28, 5pm
ond’. However tidy and attractive thatFrench Revolution and its ideas of lib- Then there is the stark contradictiorNorthem postman - ‘Einstein and the militarisation of
formula may sound, it fails to understanerty, fraternity and equality. Theirs is a@n Wills's argument. According to Lenin, email science’; Istvan Mészaroskhe
the real problem and oversimplifies theoolitics that looks fondly back to therevolution inevitably involves civil war. power of ideologgs a study guide.
solution. Palitical clarity must be won inghetto. Nowy, if civil war makes sovietdemocracygcammin g Phone 07950 416922 for details.
the course of a struggle for organisa- Where the CPGB and lan Donovarnmpossible, then Leninists should com Kent: Sunday September 28, 6pm -

tional unity, as organisational unity musgo wrong is in their belief that the clean and rip up LeninState and revo- Thank you for exposing the Ukrainian ‘James Connolly and the first Red
be won in the course of a struggle fosolution is two states. As an article irlution (as Lenin did once in power). Youscam. However, British parties, organi- Army, 1916’. Kings Head pub,

political clarity. In his May 5 1875 letter The Observenoted, Palestinians arecannot have it both ways. sations and groups have worked somewincheap, Canterbury.
to W Bracke, Marx wrote: “Every stepincreasingly realising that two statedain McKay pretty clever scams themselves. Phone 01227 731045 for details.
of real movement is more important thams a chimera, a cover for continuedemail A British Communist Party would go
a dozen programmes.” apartheid occupation (September 14). all out to obtain recognition by a socia- Close Yarl’'s Wood
This observation is used by opporThe fact is that two states cannot no ain 1936 ist country. In order to get the franchise March and demonstration, Sunday
tunists to justify their abandonmenthappen. The extent of settlement, th p it had to maintain three things: one, there September 28 (reopening day). As-

of the revolutionary programme, butpillaging of water and other naturalBob Pitt's piece on cross-class alliancewas a good revolutionary solution in semble 12 noon, John Howard me-
its real meaning is that there is an inresources is too far gone. What isnakes some interesting points, but it8ritain; two, it was leading the British  morial statue, St Paul's Square, Bed-
dissoluble connection between achneeded is a demand for equal nationabmments of the popular front in Spairrevolution; three, all other parties were ford. March to Yarl's Wood
ieving theoretical clarity and building and individual rightsvithin one state. misses crucial dimensiond\gekly no good - if not actually counterrevolu- jmmigration detention centre, Twin-
the revolutionary movement - a dialecThe demand for two states acts as Worker September 18). tionary or CIA fronts. woods Road, Clapham, Bedford-
tical unity of opposites. Theoreticalcamouflage for continued apartheid Firstly, the nature of the labour Once a party had secured recognition,shire for demonstration, 2pm.
clarification not linked to building a discrimination, the confiscation of movement, the CNT and the anarchishoney, literature, free holidays and del- Campaign For Justice in the Yarl's
political organisational alternative island, the military closure of villages, dimension: along the south-easteregations to international conferences wood Trial: sady_campaign@

an unimportant exercise. the lack of basic legal rights, etc in thecoast of Spain, the libertarians werdlowed freely. This was all at the expense yahoo.co.uk
Dave Williams West Bank/Gaza. the hegemonic force in the labourf the socialist countries who were, on
email It is also incorrect to assume thatmovement. Secondly, perhaps moshe whole, poor with small reserves of Defend Maria
because Israeli Jews have a commadslling, the dynamics of change: ondoreign currency. Public meeting, Tuesday October 7,
Broken Slabs language and culture (debatable)the one hand, Caballero was moving A classic example was the Communist 8pm, Malcolm X Centre, 141 City

they are a nation. Their defining chardeft, but he had a background of workParty of Britain (Marxist-Leninist), = Road, St Paul's, Bristol BS2. Meet

Stan Keable says the SWP's Brian Bulcteristic is antagonism to the Palesng with conservative governments inwhose papeThe Workerat one stage  Somalj refugee Maria Ikow, who is
terworth stated of the mainstream partinians. Any attempt to form a statecollaboration with employers, so hecartied the banner - ‘Russia 1917! China facing deportation. Defend Maria
ties at a Brent East Socialist Aliancebased on being Jewish - and even tHead to earn the trust of large parts o£949! Britain next!’ The parties and gov- and defend all asylum-seekers.
election meeting: “All they can talk aboutmost secular Zionists always restedhe labour movement - he was opernments of the socialist countries for- organised by Bristol Defend the
is broken paving slabs.” their claims on the ancestral biblicalposed by a rightist tendency withinmulated their political strategies on the Asylum-Seekers Campaign

Well, all | can say is, no wonder theclaims to the land - will end up beingthe UGT and PSOE; on the other handasis of the tales that they were told. Thisyjghesbob@compuserve.com:
Socialist Alliance performed so badlyexpressed against the Palestinians.a part of the libertarian movement wakind of scam was operated throughout . asylumBristol.org.uk
at the Brent East parliamentary by- It is time for the CPGB to rethink themoving rightwards. the western countries. Parties which
election and at various council eleciwo states slogan, otherwise they will be In the libertarian camp adventuristavere excluded from the feast in the so- London Labour Left
tions since May 2003. The SA hasaccepting the logic of the AWL positionwho had tried what they called revolu<ialist countries often recognised each Meeting for Labour Party members

been getting about two to three perwithout the politics that lead to it. tionary gymnastics - launching insurrecother. - ‘Where now for Labour after party
cent of the vote, which is pathetic. BuTony Greenstein tions - had got a bloody nose and had International conferences were ideal ¢ynference?’ Wednesday October
then they cannot relate to the electoremail been unable to upset the rightwing govplaces to meet third world revolution- g “7m el Meeting House
Believe it or not, the war in Iraq is not ernment - tacitly they accepted that iary leaders. Either that or else party Ehston ,Road London NW1 Speak,-
the only thing on people’s minds. H = was useful to vote for the left to get theimembers from the western countries grs include: Diane Abbott MP: NEC
People do care about what is happercentrallsm kills comrades out of jail. Such a practicavent snooping around in the third embers Ann Black and Christine

ing where they live: they do carel read Joe Wills letter in reply to Richardobjective - getting comrades out of jail world using their party’s international Shawcroft; national policy forum

about broken paving stones, do carériffin with interest. Wills dismisses Ri- led them to downplay criticism of theprestige. As anyone could join a west- amber Pete Willsman.

about crime in their area, do care abouwhard’s comments on liberal electorapopular front policy. ern party, intelligence was easily col-

rubbish on the streets. democracy as a “nihilist world outlook” Another perspective had beerected in this way and passed on. Intemational

The British National Party certainly that suggests “the working class havaired within the libertarian camp - V Small wonder the British left is known .

have realised this and are reaping thaot improved their lives one iota sinceOrobon Fernandez had argued for mternationally as the left wing of the B"gade

electoral benefits, as they are campaigthe dark days of feudalismi¥\eekly front based on activity by workers toBritish foreign office. Memorial Trust AGM, Saturday

ing on these issues as well as race. Bworker September 18). defend their interests. Fernandez died Friendship organisations also have aOctober 11, 2pm, City Chambers,

the SA do not have a clue and conse- | was under the impression thatbefore 1936, and his views were notole to play. They tell the leaders out there George Square, Glasgow.

quently are in terminal decline. working class direct action had im-developed. Thus, although it did disthat the British people would like them

Barry Buitekant proved our lives, not paternalistic accuss self-management and did carrip moderate their line. Said leaders cracchDAc

email tions by liberal parliaments. Obvi-through many of these changes imlown on the left and moderate their line. National Coalition of Anti-Deporta-
ously | was wrong to think that 1936-37, the libertarian camp had littleThe friendship organisation then tells tion Campaigns national meeting,

sw pla'lform reforms were a product of workingpractical political policy to propose - people here that they must respect theSaturday October 11, 12 noon to 5pm,
class self-activity (and the fear it pro-especially on how it was to work with,decision of the people out there and ARC, 60 Dovecot Street, Stockton on

| wish the SWP in Scotland would makevoked in ruling circles). Thanks for through or beyond the UGT/PSOE back the moderate line. Tees. Transport costs for anti-depor-

up their mind. If they are in the Scottishclarifying that - | now know where the and was taken by surprise by the With the Ukrainian scam, tragedy is tation campaigns reimbursed by

Socialist Party, they should help to buildeal power to change society lies. events of the summer of 1936. repeating itself as farce. NCADC; creche available.

the party. If they are in it to build their Looking at ‘democratic centralism’, Under such conditions the leaderivor Kenna ncadc@ncadc.org.uk;

own platform, they will not succeed. IWills argues: “If there is one thing revo-ship of the libertarian movementLondon http://mww.ncadc.org.uk

have talked to many non-platform peofutionaries learnt in the 20th century it issnded up in government working with . -

ple in the SSP and they are fed up witthis: decentralisation or survival.” Caballero, partly because it did not Renewing dialogues

the actions of the SWP platform. Strange. That century suggests the opnow what it wanted or where it was Building a Marxism and education day seminar,

Grow up or get out. posite: centralisation leads to minoritygoing (beyond reflecting that it would jalist Wednesday October 22, 9.30am to

Brian McFadyen rule, not socialism. Wills claims thatcontinue the revolution after the war), socia 5pm, Clarke Hall, Institute of Educa-

email ‘democratic centralism’ is “not necessarand partly because it feared defeat if gitemative tion, 20 Bedford Way, London WCL1.
ily in conflict” with popular democracy, it attempted to rule on its own. Such a Sessions on identity, Marxism and

AWL and Zionism yet his own example (the Russian Revoriew might suggest that this popular action; activity theory; Gramsci, reli-
lution) shows this is false. He states thatont was not so much a Stalinist con- gion and the curriculum. To reserve a

We should welcome the report bythe Bolshevik slogan was ‘All power tospiracy to establish governments with place (free, but limited), contact Glenn

Jack Conrad that Sean Matgamnahe soviets’. the liberal bourgeoisie to defeat fas- Rikowski: rikowski@tiscali.co.uk

O’Mahoney has issued a ruling that Indeed, itwasa slogan, and nothing cism, but rather a product of past de- NewSocialist Alliance pamphlet, £2 . .

members are now to describe thenmore. Leninin 1917 made it clear that théeats of the working class and its each: discounts for bulk orders. Mumia Must Live

selves as fully-fledged, rather than “@Bolsheviks aimed for party power, notpolitical formations. From Socialist Alliance, Creative New video showing in support of
little bit” Zionist. It is far better that soviet power. And that is what we gotTerry Sheen House, 82-90 Queensland Road, Mumia Abu-Jamal, US militant
they are honest, open and transpaWills claims that what “disrupted” the emalil London N7 7AS; 020 7609 2999;  framed for murder of policeman, at
ent. power of local soviets was “the civil war Anarchist Bookfair, Saturday Octo-
No one should be under any illu-conditions created by the white terror obwu ballot ber 25, 3pm, room 3B, University of

sion that Zionism is any different athe internal and external armies of coun®

creature to that which was founded byerrevolution”. Sadly, this often repeatedrhe Communication Workers Union est tube: Goodge Street).

Herzl in 1897 and Pinsker in the 1880<claim is false. The Bolsheviks had beesampaign for strike action was utte AN I M AL Organised by Mumia Must Live,
Racial purification, using religion asdisbanding soviets elected with nonbollocks from the start. There was no wi BCM Box 4771, London WC1N
the criterion, is as much a part of théolshevik majorities from the spring ofwe could have matched the amount of 3XX; mumiauk@yahoo.co.uk

London Union, Malet Street (near-

Zionist project as it has always been1918: ie, before the civil war started (seerap Royal Mail was sending to individu A new play by Kay .

Or did Matgamna not notice the newSamuel Farber'8efore Stalinistn  als and the posters they sent to offices, Adshead from The Red Party wills
mixed marriages law that says that Israeftaced with the choice of soviet powebut Billy Hayes and Dave Ward want  Room. Finishes Saturday The CPGB has forms available for
Arabs must leave Israel if they want toor party power, the Bolsheviks picked thevissing off for the amateur way the September 27, 7.30pm; you to include the Party and the
marry Palestinians? Or is he not awarkatter. Unsurprisingly, given Lenin’s poli- dealt with things. Thousands of mem Saturda maii:'lee 3 ’ struggle for communism in your will.
that Judaisation of the Negev andics. bers didn't receive a ballot paper (149 y » SPm Write for details.
Galilee is as much a part of official ideol- Wills argues that, “if there had beenn my office alone). Soho Theatre, 21 Dean
ogy as it was in the 1950s? no central authority, the revolution Hayes and Ward poked their noses Street, London W1 RDG

Israeli Arabs are not merely secondwould have been instantly strangled”out of their window in Wimbledon, . To contact the Revolutionary Demo-
class citizens, as, for example, Amerindi¥et it was this “central authority” that sniffed the London weighting issue and Bookings: 020 7478 0100; cratic Group, email rdgroup@

ans or Aborigines are. Their status istrangled the revolution. It had startedmagined they had the same support eve- www.sohotheatre.com yahoo.com
circumscribed in every aspect of theo do thisbeforethe start of the civil war rywhere else. At no time did divisional
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CND - http://
www.cnduk.org

Updated image

he Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament must be thanking its
T lucky stars. Having haunted anti-war demos and actions as a

ghostly relic of the cold war era, it has recently re-emerged from
the political graveyard. The necromancy was performed by the
Socialist Workers Party, fulfilling its perceived need to gloss the Stop
the War Coalition with a liberal-pacifist veneer.

Considering CND'’s previous shadow-like existence, | was quite
surprised to come across a website looking superior to that of the
organisation which gave CND the kiss of life. ‘Neat and tidy’ is the
most accurate way of describing it. The header features a mushroom
cloud with some placards, and a number of rotating links.

During my visit, these included legal opinion on the Iraq war,
intemational nuclear news and coverage of CND in the press. This
latter page brings together weekly mentions by news agencies and
papers. For instance, an article by that professional Tory buffoon,
Boris Johnson, on the exchange rate mechanism is included because
CND gets a brief mention in passing. If thatis all it takes, can we
expect the Weekly Worker to feature next week?

