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Eric Cantona and

ven if you could not care less
about foctball, you sheuld
waorried by the wider implications
of the Cantona affair,

The debate about whal is to be done
with Eric Cantona and the Crystal Palace
fan he clashed with has got nething te do
with sport. The incident has been turned
into @ political football, and used to support
demands for more controls to oe imposed
throughout saciety. It has been used fo
argue that there /s & need to control not
only what people are allowed to do today,
out what they are allowed to say and even
to think.

Why did the equivalent of a pub fight at
a football match become a major national
issue? The Cantona affair has been set up
as a medieval morality play for our times,
a battle between Ihe forces of good and
evil, with & cast of thousands.

),
oe

On the side of wrong stand baoth the evil
French thug and the nasty English racist
he kicked, Matthew Simmons. Caught in
the middle are 'the real victims'—innocent
elderly ladies and small children whose
ives are said to have been ruined oy the
fact that they witnessed, live or on TV, five
seconds of unarmed combal. And on the
side of rignt, ready to do battle against the
barbarians, stands an army of worthies:
policemen, TV and press pundits, Tory and
Labour MPs, and university psychologists
among them.

Cantona was paraded before the nation
as if he were a kind of war criminal; indeed
the grave and sanctimonious tone of the TV
coverage somelimes made it difficult to
tell where the Auschwitz anniversary pro
grammes ended and the Canlona exposeés
began, His fall provided a rare opportunity
for those whose professions are held in low

4 March 1985 LIVING

public esteem-—~journalists, politicians, foot-
ball officials—to seize the moral high
ground and affirm their cwn British decency
by pillorying the French folk-devil.

Liberal MP David Alton callad Cantona’s
act a sign of ‘the violent society in which
we live, where elderly people are afraid
lo travel on public transport’, conjuring
up images of Big Eric karate-kicking his
way through a Manchester tram. In a fea-
ture neaded ‘The “savage generation" hits
Britain', the Sunday Times guoted a chil-
dren’s author claimihg thal ‘since the
Eric Cantona incident | have watched
young boys directing kung-fu kicks at
pecple in the streets'. She blamed TV
images of such viclence for having ‘made it
acceplable’.

Never mind the fact that the entire
coliical and media establishment had just
united in a public campaign te insist that
it is legitimate, and even laudable, for
a paratrcoper to clow away teenage joy-
riders: what really makes violence accepl-
able tocday is apparently a combination
of untutcregd footballer and uncensored
television. And all agreed that Something
Must Be Done.

Outraged commentators came up with
a predictable array of law and order-style
measures. Some wanted Cantona banned
for life, jailed or even deported. But the
more typically 1990s response—and the far
more worfying one—was that something
more must be dene to discipline Cantona

inside his head.

Professor Cary Cooper of Manchester
University said football clubs sheuld hire
psychologists like him to teach players how
to behave. John Williams ofthe Centre for
Foctball Research at Leicester University
was reported as claiming that Manchester
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|

the thought police

United's lack of supervision and discipline
had tumed Cantcna inte 'an untamed
animal who feels abandoned and unioved',

What was needed, the experts agreed,
was professicnal counselling to change the
way Cantona thinks and acts, an intensive
course of treatment, from somebody with
a certificate in a frame, designed to medify
his personality, These responses are
indicative of the times in which we live,
when it is assumed that nobody can cope
without 'professional help'. Today there is
an entire industry seekirg to shape how
oceople react and respond to the sroblems
of life. They call it therapy or stress
management. Surely a more honest and
accurate name for this fashicnatle practice
is mind central, the work of thought police.
It s, after all, an attempt to dictate atli-
tudes which will conform to the standards
sel by self-appointed gquardians of the
oublic good.

As with all schoals of mind control, from
ancient creeds to Stalinist dogma, the new
religion of counselling and psychotherapy
demands that the subject undergo
a catharlic experience. The accused must
cleanse themselves of their sins in public,
and show the world that they have seen the
errcr of their past ways (that is, they have
swallowad the new orthodoxy). A notable
example of how this works is what hap-
pened te another footballer, Paul Merson of
Arsenal, after he sold the newspapers the
stery that he was addicted to cocaine
{he wasn't), and that he drank and gambled
too much (like many in his profession).
Merson was packed off on a six-week
course of therapy, counselling and self-
analysis at a retreat. This is the modem
equivalent of being locked up and interro-
gated by the torturers of the Inquisition

|




and it broke him just as surely. He returned
to beg forgiveness and break down in tears
al a press conference presided over by
the cardinals of the Foatball Asscciation,
The experts and authorities were well
pleased with this act of confrition: as cne
| football pundit put it, ‘purging his soul’
was the prerequisite for Merscn playing
again, althougn what exactly any of this
had to do with his ability to kick a ball
remains unclear. Cantona's reluctance to
join Merson in the public confessional is
one reascn why he has met with so much
criticism and demands for stern disciplinary
action.

If the attempt to impose this kind of
pseudo-religious mind control and confor-
mity was confined to professional sports-
men, it would be objectionable enough. But
it is not. When the focus of the Cantona
affair switched 1o the behaviour of Matthew
Simmons and the rest of the football crowd,
it became clear that the powers that be
would now like to send in the thought police
against anypody who steps oul of line.

The deep hostility which the establish-
ment feels towards (non-celebrity) football
fans made it inevitable that the demands
for something to be done would quickly
eroaden cut to include the crowd. Tory
Party chairman Jeremy Hanley was among
the first to cite the provecative language
used by Matthew Simmons as a key prob-
iem that needed to be deall with. Labour
Party sports spckesman Tom Pendry joined
in to demand that ‘voicing cbscenities’ at
football matches oe made a criminal
offence.

The authorities had to concede that
the techniques used to watch and cenirol
football crowds are already well advanced;
=ven the Times correspondent likened the
regime at big matches to 'a police state'.
The trouble now, the experts announced,
s that the fans are still hooligans inside
their heads.

The same sorts of people go 1o
matches', said one detective from the

- .-,r o

Foctball Intelligence Unit, 'the hatred is still
there', It was just that, since the police
now ‘control the oppartunities for viclence’,
the hatred had to come out in ‘abuse and
taunting' instead. Countless other reports
referred to the faces of fans being ‘twisted
in hate'. The practice of showing your feel-
ings to opposing fans, players, referees
and your own team, which aimost every
football spectator knows is an integral part
of the game and one cf the main reascns
why many people go to matches, is now
seen by those in authority as jusl anotner
form of crowd violence.

The official definition of feotball haoli-
ganism today not only targets whal peopie
do, out what they say and sing and think
too—the 'hatred' which the myslics of the
police force and the press claim they can
see in the fans' hearts, In which case. whal
is required is not just more policemen and
stewards to ensure thal fans sit peacefully
in their seats, but more thought police to
control what they are thinking about and
saying while they are at it. Gary Lineker
has already proposed that fans could form
a 'neighbourhcod walch', presumadly 1o
earwig what the bloke sitting next to them is
shouting. And if Matthew Simmans is con-
victed of any offence in relation to the Can-
tona incident, he can expect to join the
Frenchman in the counseling and therapy
dungeons of the criminal justice system.
The campaign to control what oaople
can legitimately say, or even the faces they
can pull, at foctball matches or in any other
public place is a dangerously censorious
development. Yet the dangers have been
obscured by the introduction of the issue of
racism. By accusing people like Simmons
of being racists, the authorities have given
a radical twist to the crackdown, In

response, anti-fascist groups have taken on
boarc the demand to impose more controls
and bans on those accused of racist
abuse. This is a big mistake.

Of course,

racial discrimination anad
Britain, But

have you ever noticed that wnen racism
is discussed as a public issue, it is always
littte men like Matthaw Simmans who are
dentified as the problem; meanwhile, those
with the real power to make the lives of
black people and immigrants a misery,
men like Tory Home Secretary Michael
Howard, with his crusade against asylum-
seekers, rarely warrant a mention, Clearly,
something else is being expressed here
other than a concern for racial egualty.
For journalists, policemen, politicians
and other experts today, racist’ is usually
a codeword for the working class. \n the
sophisticated nineties. It s no longer
considerad acceptable to refer to 'the great
unwashed' or ‘ceuncil house scum'. But it
is all right for the orofessional classes 1o
brand these peoole as morally inferior by
accusing them of racism, and sc lend some
right-on legitimacy to demands for more
control of the lower orders, Anti-racists who
accept this discussion at face value and
echo calls for mere bans on fans accused
of racism are playing inta the hands of peo-
ple whose motives are purely authontarian,

The Cantcna affair has trought together
many different strands of the culture of
conformity and control now on the way 10
being institutionalised oy the authorities,
the media and the ‘caring prefessionals’ In
contemporary Britain, The manner in which
they are seeking to sanitise life inside foot-
pall grounds, up te and including slu cing
out the spectators' minds, is symbolic of the
kina of regime they would like to impose or
society as a whole. The fact that none o
this has attracted any coherent pubic
opposition is a worrying sign of how far the;
might be able to go in making their mnd
centrol fantasies come true,

The campaign fto drive out dissent
and ban anything which the high pn
the new religicn find ‘offensive’ is a maor
protlem of the moment. It aimost makes i
same people's attempt to drive he ©
footballer in Britain cut of the game ==
nt. Almest.
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Reds and greens

John Gilott (The cangers of "sustainable
developmen!”’, February) writes that predic-
tions about the future of nalural resources are
overy negative. But the pessimism of many
srvironmeantal stucies is deliberate. It 1s meant
to sour governmenis and Western middie
classes inte action through shock tactics,

Gillott ignores the fact that many environ-
mentalists are aware that the need for better
resource  management confllicls with the
demands of the free market. It is agreec that
such a radical reorganisation would only be
pessible under a different economic system
Far from oppasing social change, their sci
entific research is giving credence to what
Marxisls have always said, namely that capital
ism 1§ not natural, and more Importantly, that
the free marketl Is inherently self-destructive
and a barrer 1o progress. The discussion
around 'sustainable developmert' s an ideal
opportunity to orove the necessity of a planned
clebal sconamy.

It is vita' lo cistinguish between the radica
scientifc theory and the Western governments’
version of ‘sustainable develoomert’, and to
wark with enviranmentaists 0 highlighting the
dastructive consequences of global capitaism
ard ercouraging ¢ebate about the future. | only
hope that Living Mamnism wil rse o the
challenge instead of characteristicaly dismiss
ing any non-Marxist ideas as merely part of
capitalist ideciogy.
A Thomas Morwich

As a left-wing green, | expect to fing common
cause with Marxsis in resisiing capitalism's
corrosive effects on people snd the planet.
| However, | was much disappointed upon read-
ing 'The petrol pollution scam’ by John Gillolt
{December 1994). The mxture of road lobby
apologia and misdirected cynicism about green
deas left me with a bitter taste in my mecuth.
Gillott sees a cynical plot by environmental-
ists to deprive working people of access to
cars. The cynical ones are the Tory polticians
who will use a green excuse 1o raise taxes anc
do nothing about the underlying problems, as
in the case of VAT on domestic fuel. True
environmentalists point to the need lo reduce
dependence on cars by bringing shops, work-
places, hospitals, etc, clos
Contrary to your belief,
in strippec-pine kitchens cooking up new
of shitting cn the working class from a gre:
height. We have a sincere concern for the world
we live in, and can see that the pursuit of profit
poses the greatest threat to it. An inability to
aive pecpie any crecit for positive motives tums
them off and delays the reslisation of a society
based on meeting needs nal greeds
Ged London N7

bri
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Give livestock a voice

My February copy of Living Mandsm fourd itseli
being thrown on the floor. Why? Because I'd
just read James Heartfield's article ('Where's
the beef?').

Heartfield's compassion is clearly rationed.
He gives enormous ameurts 1o the buman race
while animals get practically nothing. This
aftitude | find sad, not 10 mention somewhat
paradoxical.

Yes, we should be passionate
suffering that human beings endure, but surely
we can spare some tme for lhe welfare of
animals. Being intellectually superior to animals
does not give us the rightl lo treat them badly
and exoloit them. After all. we don't eal or
exploil those o' the human race who are inte'-
lectually inferior such as sufferers of Downs
Syndrome. Animals are capable of sufferirg—
they feel pain. They neec human compassion
because they (unlke humars) nave no voice to
express heir unhaopiness. | believe thal he
Shoreham protesters deserve oraise for gving
the livestock a volce.,

Meoreaver, Heartfield should not compart-
mentalise people’s attitudes. Caring for animals
does not necessarlly signify a disregard for
human problems. Does Hearfield know that
the Shoreham protesters nad given up on the
human race? Did na ask them?

Furthermore it is quite simply ndiculous to
descrioe livestock prolests as a ‘reactionary
cause' just because some conservalves are
known to share the same opinion. If anyone is
being ‘reactionary’ it is Hearlfield. His lack
of concern for animals fits in nicely with the
allitudes that prevail in the ranks of Tory
fox-hunters, not to mention Pance Charles.

Let's have z revoiution, nol just far humans,
but for the ertire eco-system. animals and all
Edward Thomhill {vegetaran revclutionary)
Ianchester

about the

Responsible communities

If the next Labour govemment cou'd expect to
take aver the running of z prosperous, cohesive
society, then Mick Hume's crticisms of Tony
Blair mignht be worth listening Lo (Labour would
ne even worse’. February). But Blair and his
ncoming ministers will have to compensate for
the parious siale of Brtain, eaten away by
15 vyears of corresive individualism., New
Labour is right for our times because it is leam-
ng to show today's atomised incividuals—the
egacy of Thaichernsm—how to mould them-
selves into communities, and In coing so, how
to remake the fabric of British society. We al
bligation to play a part in this.

It seems that, just when everyone else has

come to realise the mistakes of the past
15 years, Living Marxism is finally catching up

LIVING MARXISM

wih Thatchersm. Your deferce of indivicual
nghts is, in effect, championing the right to be
anti-sacial (and pro-market). Meanwhile te real
progressives ara setting examples of how the
differant interests of various indivicuals an:
groups can be reconciled throug
recognition of the ‘mportance of S04
And yes, that will mezn more Qg
cameras to orotect the victims of g
a far-reaching reassessmert of our
welfare state, lo ensure a balancel
rights and responsioilities. If we wa
contro! of our own lives, we're going
take responsibility for the sccial spaces
Lee Harrison York

Who'’s harassing whom?

Nrs J Percelll (letters, January ) cescnl
a decace ago she teok ground-preaki
action against male colleagues who we
ally harassing her in an attempt to oust
her job. She also explains that she dic t
cut support from management or her u

Times have changed., Teday's m
and unicrn officia’'s cannot stop talking
sexual harassment, 'n the process the
redefined sexual harassment to mean
thing very different from the problem
Mrs Porcelli and others first raised as a
place issue. Nowadays talking or even 'd
at someons ‘inapprooriately’ can be eno
bring about 2 charge of sexual harassmel

Managers have manoauvrec thems
into & pesition where they can manipulate
cemn over sexual harassment and Jse il &
opportunity to menitor, regulate and ultim
discinline the workfcrce. Protecton frem se
harassment is even used as justification fo
receployment of women workers. This situd
gives rise to the dea of the office as an uns
ervironment full of predatory males §
wilting women. Wher women are seen as 1§
le craatures in need of the protection of
very employers who still pay them, on averag
ore third less than men, this s cause for cd
cerr: rather thar celebraton.

Meanwhile union officials go along with I
precccupation with sexual harassment, while
but ignoring the oroblems of pay ard worki
conditions which they are supposed to des
with, In cther woras, the uricns are hignlightios
issues which set their members against eag
other, at the expense of those which axpress
our common interests in winning concessio:
frem managemert.

No doubt there still are instances, [k
Mrs Porcell's, where an incividua! woman cas
see no altemative to using the cours zsnd i
nunals to get thamseives out of an unoearable
situation. But the wider implications of the focus
on sexual harassment are very dangerouss
Mrs Porceli may no! have been feoled




but when other people star thinking that sexual
harassment litigatien s truly liberatng for
womer, management know they've got it made.
Juliet Connor Hackney, London

UK not OK

Mick Kennedy {Changed uttery: Ireland after
the ceasefire’. Febmuary) corrsctly points oul
that partition is the ‘form through which the
British exercised domination over lreland as

infiuence’,

The British state flexas its powers throughout
the British Isles via the mecharism of the Uniled
Kingcom, The comolete d.smemberment of the
United Kingdom would remoys the institutions
through which the niling class wields centrol
It would not prevent the niling class finding new
ways to control their former subject pecples,
bul it would certairly make lheir task more
difficu’t. The United Kingdom is no more an
etermzl monclith thar was the wider Brtish
Empire, and empires have. of late, displayed
a2 neart-warming propensity for collapse.

There is no need to pause to develop a new
critique’ and ‘await the emergence of new forms
of struggle’ (and slating Demecratic Left for
loining the 'atest Dublin coaliton seems a trifle
disingenuous when followed by this least
revolutionary of exhortations—wail and seej.
The Welsh and Scottish independence move-
ments are alive and well, and deserving of the
supnart of socalists everywhere. Welsh and
Scottsh independence would hasten the cause
of freedom In Irelane and in Englanc's very lasl
colony—England.

Pedr Vickery Ciifton, Sristo!

Chechnya: the Western factor

One guestion whick was not fully answered
n your coverage of the war in Chechnya
A Russian bomoshell’, February) s ‘why
now?. What | saw in Azerbaijan in January sug-
qests (hat the influence of the USA, Britain and
Sermany played & large part.

Russia’'s loss of control in areas lke

Azerbaiian has been mace cbvicus by the
growing influence of ather courtries, mainly the
Western powers. Many people in Azerbaijan
nelisve that the intervention in Chechnya was
an attempt to address the waning of Russian
nfluence throughout the ‘near abroad'.

Six weeks before the war in Chechnya
began, an oil deal worth $9 billion was signed
in Azerbaijan, ensuring long-term US and
Brtish influence. It is impossib'e for Russia to
compete with sources of investment like these.
The desl also involves Turkey an¢ possioly
Iran—Russia's regonal rivals. German diplc-
matc activity has recently been stepped up,
alongside German fnancial interest. Azeroaijan
is now receiving the altentions of \Western non-
governmental organisalions.

Tne ousting of Russia from Azerdaijan is
even visible in the bazaars. Food is increasing'y
brougnt in from Turkey and Iran, rather than
Russia or Uxraine.

The OSCE and Nate conferences recerntly
underdined their-commitment lo involving East-
am Europe (another area of tracitiona Russian
infuence) in Western structures. The OSCE's
involverment in the Azerbaijani-Amenian conflict

ver Nagorno-Karabakn —was reaffirmed,
and there were crilic of '‘Russian neo-
imperialism' in the region.
Russian elite could not stand by
and walch as its backyard is pulled steadily into
the sphere of influence of Westerr powers.
It sent troops inte Chechnya 'n an attemot @
canfirm ts own sphere of influence. bul cnly
ademanstrated ils loss of conlrol

Rob Matthews London

Rewriting Vygotsky

| enjoyad relene Guldoerg's review of recenl
work on Vygotsky (Psyche and society’, Feoru-
ary). | think it's worth looking a little more closely
at the gualty of this revival. As Helene put it.
Vygotsky's broader perspective is being lost In
his assimilation to mainstream psycnology.