The navigation menu is the first port of call. ‘About CND’ is very
brief, setting out the aims and objectives. The organisation sets out to
“campaign non-violently to rid the world of nuclear weapons and
other weapons of mass destruction and to create security for future
generations”. To achieve this end, it calls for unilateral disarmament,
public debates on non-violent conflict-resolution, empowerment to
work for a nuclear-free peace and cooperation with similar groups
across the planet. As expected, it has nothing to say about capital-
ism’s inherent contradictions and how they give rise to conflict and
war.

‘Join CND'’ is interesting because applicants receive a number
of goodies for their money. A number of other schemes can be
joined, such as CND letter-writing teams, active branches, and
more specialist newsletters. ‘Campaigns’ is especially pretty, with
each separate issue (trident, star wars, Nato, plutonium trade and
Iraq) represented by a photo.

Each page states the CND case, lists upcoming actions specific
to that campaign and gives relevant information and organisation
links. To illustrate, ‘Star wars’ gives notice of the October 11
Menwith Hill action, carries a petition and links to Yorkshire CND
and missile defence briefings.

‘Events diary’ is a useful calendar of future actions. ‘CND shop’ is
still under construction, branded T-shirts being the only available
merchandise at present. ‘Press’ carries the year's media releases and
includes an archive for 2002 also. ‘Briefings and information’ is
valuable for anti-war activists, providing a degree of depth and
research seldom seen elsewhere.

Unfortunately, given the chronological ordering of the briefings,
you would be forgiven for thinking that the likes of Iran and North
Korea pose a threat equal to the US. ‘Education’ remains under
construction - so still time to include something on the roots of war
then. ‘Jobs’ focus on CND internships, where aspiring graduates can
apply for voluntary posts as a springboard into the NGO sector. ‘CND
contacts’ is a directory of branches, offices and specialist sections.
‘Useful links’ Is a good list of peacenik groups, but nothing explicitly
political.

The main part of the site highlights items catalogued by the
navigation bar. The most prominent headline is for this Saturday’s
demo against the occupation of Iraq. Activists can download
flyers and posters, as well as volunteering to help CND out on the
day. This section is divided from the rest of the screen by a bar
highlighting the US war drive and Britain’s relationship to the
nuclear non-proliferation treaty.

If anyone still has illusions in Blair's “ethical foreign policy”, a
quick read of this should disabuse them of such notions. Another
prominent feature is Iran. Here CND echoes the calls of US and
British imperialism to make its weapons programme visible to the
International Atomic Energy Agency (while distancing itself from
Bush’s undisguised threats).

‘Iraq war crimes’ updates the situation on the indictments being
compiled against Blair, Geoff Hoon and Jack Straw, which will
then be presented to the International Criminal Court at some
future time. This is backed up by more links, UN resolutions and
the George Galloway legal fund (!).

This website certainly does CND credit. The professional design
and the heavy emphasis on briefings and research suggest an image
far removed from Orwellian stereotypes of bearded fruit juice
drinkers. Unfortunately the politics leave a lot to be desired. CND’s
preaching against certain types of weapons does throw up interesting
information, but this can only be used effectively if working class
interests are firmly in the anti-war driving seat [I

d

Phil Hamilton

Anger explodes

hat happens in the nex
couple of weeks will be
crucial for Royal Mail
postal workers. While
both management and New Labour weie
still crowing over the defeat of the Com
munication Workers Union national
strike ballot, the militant section of the|
CWU membership has hit back ove
London weighting. They recorded §
massive ‘yes’ vote in favour of strike
action (for:11,417; against: 4,316).

Meanwhile, hundreds walked out a
the Oxford mail centre in Cowley and
Headington. Workers decided to tak
unofficial action over worries about th
national pay deal and job cuts. The
were eventually persuaded to return t
work by CWU officials at an emergenc
meeting on the morning of Sunday Se
tember 21. However, a second walko
followed the next day after a van drive
was suspended.

Despite the loss of the national ballo
feelings are running very high in militan
areas and the London weighting resu
could easily shift the balance of forceq
Unison’s welcome call for joint action
must help: its council members in thq
capital voted by an 80% majority in &
‘consultative ballot’ to continue their
long-running dispute, also over Londor
weighting.

Of course, postal workers face an in
transigent management, working han
in glove with a government that is inten
on defeating the ‘awkward squad’, s
that it can carry through its programm
of ‘modernisation’ unimpeded.

Last week’s national vote was obvi
ously a blow not only to the CWU lead-
ership, but to those hoping to see
revival of working class combativity.
Those voting in favour of the recoms-
mendation for a ‘yes’ to strike action
were defeated by 46,391 to 48,038 -
majority of 1,647. -

This dispute relates to the CWU's 8%dBilly Hayes: unhappy
basic pensionable pay claim. Manage-
ment offered instead a derisory 4.5%1ayes and his deputy Dave Wardare all part of a wider scenario involving
over 18 months with a carrot of 10% -both members of the so-called ‘awk+he rest of Europe. The goal of 30,000 job
provided a batch of cost-cutting targetsvard squad’. cuts here are an echo of the 45,000 losses
are met, including 30,000 redundancies. The failure to win the ballot - and winwhich have already taken place in

It is deeply disturbing that aroundconvincingly - will have its cost. A Deutsche Post - part of a coordinated
65,000, or 40%, of our membership didvorker at my depot reflected both thdiberalisation programme to make the
not vote at all, and there have been conmood of despondency and a commonluropean Union more competitive com-
plaints that thousands never receivebleld view: “From now on managemenipared with its US rival. Royal Mail’s ‘re-
their ballot papers. This of course leavewill be able to do what they like with us.” structuring’ is being stepped up in line
a question mark over the handling of the So why did the vote go so badlywith EU plans to end the monopoly held
dispute by the union bureaucracy. against all expectations? There are sefy national postal carriers and open up

Before and during the balloting perioderal reasons: markets to competition.
we received a constant flow of letterd] apathy, reflecting a lack of confidence The problem that faces the trade un-
from Royal Mail chairman Alan Leighton, O failure of the Fire Brigades Union strikeion bureaucracy is that the culture of in-
addressed to each of us personally - in} Royal Mail's propaganda stitutionalised compromise established
tially using the 10% inducement carrotl half-hearted CWU campaigning in past times is now largely ineffective.
followed by dire warnings of the consedl lack of rank and file organisation ~ Since the miners’ Great Strike of 1984-85
guences of strike action. Local manag- It appears that the Royal Mail executhings are much more confrontational.
ers called us into meetings to lecture uive now intends to embark on a camThat is why the FBU lost. Foolishly the
about the foolishness of walking out angbaign of de-unionisation. This couldCWU leadership went into this dispute
damaging ‘our’ competitiveness. mean ending full-time release for uniorexpecting to find a quick compromise.

Yet many union branches haveeps in depots and stopping the payind/hat they got was war. The CWU told
noted that there was no sign of naef dues through payroll deduction. Firsthe membership that a ‘yes’ vote would
tional or divisional union officials at- the FBU, now us. It is obvious thatforce management to retreat and it would
tempting to counter management's.eighton, together with executive direcfprobably not be necessary to strike. It
propaganda. Clearly Royal Mail'stor Adam Crozier and his deputy, Eimamwas a simple matter for Leighton to call
campaign far outclassed that of thdoime, engineered this dispute in ordethe CWU's bluff - he told us if we walked
CWU. The use of union meetings tdo see off the union. Before Royal Mailout we would still be out at Christmas.
disseminate information and boostan be broken up and sold to the private To say you do not really expect to fight
morale is an essential ingredient for aector, it will be necessary to atomise this to guarantee defeat. When you go to
successful outcome. Whether thisvorkforce through disabling our collec-war you must be prepared to fight all the
lacklustre effort was due to a lack oftive defence - allowing further attacks orway to victory. That is the message com-
resources or complacency on the ureur conditions in the newly privatiseding from London and those who are now
ion’s part is not entirely clear. Eitherunits. taking unofficial actioril
way, it was not a good start for Billy The proposed changes in Royal Mail

John Keys

E Mobilisation for the

uropean Social Forum

Another World - A Better World - Is Possible

2nd European Social Forum

November 12-16, Paris

Check out www.mobilise.org.uk or email esf@cpgb.org.uk for details of transport and
accommodation.
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CANCUN SUMMIT

Impernialists shaken

So-called ‘third world’ countries are being forced to rebel against neoliberal economics and the inhuman

suffering it imposedan Donovan believes that this is only the beginning

he collapse on September 15 of the These demands were presented by the @&ecisely the struggles of such oppressed
world trade summit talks at Cancunand the EU as a take-it-or-leave-it package tnd exploited people that brought to poweﬁ‘WQ
Mexico, has caused a degree of corihe ‘developing countries’. However, this latthe PT in the first place.
sternation in imperialist circles. A est tranche of marketisation proved too much In this respect - albeit in a rather differenregard
powerful bloc of recalcitrant ‘third world’ - they refused to submit. Interestinglycontext, given the proletarian pressure thlth
powers, centred around China, India and thtbough, this defiance is led by forces that atendoubtedly exists at the base of the PT -t e
Brazilian ‘left’ government of Lula, mobilised largely, though not entirely, advocates o€onsiderations of the Brazilian governmergrowth
the bulk of so-called ‘developing countriesvarious alternative capitalist models of develn allying with China and India to bring abou
to force a stalemate, refusing to go along witbpment. the thwarting of the imperialists’ plans atof our
the arrogant demands of the United StatesFirst there is China, whose ‘communistCancun were broadly similar to those of their
and European Union over issues to do wittegime now presides over a most unstabldoc partners. class
protectionism. situation - a hybrid economy, in fact. The Of course, apart from the goings-on inside
What is actually at stake goes to the heastate whose whole ethos was once the sifre conference, what also attracted internand the
of the project of globalised neoliberalism thatalled ‘iron rice bowl’ of state employmenttional attention to Cancun was the demon;
has become the dominant form of capitalisrand the supposed rule of the working classirations outside. The barbaric character 'bpl'ead
over the past three decades or so, and hasow the main guarantor of foreign capitalneoliberalism was symbolised by the suicidpf the
achieved something approximating to comist investment and overseer of what has beeha poor South Korean farmer outside th
plete hegemony - particularly during the pein the last couple of decades an unpreconference - a tragic waste, but a powerftpotential
riod of ideological reaction that ensued sincedented boom in ‘controlled’ capitalism, withsymbol of the despair of imperialism’s victims!
the collapse of the Soviet bloc. The neolibannual growth rates in excess of 10%. Many made comparisons with the Worlcfor class
eral project, in dealing with the ex-colonial It is rather obvious, however, that the ChiTrade Organisation conference in Seattle in
world, is expressed in the decades-long casese regime regards its Stalinist economit999, where militant demonstrations of tradstruggle
cade of so-called ‘structural adjustment prgprerogatives, exercised in modified form, agnionists and anti-capitalist protestors outt
grammes’: ie, enforced marketisationkey instruments in building its own nationakide went hand in hand with deadlock insid hat
privatisation, deregulation and the openingapitalism. Many world commentators, ando produce a spectacular, if symbolic, debaresults
up to exploitation by imperialist monopoliessome hostile elements in the US bourgeatle for the imperialist financiers. Now, in the'
of any scrap of state provision or incipiensie, regard China as a potent economic aedntext of such events as the so-called ‘wfrom this
welfare/non-marketised economic entitiestrategic competitor for the US in the cominggainst terrorism’, culminating in the US-Brit-
that can be found in those countries that adeecades. Whatever the realism of such prish invasion and occupation of Iragq and th@§
in the position of having to seek ‘aid’ fromjections, these events certainly portendubsequent bogging down of the coalition g = -
capitalist world institutions. The results of thissignificant tensions and antagonisms.  forces in what looks more and more like
social phenomenon were summed up pow- Then there is India, currently governed by.ebanon-style quagmire, once again the i
erfully by a Zambian newspaper after the trade coalition of religious and secular bourgeoiperialist attempts to crack the whip are ru ro-
talks collapsed: parties led by the BJP, a notorious hindoing into serious problems. For ugressiven
“It really breaks one’s heart to hear and seshauvinist formation, which rode into powercommunists, that is a good thing, despite t

what is going on in our slums; what is hapen the basis of communal tensions betweemsavoury nature of many of the govern-
pening to the children, the women and thimdia’s hindu majority and huge muslim mi-ments that are currently in dispute with the
unemployed; what's happening with educarority (140 million or so of India’s population would-be masters of the world.
tion; the growing number of children who aref around a billion). In recent years the In- Communists are not partisans of national
homeless and have to try to survive on thdian bourgeoisie has followed its own vereapitalistdevelopment in the underdevel-
streets; and what is happening with the healgfion of neoliberalism, as part of the sameped world. Nor are we opponents of capi-
situation in most of our countries that nowmodernised’ nationalist paradigm that hagalist globalisation in itself - a process that
have HIV/Aids. led to its development of nuclear weaponieads to the growth of the proletariat as an
“Faced with this situation, people in theand subcontinental nuclear rivalry with Painternational class (and that has often been
poor nations and their leaders are becomirgstan. However, as with China, such policyan undeniable consequence of some aspects
truly desperate. It is only a matter of timehas its limits. The use of imperialist economiof globalisation, as evidenced in places as far
because this policy is creating a time bomb imuscle to impose the liting of restrictions orapart as Mexico, South Korea and India).
the world. Are we going to wait for it to ex-western economic penetration without anyVhile at the same time fighting against the
plode before we start thinking about thesguid pro quo contradicts the national prosavage exploitation that inevitably accompa-
problems? .... Never before has humanitgrammes of the ruling class, which aims taies such development, nevertheless we re-
had such formidable scientific anduse neoliberalism for its own enrichment, nagard the growth of our class and the spread
technologic potential, such extraordinaryo surrender such development to the inteof the potential for class struggle that results
capacity to produce riches and well-being, bust of the world’s most powerful corporafrom this as objectively progressive.
never before have disparity and inequity bedions. That does not, however, mean that such a
so profound in the world'Lsaka PosBep- ~ Then you have Brazil, where many similapositive outcome will emerge smoothly with-
tember 16). considerations apply. The main differenceut the most dire consequences in individual
This protest against the inhuman consérere, of course, is the election earlier this yeaountries. Particularly in sub-Saharan Africa,
quences of the neoliberal world order is naif a ‘left’ popular front coalition. Its central but also in parts of Latin America (Argentina
in any way socialistic or communistic. It re-locus is the social democratic Workers Partyeing a recent, dramatic example - though
flects the hard-headed outlook of state@T), led by Luis Ignacio da Silva (Lula), the
throughout the underdeveloped capitaliformer metalworkers’ leader, but it does in-

there are much worse cases), globalisation
has brought whole societies to the brink of
collapse. The genocidal neglect of Africa’s
massive Aids crisis in the interests of the prof-
its of imperialist drug monopolies is the ulti-
mate example of capital's destructiveness. In
the former Soviet bloc also, in many cases
economic ‘liberalisation’ has led to the wip-
ing out of enormous productive potential in
a manner that is completely damaging so-
cially. And of course, the many evils of capi-
talist development in the other parts of the
‘third world’ have been well documented -
from the sweatshops of the far east and In-
donesia to the murderous pollution of the
people of Bhopal, India, who are still being
poisoned by the legacy of Union Carbide.