For example. one of the few beoks to
acknowledge Vygotsky's Marxism, René van
der Veer and Jaan Vzlsiner's pretentously titied
Unoerstanding Vygotsky, drps with anti-hMarxist
orejudice. It treats Vygotsky's velief in ‘the
Utopian staterments of leacing Soviet ideologists’
as the perseral misfortune of a man born at the
wrong lime. Even when ‘ygoltsky's ‘holstic’
appreach is embraced, this can easily be
phrased in terms of cultural relatvty.

There is no cdoubl that Vygolsky and his
colleagues are momentous figures not anly in
psycholagy, but also, | think, in Marxism. Il s
important for Marxists working in peychology w©
keep walch over his ‘assimilation’, and to be
clear anout the relevance of the Manxist

to Its sconomic corel—to the field of
relegate
ourselves to being cheerleaders—be critical,
lvan Uemlianin PhD Y Feiinheli, Guynedd

mathod
psychology. And we should nol

That sinking feeling

Your report on the construction of the Kansai
airport in Osaka Bay (‘A catnedral for the new
millennium’, February) was 2 useful remnder
of the possibilties of human achievement. But
Sheila Philips skips over the criticisms about
the island sinking into the bay, and 2s z conse-
cuence misses an important peint. After all.
what use is 2 runway wilh patholes?

The pressJre to meet comaoleticn deadlines
meant that insufficient tme was given for he
seabed to selte under the weight of the man
made isliang. The concems of the engineers
were overrdden in the race to gel the airport
eaming a orofitable retum. Kansal is being
billed as the most expensive terminal in the
word-—and that's just to crass the Loll bridge to
get there. More importantly, Kansa s yet
another example of how developers are not
prmarily interested in the long-term irfrastuc
ural or archtectural gans, but are driven by
the yen for a fast buck,

Dave Cowlard Sheffie!

Positively boring pop

n criticising the fickle nature of Don music
‘Don Var Vet (letters, Fabruary) unwittingly
spells oul what is gooc about t. The fact that
musicians become bered wih particular styies
and sounds, and want to create something
new, '§ surely a pesitive endorsement of human
creativity. Some people may find the oulcome
abhomrent, but as a feature of modem society it
will marit scme coverage in the Living sector

Nell Davenport Wanchester

More Scope

Congratuiations to Toby Banks ('Spastic: what's
in a word?', Cecember) for his Nostradamus-
ike prediction that the word ‘Scope’, which
| have recently tested out an my bo }
indeed the nineties incarnation of 'spastic'—
as in, 'you Scope', or ‘Ee's & nght bleedr
Scope', efc, etc.

Here's 1o the invircible progress of lan
guage; if orly paitics were as capncious
Victoria Child London Wit

LIVING MARXISM MaechsSss 7



8

A critical look at the conventional wisdom on social,
moral and sexual issues.

TABOO

MARXISM

March 1995

LIVING

Does porn

‘damage’
women?

Amanda Macintosh takes issue with a recent
twist in the argument for censoring

pornography

Anti-pornography campaigners
have always had a formidable range of
arguments for banning pornography. but
recently a new one has come to the fore:
that the porn industry damages and
brutalises the women who work in it.

The argument that pornography
should be banned, or at least heavily
censored, has traditionally been made
on the grounds that it distorts the minds
of the men who read or watch it, and so
degrades women. Pornography, we have
been told, warps the view male readers
have of women, It is supposed to
reinforce the perception that women
exist only for their sexual gratification.
Anti-pornography campaigners have
argued that this leads to sexual assault
and rape— Porn is the theory, rape is the
practice’—and that the stories, common
to all the top-shelf magazines, in which
women fight off amorous men but
succumb to passion when they realise
there is no escape, fuel the belief that
when a woman says ‘no’ she really
means ‘yes’.

At the very least, it has been argued,
porn encourages men lo compare their
partners to touched-up pictures of
glamorous models—a comparison which
is unlikely to be favourable to the real
women at home. Women, we have been
told are intimidated by pornography. It is
supposed to degrade our sexuality, and
to turn us inlo sex objects, Pornography
is widely regarded as offensive to
women, and there are even those who
have argued that'it is responsible for
women'’s inferior status in society,

Over the past conple of years,
however, some prominent members

of the anti-porn lobby have shifted the
emphasis of their attack on pornography
away from the people looking at it and
on to the women they are looking at.
They now argue that, even if it cannot
be proved that pornography creates
problems for socicty in general, there
can be no doubt that in one way or
another it ‘damages’ the women who
are filmed. taped or photographed.
Diana Russell’s book, Against
Pornography: The Evidence of
Harm (1993) set out this case most
substantially, Russell, a former professor
of sociology and international authority
on domestic violence, outraged many
anti-porn campaigners by publishing
pages of images of women involved in
violent porn to demonstrate the damage
being done. The book received rave
reviews from American feminists such
as Gloria Steinem, who insisted that the
author had ‘given us the ultimate proof
of the impact and reality of pornography’.
However, the argument Russell makes
against the genre is nothing short
of bizarre.

Russell treats the pictures in her
book as though they were images of
actual events rather than film stills and
photo fantasies. She assumes that the act
portrayed is actually taking place, and
that therefore the women involved must
really be damaged. A male porn actor
playing the part of a sadist is described
as being ‘on the point of cutting

a woman'’s breast’, a woman in

a mocked-up bondage sequence is
crying ‘with a look of real agony’.

A photograph of a woman with a bottle
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LES JOURS GIGANTESOUES (1923) BY RENE MAGRITTE

Did Magritte rape his modiﬁoﬁgam.,
The Gigantic Days? ==

to her vagina is captioned ‘Rape with
a wine bottle appears imminent’.

Images of a bondage fantasy are
described with the caution. *there is
no way of knowing whether this woman
was actually raped’. And of course we
don’t know. But then, why s
assume she is being raped? We don't
usually assume. when we see films or
pictures, that the image is the reality.
No one assumes that a Tarantino film
leaves people mutilated, and there
seems to be no evidence that a photo-
shoot for Hustler leaves people injured
either. Yet Russell stretches her case
so far that she even uses cartoons
and line drawings as examples of the
suffering women undergo in the making
of porn. Her exhibit 58 is a very bad
line drawing from an ‘unknown source’,
of a woman having a needle pushed
into her breast. Russell comments that
‘the pain resulting from the ne
lorture is very evident on her face’.

'The author scems completely incapable
of accepting that of course it would be—
because the artist drew it there!

In the two years since the
publication of Russell’s book, the
porn-stars-as-victims argument has crept
into the mainstream of anti-porn ideas.
Late last vear, both the liberal Guardian
and the Tory Daily Express published
shock-horror exposés of the damage
that porn does to those in front
of the cameras. Both were written
by Nick Davies who, in 4 series of
Guardian articles illustrated by pictures
taken from Russcll’s baok, 1aid out the
case that ‘the debate has been spinning
around the wrong axis’: p
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“I'he real issue with pornography-—
the real reason why it might be outlawed
—i§ nol the harm which it may or may
not do 1o its consumers, but the damage
inflicted on those who are involved
in its production. For its consumers,
pormography is fantasy. For those
who are being filmed, the reverse
is true. ‘The images of hardcore
pornography now are, in truth, records
of crime-—rape, bodily harm, child
abuse,” (Guardian Weekend,

26 November 1994)

The argument that porn is

a problem because women arc

damaged in the making of it is

a convenient shift of emphasis for

many critics of pornography. Those
who have traditionally tried to intensify
censorship on the grounds that porn is
damaging to those who read it have run
into various problems. The alleged
causal relationship between porn

and violence against women remains
unproven. Furthermore, sexually explicit
literature is becoming increasingly
mainstream. The new lines of female
and gay erotica—sold quite casvally

on the shelves of WH Smiths—illustrate
just how acceptable sexual images have
become. Those who call for the banning
of sexually explicit magazines are
increasingly forced to justify
themselves to organisations such as
Feminists Against Censorship, which
insists that women can be just as turned
on by images of bondage as men.

Even a glossy women's magazine

like Company has carried an article
suggesting that the banning of
pornography is simply censorship
motivated by prudery.

The argument that women
are damaged in the making of porn is
a useful way to side-step both the lack
of proof that porn encourages men to
be violent, and the claim that calls for
censorship are motivated by prudery.
As Gloria Steinem asser!s in her
endorsement of Russell’s baok, in tones
that defy disagreement, ‘anyone who
believes it to be less harmful than Nazi,
Ku Klux Klan, and other hate/atrocity
literature, or who imagines its opponents
to be anti-sex or pro-censorship, must
face the facts and images in Against
Pornography'. In other words, the harm
which is caused to women involved in
pornography is deemed so serious that
it must override all other considerations
such as fear of censorship.

Yet even in their own terms,
Davies and Russell make a poor case for
banning pornography. Even if we accept
their contentious argument that women
really are beaten or raped or mutilated
in the making of some underground porn
films—surely it is these acts themselves
that are abhorrent, and they are already
criminalised. If the women are acting,
they have na case al all, It would be
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ludicrous to argue that film portrayals

of ¢riminal acts should be banned.

It would certainly lead to very boring
viewing—many of the best films
currently on release involve criminal
acts of undeniable brutality. The anguish
on Tim Roth’s face as he bleeds to

death in Reservoir Dogs is far more
convincing than any of Diana

Russell’s stills,

How will banning porn
help women driven to pose
by poverty?

Davies and Russell insist that women
only become involved in porn under
duress—either because they have
been coerced or because they have
been conned. This, Davies insists,
is true even when women may have
willingly cooperated in a display of
sexual exhibitionism. Even the
‘Readers’” wives' sections of magazines
like Escort and Fiesta are presented as
sources of ‘damage’ to the women who
appear in them. Women’s pictures, he
alleges, are sent by vengeful men. and
published without the woman’s consent.
Fiesta and Escort claim that this
complaint is apacryphal, and that before
‘Readers’ wives® are published they
insist on consent forms signed by
the subjects of the photo and the
photographer. and proof that the ‘wife’
is over 16, They claim that demand
to appear is so high from willing women
that the last thing they need to do is
to collude in conning those who are
unwilling. Of course, they would say
that—but the same point is made from
the mouths of a collection of readers’
wives recently interviewed in Options
magazine.

It may well be true that, apar
from women who are thrilled by
exhibitionism, most women involved
in the porn industry are coerced in one
fashion-they are coerced by poverty,
But the truly damaging problem which
needs to be addressed here is the
pervasiveness of poverty, not
the odd bit of pornography.

Even the spokesman for Escort
admils that the majority of women
working for the soft porn ‘top-shelf’
mags are trying to supplement their
income support, and while many

are disgusted at the thought of spreading
their legs for a living, they are more
likely to see the job as a source of
income than damage. In a society where
more than five million women have an
independent income of less than

£25 a week. it is unsurprising that

many women do resort to work they
find degrading, disgusting and
demoralising—whether the work be
‘modelling” for porn mags or cleaning.
The solution to their problems lies in
providing decent jobs with decent
wages—nol outlawing the job of last
resort. It is hard to see how banning
porn will help women driven to

pose by their poverty.

The ‘pornography damages thc
women in it' argument is dishonest
because it is a cynical attempt to hide
demands for censorship behind concern
for women. If the likes of Davies and
Russell were primarily concerned about
‘damage to women’, you would imagine
that the issue of pornography would be
well down their agenda. For example,
according to the Royal College

of Nursing, there are currently

27 000 nurses and midwives in the

UK suffering from back injuries
sustained at work, Out of the current
nursing workforce of 450 000, around
72 000 have had to take time off
because of back injurics. These women
are undeniably damaged by the work
they do. Davies claims one example

of a women accidentally killed during
the making of a porn film. In 1992,

589 women died in accidents in

the home.

Seen in this light, the anti-porn
campaigners concern for women seems
badly misdirected, If they genuinely
want to prevent further damage and
injury to women, why concentrate on
something which actually damages and
injures very few, if any, women when
compared with some evervday
occupations.

Looked at In this way, it is hard

1o avoid the conclusion that anti-porn
campaigners like Diana Russell, and the
journalists who support their arguments
like Nick Davies, are motivated more by
their own distaste for particular images
than by their claimed concern for the
welfare of women in general. Their
insistence that women are damaged

in the making of porn is more an attempt
to find a feminist justification for their
opposition to sexual images which

they personally find offensive. They

are entitled to dislike parn; but they
should not be allowed to dress up

their personal distaste as an important
political issue.

Insisting that women in pornography
are the victims of violence, and calling
on us to rally to their defence, is at
root an attempt to sidestep the central
argument: that demanding porn be
banned is a dangerous step which
legitimises a climate of censorship
in society. Gloria Steinem may feel
that the claims made by Russell and
Davies are the strongest arguments
vet against porn, but in fact they are
no argument at all, 6
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Uhility losconsumers and o society .

< tontof 4 ppen grave banaed. because it

ANN BRADLEY

he censars e at it again—his time they have ad\ ertising in
thicir sights. The Advertising Standards Anthority: (ASA) has
revised its rules, strengthening its vode oo’ ‘offensive’ adverts and
warning particulaely: that race; rehgmn, sex. saxual vrigntation and

- disability are beyond the pale. The ASA s concerned that the Erealise

imagination 55 gefting out-of hind. ‘They are worried that the shock-
horror Benetton ads might sk 3 Ntpndand; :

Avcording o the ASA; adverts are abdut more than selhng produsts
and promoting the inferests oF those wha comiaission them. “Adverts’,
said an' ASA spokesnan, ‘should bcpn:pared with i sense of responar
‘This- apparently deans more
than keeping cluims accirite—it now scems o include & wspmml)ll-
ity convey worthy me,ssnges This may seens: like « step forward--

Whose ad ertising standards?

‘piper that editorialised at the time against this blatant propagandising

was the Tory Tefegraph; which likened the restrictions to those impased
in the wag, and observed this Britons will ot pit tip with indoctrination.
By the weekend the Sunday papers hiid sussed the: potantial for
i nanny stare tells us what 1o eal again” story, But even then, the main
cnmpl'um wis that the ASA and TTC aresmpxd and naive hecause thes

{Byeteate the effeci advertising has,

Only Sunday Tomes colummnist, Stephen Armstrong; kit the patl on the
head when he commented-on the *direct link between the Britist Board
af Fitm Classification dragging its heels on giving Naturid Born Kidlers
a centificate and the Jong hard Jook that regulators are giving to contvo-

- versial advertising’ {29 January 1995y, Gov it el The Tepson fhat

Naqiiral Born Killers caused the censoss

protection against racism,: sexismy dnd: Bk :
so an. But I am: more inclined 1o see it — so much trouble was not ity vielence and

- g nathing ‘more thatea nineties: version:

“6f ‘bad: old-fashioned - censorship: and - The advertiSing

“pontrol;

: TheAS\hasdl luved any increasi B - " ;
fendency 1:\ wnmrb‘;;sv whxchl r: chl:xi mles sound Ilke a

e = Mo parody of Stalinist
propaganda

had an ad featuring « shot fram the bot-

was deenmed 1o bein bad faste: Wlm'{”_'is

“new about - the ' Latest structures 18 thi
: exphcn marnner in which the ASA hus tabled its dgenda; 1o pramote

what the wise men and womer of the suthority consider worthy, and rule

‘oue that which they consider umsponsxble

The Independent Television Commiission {ITC) hus: gone even
further. I the same week: that the ASA announesd its guidelines; {he

SITE waded i to-check the actions of fhod advertisers:

T an -annonncement that sounded:--in content and: in tone-—like
a B-movie patody of Stalinist pmpagauda, the TTC announced thatiin

 fugnre food manufacturers will have to produce ads shich conform 1o

the message in-the guvcmmem % Health of the Nation strategy. This.
you might remember, is the document which: lectures us:on: the:eed

10 reduce: our intake i faiiy faods in order o wducc onr sk of heast
Hidisease and’ an.er :

- The commission edict states that advertising should *not undermite
progress towards natiopal dietary. improvesient: by misleading: or
confusing ‘consumers o by “setting’ bad examph:ss particularly ‘e
children’. It Wsists that advertising must niot *enconrage or condane. =
“excessive consumption of any food": Apparcnth this means that 11
woitld be OK 1o show someone eating a bar of chocalabe, but nat same-
* one eatig two. The one where Harry Enfiekd fitls 2 shopping trolley

withy Dime bars has been cited as an itlustration of the kind of b that

Witk be tor the chop unless it is amended &y indicate: that the purchase:

was not farindisddual use”. Advertisers will he b:mn\,d fram éncaut-

aging children o eat between meals as this causes tooth decay. and:
‘advertisements for slimming products will not be pernyitied to: uddmu

peaple iinder 18,
[ found it almost scary that these comments Were feporied by lhe

Guardian (snd; oy that matter, the Times) without comment, except
3ﬁom ﬁwsc who felt the guidelines did not go far encught The ‘dnly

brutality, but it unapologetic smosalkity,

Fromoting moral Jifestyles:is 4 big
concern for the goverament. It would like
us to believe: that i we Jed canventional
heterosexual: murried Jives; ate healthy
food, worked hard for: our wages and
were respansible citizens then our prob-
lems would be solved. Banaing: images
of unhealthy’ ealing nuay ' Sem  un-
comnected 10 banning: 4 celehration of
anarchy but it is 4 logical step along the
syme toad. i you really believe our lives are tnfluenced: by screen
Jages; it makes sense 10 control whaif ‘sppears- onthose: sereens.
If you can reduce peaple’s prapensity to vinlence by censaring images
of violence—and. despite the lack of any e ilence: there 18 a general
consensns that ¥ou can-—-then why can’t vou influence people’s dictary
Trahits by censoring images of - unhtmllh\' eating’;

The problem is that once vou start 4 discussion al:lout {fe torality of
advertiscments, it immediately raises the question of which matal stan-

“dards the images should conform 0. Are the preferred standards of the

worthies who sit onthe ASA orithe T1C the ssme us ons?