We do not support the developmental pro-
grammes of the Indian BJP, the Chinese Sta-
linists or Lula’s Brazil. We do, however, seek
to use every opportunity, including those
brought about by clashes between the impe-
rialists and what are essentially national capi-
talist interests of less powerful countries, in
order to bring to the fore the independent
interests of the masses.

There is perhaps a very fleeting coinci-
dence of interests in this respect - whereas
sections of the masses are protesting against
the socially irrational and exploitative mani-
festations of globalised imperialism, the na-
tional capitalist regimes are protesting that
excessive neoliberal ruthlessness from the
imperialists is undermining the stability of their
own economies and destroying their human
and infrastructural productive forces.

But, in the end, despite the all-inclusive ap-
pearance of the movement around Cancun
(and indeed Seattle before it), these divergent
interests are irreconcilable. Faced with real
class struggles against the consequences of
neoliberalism, which will inevitably develop
a logic directed against the capitalist system
itself, the bourgeois opponents of the cur-
rently dominant gang of imperialist robbers
will inevitably unite with the same imperial-
ists in an unholy alliance against the workers
and peasants of the underdeveloped world.

Only a rather different alliance - one that
unites the ‘third world’ masses with a revived,
indeed thoroughly revolutionised, workers’
movement in the advanced capitalist/imperi-
alist countries - can really shake imperialist
world domination. Such a future development
requires the rebirth of a genuine communist
movement internationally - this alone can give
rise to the conscious element necessary to
take such struggles forward to a democratic
and socialist conclusidh

world. Bureaucratic elites fear for the futurelude a Trotskyist minister (a supporter of the
of their own ‘home grown’ capitalism, givenso-called Fourth International and a fellow
the social consequences of decades of irthtinker of Allan Thornett and the Interna-

perialist-dictated globalisation, which is, oftional Socialist Group in Britain).

Fighting fund

course, counterposed to any kind of nation- Although the PT-led government has en-
alist economic development - once pursueghged in a lot of rhetoric about opposing
in an attempt to promote industrial developreoliberalism, it is pushing ahead with priva-
ment. Subsidies, social welfare and tariff wallisation and has not attempted to repudiate
are being torn down with no thought for thethe crippling debts owed to imperialist finan-
human cost, all for the sake of increasing thaal institutions - the main cause of the super-
profits of the giant transnationals. Hence thexploitation of the Brazilian workers and the
rebellion against neoliberalism and its conlandless poor. This despite the fact that it was
sequences.

The actual sticking point that led to the col-

lapse of the Cancun talks was the batch gf

so-called Singapore issues - basically a list ofAIthough the PT'Ied

demands from the US and EU - which wer =

summarised very crudely by the BBC as: government has engaged na

0 how countries treat foreign investors; !ot of rhetoric abo“t opposing
e

0 standards for anti-monopoly and cart

laws; neoliberalism, it is pushing

0 greater transparency in government pur-

chasing, which might help foreign companic@hlead with priva‘l:isation and
win public sector business;

0 trade facilitation - making things like cus—has “0t attempted to

toms procedures simpler = = = ”
(BBC news online, September 15). repudlate the c“ppllng debts

and far between.

and every month.

pick up at least an extra ton.

No such luck. The last seven days have

Urgent appeal

My pleas last week seem largely to havenly brought us £90 (thanks to JK, LP, GF,
fallen on deaf ears. Although we receive@®D and JB), taking our total to just £305.
a welcome spurt of new subscriptionsSo, instead of looking forward to a big
when it comes to donations, they are fewurplus, | am now left worrying about

making our basic target. Not a happy situ-

As | never tire of reminding you, we ation.
must raise the full £500 over and above Comrades, it is time to act. In order for
receipts from sales and subscriptions eadie Weekly Worketo continue playing its

indispensable role we need a good re-

In fact right now we are particularly in sponse to this urgent appeal: help us go
need of hard cash to upgrade our IT equipast our £500 target by posting your con-
ment, so | was hoping that by today weribution today.
would already have gone past our £500
target, leaving the best part of a week to

Robbie Rix

Ask for a bankers order form,
or send cheques, payable to
Weekly Worker
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SOCIALIST ALLIANCE

CommunistTh
Party books

WHICH ROAD?

e poverty of
mplacency

ften we hear glowing reports of theleft on February 7 2004. A number of promi
SocialistAlliance’s executive com- nent speakers have already been agreed 1
mittee and how proceedings aresupport gained from the London region o
comradely, upbeat and businessthe Fire Brigades Union. Secondly, the SA i
like. My impressions were rather different, preparing to take part in a series of natio
am sorry to say. wide forums - George Galloway will play a
| attended the September 20 meeting at tiseucial role here. Thirdly, building the SA. The
University of London Union, substituting for SA should not disappear between electionS.
Marcus Strém who is in Australia. Not onlyBranches should follow the example of Hack-
did things start late, but debates exhibited ey SA and SA councillor Michael Lavalettedenly controversy broke out. Comrade Mc-
dreadful complacency and lack of vision. Asn launching a bimonthly or quarterly localMahon asked me when he could expect the
to relations, they are decidedly uncomradelpublication. cheque covering the CPGB’s monthly con-
The source of this growing malady can be Then | came in. Basically | called for a sotributions to SA funds. | said that he should
summed up using an old English proverbber assessment and a clear line of maratot rely on it and that the CPGB will be writ-
fish begin to stink at the head. What is remarkable about Blair's governmerihg to the executive to the effect that we wish
Rob Hoveman - SA national secretary ani$ not that it lost a by-election mid-term ando renegotiate the arrangement. Comrade
leading Socialist Workers Party member - reafter a deeply unpopular war. Rather that Wrack said this threw the SA's plans into cri-
ported on the three recent council and parlif®ad not experienced similar trouble till nowsis, including the SA’s intervention at the
mentary by-elections. Our candidate in Cardiff.abour’s social base was not decomposingeptember 27 demonstration against the oc-
Clive Protheroe, got 3.0% of the poll, Lee RocBrent East was a massive protest vote. Uaupation of Iraq.
3.5% in Waltham Forest and Brian Butterwortldler these circumstances the SA should haveThe meeting adjourned for a break and
1.7% in Brent East. The comrade rightly praisedione better. Much better. We should take thayself and comrades Wrack, McMahon and
the candidates. All were excellent. example of the SSP seriously, not flippantiMargetson got together to talk. Comrade
Focusing in on Brent East, he reckoned thput its success down to one man and privicMahon was particularly angry: “Why did
the SAs message on the Iraq war, student fggartional representation. Comrade Sheridayou not inform the SA earlier?” | did not know
and public services was either kidnapped avas elected as a councillor in Glasgow underat the time, but apparently we did. Mark
eclipsed by the Liberal Democrat machindirst-past-the-post rules. London’s assemblifischer, our national organiser, left an
Nevertheless the government was giventsms PR and so does the European parliameniswerphone message saying that our
hammering and the Labour Party suffered its Objective circumstances in Scotland ancheque had been cancelled.
first by-election defeat for 15 years. Our carrthe rest of Britain are not qualitatively differ- Anyway | explained that the CPGB was

A PLAN FOR

MINERS

Nick Wrack: “bollocll(s”

'-',“r_lnr.:uj

FROM OCTOBER
TO AUGUST

0 Whichroad?

The programmes of ‘official communism’ were designed to se
those in the workers’ movement who had no interest in rev
tion, those who preferred compromise with capitalism rather 1
its destruction.

Jack Conrad also deals with the reformist programme of H
Taaffe’s group and lays the groundwork necessary for draf

rvepaign had been good and a few contacts weast. The key factor is subjective. Scottish Milieleeply worried by recent negative develop-
plupicked up. Brent SA plans not to dip back outint Labour - the leading force in the Scottisinents in the SA. The CPGB had originally
haof existence now the election campaign is oveA - wholeheartedly fought for a party. It threwproposed that all of the principal supporting

Readers might be interested to note thatl of its financial resources, full-timers and energanisation pay equal contributions to
etdBrent SA accumulated debts estimated at bergies into the project. Other factions of theover the rent of an SA national office. Eve-
tingween £1,100 and £1,400 during the campaigdieft were won over too. The SSP launchedrgilone agreed. Last year we paid in full. No

The executive agreed to take on half that sufartnightly paper which, with the eventualother organisation did. The SWP merely dis-
(the CPGB sent off £150 towards this lagéntry of the SWP as a platform, went weeklyounted debt owed to its printshop, East End
week). To me, however, that whole small- The results speak for themselves. And n@ffset - good business practice.
ssminded approach smacks of amateurism. Tlasaly in PR elections. A week before Brian More than that, at the last AGM in March
ofby-election appears to have been run as a Butterworth secured 1.7% of the poll for us ithe SWP carried out a coup d'etat. The SWP
ghcal campaign - only with outside help. But byBrent EastScottish Socialist Voiceported  increased its representation from three to 13
elections are national events and of nationtilat in Glasgow’s Drumry ward the SSP’s Andgeats on the executive, while its docile allies
significance. The executive and its officersynch ran second to Labour. He got 18% aroundSocialist Resistanosere rewarded
should have taken full charge and plougheghead of the SNP and the Greens ... and thith some half a dozen places. The political
orkin @ much national money and resources 86P, which managed just seven votes.  balance within the SA's leadership was
-m possible. Surely that is what the Liberal Demo- There is no chicken and egg situation. Wihereby radically shifted. The SWP also
c- crats did. After all, it is unlikely that their Brentshould not wait upon “bigger social forces”. Thgought to kick out the AWL's Martin Tho-
East constituency organisation paid for the or$A is the answer - if properly led. And talkingmas. He was kept on the executive, but only
million leaflets that were delivered to houseabout progressing left unity is all very well ... butfter we threatened to withdraw from the
holds urging a vote for Sarah Teather. how does it square with the total purge of diSWP's slate.
_ The only comrade to critically question thesenting voices in Birmingham SA by the SWP. Shortly after that the SWP replaced com-
A's performance was Margaret Manning Comrade Rees would have none of it. Heade Godward as vice-chair and attempted to

a revolutionary programme.

£6.95/011
[ From Octoberto August
Articles by Jack Conrad, charting the rise and demise of the U
from Stalin’s monocratic dictatorship to the twists and turns
Gorbachev's perestroika and Yeltsin's counter-coup. Throu
out there is a stress on the necessity of democracy.

£6.95/011
[ Inthe enemycamp
Examines the theory and practice of communist electoral w
Particular attention is paid to the Bolsheviks’ anti-boycotti
and their strategy for revolution. Vital for Socialist Alliance &
tivists.