L. for one: find the Benetion ads~=which have apparently. provoked
this: discussion—nuremarkable: On' the other ‘hand, 1 think the latest
advert by the Health Education Authanty s wildly irresponsible. It is
a -picture of - two middle-aged  men holdmg hands, with'a caption
reminding middle-agod matried woren' that they cannot be compla-

“cent about HIV because their husband may ‘be having an affuir with

anather man.
The numbes tf women who are hikely ta contmi HEV inthis way is
negligible=-the number whi are likely 1o:be freaked out by such an

“advert is many times bigher. But | can safely predict that nobody at the

ASAwill raise an eychrow at the dishonesty and panic-mongering of
this ad, After all; it pmlm)ﬁ what they would ‘consider a good moral
message: sex onfside mirriage s dangerous, and adulterous buggery is
diinbly so

chhaps we shauld be encouraged 1o see that the establishment is
now so shitky that it fears & mere: Bedetton poster or Dime bar ad will
b sifficient 1o undermiae: Christian movals: and prevent the govern-

‘g aliaining its Health of e Nation' targets. But'it could make for
Cyame very boring advertisements. &
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As the fiftieth anniversary of VJ-Day approaches,
journalists and politicians in Britain and the USA still
seem to be at war with Japan. Phil Hammond asks why
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Forever enemy aliens

[ vou thought last year’s
interminable coverage of the

& D-Day anniversary was bad
enough—the kind of media

saturation that some dubbed

‘Operation Overboard’—then be
warned. You ain’t scen nothing vet,
Politicians and journalists have already
waded in for this year’s extended
wallow in Second World War nostalgia.

Amid the latest bout of anniversary
fever, a clear distinction is emerging
in the treatment of Germany and Japan
by journalists and politicians, While
there is more of a *forgive-and-forget’
attitude towards Germany, British
and American commentators appear
lo be still fighting the war when it
comes to Japan.

The agenda was set by John Major
in January when he announced that,
while for VE-Day ‘the theme is
reconciliation, a celebration of 50 years
of peace in Europe and hope for the
future’, the VI-Day commemorations
‘will have quite a different theme’
(Downing Street Press Office,

1 January 1995). In contrast to

the spirit of reconciliation, peace

and hope which is—officially at least—
supposed to mark the end of the
European war, August’s Pacific war
anniversaries will be characterised by

a solemn remembrance of sacrifice.

The different tone of the
two occasions is reflected by the
government’s decision not to invite
any Japanese representative to the
VI-Day ceremonics, in contrast to
the invitation extended to German
chancellor Helmut Kohl (o attend the
VE-Day commemorations. The Daily
Mail positively delighted in this
decision, declaring that ‘there is a huge
difference in the way we are treating
these once mortal enemies. Rightly so'.
(6 January 1995) The Mail—which
ran this story as a front-page item,
placed it at the top of its editorial
column, and carried a feature article
by Geoffrey Wheatcrofl on it—
argued that *John Major had
no choice but to snub Japan®,

However, the stated reasons for
this double standard do not make much
sense. The least convincing argument
is that Japan's wartime record is worse
than that of Germany. As Air-Vice
Marshall Sir Bernard Chacksfield,
chairman of the Burma Star

I o



Jap-haiting
1940s-style from
the US government
(left),

and 1980s-style
from London
magazine Time Out
(ahove)

Meanwhile, 3t an extraordmary nteeking of EneArts
'ﬂ‘h‘ 6 & Amemtxe,s Co‘:nm;ttee o? ‘Kol?e, “Dsstét Cowtcil.... :

: m/fmf A KNockeD
AHe SHINE OFF ouk (GRAND 6otk i

Association, put it: ‘I am a Christian,
and [ can forgive a lot. But the feeling
among our veterans is that the Japanese
in war were very different from the
Germans.’ (Quoted in Sunday Times,
15 January 1995) No doubt Allied
prisoners of the Japanese had serious
problems, but their treatment can
hardly said to have been worse

than the Nazis® extermination

of six million Jews.

Incapable of remorse

The other justification for excluding
Japan is the one offered by the Dasly
Mail; unlike Germany, which ‘has
done its best to atone’ for the war,
Japan ‘shamefully...has still not found
the honour or the honesty to confront
its barbaric past” (6 January 1995).
This supposed lack of an apology
indicated to the Daily Mail that Japan
“still has an awful lot to learn aboul
basic human decency’. A week later,
the Mail carried an article by a former
POW, who argued that: ‘Apologising
has never come easily 10 the Japanese.
In the Orient, an apology means a loss
of face and terrific humiliation. It is
not a part of the Japanese psyche and
perhaps it never will be.” (13 January
1995} Similarly, for the Guardian’s
Tokyo correspondent, Kevin Rafferty,
the Japanese are ‘the people without
guilt’. As conclusive proof of his case,

ANNIVERSARY OF Mosmm
li SoN-ET- wmme '

Rafferty offered an anonymous quote
from ‘one Japanese™: “No, we don’t
feel guilt about the war—that is

a Judeo-Christian concept.’

(14 January 1995)

In contrast to this supposedly typical
anonymous comment and these British
press pronouncements on the oriental
psvche, a survey carried out by the
Japanese newspaper Asahi Shinbun
found that 90 per cent of Japanese
people think the war should not be
forgotten, and 62 per cent think Japan
has not compensated enough for the
war (1 January 1995). As part of their
international diplomatic campaign.
Japancse politicians have fallen over
themselves to apologise for the war
during the past year—so much so
that some Japanese MPs and Asian
nationalists such as the Malaysian
prime minister, Mohammed Mahathir,
have told Japan to stop bowing
and scraping to the West.

The Japanese attitude certainly
seems far more contrite than that of
the USA, which, far from apologising
for the atomic bambing of Hiroshima
in the fiftieth anniversary vear,
proposed issuing a special postage
stamp to celebrate the event. The stamp
depicted a mushroom cloud with the
caption ‘Atomic bombs hasten war's
end, August 1945°. As one American
commentator pointed out, it is hard

Images of Japan

to imagine an eguivalen lipumess
stamp with 2 pacture of = samiomg
battleship and the slogan Japamese
aviators achieve sarprise o Fear
Harbor, December 154
(International Herald Tritwm
7 December 1994)

The real reasons for meatme
Japan differently from Germ
are political, and have far mone
do with international relations s
than with what happened 50 year
ago. Through their attitude towands
this year’s anniversaries, i
and British authorities are effect
re-running the war against Japan
serves a useful role for the Westers
governments, at a time when an
economically powerful and politicalls
ambitious Japan is increasingly sees
as their most dangerous rival
around the world.

A race apart
In criticising Japan for its war record
and its alleged failure to atone for the
past, US and British commentators are
strongly implying that their Japanese
competitors cannot be treated as
a civilised nation in the present.
The message is that Japan is still
a problem, a mysterious and aggressive
nation not vet fit to be frusted to play
the role of a global power. The flipsice
of this argument is that history is
deemed to invest the USA and Britain
with moral authority over Japan.
The Japanese may have the industrial
and financial might today, but the
Anglo-Americans can still use the
legacy of the war o assert that right is
on their side. As Geoffrey Wheatcroft
put it, quoting AJP Taylor: ““the British
were the only people who went through
both world wars from beginning to
end”—on the victorious side, which
was also the right side,” (Daily Mail,
6 January 1995), In the battle of
the history books. the victors are
always right.

The unequal treatment of Japan
is underpinned by the routine habit of
depicting the Japanese as a race apart:
an ‘oriental” people with a culture
so different as to be incomprehensible
to the Anglo-Saxon mind. Much of the
coverage of the recent Kobe earthquake,
for example, took the opportunity to
suggest that the disaster revealed
Japan’s ‘Asian soul’, which apparently
has more in common with the third
world than the West (see page 16).
The implication of such commentaries
is that racial and cultural characteristics
make Japan not only different, but
inferior to Western nations such as
the USA, Britain and Germany. p
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Images of Japan

—

In the differential treatment of
Germany and Japan today there is
a continuity with the kind of double
standard which justified the atomic
bombing of Hiroshima and Nagasaki
in the first place,

While Allied propaganda during

The campaign for compensation
is fronted by veterans but
sponsored by the Foreign Office

-

the war was directed more against
Nazis than Germans, the whole
Japanese people as a race tended
to be demonised. As one study notes,
“Western film-makers and publicists
found a place for the *“good German™
in their propaganda, but no comparable
counterpart for the Japanese’ (I Dower,
War Without Mercy, 1986, p322n).
Before and during the war,
politicians and newspapers depicted
the Japanese as a sub-human species,
most frequently as monkeys, In July
1941, even before the Allies were at
war with Japan, the famous British
cartoonist David Low illustrated the
racial difference between the “Yellow
peril” and the white powers, depicting
a Japanese monkey playing
eeny-meeny-miney-mo to decide
which of the broad-shouldered
Russians, Americans or British it
should stab in the back first. A vear
later, one Washingion Post cartoon
drew a typical distinction between the
atrocities committed by the two
Axis powers: while Hitler alone stood
on a map of Czechoslovakia, a monkey
representing all *Japs’ mimicked the
Nazi by stamping on the Philippines.

Not necessary

The pervasiveness of such poisonous
images lent legitimacy to the dropping
of the Bomb on the Japanese. As US
president Harry Truman said at the time
of the bombing, *when you have to deal
with a beast, you have to treat him as

a beast’, Today’s media coverage of the
anniversaries may eschew such crude
racial images, but the view of the
Japanese as a people different from, and
morally unequal to, Western nations

is little changed. That is why Western
commentators can continue to browbeat
Japan about wartime atrocities while
imnsisting that the atomic destruction

of two Japanese cities and 200 000

The unguestioned consensus
view among journalists and politicians

mis dehane m the West has been about
= how maay Amencan lives would
e Decw jost | aa mvasion of Japan.
Sherdy afier Iast year's fortv-ninth

anniversary of Hiroshima, Newsweek
repeated the claim that the slaughter at
Hiroshima and Nagasaki was justified:
“The US calculation, grimly momentous
though it was, seems inescapable:
an invasion of Japan would have been
bloodier than bombing.” (29 August
1994) Thirty vears previously, however,
Newsweek was more circumspect,
quoting the view of former president
Dwight D Eisenhower. the wartime
Supreme Allied Commander in Europe:
“The Japanese were ready to surrender
and it wasn’t necessary 1o hil them with
this awful thing.” (11 November 1963)
The sense of Britain’s moral
legitimacy over the Bomb and the war
is so ingrained that it is echoed even
by writers who try to take a distance
from the anniversary fever. The
Guardian’s political editor, Michael
White, rightly set loday’s obsession
with the war in the context of
‘a backward-looking, heritage-minded
society...where the past offers more
comfort than the future’ (14 January
1995). Yet even as he described
Britain’s attempt to monopolise the
‘trade in moral superiority’, White
referred to the atomic-bombing
of Hiroshima as ‘a cost-effective
life-saver”. “They’ commit atrocities
and never apologise, while ‘we’ save
lives (and cheaply) by atom-bombing
them: no wonder Britain claims
moral superiority.

Our man in Japan

The way that the British authorities

want to use the wartime anniversaries

to project a sense of moral superiority

over the Japanese is summed up by

the officially orchestrated campaign

to win compensation from Japan for

former British POWSs, At the press

conference to launch the government’s

anniversary year plans, representatives

from three Far East veterans’

organisations were on hand to offer

bitter soundbites justifying the decision

to exclude the Japanese. even though

it is evident from the newspaper letters

pages that their views do not represent

those of all veterans. The campaign

for compensation is being fronted by

a few veterans, but sponsored by

the Foreign Office, which sent

Sir Kit McMahon to Tokyo last

November to try to rescue John

Major’s plan for a compensation fund.
Media coverage of the POWSs’

campaign has been uncritical, with

no questions asked about why

a government not generally known

for its concern for the welfare of

pensioners should now make such

a high prierity of wartime reparations,

50 years after the event. Instead, the

veterans' case has been widely covered

by all the newspapers and television

news programmes, most of which

have gone beyond mere reporting

1o take sides with the POWSs.

The Sunday Express even took
exception to the government’s decision
to allow one Japanese diplomat to
attend the VE-Day commemorations.
Above the headline ‘An insult to
heroes’, the Express carried pictures
of the Japanese ambassador and Far
East veteran Sid Tavender with the
caption: ‘This man represents Japan.
He will be an honoured guest at the
VE-Day ceremonies. This man was
tortured by the Japanese. He will not
be invited to the VE-Day ceremonies.’
(22 January 1995)

‘Tenko-style' factory

On the same day that the Daily Mail
was devoating three quarters of its
editorial page to the ‘enduring shame
of modern Japan’, the Daily Star ran

a front-page story which illustrated
how the past is used to bolster

a comforting sense of British
superiority in an uncertain present:
‘Life in our Jap factory is like Tenko.’
(6 January 1995) The story detailed
how workers at the Tovota car plant

in Derby suffer under “a Tenko-style
regime’, In fact, many of the conditions
described—speed-ups, having to ask
permission for a toilet break or being
phoned at home by your boss if you
are off sick—are increasingly common
in British workplaces, and are far

from being peculiarly Japanese.

It is British employers who are
responsible for some of the toughest
working regimes. As a recent feature
on “The new slavery’ in Scotland On
Sunday, put it; *Already tethered to
their desks and computers for more
hours than anyone else in Europe,
British workers have now overtaken
the Japanese in the amount of hours
they give to their employers.”

(8 January 1995) Sixteen per cent

of British employees work more
than 48 hours a week—the highest
proportion of any European country.
With an average working week

of 39,9 hours, Japan is below the
European average of 40.4 hours,
while Britain now has an above
average 43.7-hour working week,
Presumably. this government-backed
extension and intensification of our
working lives is one of the reasons
why Britain attracts Japanese investors;
but it is evidently more comforting

‘to imagine that deteriorating working

conditions are the ‘Tenko-style’
imposition of Japan, and to remind
ourselves who won the war. @

Phil Hammond is Research Coordinator
of the London International Research
Exchange. which is monitoring media
coverage of the Second World War
anniversaries as part of its fmages of

Japan project. The Exchange’s report

on media coverage of the fiftieth
anniversary of D-Day, History
as News, was published last June.




HIROSHIMA™

INTERNATIONAL ANTI-WAR CONFERENCE

CENTRAL LONDON FRIDAY 28 JULY-FRIDAY 4 AUGUST 1995

On the fiftieth anniversary of the atomic
bombing of Hiroshima and Nagasaki, the
conference Hiroshima: The Week will
discuss the threat of repression and war.

NO MORE HIROSHIMAS

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

30 July, dedicated to ensuring that there
are no more Hiroshimas. There will be
debates, exhibitions and filmshows on
themes that include Nuclear Blackmail
Today, Western Images of Japan and
the Legacy of the Bomb.

HIROSHINA™

Living Marxism hosts a week of discussion
on the issues of our time, with in-depth
courses on a wide variety of domestic

and international themes, from
Monday 31 July to Friday 4 August 1995.

Tickets and further information are available

from fmandea Macintesh, Hiroshima: The ‘Week,

clo Campaign Agains: Militersm, BM CAM, London,
WCIN 3XX, Telephone +44 171 278 9908, fax +44 171 278
09844, e-meil hirc@zamintl.org

School Students Wageasd Discouns
& FE & unwaged for 10
sludents OF moee
02 £30 €50 20°%

20 £35 £60 15%

Discounts are als:s available 1o Adult Education students—
apply for dalails now.
Maks cheques payasle to Mo More Hiroshimas'.




Gloating at Ko

Western governments and commentators seized upon the tragedy
of the Kobe earthquake as a rare opportunity to look down upon
modern Japan, argues Daniel Nassim

he Western media coverage
of the January earthquake in
Kobe, Japan was in the worsl
possible taste. As the death toll climbed
to more than 5000, there were the
usual expressions of sympathy for the
Japanese victims. But the underlying
message of all the coverage was very
different from the media treatment
of something like the recent European
floods. After Kobe, the dominant tone
was one of gloating at the failure of
the West’s major international
competitor to cope with the tragedy.
Wesltern journalists and editors
gatecrashed Japan's mass funeral in
order to condemn the grieving nation.
The commentary on the earthquake
routinely described Japan as inefficient,
overrated, corrupt and racist. You could
have been forgiven for assuming that
the Japanese had jus! perpetrated some
terrible act against humanity, rather
than being the victims of a natural
disaster.

Envy of the world

Everywhere from the USA to Germany
and Britain, much was made of the
slowness of the Japanese emergency
services in dealing with the effects of
the disaster. Both the television news
and newspapers described in detail how
it often took hours for the Japanese
rescue services to reach the scene of the
disaster; and when they did eventually
arrive they were often powerless to
aci—for example, firemen could not
put out fires as water mains had been

1 off by the quake.

One leading German liberal
sewspaper, Die Zeit, scized upon

the failings of the emergency services
@ order to rubbish Japan's bid to join
Germany in returning to the centre
ffairs. The paper quoted

cher who had lived in

s, and who clearly

my could teach

g or two about

Du the one hand we have

continuously been told how capable

the Japanese self-defence forces are
becavse Japan wants 1o play a bigger
role in the UN; on the other hand, there
is obviously a lack of quality leadership
in 4 case of emergency....Here people
have a contemplative relationship
towards catastrophe.' (Die Zeit,

20 January 1995)

Meanwhile in Britain, the
implicit message of media coverage
of the crisis was that this could not
happen over here. The British
emergency services, supposedly the
envy of the world, would react rapidly
and efficiently to deal with any
disaster.

Those of us who have to rely
on the infrastructure of the British
emergency services might see things
a little differently. Even under normal
circumstances, the under-resourced
ambulance service and fire brigades
are finding it increasingly difficult
to operate efficiently. Getling
emergency treatment in Britain today
can often mean finding somebody
who is prepared 1o give vou a lift to
the nearest casualty ward which has not
been closed down yel, and then waiting
for hours before vou can be treated
by exhausted medical staff.

It is hard to imagine how Britain
could cope with a disaster on the scale
of the Kobe earthquake—with 25 000
people injured, 300 000 homeless,
major roads blocked and water mains
severed. Even minor climactic changes
seem to bring Britain’s ageing
infrastructure grinding to a halt. British
Rail’s notorious excuse for late-running
trains—°leaves on the line'—sums
up the way that Britain's transport
system is stretched to the limit at
the best of times,

I'he comparisons madce between
the Kobe earthquake and the
one in Los Angeles a year earlier
appeared more serious. All of the US
commenltaries in particular emphasised
the fact that only 61 were killed in

California in 1994, while many

times more died in Japan. However,
important differences between the Kobe
quake and Los Angeles were gencrally
anly mentioned in passing, if at all.
Firstly, the Kobe quake was far more
powerful. The difference between 7.2
on the Richter scale and 6.8 may not
sound like a lot to the uninitiated but,
because of the way the scale is
calculated, it means that the Kobe
quake was actually four times more
powerful. Secondly, the Kobe quake
was far closer to the surface than the
one in Los Angeles. Finally, Kobe

and the surrounding area is far more
densely populated than the part of

Los Angeles hit by its quake,

Much was made of the failure of
hi-tech Japan to curb the impact of the
quake. The message was ‘they're not
as clever as they think they are, these
Japanese'. But all the evidence suggests
that buildings constructed after 1981,
when building regulations were
toughened 1o insist on modern
techniques, stood up to the shock
well, The casualties were concentrated
in poorer arcas of Kobe, where peaple
lived in traditional-style wooden houses
with heavy tiled roofs, In Japan—Iike
everywhere else—it is the poor who
suffer disproportionately from such
disasters.