£4.95/07.75

0 Problems of communist organisation
What is the correct balance between democracy and centra

ism? Jack Conrad explores this thorny issue in his historigall j : o
significant argument against adisgruntlgd minority who deserte(I‘JMa”CheSter SA). She pointed to the SAsimply repeated the half-baked nonsensikewise remove comrade Strém from the
the CPGB in 1992. ack of profile and the failure to secure about Scottish PR and his faith in trade urpurely technical post of nominations officer.

speaker at any of the Stop the War demoien leaders and George Galloway. Johmhis violation of the SA's founding principle
oA - strations. Others satisfied themselves witkisher (independent) put his stress on locef inclusivity was a prelude to the infamous
plan forminers i ini hile Alan Thornett (Interna- in Birmingham and the physical attack
The Communist Party's ‘anti-submission’ to the Tory govefn- €XCusing or explaining away the low vote. initiatives, while Alan Thornett (Interna- purge in Birmingham and the physical attac
ment's 1992 coal review. The case is made for working class sel{- Simon Joyce (SWP) correctly pointed tdional Socialist Group) highlighted thison our members at Marxism 2003 - apparently
activity and socialism. Arthur Scargill famously disowned it. he dishonesty of the Liberal Democrats. Wiljear's TUC and the SA's fringe meetingset up by SWP national organiser Chris Bam-
£1.00/01.50 McMahon (SA office worker anResistance Forty-five attended, including some 35 delbery. Naturally we wrote to the SWP central
0 Towards aSocialist Alliance party supporter) complained of the unwillingnesgates. The main speaker, Mark Serwotkepmmittee in protest over this particular inci-
i party . of the capitalist print and electronic media tavas “right down the line”. Comrade Hove-dent. No reply has been forthcoming. Not
Jack Conrad's book argues for the Socialist Alliance t0 moVe (Qqry the SA's “story”. Matthew Caygill man referred to the Green Party’s decisiagven an informal apology.
a higher organisational and political stage. Drawing on an e eeds SA andResistanceemphasised the to allow local discussions with organisa- An example of the state of affairs in the SA
tensive study of history, this work presents the ways and meargportance of left unity - not only did Arthur tions such as the SA. He also mentioned tlan be gleaned from when comrade Rees put
of arriving at that end. Scargill's Socialist Labour Party stand in Brenffraternal atmosphere” at the Wrexham sunfis oar in. In the Brent East campaign, he said,
East: so did a string of other fringe candidateser gathering put on by Welsh assemblthe CPGB did nothing (untrue). In Hackney
who were to the left of Labour. Mandy Bakemember John Marek. A somewhat amazingPGB members only sell thideekiyworker
(Socialist Solidarity Network arfdesistance  statement considering the brazen attempt ot Paul Foot's local propaganda sheet. | did
concluded that we “couldn’t have done difexclude the CPGB. But | let that pass. Otherot directly respond. But | did mention
ferently”. John Rees (SWP) argued that Laexecutive members either asked technic@altham Forest. The candidate, Lee Rock, got
bour’s social base was “decomposing”. Thguestions, touched upon European deve3:5% of the vote - nothing to boast about,
Liberal Democrats are filling the vacuum beeopments or concentrated on their own pabut neither a disgrace, considering Brent
cause we lack the social forces necessarytioular local circumstances. East. He isa CPGB member and CPGB mem-
mount a credible challenge. However, with Perhaps the complacency and poor levbérs did most of the canvassing and most of
correct tactical handling, the RMT and PC$f debate is down to the absentees. Not ortlye leafleting. Comrade Rees shut up.
unions, George Galloway, the muslim commusur comrade Strém, but Martin Thomas (Al-  However, comrade Wrack launched a sneer-
nity, etc could come to our rescue. liance for Workers’ Liberty) and opposition-ing attack on theveekly Workés post-mortem
Nick Wrack (SA chair) delivered the nextists such as Steve Godward and Lesleyn the Waltham Forest by-election and the
report. This was from the executive’s ‘taskvianmood were away too. candidate’s complaint about the SWP putting
force’ - a kind of politically united leadership  Shelly Margetson (Cambridge) gave a fiin only 15 hours of work during the whole of
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1 enclose a cheque, payable to CPGB, for

£/0 within the leadership: ie, the SWP and its closancial report. Her McCawber-like approacithe campaign - in spite of claiming some 100
est allies. Comrade Wrack referred to talkis to religiously avoid debt and keep safelynembers in the immediate vicinity. This was
Name with various trade union officials. He alsoin the black. Incidentally she appears oblivitbollocks”, spat comrade Wrack. “If that is the
Address mentioned the example held out by the Scapus to Worker Power’s departure from thease,” | said, “then what comrade Rees has
tish Socialist Party. Of course, they have a wefiA and therefore the end of its financial corjust said should likewise be described.” Did
known leader in the form of Tommy Sheridartribution. he talk “bollocks™? But, of course, our national
Email and proportional representation. She also banked on the CPGB continuinghair would not dare say any such thing about

Comrade Wrack outlined a three-prongetb pay twice as much as the AWL, Internathe leader of the SWP, would he?
strategy. Firstly, the trade unions. The SA ional Socialist Group, etc for the rest of the Again - and | know this is trivial, but it does
sponsoring a convention of the trade unioyear. We are putting a stop to this. Hence suskrve to illustrate the soured relations that

Please return to CPGB address
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exist in the SA - | later asked comrade Wrach.l.

if he would care to buy a copy of tkideekly he
Worker He reads the paper avidly and with y
lawyer’s nose for fine detail. He certainly cothGB S
plains any time he thinks we have misrepr s
sented him. “No,” he said. “Giving you SOpPrOVIs-
would be an act of solidarity.” So there ymiona'

are. The national chair of the SA expects th

CPGB'’s members to carry on paying twice ien‘tral
much as other principal supporting group:

while the SWP bars them from the STWCScomm'
attempts to remove them from SA position

and physically assaults them. Quite frankl ee
something stinks. H
The CPGB's Provisional Central Commit-wnl, Of

tee will, of course, be writing to the SA execu

tive soon and naturallWeekly Worker co“rse’
readers will get to see our letter and the rep

- if we get oneln the meantime let me stress g m

that we communists have no intention whalWW "tlng

soever of ending our financial contribution

to the SA. Our members will keep up their dugo the SA
payments and the PCC will hand owefull -

our renegotiated contribution. But a changeﬁxecuuve
political balance and a changed internal cl$oon

mate means a change in financial commitment.

Perhaps the principal groups should pay aand

cording to the number of executive seats or
their claimed total membership. Either way, thilh@tul ra“y
present arrangement is no longer tenable.

The next session began with comradweek’y
Wrack announcing a scaling back of the SA!
intervention on the September 27 demonstrworker
tion - because of the absence of the CPGEfe
cheque! Comrade Rees bore bad news too. _aders
The Stop the War Coalition had decided to turw“l get
down the SAs request for a speaker. If the S,
was allowed, who else? | should have ask see
comrade Rees how he and the other SW|
comrades on the STWC voted on this que ur
tion (we do not know - the SWP ganged u
against us, to prevent the CPGB from eve'letter
sending an observer to meetings). In all ho
esty the question did not occur to me at tkrlgnd th?
time. Itis still worth asking though. Did the SWF]"eply - |f
argue and vote for the SA to have a speaker?

Weyman Bennett followed with a totally WE get
uninspiring report on anti-racist activity. The »
British National Party is talking of standingone

1,000 candidates. In response the SA will join
with mainstream parties and MPs in con-
demning them. Oh, and SA branches should
invite black speakers along during black his-
tory month. The discussion around Europe
and the European Social Forum proved no
more uplifting. Eg, John Fisher, our representa-
tive on the ESF, did not know quite why we
should go to Paris in November or what we
should do when we got there.

There was some discussion over the dat-
ing of the SA's next conference. Should it be
March or October? One day or two? Contri-
butions were also requested on the method
of electing the new executive. The slate sys-
tem suits the SWP and its ISR&sistance
allies. But no one else. So thankfully there
might be a rethink. The CPGB favours a
straightforward first-past-the-post system of
individual election with a committee ap-
pointed by conference to recommend a list
which takes into account factional affiliation,
geography, industry, gender, age, etc.

Finally Beds SA came up in correspond-
ence. Eric Karas wrote, complaining that the
branch has been closed since January. After
the SWP ousted from office and then tried to
expel Danny Thompson and Jane Clarke -
both supporters of the Revolutionary Demo-
cratic Group - he and other SA members had
been left in limbo.

We were provided with an accompanying
letter from Keith Woods, Beds SA secretary,
which was written for purposes of ‘clarifica-
tion’. He admitted that the branch had not
been meeting. Apparently to hold an AGM
and allow the two dissident comrades,
Thompson and Clarke, to stand for election
would undermine “our credibility”. As if SWP
purges and not meeting for the best part of a
year promotes credibility.

Nevertheless the ‘secretary’ of ‘Beds SA
rightly complained that the appeals commit-
tee has so far taken 18 months to consider
the issue! In my view a disgrace and an insult
to natural justice. For comrades Thompson
and Clarke to still have disciplinary charges
hanging over their heads after all this time is
oppressive. A form of persecution and a de-
nial of their elementary rights as SA members.
The executive agreed to seek an update from
the ‘new’ appeals committee - elected at the
March AGMI

John Bridge

Brent East by-election
Learn the lessons

he dismal inability of the Socialist Al- ultra-sectarian SLP). For example, Fawzctionary and largely unrepresentative body
liance to take advantage of New Latbrahim (Public Services Not War) is not onlyas a joint sponsor of STWC demonstrations
bour’s difficulties was well and truly a leftwing Iraqi exile, but a trade union activ-ever since. MAB is the British branch of the
exposed by the September 18 Brerist, who spoke as a delegate of the lecturefsluslim Brotherhood and tends to organise
East parliamentary by-election. union, Natfhe, at the recent TUC congres#rab muslims, certainly not the entire so-
True, Tony Blair's Labour Party was givenNeil Walsh, who stood against post officecalled ‘muslim community’.
in the words of home secretary David Blunelosures, is a Communication Workers Un- The MAB repaid the SWP's generosity in
kett, a “bloody nose” in what was supposetbn member employed by Royal Mail, whileBrent East by declaring that the treacherous
to be one of its safest seats. As a result Libtarold Immanuel, a dissident member of Breritiberal Democrats were the “best choice for
eral Democrat candidate Sarah Teath&ast Labour Party, preferred to stand as Imauslims” and afterwards even tried to claim
romped home. Labour’s share of the vote feflependent Labour. credit for the result: “... the muslim commu-
from over 63% in the 2001 general election to The truth is, the circumstances of the byrity has once again proved its profound in-
just 33.76% last week, while the Lib Dems election ought to have been very favourabluence on the outcome of elections, as well
who did not get a single councillor elected ifior the Socialist Alliance. In a constituencyas its agreement with the sentiments of the
Brent East and have hardly any activists iwith an 11% muslim population and over 509@ritish people” (statement, September 19).
the constituency - almost quadrupled thefrom ethnic minorities, it is generally agreed The Muslim Public Affairs Committee was
percentage of the poll. that opposition to the war on Iraq played another group spreading illusions in
Despite an energetic campaign and a gostgnificant part in the outcome. The left Kennedy’s gang that had an over-inflated
candidate in Brian Butterworth of the Socialismostly in the shape of the SWP - was at theense of its own importance: “MPAC made
Workers Party, the SA could only pick up 36helm in the Stop the War Coalition, which hadhistory in the UK, as the first ever candidate
votes (1.73%). This compares to the 383 maa-major role in organising and mobilising fowas defeated by a muslim bloc vote. The
aged by the Socialist Labour Party’s Iris Cremdhe anti-war actions, not least the magnificentimmalibelievers] had taken up a politigahd
in 2001 (admittedly on a bigger turnout) antivo-million-strong February 15 demonstra-and delivered a bloody nose to the govern-
the 466 notched up by Stan Keable (a CPGi®n. ment that attacked Iraq” (MPAC UK website).
member standing for the SLP) in the 1997 gen-But the Socialist Alliance was deliberately But just how damaged is Blair by this
eral election. Comrade Keable, it should bgidelined by the SWP in the anti-war upshock defeat? Obviously, the Labour leader-
noted, stood against ‘red’ Ken Livingstone andurge. There were no SA speakers on aship would have rather held onto their seat
on an openly revolutionary platform. He wasgnajor STWC platforms, while SA bannersput, if they had to lose out, then how much
also publicly disowned by SLP presidenplacards and leaflets hardly featured. SWmore preferable was going down to the Lib-
Arthur Scargill. This time, of course, he supeomrades, including leading members of theral Democrats than to the Conservatives?
ported and worked for Brian Butterworth.  alliance,did speak on numerous occasiondn fact, while there was a 29% swing from
According to SA national secretary Rolbut never wearing their SA hats. SWP memni-abour to Lib Dem, there was a 15% swing
Hoveman, “With two major parties pouringbers were instructatbtto do SA work. from the Tories, whose vote was also slashed.
resources into the election and with the elec-What is more, the STWC leaders made a Blair knows full well that only the Con-
tion being conducted under first past the podtyge tactical blunder by permitting Lib Demservatives can defeat him at the next general
the Socialist Alliance was bound to have aleader Charles Kennedy to appear on thadection, but, on this showing, the Lib Dems
uphill struggle to register a vote, and so february 15 Hyde Park platform. He was alare more likely to inflict losses on them than
turned out” (SA e-bulletin, September 23). lowed to pose as the leader of the only maien the Labour Party - after all, 75 out of
But, asks Stan Keable, “Why such fatalstream party claiming to be against the wafennedy’s top 100 target seats are held by
ism? Although we could not match the re- although, of course, within a few weekghe Tories. Kennedy himself made it clear that
sources of the mainstream parties in terms loé was marching his troops behind Blair, inhe has no hope of defeating Blair nationwide:
finance, we certainly made up for this when #isting, as everyone knew he would, that ifThe Tories are the big losers from this con-
came to enthusiasm.” The SA had fewer camas essential to ‘support our boys antest. It blows a hole in the idea that the Con-
vassers than the Liberal Democrats and Lgirls’ once the conflict actually started.  servatives’ recovery is underway. We're now
bour (even London mayor Ken Livingstone Stopping Kennedy speaking on Februargn course to overtake the Tories as the prin-
joined the 200 or so MPs who flooded intd5 would have run against the grain of theipal party of opposition.”
the constituency to back defeated candida®VP’s numbers strategy. Yet a public clash Thus, while Blair is still in deep trouble -
Robert Evans). But with 150 campaign workwith Kennedy would have hardly effected thénis front men are weaving their pathetic lies
ers we were not that far behind the Tories artidrnout. More to the point, it would have beebefore the Hutton enquiry, the ‘big four’ un-
certainly ahead of the Greens. politically astute. A sharp line of demarcaions are joining forces to oppose him at the
The SAs inability to make an impact re-tion would have been drawn between the antiabour conference, his MPs are rebelling over
sults from its lack of any national profile orwar party and the Liberal Democrats. Wéoundation hospitals and his spin doctors
sense of purpose. “Every time | spoke to somshould have seized that opportunity anthought he was so much of a liability in Brent
one,” explains comrade Keable, “I had to staficed down the criticisms and brickbats. InEast that they advised him to stay away - his
from scratch”. They “usually don’t know whostead the SWP shrank back, craving respegtarty nevertheless looks a safe bet for the next
we are or what we stand for”. As for the SWRbility and fearing a split. Timing was left for general election.
leadership, it “doesn’t appear to have a clugennedy to calculate. As a consequence, inMany Labour activists refused to cam-
about where to take us”. The SA is an offiBrent East the Liberal Democrats claim th@aign in Brent, and a good number of tradi-
cially registered party, but at the last AGManti-war mantle - thanks in no small measuréonal Labour voters, seeing no viable
the SWP voted down the aim of campaigrto February 15 and the short-sighted genegiternative, stayed at home on polling day.
ing for a new workers’ party - “that leavessity of the SWP and their allies in the STWCBIair will not be bothered by the low turnout
the SA as neither fish nor fowl.” And, con- Another organisation given an unde- he showed in 2001 that he can win despite a
cludes comrade Keable, “People vote for paserved helping hand by the SWP is the Muarge number of abstentions (disillusioned or
ties, not on-off SWP united fronts of a specidim Association of Britain. Although it was otherwise).
type”. probably tactically correct for the STWC to The Socialist Alliance must learn the les-
In the past the SA had done much better agree to merge its September 28 2002 demaens. Discontent and anger with New Labour
similar circumstances. In the very first by-elecstration with an MAB march which had beertloes not automatically translate into SA
tion contested by the SA in June 2000, thealled on the same day, there was no reaseotesl
SWP’s Weyman Bennett gained 885 votegyhatsoever to continually promote this re-
saving his deposit with 5.4%. This was in
Tottenham, a seat which, like Brent East, has a
high proportion of ethnic minority voters, and
where of course the mainstream parties were Bre nt East resu It
also able to concentrate their resources.
Comrade Hoveman argues: “What was a
very difficult position was made far worse by