Jumped-up Japan

Perhaps the most striking symbol

of Japan’s supposed technological
impotence was the elevated section

of the Hanshin expressway which was
lipped on its side by the quake, and
which appeared prominently in every
Western news bulletin, Yet, as the
Economist revealed, ‘in many places

it looks as though the ground had given
under the fiyovers, rather than that the
earthquake had broken them. This is

a common problem in coastal citics,
which are often built on soft alluyium
rather than solid rock’ (21 January 1995),
In so far as there was a technical p
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Images of Japan

deficiency, it was insufficient usc of the
available high technology rather than
the failure of Japan’s advanced
techniques. Sections of the expressway
which were fitted with special metal
Jjackets 1o contain the force

of the quake stood up well.

Every death was taken
as confirmation that Japan is
a backward ‘oriental’ state

18 March 1995

The assumption underlying all

the talk of Japanese inefficiency was
that, whatever problems we might have,
the West is still superior to the rest.
The message was that while Japan

may have the technological trappings
of an advanced industrialised country
(*trappings’ which can run rings around
most Western industries in world
markets), it still cannot match the
civilisation of the West.

Superiority complex

Every failure of technology to cope
with the impact of the quake. every
death beneath the rubble of Kobe,
was taken as further confirmation that
the Japanese have more in common
with the third world than the Western
world. The predominant Western
reaction to Kobe was a revolting
display of old-lashioned gloating at
the suffering of a rival, dressed up as
a critique of Japanese technology
and cultural attitudes.

The notion that Kobe proved that
Japan is a backward ‘oriental’ state
rather than a modern civilised nation
was generally an understated theme
in the coverage, rather than a blunt
assertion in the headlines. But some
commentators did go further in spelling
out the implication of the Western
image of Japan,

The German papers suggested that
Kobe proved how third world status
would always be a natural attribute,
unaffected by economic and social
progress. The Frankfurter Allgemeine
Zertung declared that “today Japan
recognises the third world in itself and
is shocked by the fact that it always
existed’ (19 January 1995). In the
British Independent a comment piece
by Peter Popham., an old Japan hand,
cxpressed openly what his peers had
all been implying:

“Just as the carthquake itself strips
away Japan's Western veneer, revealing
25 Asizn core and leaving it with the sort
of massive death toll one would expect
in a city of the third world, so the
prospect of a fatal quake exposes the
unchanged Asian contours of the
Japanese soul.” (18 January 1995)
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The extensive coverage of the quake
by Newsweek, the American news
magazine, included an essay on the
“End of the age of hubris®. It noted
with satisfaction that the quake ‘marks
the end of Japan's superiority complex’
(30 January 1995). Newsweek s
comments point (o the real issues

that were at stake in the discussion of
Japan’s latest earthquake. For Western
commentators. the important thing was
not the earthquake and the suffering
itself, but the fact that a powerful rival
had been dealt a heavy blow, and that
the Western nations had been afforded
a rare modern opportunity to look down
on Japan, This explains their gloating
over the Kobe tragedy.

A desire to get one over on Japan
also explains why the Western nations
rushed to offer token post-disaster
aid to a country as rich and capable
as Japan, By presenting Japan as
dependent on Western largesse,
it could be made 1o look like a third
world country rather than a global
pawer. Again the British contribution
to this debate was nothing short of
farcical. A spokesman for the Overseas
Development Administration criticised
Japan for being slow to accept British
help and particularly for holding
up the despatch of a 15-member
earthquake rescue team, The idea
that Japan—with an economy over
three times the size of Britain’s,
much more advanced technology
and vast experience of dealing with
carthquakes—should crave help from
British pot-holers is a laughable
display of national conceit.

'Send in the marines!'

The wrangle over aid from the
US military, which still has large bases
in Japan, was motivated by similarly
cynical considerations. Bill Clinton
offered help from the US military
while praising the heroic efforts of
US marines and American students
based in Japan. His comments were
broadcast round-the-clock on the
American Forces Network radio
station, which is widely listened to
by English-speakers in Japan. The clear
message was that Japan could not get
by without the help and guidance of
the USA—especially the American
soldiers who have occupied Japanese
soil since the Second World War.
Since Japanese officials understoad
exactly what the USA was doing,
it was not surprising that they refused
offers of help from the American
military. ‘We are quite willing to accept
all donations in accordance with actual
lacal demands’, a foreign ministry
official was quoted as saying. ‘But we
are continuing to determine what
we cannot do and what we need
to obtain from otitside sources.”
(International Herald Tribune,
21 January 1995)

The idea that Japan needed
US financial aid to survive the impact
of the quake turns the real economic
relationship betwecen the two countries
on its head. Even the worst estimates
put the cost of repairing the earthquake
damage at less than two per cent of
Japan’s gross domestic product; and far
from being seen as an economic disaster,
the prospect of that reconstruction
investment was welcomed as a boost
to Japan’s construction industry, Japan
does not need a few dollars from the
USA to survive an carthquake. Indeed
it is multi-billion dollar loans from
Japan that has kept the US economy
alloat over the past decade,

Insecure West

Despite all of the criticisms and
contempt shown for Japan, there
was one aspect of the response to the
carthquake that was widely admired
in the West. The word that kept on
recurring in commentaries on Japan
was ‘stoicism’. The Japanese people
were apparently accepting all the
privations that followed the quake with
barely a murmur of complaint. Many
Western journalists pointed out that,
unlike the chaos which reigned after
the Los Angeles quake, there were
no reports of looting in Kobe.

Western commentators could not
help expressing their admiration for the
ability of the Japanese elite to maintain
control over such a potentially volatile
situation, As Newsweek argued:
‘Despite the anger with officialdom,
everywhere there were tales of
politeness, perseverance and civility,
Japan’s tightly knit and remarkably
durable society had been sorely
tested—and held together,” (30 January
1995) The Economist reporter in Kobe
noted that it was “a curiously orderly
disaster.... The 13 000 soldiers
despatched to Kobe are not here
to restore order, as they might be in
many countries, but to help put out
the fires and clean up the mess’

(21 January 1995}, The next logical
question for the Western elites would
seem (o be ‘why is it not like that in
Los Angeles or London?’. In the minds
of the insecure Western authorities,
jealousy of Japan’s ordered society
vied with the attempt to gloat at

' Japan’s supposed deficiencies,

It is an indictment of the Western
media that it celebrates what is worst
about Japancse society, while attacking
its good points. The technological
prowess and organisational efficiency
that are so widespread in Japan should
serve as an inspiration to us all. But the
regimented character of saciety and
the ability to suffer at the hands of
the authorities without complaining
is hardly a quality to be admired. ®

Additional information supplied by
Matthias Heitmann,




Shooting star

The public lionisation of Private Lee Clegg reveals
' who has the upper hand in the Irish ‘peace process’,

PR AR
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says Mark Ryan

he campaign to release paratrooper
Lee Clegg shows that despite all the talk
of peace in Northern Ireland, the Irish
are treated with more contempt than ever.
Clegg, who shot dead Belfast joyrider Karen
Reilly in September 1990, has had support from
large sections of the British establishment,
including John Major and Prince Charles. The
campaign for his release has turned him from a
trigger-happy convicted murderer into a Christ-
like victim of injustice. Rather than an embar-
rassment, his actions are a source of pride
for his backers in the media, parliament and
the army. Tory MP Anthony Grant has said
that Clegg should be given a medal, not
locked away.
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When the killer gets all the sympathy and the
victims are thought to have got what they
deserved, it is difficult to be dispassionate, But
looked at coolly, the Clegg case tells us much
about the war that was fought in Northern
Ireland and the ‘peace process’ which brought it
to an end.

Lee Clegg can indeed count himself unlucky;
most British soldiers who shot Irish people
walked away scot-free, The security forces in
Northern Ireland killed over 350 people in the
course of the war. But Clegg is only the second
British soldier to have served time for murder.
In 1984 Private Ian Thain was jailed for the
killing of Thomas ‘Kidso® Reilly, a road-manager
for the pop group Bananarama. After serving

The legend on this mural erected by Clegg's regiment reads: 'Vauxhall Astra—nhuilt by rohots,

driven by joyriders, stopped by A Company’

Meanwhile 18-year old Karen Reilly has been
turned from a hapless victim of an army ambush
into a legitimate target. First there was the
story that the joyriders’ car had crashed through
a checkpoint, injuring one of the soldiers. In
other words, Reilly and her fellow joyriders got
what was coming to them. It turned out in court
that this was a lie which all 16 soldiers on the
patrol had conspired to concoet. Despite this
perjury, the media continues to treat the lic as the
ruth. The papers then revealed that Reilly’s
father was IRA volunteer Kevin McGrillen,
shot dead by the army in 1976 ‘in similar
circumstances’. The implication was that Karen
Reilly was just like her father, that violent
schaviour was in the blood. If summary execu-
tion was good enough for him, then it was good
enough for her too,

two years of his life sentence, Thain was quietly
released from jail and rejoined his regiment.

For 25 years, the British authorities fought
a war against the Irish republican movement
while denying that they were fighting a war
at all. Instead they claimed to be simply uphold-
ing law and order against Irish ‘criminals’. In
practice. however, the security forces and the
judiciary operated as they normally do in war,
killing and imprisoning the enemy, the IRA, and
letting their own killers go free. The propaganda
war in the media, designed to present Britain
as peacekeeper and the Irish as criminals, was
never allowed to interfere with the practicalities
of fighting a dirty war on the ground.