Peter Manson

a number of left candidates standing with very Sarah Teather (Liberal Democrat) 8,158 39.12%
similar policies.” Obviously, not untrue. Apart.  Robert Evans (Labour) . 7,040 33.76%
from the Greens, who cannot necessarily be Uma Fermandes (Conservative) 3,368 16.15%
described as a left party, the SAwas in compe- Noel Lynch (Green) = 638 3.06%
tition with at least three other anti-war candi- Bhian Butterworth (Socialist Alliance) 361 1.73%
dates. And then there was Kelly McBride, Fawzi Ibrahim (Public Services Not War) 219 1.05%
standing for justice for her brother, murdered Winston McKenzie (independent) 197 0.94%
by British troops, and a candidate standing Kelly McBride (independent, anti-army) 189 0.91%
against a post office closure. Despite the ef- Harold Immanuel (Independent Labour) 188 0.90%
forts of the SA through Brent's convention of Brian Hall (UK Independence Party) 140 0.67%
the left, we failed to produce a single left candi- 1S Cremer (Socialist Labour Party) m 0.53%
date. That undoubtedly cost. The array of Neil Walsh (independent, stop PO closures) 101 0.48%
candidates lessened the impact of the SA.  Alan Hope (Monster Raving Loony Party) 59 0.28%
However, we must seriously ask ourselves Aaron Barschack (independent) 37 0.18%
why the SA did not have the credibility to  Jiten Bardwaj (independent) & 0.17%
attract to itself at least some of these “lefish G€0rge Weiss (independent) n 0.05%

fringe candidates” (we can exclude Scargill's
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DEBATE

Unavoidable battieground

The attempt to create an electoral alternative to the Labour Party in the shape of the Socialist Alliance was
doomed from the outset, arguGsaham Bash of Labour Left Briefing The task of communists is to work
within to defeat the Blairites

hirty-five years ago | took two of the The point is that New Labour is differentdoomed from the outset. poorly organised.

most important decisions of my life. “'I'here New Labour set out to destroy that contra- A couple of years ago, when Liz Davies However, the argument for orientating to-

After a process of inner struggle, | bex diction. However rightwing previous Labourleft the Labour Party and joined the Socialistvards and being part of the Labour Party is

came a revolutionary socialist. And,‘vas no leaderships, New Labour had a qualitativelplliance, | wrote: “Yet, even if we accept, withnot based on any episodic assessment of
at the same time, | joined the Labour Partyc.)golden different relationship to the labour movewhatever reservations, Liz's two argumentthe balance of forces, but on an understand-
never saw these decisions as being in ¢ ment. It was not and is not the distorted arfdr leaving the Labour Party - that New Laing of the historical relationship to the work-
flict with one another. And, no matter how dif—age of bureaucratised expression of the workingour is qualitatively different and that its takeoing class - why it cannot be bypassed, what
ferent the political landscape has become class. It was and is, in its essentials, the direatr has rendered the Labour Party incapabile possible and what is necessary. The La-
during this 35-year period, | do not see thoiabour- and immediate expression of the interests of being reclaimed - her decision to leave theour Party is a battleground you cannot

decisions as being in conflict today. - big business, and is intertwined with it in d.abour Party and support the Socialist Alli-avoid. Itis a contradiction in class terms. New
The changes have of course been end &M The way that the right wing of Wilson, Callaghanance is by no means a necessary conclusidabour was set up to resolve that contradic-

mous. | joined the Labour Party in 1968, to - even Kinnock - could only aspire to. Andit was always axiomatic amongst most mention, by destroying the party’s class nature

wards the end of a Labour government und!nabour the logic and explicit intention of New Labourbers of theBriefing editorial board that if the and its trade union base.

Harold Wilson - a government which was sup?arty is to destroy the Labour Party. Labour Party was ever destroyed our task Trying to avoid the danger of being over-

porting the napalming of the Viethamese pec- But - and this is the central point - it hasvould be to rebuild a mass party of labouschematic, | see our task, as revolutionary

ple and which attacked the trade unions in gy a6 a not yet happened. It has not yet succeeddsised on the trade unions. And, while worlsocialists, as communists, as resolving that

attempts to introduda place of strifeln the

early 1970s, the rise in industrial militancyCORNLra=

brought a Tory government down in 1974,

That militancy, finding expression in the La-CIICtIOM

bour Party, helped to create the stronge

Labour left for a generation or more, and it Iaijh CIaSS
the basis for the Bennite movement and f(terms”

the Greater London Council under Ken Liv-

ingstone.

The defeat of that movement, of the Benn-
ite left in the constituency parties and the
trade unions, of the GLC, of the rate-capping
struggle, above all the defeat of the miners,
was a defeat that lasted a generation.

In the Kinnock years that followed, we on
the Labour left were isolated, witch-hunted
and we were defeated. Thatcher’s rightwing
Tory government took on and defeated not
only the trade unions, and not only the local
government left. One of Thatcher’s greatest
achievements for her class, one of her great-
est legacies, according to Geoffrey Howe,
was that in effect she took over the Labour
Party. That is the basis of, and the historical
significance of, New Labour.

Let us have no illusions about the historic
role of the Labour Party. The starting point is
to understand what the Labour Party actu-
ally is. It was born a distorted and bureau-
cratised expression of the working class. Key
here was Britain’s early bourgeois revolution
and then Britain’s imperialist domination of
large parts of the globe. The Labour Party was
based on the growth of trade unionism, which
was largely cut off from revolutionary influ-
ences and under bourgeois hegemony. The
opposite, for instance, of the working class
in Russia and China, where the bourgeoisie
developed too late and was too weak to carry
out its own revolution, and the working class
was powerful and revolutionary almost from
the moment of its creation.

This growth of the trade unions was rela-
tively late in relation to the rise of the bour-
geoisie, with its initial revolution and
centuries-old development, but early in rela-
tion of the late arrival of the Labour Party. The
political existence of the British working class
was conditioned by the prior existence of
trade unionism. Unlike Germany, where the
workers’ party largely preceded the trade
unions, in Britain the trade unions created the
Labour Party. And this determined from the
outset the party’s organisational stability, on
the one hand, and its theoretical backward-
ness, on the other. Significantly membership
of the Labour Party was entirely through af-
filiation until 1918, when constituency Labour
Parties were finally created.

This produced a relationship between the
Labour Party and the working class which
was always indirect and passive. There was
no golden age of Labourism. The Labour
Party was a contradiction in class terms - cre-
ated by the trade unions, but embodying the
bourgeois domination and character of the
trade union movement. The Labour Party had
no socialist programme. Indeed it had no
political programme at all until 1918, when the
power of the Russian Revolution found its
watered down expression in clause four.

The Labour Party is a party based on the tradfeg class politics remains predominantly exelass contradiction at the heart of New La-
unions and the link between the Labour Parfyressed in relation to the Labour Party, arfgbur too. Not by destroying the working
and the trade unions, however bureawhile the party remains the organisationatlass base of the Labour Party, but by realis-
cratised, is still there. Since the rise of Neviramework for the labour movement, due ting it. Not by the disaffiliation of trade unions
Labour, and to a large degree, | suppose, evéhorganic link to the trade unions, not yefrom the Labour Party, as some ultra-lefts have
before that, the crisis of the working class hdwoken, our place remains within it. advocated. We must fight to build, democra-
been characterised by a crisis of representa-‘Even in this situation, in which the Labourtise, use the trade union link with the party,
tion - the domination of the party by ThatchParty is all but destroyed by New Labour, theot destroy it. Disaffiliation of the trade un-
er's heirs, meaning that except at the margimsle of socialists would be to help to asseniens, in the absence of a mass alternative
there has been no political expression opdate a coalition of forces to rebuild a party oparty of labour, can only lead to a split trade
to the working class. At the last general eledabour, not to use the occasion as an excussion movement and exacerbate the crisis of
tion, for example, we had the lowest turnoub retreat into the marginal political practicerepresentation.
for generations. of building a socialist sect. The Labour Party, Our task as communists is to fight within
But change and movement did not stop iwhatever its fundamental weaknesses, istlae united front bodies of the working class
1994, when Blair took over the Labour Partyproduct of the historical experience of the¢hat history has bequeathed us. And that
There are now the beginnings of new realBritish working class. If we lose it, it would bemeans the trade unions and the Labour Party.
ties, though we have to see these in soritee end of 100 years of working class historjNot as rivals, which we seek to destroy, but
perspective. A new party of labour could not easily be creas united front bodies within which we strug-
Firstly, New Labour is itself in profound cri- ated without a desperately difficult strugglegle for our programme and for leadership.
sis: the war, foundation hospitals, privatisaespecially in the period of defeat which the | no more want to destroy the Labour Party
tion of public services, the biggest parliamertriumph of New Labour over the structureghan | want to destroy the trade unions. | am
tary revolt for 100 years, growing defectionsof our movement would represent. Our rolesorry if that is shocking, but it is actually the
Secondly, there has been the biggest maas always, would be to base ourselves @orrect position. | draw a distinction between
movement, the biggest demonstrations evelass struggle and the strength of the waorlthe political formations - New Labour, Labour
seen in this country against the war anitg class - the only force which can at besight, centre, soft left, whatever - which we
against the government. Thirdly, there is aave our party but, if it comes to it, rebuildseek to destroy as conditions permit, and the
new generation of trade union leaders, lessrr party, against New Labour and the forcdsabour Party itself. And from within the La-
touched by the defeats of the 1980s, in conf bourgeois reaction which it represents. bour Party and trade unions we seek to over-
flict with New Labour. The trade unions, al- “l am sympathetic to those who have joinedome the division between politics and trade
though they are still weak, still at a low ebbthe Socialist Alliance. Many comrades havenionism, a division which is at the very heart
are prepared to assert themselves - and floeind its energy and its internal life to be irof Labourism and has given our movement
trade union character of the party - and tamarked contrast to the sectarian, bureaucrasiach a distorted expression. Our task is to
move in the direction of reclaiming the partyand semi-Stalinist Socialist Labour Party. But fight at the very elementary level
however partially and however much thist is not, and does not claim to be, an alterna- for political trade union-
comes from above. tive to the Labour Party. And because of that ism, and for political rep-
The trade union base of the Labour Partycannot see that it could ever be more than‘a resentation of the
has a contradictory role. It is bourgeois antharginal electoral alternative. Nor for that rea- working class.
conservative, but organisationally cohesiveson can it seriously ever address the crisis 0 That brings me to the
It is the trade union base, along with the uniepresentation that is the central political prob role of revolutionaries, of
fied structure of the British trade union movelem for the working class in [the 2001 gen- which | count myself
ment, that is responsible for the fact that, aloreal] election. | believe that any grouping that one. Marx and
of all the major social democratic parties itis serious about building a mass elec-
Europe, there was no major split from théoral alternative must begin to
Labour Party in the wake of World War |, thespeak on behalf of and in the lan-
Russian Revolution and the rise of the Thirguage of the broad party of la-
International. And that is the reason why nbour that Blair has all but
serious electoral alternative to the Labouwlestroyed.”
Party based on the working class has everlt is important, as we look
been created. at today'’s situation, to have
| have read theveekly Workes criticisms  no illusions about the state
of how the Socialist Workers Party has dissf the Labour Party as it is,
torted the Socialist Alliance through sectarier of the Labour left. New
anism and opportunism. | agree with most dfabour is in profound cri-
those criticisms, but actually | think they aresis; the trade unions are
totally beside the point. beginning to reassert
From where | stand, the Socialist Alliancaheir position within the
is barely alive. However, even if the SA hagbarty. Butitis all at an early
been everything you wanted it to be, even ftage. Some of the articles
the SWP had responded positively to evellyhave read inWeekly
criticism you have made, | do not share youNorker have overesti-
illusion that the outcome could have beemated what is only in the
anything other than marginally different. Myprocess of becoming a re-
criticism is not that the CPGB has overestality. The constituency
mated the Socialist Alliance - to be honesparties are still in decline
that is not really the point. My criticism is that- many of them non-
you have underestimated the centrality of thexistent. There are
Labour Party, whose continued existencéewer constitu-
and whose historical embodiment of the Britency delegates
ish working class, is the reason, not what ththan ever to an-
SWP gets up to, why the attempt to create aal conference. m Bash
electoral alternative to the Labour Party waghe constituency left is small and
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Engels wrote in th€ommunist manifesto cussion about Lenin, interesting though it is, -
that “Communists have no interests separateit to show that the united front, the build- I W|“

and apart from those of the working class.ihg of the organisations of the working clasi‘

Those words were written over a 150 yearsleft unity against right, class against class ever be
ago. But | believe they should be the startinig not an optional extra for revolutionary ori the

point for any discussion of what a revolutionganisations. To the extent that we are part F‘

ary organisation is, and how it should relateevolutionary organisations, and not a se$ame

to the working class and the rest of the lefit is what we always do - not at the cost o -
The precondition for challenging New La-programmatic clarity, or as an alternative torgan|s-
bour is not the unity of revolutionary groupsit, but side by side with it. .

or of Marxist groups. No revolutionary organi- | helped to set upabour Left Briefing23 atlon as
sation can be built - or revolutionary unityyears ago. | can pick out, for example, th

which is of any use whatsoever achievedheadlines “Kinnock scabs on miners, but w&nyone
unless those involved are at the same tinvell fight on” and “It's war!” during the min- Who
engaged in the struggle for the broadest poars’ strike; “All out for Bermondsey”, as we

sible unity and strength of the labour movesupported poor old Peter Tatchell, who g(proposes

ment. the chop for writing an article on extra-parlia -
Any organisation that puts its interestsnentary action; “The people’s choice” orsett|||g
above and separate from those of the mowviéen Livingstone; “Not in our name”, as we
ment can only build a sect. A sect is definethoved towards war; “Liberate the Labourllp an
not by its numbers - there can be a sect Bfarty”, with a statue of Blair being toppled,
five or of 50,000. It is defined by its orienta-and “War criminal”, which is probably my all- alterna'
tion to the working class. A revolutionarytime favourite. ;ive
group on the one hand and the united front We have stood the test. Our voice has n
on the other are not opposites or alternativeseen silenced. We have not been forced ?utSide
but part of the same process. You canngbmpromise our essential politics because wi
build a revolutionary group organically linkedhave dared to be in the Labour Party. the
to and part of the working class movement, | have never said that the Labour Party can
outside the struggle for a united front.
We have been bequeathed the conceptstion or party. What | say is that we musbf h
the Leninist revolutionary party that is dis-distinguish between revolutionary groups t e
torted, almost Stalinised, by those such asmbryos at best of a revolutionary partyLabour
Zinoviev, who provide a picture of a revolu-communist organisations fighting for pro-
tionary group appearing almost ready-madgramme and leadership within the united frorparty
with a perfect programme, setting up its barbodies of the working class - and the strug-
ner, fighting off the reformists and centristgles of the class itseff, which are, have becgin@l the
and, when the moment came in 1917, thend probably will continue to be focused o
masses flocked behind its banner. It is a wothe trade unions and their distorted, rottezirade
derful story, but that is not how it happenedpolitical expression, the Labour Party. - »”
| believe the Bolshevik Party is a model. | do not preclude the possibility of us atinions

be transformed into a revolutionary organiStructure

Not the Bolsheviks of pre-1917, who werévelonging to the same revolutionary organi-
sometimes divorced from the labour movesation at some stage in the development of
ment and were sometimes sectarian, nor tifee struggle. However, to belong to an organi-
Bolsheviks of post-1917, when bureaucratisation that is standing candidates against the
degeneration was beginning. My model ifabour Party would for me be impossible.
the Bolshevik Party of 1917 itself, which op-There is not the space, for historical reasons,
erated in conditions infinitely more favour-for an electoral alternative to the Labour Party,
able than those that we can dream of in th# expression of the trade unions - certainly
country, facing as they did a weak, impotermot at this stage.
bourgeoisie, and therefore a weak reformist | will never be in the same organisation as
current within the workers’ movement. Yetanyone who proposes setting up an alterna-
even in these conditions, those revolutiortive outside the structure of the Labour Party
aries succeeded in taking power because thasd the trade unions. If you think you can
understood the centrality of the united fronido that, then fine: go ahead. If you can prove
Their slogan was not ‘Power to the Bolsheme wrong, | will join you. But if you are
viks'. It was ‘Power to the soviets’ - which againstdisaffiliation, then the logic of that
were the united front bodies of the workingposition is quite clear. You are for the power
class, the highest form of united front, as Trotf the trade union movement being put back
sky called them (as opposed to the Laboimto the Labour Party and used to make the
Party, which arose in opposite historical consarious bodies of the party accountable to
ditions and which | would perhaps describéhe trade union movement.
as the lowest form of the united front). | have to admit that | am a fan of theekly
Marcel Liebmann, in his wonderful bookWorker- | actually read every word of every
Leninism under Lenidescribes the Bolshe-issue. It is not all good, comrades. When
vik Party in 1917: “In the course of 1917 inreading through a 3,000-word article about the
Russia, the masses and the party came 8ocialist Alliance in Aberystwyth, | have
gether. The proletariat largely identified itselfbeen known to lose the will to live. But over-
with an organisation that had become for thell | admire the intelligence, the integrity and
first time its own organisation. The terms ofhe revolutionary will that is expressed. These
the relation between class and party, betweare all preconditions for a healthy revolution-
guided class and guiding party, the class thaty organisation.
is led and the party that leads, were reversed,There is, however, a further precondition -
the Bolshevik Party having at last agreed tand that is for your intelligence, your integ-
submit itself to the revolutionary proletariat.”rity and your political will to be applieghere
What Liebmann calls “libertarian Lenin-it mattersand not on the margins. As Karl
ism” was made possible because the parffarx wrote in 1847 in hiSheses on Feuer-
ceased to be in relation to the masses an dach “The philosophers have only inter-
ternal body, an organ imposing itself as leadgareted the world. The point, however, is to
The point of this is not just an academic disshange itl
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Don’t think, act

he Hackney Socialist Alliance ‘Left ing papers to each other, then forget it”; that
Tstrikes back’ meeting on September 2there was a “new audience out there” we

attracted around 70 comrades on a cofteeded to engage with; that we had to “move
and windswept Monday evening to discussn” from the “bickering” that characterised
“the left alternative to Blair's New Labour”. the last SA conference, and so on.

The publicity for the gathering emphasised The vacuous remarks were not directed at
that it would be “an essential, lively and inthe CPGB alone. Rather at anyone who dares
clusive discussion”. By and large, this wa#o think, anyone who dares to criticise. From
true - an encouraging departure from the betdifferent political angle, Liam Conway of
ligerent and uncomradely behaviour of thdower Hamlets SA made some similar points
Socialist Workers Party that has marred relde ours. The SA “missed a trick with the anti-
tions between Socialist Alliance allies ovewar movement” and the prominence given
the past fraught period. However, the discu$e the Lib Dems was a mistake. The comrade
sion following the presentations of the twesuggested that “prominent people” in both
main speakers - Tommy Sheridan of the Scdhe SA and STWC (he meant the SWP in
tish Socialist Party and Michael Lavalette, thooth cases) might reflect on how to “bring
SAs Preston councillor - emphasised thahese two strands of their work together”.
sharp political tensions remain unresolved. Characteristically, comrade Sheridan’s in-
More than that, SWP contributions underteresting contribution mixed pointed obser-
lined that the SA's largest component eleme&tions about the state of the left in England
has learned few lessons from the recent ciith some nationalist nonsense - to the ob-
sis. Misleadershigs our key weakness, notvious discomfort of many SWPers in the
the sanguine diagnosis from some SWP topsidience. He peppered his speech with com-
that ‘objective conditions’ simply will not ments such as “no group has the monopoly
allow us to ‘break out’ yet. on the truth”, the “despair” he felt when he

Comrade Lavalette’s opening was busisaw the long list of ‘alternative’ candidates
nesslike, if a little low-key. He set out to “em-n the Brent East by-election, or that - given
phasise the positive” in his speech, he toldie continued success of the fascists - it was
us, underlining the importance of the Septenfeng overdue that the left “bring our energies
ber 27 demo against the occupation of Irdggether”. All things we can agree with, of
as an active agent in the unfolding crisis gfourse.

Blair. Unfortunately, for many SWPers in the However, Tina Becker (CPGB) reminded
debate, the need to build the march was tdwm of his comment that the left in England
often counterposed to an honest appraisgtiould ‘reclaim’ the flag of St George. As if

of the strengths and weaknesses of our waitke left or the workers’ movement had ever
thus far. had the royal flag of England ... or for that

Thus, we saw an SWPer bemoan the comatter the royal flag of Scotland. The work-
tributions from two CPGB comrades who haéhg class movement is internationalist - and
raised some fairly mild-mannered criticismgo symbolise that we have one flag. Not the
of the prominence given to Lib Dems by thdlag of nations, nor the flag of kingdoms, but
Stop the War Coalition, the way the SA wathe red flag.
effectively ‘disappeared’ for the duration of Comrade Sheridan dug himself further into
the war and the nasty spasm of SWP intoldpis nationalist hole. The fascists have “no
ance of minority views during its ill-fated right” to the flag of St George, he said. The
‘peace and justice’ adventure. left had “given it up too easily”. The example

“There’s a demo on Saturday,” our SWHrom “other parts of the world”, where “patri-
critic reminded us. “We need to be talkingdtism and left politics go hand in hand”,
about buildinghat” Action - or at leastalk  should teach us all a lesson for our political
about action - was what we needed in thigractice here, he argued.
meeting, as “there’s things going on out “That's all crap,” commented one SWPer
there”, she observed vaguely. The CPGB wastto voceat the back of the hall. A pitgo-
just dealing in “recriminations”, apparently. cialist Workerdoes not make some more pro-

This comrade’s contribution was a bluntefound - and audible - criticisms of this brand
version of most of her fellow SWPers’ - weof nationalist baloney which is spreading fast,
were told that if the SA was “just about sellparticularly in Scotland and WalBs

Mark Fischer

Smug repetition

ackney Stop the War Coalition held amportant it is to build the demonstration. The
H public meeting last week. About 150pre-selected list of SWP speakers from the
people turned up to the Halkevi Cenfloor then repeated the same points over and

tre to listen and participate in the discussioover again.
Unfortunately, however, there was not much The smug self-satisfaction from the top ta-
of the latter. This was not the fault of the chaikle was breathtaking. No analysis of the last
Vivek Lehal of the SWP, who presided ovesix months. No discussion of how we build a
the meeting fairly. Rather the problem was theolitical alternative to New Labour. No hint
unwillingness of platform speakers in particuef criticism of the STWC's failure to include
lar and the SWP in general to actually engaggposition to the Ba’athist dictatorship
in debate. amongst its demands. No rethinking of the

All the platform speakers - with the excepéecision to give Charles Kennedy a platform
tion of Diane Abbott, who turned up as usuadn February 15 - in spite of Brent East. No
just before the meeting ended - were leadirigconsideration of the SWP’s ‘numbers are
SWP members. However, true to form, thegverything’ strategy and the fear this engen-
were never introduced as such. Paul Embetigred of a schism with Kennedy. No ques-
was, for example, merely an FBU miilitant spealtioning of the long-term alliance with the
ing in his personal capacity. Anyway, heMuslim Association of Britain - which opted
kicked off with a description of how badly thefor the Liberal Democrats in Brent East and
government is doing in the light of the Huttorcalls for the death of apostates.
inquiry and called for Blair to be put in the Finally Diane Abbott swept in to give us
dock of the International War Crimes Tribu-her opinions. The Hutton inquiry will “spark
nal. a rebellion” from MPs who “voted with the

Lindsey German then followed with an-government” on the war. She also believed
other account of how badly the governmerthat the difficulties of actually holding down
is doing at the moment and how strong thigaq will hamper both Blair and Bush from any
anti-war movement is. She called for the bignore adventures against other ‘rogue states’.
gest possible mobilisation on September 27 Whatever happens, it is clear that we can-
and said that if the demonstration was smafiot just rely on demonstrations. We need real
that would be a defeat. We need to fill Trafaldebate, not smug self-congratulation and hot
gar Square. Then Mark Steele spoke (humaai [

ously) of how badly Blair is doing and how Anne Mc Shane
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IRAQ

The war and the law

Could the invasion of Iragq have been prevented by forcing the US and UK to adhere to ‘international law’ or

observe the United Nations charter? Such an approach conceals a trajMikgUMacnair

organised a drive-by shoot-the war drive It should be transparent thaffor the attack on Afghanistan were made by Few
ing in which members of B's raising arguments of international law will nothe Clinton administration and merely duste

‘ ‘B is charged with murder. He need to address the questiorhoiv to stop could provide. The second is that the plang
gang fired machine-gunsin itself do so. For Blair to be prosecuted as @ff by the Bush administration after 9/11, an(beople

aimed at S, the leader of a rival gang, intowar criminal is a pipe dream: the war crimethis administration also operated the san(?re now

crowd including S and members of his gandegislation requires the consent of the attotions against Iraq which prepared the way f

as well as numerous innocent bystandensey general, a member of the governmerthe invasion, and engaged in a variety of othgo naive
S

Several members of S's gang were killed, d®fore any prosecution can take placebomb the bastards’ operations, the large
were many bystanders, but S escaped ahbreover, the US-UK coalition hadready being in the former Yugoslavia. In fact, de@d§ to
has gone into hiding. In his defence B progone ahead with the invasion of Iraq againstructive military interventions which leave

poses to argue that (1) B and his accomplict®e majority opinion of the UN security coun-dbehind chaos have been the common cosuppose
acted in self-defence, as S was wavingal. The law in itself has not deterred them. of US policy since Lebanon in the 1970s. ath at th e

papier-maché model axe and they knew that For some activists arguments of interna- A view widespread among muslims is th

S had previously committed axe murderional law are employed to support the usthe attack on Irag was motivated by the dUS’ S
against members of his gang and others; amaf/individual or small-group non-violent di- fence of the Zionist regime in Israel. Since;

or (2) B and his accomplices acted lawfully imect action (NVDA) to interfere with military first, Israel is a (substantial) nuclear powe?ims
execution of a public duty, as there was supplies and organisation and thereby stg@cond, the USA already provides sufficien

warrant extant to search S’s house for offetthe war. Supporters of this strategy point tmilitary and economic support to secure ISYW @K@ to

sive weapons; and/or (3) B and his acconthe role of NVDA in the movement in therael against almost any conceivable conven-

plices acted to prevent crimes which S wouldSA against the Vietnam war. They ignordional attack and, third, the Ba’athist regimenforce

otherwise have committed against his assthe special features of the Vietnam war (segas crippled by sanctions and nowhere n::iht
ciates and the bystanders. Discuss.” Weekly WorkeApril 17) and pass over in si- getting the bomb, this view is even more i er-

This puts the government’s and its sugence the complete ineffectiveness of NVDAplausible than the first. It displays an anti-sw.ational

porters’ arguments for the legality of the inin the nuclear disarmament movement anahitic assumption that the Israeli tail someho

vasion of Iraq into the form of an examinatiorvarious other campaigns directed at ‘hardiags the Yankee dog. The Zionist regime hw or

question in English criminal law. Itis nota ventargets’. What is actually needed is a magertainly keen to link the Palestinian resist;

good exam question, because it is not difflnovement on a scale which in itself threatance to ‘terrorism’ and thus help keep th|ntro-

cult enough: it would not take a court or junens the political stability of the governmentlUSA onside, but it i&)Sinterests which sent

(or a law student) long to convict our ficti-and which reaches into the armed forces atdfS (and British) troops into Irag. duce

tious B. persuades soldiers, sailors and aircrew thatMore plausible arguments have linked th
International law is, of course, not the sami¢is necessary to resist the war drive. We arear drive to the strategic economic interesgemo'

as English criminal law: states in general starallong way from this goal. of the USA and the economic interests of U%rac ”

in the role of individuals, and since there are The illegality of the war is said to be a tootapital generally. A widely held view is that y

no ‘international police’, the rights of self- of persuasion in building a mass movemerthe invasion of Iraq is a ‘grab for oil’ to keep
defence, and so on, are more extensive. Hofs such it is, however, the sort of knife whictoil prices down. This seems unlikely, since
ever, waging aggressive war against othean all too easily turn in your hand and cuhe best way to achieve this result would
states has something of the same statusyami. Just to give a couple of immediate exaave been to do a deal with the Ba’athist re-
murder in English law. The Nazi leaders weramples. The USA's attack on the Taliban regime and lift sanctions. A more sophisticated
prosecuted at Nuremberg, among othgime in Afghanistan was part of the globaVersion sees the USA attempting to gsia-
charges, for “launching an aggressive wartyar drive, and its results have been - predidegic controlof oil supplies, in order at some
and under the United Nations charter, “Alably - to add further destruction to the preduture date to be able to strangle actual or
members shall refrain in their internationakrvation of warlordism in that country. Thepotential economic competitors in the far east
relations from the threat or use of forcd&JSA has in the course of the war committednd Europe. The war in Afghanistan can then
against the territorial integrity or political in-war crimes, in the form of breaches of thée seen as ‘pre-positioning’ for a US takeo-
dependence of any state, or in any other maB@eneva Convention on prisoners of war. Buter of central Asian oil resources: a view con-
ner inconsistent with the purposes of ththe war itself was naliegal, since the Tali- firmed by the movement of US forces into
United Nations” (chapter 1, article 6). ban sponsored al Qa’eda (or perhaps tlseveral bases in central Asia in connection

In response to arguments that their actioother way round), so that the US had a devith these wars.
was illegal in international law, Bush and Blaiffensible claim of self-defence. Beyond these theories, Andre Gunder
have argued (1) that they acted in self-defenceEven if theinvasionof Iraq was illegal, its Frank has suggested that it is not a coinci-
- either (a) because the Iragi Ba'athist regimeccupationhas now been authorised by thelence that the ‘axis of evil' countries named
was linked to al Qa’eda, or (b) because theecurity council and is therefore legal in inby Bush as targets are all ones which had
regime’s “weapons of mass destruction” werernational law. And if, in a few months’ time,started to use the euro rather than the dollar
an immediate threat to the US or UK or USthe USA turns its military attentions to Iranto denominate international contracts (‘Pa-
UK allies; (2) that they were merely enforcingor North Korea, it will probably do so with per  tiger, fiery dragon’, http://
existing UN security council resolutions inthe backing of International Atomic Energyrrojasdatabank.info/agfrank/
relation to Iragi disarmament, though the seAgency inspection reports and with a secypaper_tiger.html), and Peter Gowdrite glo-
curity council had not at this stage backedty council majority, and thus legally. Yet thebal gamblg1999) explained the 1991 Gulf War,
the use of military force; and (3) that in anyesults - death and destruction - will be thand much else, in terms of the USA's manipu-
case the intervention was necessary to preame as the (illegal) invasion of Iraq ... Byation of the dollar-led global money regime
tect the ‘human rights’ of Iraqis, which thearguing againghis invasion on the grounds as a defence against its competitors.
regime violated. of its illegality, we hand a weapon to the war- A significantly different approach has

Even in international law, the arguments afongers which has been and will be used lmeen offered by Hillel Ticktin (sed/eekly
the US-UK coalition in defence of their ag-other invasions. WorkerAugust 28) and Wadi'h Halabi (in the
gressive war on Iraq were widely regarded . US Communist Party'®eople’s Weekly
as very weak, and they have been furth3Vhy the war drive? World August 2). These authors have linked
weakened by the failure to discover ‘weapPlacing Iraq in the context of the general UShe war drive to the deep structural economic
ons of mass destruction’ and by the continded war drive of course raises the questiontifficulties of world and US capitalism and
ing violations of ‘human rights’ under thewhy is this war drive taking place? Few pectheir immediate manifestations in the run-up
US-UK occupation of Irag. It is therefore un-ple, even supporters of the invasion of Iradp the war. Thus Gunder Frank and Gowan
derstandable that anti-war activists and leadre now so naive as to suppose that the USEe the dynamics in terms of tietative de-
ers have been inclined to place a strorgims were to ‘enforce international law’cline of US capital as a world hegemon since
emphasis in their arguments on the illegalitggainst the Ba'athist regime or to ‘introducéhe 1970s; Ticktin and Halabi see a crisis of
of the invasion and that various schemes falemocracy’ in Irag. capitalism as suchnd the systems of rule it
‘bringing Blair to justice’ have been pro- A fairly widespread view is that the cur-has operated since 1945.
posed. rent US administration has been captured by y

This is understandable, but it is also a p@ neo-conservative ‘lunatic fringe’ group ofx law-governed’ system of
litical trap, which will ultimatelyundermine the far right which has the utopian aim ointernational relations?
the struggle against the ‘war on terror’, andnaking over the vyorld in _the American iIM-f _in whatever way - the US-led ‘war against
has to some extent already done so. This age, or a group with specific corrupt links tqerrorism’ is driven by the economic interests
fleams 0 expen vy o b o Scs IO US captal, hetitegicprolem ofsop
Fighting the war resources, There are o iffulies it 1ibroblams adressed by he ant.capiaiisy
Anti-war activists can fairly say that at leasview. The first s that for Bush to win the presixnj_globalisation movement: the problem of
we have made the moral gesture of standinpntial election - even by ballot-rigging - hisyorid order in the 21st century. And it is here
up to be counted against the USA's prateam needed much stronger financial backyat international law comes back into the
gramme of aggression and the UK's particing from US capitalists than the lunatic fring&yictyre, as the symbol of a certain sort of strat-
pation in it. But this is hardly enough. Weor the oil and construction sectors alon gy for dealing with these problems. Gowan

lays out the basic point very clearly in his April
2002 interview in the Fourth International’s
magazindnternational Viewpoint

“The US concept since the Gulf War of 1991
has been of a globe with an American ‘sov-
ereign’, ... italone can tell us who the enemies
of the world are - Saddam Hussein, Milose-
vic, the Taliban government, Iran and so on.
It alone can tell us what is a global emergency
and what is not ... and it can lay down the
rules which others must follow without be-
ing bound by those rules itself.

“Against this US conception, there are two
other main ideas about how world capitalism
should be managed. The Europeans put for-
ward the world order concept of
‘multilateralism’, the rule of the ‘international
community’ ... The US should be in some
way subordinate to the G7, thematised as ‘the
international community’. That's why
Condoleeza Rice, presidential security advi-
sor, says, ‘There’s no such thing as an inter-
national community.’

“There is a third conception, that of the UN
security council and UN charter as the deter-
miners of world order ... That conception of
world order should not be discounted, be-
cause it not only enjoys support from states,
but is also anchored in the consciousness of
billions of people. | would say that in a cer-
tain way you can see the power and persist-
ence of this concept in the capacity of the
Palestinian Intifada.”

Gowan evidently supports this “third con-
ception” (“Only the UN idea of the nations
of the world actually uniting ... could give us
a really authoritative body for ‘laying down
the law’ internationally. In such a body the
left should accept the official representatives
of states.”) So, too, does thMorning Stais
Communist Party of Britain. The ‘peace and
justice’ project, now seemingly aborted, was
conceived within the same general frame-
work. But is this framework any use?

The underlying problem with the strategy
of a ‘law-governed world order’ based on the
UN charter is that it fundamentally misunder-
stands the nature @&w as a social institu-
tion and, as a result, of international law. In
the result it is merely yet another social demo-
cratic utopia, this time on an international scale,
which attempts to win reforms without con-
fronting the power of capital.

Is ‘international law’ law?

There is a traditional view - among conserva-
tive as well as liberal and left legal theorists -
that ‘international law’ is not really law at all.
This view goes back to John AustiTse
province of jurisprudence determin@d32),
where it is argued that there is no ‘sovereign’
- ie, world state - enforcing power. An alter-
native approach is that it is not law because
it lacks underlying political support among
the subject population (‘legitimacy’). This
view is taken (of current international law) by
Gowan: “... international law ... is nothing
other than the past codified policy of the
dominant capitalist states. It has no popular
democratic source of legitimacy whatever.”
If international law is ‘not really law’, that
would provide us with a very short answer
to the project of a ‘law-governed world or-
der’.

In reality, law needs neither a state nor ‘le-
gitimacy’ among the subject population to
exist and be effective. International law is not
the only example of a non-state legal system:
various forms of religious law - jewish law,
islamic sharia, hindu law, and so on - exist
today and have done for centuries without
state backing; medieval Welsh and Irish
(Brehon) law were non-state systems; in
medieval and early modern Europe traders
had their own body of law, tHex mercato-
ria or law merchant. As to ‘legitimacy’, the
historical frequency of the imposition of le-
gal systems by conquest (as variants of Eng-
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lish and French law were imposed on mud
of the world) should give the lie to the clai
that law as such needs ‘legitimacy’ amon
the subject population.

Basics of law
To understand what ladoesneed in order
to exist and be effective, the necessary sta
ing point is to distinguish law from other re
lated phenomena.
In the first place, law is not simply ‘binding
rules’. A railway timetable is a system of ‘bind
ing rules’, but it would be silly to regard it a
law. Law, in contrast, is a system of ideas (i
cluding rules, but also more abstract concey
like ‘justice”) used in decision-making in ad-
judicatior ie, settling disputes in some cou
or court-like body. Adjudication involves a
claimant or prosecutor bringing a demand ¢
complaint against a defendant before a n¢j
tral third party, the judge, who is expected f|
decide who is in the rightas opposed to,
for example, helping negotiate a solution (M ds— —
diation). The judge may be a state official, butacques Chirac at the UN: multilateralism
may also be an ‘arbitrator’ agreed by the claim-
ant and defendant to resolve their dispute. It is this basis which enables adjudicatiotatory failure’: ie, the use of the requirement
Arbitration was the normal context of inter-to look backwards to rights, and thereby reaabf predictability to undermine for the benefit
national law before the 1922 creation of the decisionrather than a compromise, and taf the rich the effect of rules made by parlia-
League of Nations’ Permanent Court of Inreduce the people entitled to a hearing to thments. It carries with it ‘inequality of arms:
ternational Justice, now the Internationatlaimant (from whom something has beeie, that the rich can afford more and better legal

What we
fight for

[| Our central aim is 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-
tionitis everything.

[I 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.

[ Communists 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
long as they support agreed actions, members have the
right to speak openly and form temporary or permanent
factions.

[| 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-

|| Communists are internationalists. Everywhere we strive
for the closest unity and agreement of working class and
progressive parties of all countries. We oppose every mani-
festation of national sectionalism. Itis an internationalist

Court of Justice. But an arbitrator is still a kindaken) and the defendant (who allegedly hagrvices than the poor. These phenomena €uty to uphold the principle, ‘One state, one party’. To the

of adjudicator. taken it or possesses it). As a result, theammonly attributed to judicial bias: the truth
Secondly, not all adjudication is on thgudges themselves recognise that some is-that the biases aiherent in the idea and

basis of law. As common in history, and stilsues are ‘non-justiciable’ because of the irpractice of law itself

found in the present day, is adjudication omolvement of forward-looking policy and

the basis of currently applicable custom anahultiple parties: thus, for example, the EngThe ‘rule of law’, ‘human

practice. But custom and practicenét law:  lish rule inFoss v Harbottl§1844), still in force, rights’ and a ‘law-governed

it lacks the stability and determinacy of legasays in effect that the court will not generall)wo"d order

rules. Where a legal system exists, the digivestigate the merits of decisions of com:

tinction is practically important. Buying your pany policy reached by a majority of thdt Should be apparent on the basis of this

extent that the European Union becomes a state then that
necessitates EU-wide trade unions and a Communist Party
of the EU.

[I The working class must be organised globally. Withouta
global Communist Party, a Communist International, the
struggle against capital is weakened and lacks coordina-
tion.

[| Communists have no interest apartfrom the working class

round in England or offering dowry on theshareholders.
marriage of a daughter in much of India are The passage from custom and lay adju

sociallybinding customs, but not legal re-cation to law and lawyers is more complex. 19

quirements. Passing the joint in England, arglibstance, the people who promote it al
suttee(the ritual sacrifice of widows at their seeking morgredictability of the judicial

deceased husband’s funeral) are also sedcision than lay adjudication on the basiel

as socially binding customs by sections aff custom can offer. The fundamental dema

dronditions a euphemism for thetatorship

analysis that ‘the rule of law’ is under present as awhole. They differ only in recoghnising the importance
of Marxism as a guide to practice. That theory is no dogma,

the bourgeoisieThe doctrine converts all ~ butmustbe constantly added to and enriched.

%Jestions of political order into variants on ' Capitalismin its ceaseless search for profit puts the fu-
the sanctity of property, and renders all forms ture of humanity atrisk. Capitalism is synonymous with war,
regulation subject to the activities of the Pollution, exploitation and crisis. As a global system capi-
rporations’ lawyers. By placing the sanc- talism can only be superseded globally. All forms of na-

English and Indian society; both are posifor law in this sense - and the demand whiciy Of Property, increasingly widely inter-

tively illegal. continues to this day to be the real economf@'eFed' out of political bounds, the ‘rule of
For a legal system to exist as distinct frorbasis of legal professions - is franding @W and uman rights’ doctrine sets up the
custom there have to lmvyers a group of classesin the narrow sense of elite groupiaWin opposition tqolitical democracy. ‘De-
professional specialists (judges, advocategho have individual or family private prop-ocracy’ is reduced to the occasional choice
or teachers) who monopolise the interpretarty in segments of the means of productidf Which bunch of political managers - Tory-
tion of the law; and there have to be authorfas opposed to state bureaucratic elites)OrY OF Labour-Tory, Republican-Republican
tative written sources, like the Roman ‘1%lave-owners, feudal lords, capitalists. r Democrat-Republican - the capitalists are
tables’, the Jewish Torah, the Islamic Quran, Their demand for law and lawyers comel® €MPIoy. . .
or the medieval English Register of Wits, orfrom their disputeamong themselvesbout _!f thiS is true on a national scale, itis all the
the basis of which these professionals downership. It comes from their need for com10re S0 on a world scale. At Cancun some
their interpretation. In international law thereplex ‘estate planning’ arrangements to secure’”.
is a body of specialist ‘international lawyersincome from the exploitation of property29ains Jies
who overlap with diplomats and legal acarights (tenancies, mortgages), to transmfiolonial countriegjive legally enforceable
demics. The written sources are primarily treavealth between generations (wills, trusts arfdghts to the imperialists’ corporations, while
ties, but also ‘customary law’, which is, asettlements), and to minimise their tax liabilidetingnothing in relation to the imperialist
Gowan says, “the past codified policy of theies. Theseneeds demand more certainty thafPUNtries’ protection systems. But this im-
dominant ... states”, but asediated through custom can provide. As a result, these areBgialist World Trade Organisation ratchet
the interpretations of the international law-of law remain far more developed in all his!Vas merely the natural result of the project of
yers primarily through treatises on internatorical legal systems even today than, foft l2W-govermned world order, with its inherent

tional law. example, the law relating to personal injurie&Ommitment o the sanctity of property - that
1S, the sanctity oéxisting vested rights
Behind the basics The price of law which overwhelmingly means the rights of

Adjudication is a peculiar way of makingThe price of law should now be visible. ThdN€ imperialists’ corporations to ‘their’ debt
aims, ‘their’ ‘intellectual property rights’ and

decisions. Unlike negotiation and mediatiorsanctity of property at the base of the vald%h i freed . i riaht 1o b
it makes ‘winners’ and ‘losers’. Unlike com-of justice and the idea of adjudication carried €l ‘freedom to invest: ie, right to buy up,

munity political decision-making, the onlywithi Al v i <asset-strip and close down_factories, etc. A
ty p g y with it practical inequality: in Anatole Franceslaw-governe d world order’ is not aaiter-

people represented are the immediate partigsirase, “The law in its majestic equality for-'<"" AT

the workers thrown out of work if a companybids the rich as well as the poor to beg, t52tiveto US world domination; it ianother
is bankrupted in litigation have no voice. lsteal, and to sleep under bridges.” The sarjgeological formof US world domination.
looksbackwardsto therights of the parties, tity of private property is embeddedéwmery
not forwards to find the best answer to théauman rights’ document, from the Englis
problem. Why do societies do it? When wéetition of Right (1627) through to ttéhar-
add lawyers and law sources, the problemar of rightsin the draft constitution of the
becomes more acute. Lawyers are notoriouduropean Union. It is reflected in constitu
expensive, obscure and troublesome: this hidsnal prohibitions on expropriation and in
been a common theme of satire since Romasestrictive construction’ in favour of the 'S . SR

times. Moreover, not all historical societieroperty owner of tax laws, laws controllingPolitical system, its subordination to cp_rpgi
do use law and few - most notably the latgsroperty use, and so on. The role of Iawyelrﬁtlons and the super-rich. It s the inability
Roman empire - have been as ‘law-saturateii the construction of certainty inexorablyth€ capitalist world order led by the USA q

and obsessed with law as the late 20th acerries with both ‘tax avoidance’ and ‘regud€flect its intemnal contradictiomgthoutwar

early 21st century world. which has produced the war drive: this is stj
To start with adjudication: it seems that true whether we see the US as playing fér

adjudication as a mode of decision-making T n strategic gain, in ol or in the monetary sys}
presupposes and is adapted to dispute‘s.,rhe law in its tem, against potential competitors, or as r¢-
about private propertyThe ‘justice’ which

- - - sponding to a deeper crisis of th
a judge or arbitrator is to deliver is at its cormajestlc equallty

military-industrial-financial complex. 4
the restoration of prior ownership, or com ! - - Hence, in order to begin to construct a stra-
pensation for the loss of ownership. From thi orblds the "ch as

egy toendthe war drive, as opposed to merely
core, which appears at the heart of early |eQWe“ as the poor to protesting against it, we need to break out gf
systems, law is extended by analogy: a cri

the mental iron cage of law-talk and rights;
is a ‘taking from the state’ or a ‘taking ff(?fgﬁeg, to Steal, and talk. Our starting point has to be the strugg
the society’; jurisdiction, or demsmn-makmgto 5|eep un del'

- not for a world order governed aw, but |
power, is treated as a kind of property righ

for a world order governed ltige class soli-
But the sanctity of property remains the Corge g.= ” darity and common action of the globa
basis of legal reasoning. b"dges

working clasdl

.. and the war drive

t is preciselyout ofthis world order that the
US-led war drive has emerged. It is the sant-
tity of property, expressed in the aggressi
promotion of the ‘rule of law’, which hana-
bledthe present utter corruption of the U?

tionalist socialism are reactionary and anti-working class.

[| The 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

[ Communists fight for extreme democracy in all spheres
of society. Democracy mustbe given a social content.

[ We will use the most militant methods objective circum-

‘r@ird world’ states have finally rebelled  stances allow to achieve a federal republic of England,
t the endless demands that the semi-Scotland and Wales, a united, federal Ireland and a United

States of Europe.

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

[ Communists are champions of the oppressed. Women'’s
oppression, combating racism and chauvinism, and the strug-
gle for peace and ecological sustainability are justas much
working class questions as pay, trade union rights and de-
mands for high-quality health, housing and education.

[I Socialism represents victory in the battle for democracy.
Itis the rule of the working class. Soclalismis either demo-
cratic or, as with Stalin’s Soviet Union, ittums into its oppo-
site.

[| Socialismis 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.

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

—— i ———
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Beyond the politics of
stopping the next war

ever have so many been failedt was our responsibility to present theply ignored this cacophony of sectarianSocialists have always formed allianceBhese are the causes of war. The
so badly by so few. socialist case, and link the fight against them. TheWeekly Workewas alone in with others when our cause could be adtruggle against war and the struggle
On February 15, not thou- war to the fight for human liberation. Tohighlighting the call for a single, united vanced by doing so. However, to sufor genuine democratic rule by the
sands, not even tens of thouthose who arrived in London bewilderedyworking class party. The simple fact ispress our palitics in order to maintain sucbeople, orsocialism are one.
sands, but something approaching twtheir genuine faith in bourgeois democthat despite the largest demonstration ian alliance is a bizarre, confused futility, ad- This is a socialist ABC of a kind which
million mainly working people protestedracy shaken, we should have offered exur country’s history, and a historic re-vancing nothing. rarely appears in our paper, as most of
their opposition to war on Irag. Theplanation. To those who had hopes thatirgence of radicalism, no left group has The message must be taken to thweir readers are ‘of the left’ and already
range of opinion represented in Londorthe United Nations might yet ‘step in’, wesignificantly increased either its size oiISTWC: the peoples of the world havalive to such basic arguments. It is a fla-
that day was broad, but the objective facthould have offered consciousness dfie distribution of its press. no interest in killing each other. No twovour, though, of the fundamental agree-
of a truly mass extra-parliamentary protheir own power. To those who already The fault is not just the SWP’s. Thegenuinely democratic states, in whicment which is objectively manifested in
test raised the fundamental question dfetter understood the nature of our socBocialist Party abandoned the SA enthe people governed, would go to wathe Socialist Alliance, whatever its inter-
democracy. If Blair went to war againstety, we should have offered leadershiptirely, placing the perceived needs of itd\either the US nor the UK is governedal disputes. The strength of the social-
the will of the people, in whose interest We failed. The left's only united organi-own organisation above those of thdy its people: while democratic reformgst case is betrayed only by the failure of
was Britain really governed? sation, the Socialist Alliance, had ncaclass. The smaller SA groups have reaave been extracted from our rulinghe left to organise around it. We must
Labour’s defeat in last week's by-elecspeaker on any Hyde Park platform. Weponded to the SWP’s opportunism witltlasses, we still live in societies dividedbuild a party - a revolutionary party -
tion demonstrated that seven months oheard Charles Kennedy cynically atehaos and paralysis. Without politicalby class and ultimately serving the inwhich can truly intervene in movements
Blair has been forgiven neither the watempting to obscure his plan to suppoteadership, many of those newly drawrerests of capitalism. At home, thoséke the STWC, unafraid of presenting its
nor the lies he told to justify it. He is not“our boys” once war started. We hearéhto struggle by the STWC have droppednterests are manifested in decayingrgument and unafraid of internal democ-
the only politician, though, who shouldBianca Jagger calling on the squabblingut rather than moving on to a more compublic services, iniquitous taxation, theacy. A clear socialist alternative offered
draw lessons from Brent East. The left todval powers of the UN to act. The SAplete political understanding. All the suppression of trade union freedomsot only to those supporting the STWC,
stands indicted. though, was silent. while, of course, Irag remains under inand the continued wealth and privilegbut also to the effectively disenfran-
The anti-government vote on Septem- That is not to say individual members otreasingly brutal US and UK occupationof those who serve our system o¢hised voters currently supporting the
ber 18 went not to a socialist, or even tthe SA did not speak. Lindsey German, a Our demand is not for a socialist STWCprofit. Abroad, they are expresse@NP, or the trade unionists currently
an anti-war campaigner, but to a Liberaleading member of the SWP and editor df is entirely correct that those who wishthrough economic dominance oveforced to support the party which is try-
Democrat. The Socialist Alliance candi-Socialist Reviepaddressed protestorsio protest the occupation of Iraq shouldveaker powers, war, occupation anithg to crush them, might not only stop
date, a member of the Socialist Workerbut with a message which barely roskbe able to organise alongside socialisssommercial exploitation of millions al- the next war, but stop wr
Party, polled only 361 votes: less thambove pacifism. The STWC is run by thoseithout having to accept our programmeready grindingly poor: imperialism. Manny Neira
two percent. After the undoubted skillwho fully understand the nature of our
and backbreaking effort the SWP pusociety but do not dare base their politicgie
into organising the Stop the War Coali-action on that understanding. In an atterm Pl
tion, their members could be forgiven fotto preserve the unity of a politically diversd
feeling that this was a hitterly poor har-coalition, they have silenced the only poisss
vest. The percentage of thatire Brit- litical voice which offered it any hope of
ish population which actively success: that of socialism.
demonstratedn February was higher Of course, moving amongst the de

risory turnout. left grouplet, each seeking to peddle itp .

Organisational skill and hard work areown particular line, and to recruit ne
simply not enough. We, the tiny, splintereadnembers. The endless, meaninglesp
left, collectively failed the protestors andcompetitive game of the left was playeq
the class. Our failure was a political failurewith energy. Understandably, most sim[#

Next steps ...

he Communist Party of Great Brit-0 You may be a member of a socialis
ain is active in the anti-war move-group outside the SA. Our argumen
ment not to persue a sectariao comrades in other groups is consist-
agenda, but to advance the causent: do not leave, but stay and fight™
of socialism, and therefore of peace. If yolrgue for unity with your comrades| -
have taken the trouble to read this artin the SA, and for the building of a Su bscrlbe' Naame
cle, we would urge you to go further: force rooted not in some ideologicaj | Address
0 You may not be a socialist. You maytotem, but in the needs of the workin
have attended a Stop the War demomiass and of humanity. | Subscription £ °
stration because you were motivated bl You may be an SA independent, of
a sense of the injustice being done to tremember of one of its smaller constituz i} Town/city
people of occupied Irag. If so, we urgeent groups. If so, support the Sociall Donation £ i

- - | i I
mpetition time: but left groups did not recruit

you to examine the wider questions. Hovist Alliance ‘opposition platform’, for | Postcode

was Blair able to go to war against thelemocracy and unity in action. Cheques and ?ostal orders Shf’“ld Email

will of the people in a ‘democracy’? Whatll  You may be amember of the Socialii be payable to ‘Weekly Worker mai

were the real reasons for the war, giveWorkers Party. The SWP is the large 6m 1yr Inst. Telephone Date

that no ‘weapons of mass destructiongroup on the left, and includes many sirg | United /e 24 £30/+ 48 £53/+ 85
have ever been found, and for years theere and hard-working class fighter Kingdom - .
western states supported the regime dfowned by the organisation’s lack o Europe  £20/+ 32 £40/ 64 £70/+ 112 Special offer for new subscribers
Saddam Hussein? internal democracy. The fight to democl Rest of
0 You may be a socialist, but unaffiliatedratise the SWP is central: both to alloy] | wopg =~ ='%/" 84 #89/7 128 24072 224

If so, join the Socialist Alliance, and helptheir members to speak, and to allow p mon s or

us turn it into a democratic socialist partylitical unity with those outside the grou . .

an answer and an antidote to the poisamho wish to work with them. Help us|l Return to: Weekly Worker, BCM Box 928, London WC1N 3XX, United Kingdom

of left sectarianism. build a real, socialist, WOrkers’ pary. |u mm s s s e e - - o — — —— —— o]