Clegg is the odd man out. Initially, the shoot-
ing of the joyriders drew no more than the usual
perfunctory police investigation. Even when the

lone RUC man on pateol wiih e peresoopers
testified that everyihimg fhe solfiess sad was
a pack of lies, the casc meommed Closed 71
soldiers even put up 2 mural ™ Tew TEmacks
celcbrating their heroic cocoumper =il He

joyriders—not the actions of men S
prosecution. One RUC
file was marked "No
soldiers involved. imclafme Clegs
patrolling. It was o by
killings that the case was rec

However it is the bro
the time that explains why O3

In_1990 the British govermmens =p
long dormant line of commanics
For some time ministers
the rcpublican movement was looking
end to the war. Between the middie =
November 1993, the British governme
a skilful diplomatic game, attempting o =
republicms with suggestions of British cones
sions in exchange for an IRA ceasefire
a time for making some token gestures
reopening of the case against Lee Clegg =5
be seen against this background

At a time when the diplomatic war agains S
IRA being waged through the secret talks was =
delicately balanced, prosecuting Clege couic
help the British government (0 send the nzw
signals to Sinn Fein and the broader nationats:
community, The judiciary as a whole and e
Northern Ireland Office have tried (o stand by the
decision to give Clegg a life sentence. However
for many other sections of the British establiss
ment, the sentence handed down to Clegg seems
no maore than an act of gross treachery.
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In the past such a row would have been settled
behind closed doors—the threat of the IRA
forced the establishment to close ranks against
its common enemy and to settle its differences in
private. Now that enemy is gone, the cracks is
the establishment have appeared, and the row is
being held in public. Indeed it is significant that
the public campaign for Clegg's release only
started three years after his conviction and three
months after the IRA ceasefire.

The debate surrounding the Clegg case shows
who is running the ‘peace process’, The British
establishment may have lost its old coherence
and fierce sense of solidarity. But the collapse of
the republican challenge means that, however
weak and incoherent the British authoritics may
be, they are still firmly on top in Ireland. Forget
the Unionist hysterics about the British govern-
ment ‘selling out” to Dublin, and the TRA achiev-
ing ‘victory by the back door’. The fact that the
British establishment can publicly lionise sol-
diers who shoot dead Irish teenagers shows the
real balance of forces today. Facing no serious
opposition in Ireland, the British authorities
retain the power to rewrite the history of the war—
and to determine the future of the ‘peace process’

The collapse of the old opposition in Ireland
makes the plight of the families of those killed
by the security forces even more bitter. Irish
nationalists were always vilified by the British
media. But at least they had a movement of
their own to sustain them and give a sense
of direction, Now it is the families alone against
the awesome fury of the British estabhkh'n"t
And in a few months, Private Clegg
a free man.

will be



How has animal welfare moved
from being a fringe concern

to a national focus for
anti-government protest and
finally turned into a government
policy? James Heartfield
iInvestigates

i
|

oyce D’'Silva, the director
of Compassion in World
Farming stepped up the fight with
Britain’s veal trade about a vear ago.
Thousands of male calves are surplus
to British requirements every year,
because Britain prefers dairy farming,
and so are shipped off to the Continent.
Sheep too are exported live, and since
the main ports shifted to exclusively
human cargoes, animal exports have
shifted to the smaller ports along
the south coast.

In other times live animal
exports would not have become so
pressing an issue. Yet throughout the
New Year animal welfare protests at
Shoreham on the Sussex coast and
Brightlingsea in Essex provoked large
demonstrations and sympathy
throughout the country, What's
more, the government has bent over

backwards to meet the concerns
of the protesters, promising to
take the case to the EU. The way
in which animal welfare was suddenly
transformed from a fringe issue into
a national concern provides a snapshol
of the state of political life in
modern Britain.

The animal welfare protesis
of 1995, like most radical activism
today, began with a small circle
of ‘respectable’ Middle England types.
Joyce D'Silva was once a religious
education teacher in Witham, Essex.
Her co-workers in Compassion in
World Farming (CI'WF) had been
a theatre director, a teacher, and
a company director. The campaign
used high-profile endorsements by
actresses like Joanna Lumley, Penelope
Keith and Julie Christie to publicise
their concern.



Advertising for support, CIWF finds
readers of the Daily Telegraph are most
responsive. According to Mrs D’Silva,
‘our readers are the sort of people
who give to War on Want and Christian
Aid. Funnily enough we don’t do so
well with the Guardian', putting
the CTWF in the same advertising
bracket as silk scarves and refirement
homes. The CIWF started protesls
in Shorcham, where large exports
of livestock were turned back. They
were boosted by the campaigning
of Jovee D'Silva’s two daughters, who
live in Brightlingsea, the port where
the sheep exports were redirected.

Brightlingsea Against Live Exports
{BALE) is a studiously respectable
campaign. [ts leaflets apologise
in advance for the inconyenience
to traffic, promising to keep disruption
to a minimum. In Brightlingsca,

hundreds joined a multi-denominational
open air service to pray for an end

1o live animal exports, where they

were told by Baptist minister lan Reed
that they were “lucky to belong

{o a community that cares’.

The big idea

The founder of Compassion in

World Farming, Peter Roberts, himself
a farmer, writes in the campaign's
bulletin that ‘there is nothing more
powerful than an idea whose time has
come. Compassion in World Farming
is such an idea’. Itis true that the
2000 protesters on the evening of

20 January represent about a quarter
of the population of Brightlingsea, but
they were not really all there because
of animal suffering. It might be the
case that animal welfare protests

have taken the country by storm;
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it does not follow that the people
who support them share the motives
of the original campaigners.

Protests like those at Brightlingsea
have become a focus for an outburst
of frustration at a whole variety of
issues quite apart from concern
for sheep. According to John,

a middle-aged protester, ‘we don’t
want those lorries through here—
they’re a danger’, while two
sixth-formers, Alan and Katie, pointed
out that the wharf was rather narrow
and the freighters “played havoc wis
our dinghy sailing”. BALE’s public
leads on the issue of health hazarcs
created by lorries passing front doors
Neil, a forty-something teacher oo
the march in January, condemned
the ‘evil, disgusting trade’, but &
could not remember having felt
strongly about it before. p
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Animal welfare protests

Like so many people that support
the protests around the country, the
marchers at Brightlingsea are angry
about lots of things today. Beyond
the closed circle of activists, the animal
protests have become a vehicle through
which a great many people can vent
their anger—against the government,
over economic insecurity, or any other
contemporary concern. This is why

The animal welfare issue seems
’ to hover above mere interests in
the ether of moral righteousness

PHOTD: MICHAEL KRAMER

many more people sympathise with
the protesters and their cause without
having any substantial attachment
to the rights of animals.
‘The way that the animal protests’
appeal works is in the first place
a model of respectable activism,
The real success of the animal protests
is that they represent no vested interest
whatsoever. The issue they raise is
so distant from the practical concerns
of people in their everyday lives that
it seems to hover above mere interests
in the ether of moral righteousness.
What is new is that this kind of
respectable politics, normally
associated with the middle aged
and middle class, is embraced by
a much wider audience than before.
The appeal of the moral high ground
extends to young and working class
people as well. It is not difficult to see
why. Conventional politics is mired
in corruption and disgrace. All the
traditional political ideologies stand
discredited, whether they are left-wing
or right-wing,

Any issue will do

‘The Labour Party, despite its success

in the polls, has gone out of its way

to eschew any belief in anything.

No political principle is so grand

that Tony Blair will not dump it in

the hope of impressing the press.

The Conservatives” political

programme is even more empty,

consisting of little else than trying

to find the revenue to fund the tax

cut they hope will get them re-elected.
The result of this political impasse

between left and right is that hostility

lowards the government is immense,

but there is no means 10 express it,

Labour’s lead in the polls—~fluctuating

between 20 and 40 points—shows

how unpopular the government

is, but it does not mean anvone

feels genuinely enthusiastic

about Tony Blair.
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The scale of bitterness people feel
towards the government means that
anger at the Tories can blow up over
a variety of issues, like the Child
Support Agency, corruption or the
privatisation of the railways. It is
not quite that any issue will do,
but any guestion that catches the
government out immediately appeals
to the vast numbers who are repulsed
by it. These days, if a prisoner escapes,
there are demands that the Home
Secretary must go; and if a live
calf is exported, the cry is for
ministers with farms to resign.

The ideal focus for this kind of
multi-purpose anti-government protest
is a non-threatening issue which does
not provoke real conflict in society
and is consistent with the interests
of the chattering classes. Opposition
10 live animal exports fits the bill,
Animal welfare protests stand out
as principled actions that nobody
could disagree with.

Not football hooligans

Like the protests over the MI1

link road before them, animal welfare

protests range the greedy exporter

or developer against the selfless

and respectable campaigner. It is

a morality tale that invites everyone

to join in the condemnation. Supporting

the protesters has a cathartic effect,

Everybody’s unvoiced frustrations

combine with the argument,
Throughout the confrontation

between the protesters on the one

hand and the exporters, police and

government on the other, the powers

that be have given way at every stage.

Shoreham convoys have been

turned back and then stopped.

the Brightlingsea MP has pleaded

with the port authorities to stop.

A government that stood up 1o the

miners, the Soviets and the IRA

seems to have melted away in the

face of a few hundred animal-lovers,
Behind the pattern of one

concession after another is the

underlying fact that the government

is devoid of moral authority, the one

commodity that the protesters have in

abundance. Contrary to all experience,

it is the government that stands for

sectional interests while the protesters

enjoy the support of the mass of peaple.
However, while the animal welfare

issue might embarrass them, it does no

lasting damage at all to the government

or the authorities. The moralism of

the animal welfare protests might be

a focus for anti-government sentiment

but it does not challenge reactionary

ideas. In fact it can reinforce them.

Perhaps the most remarkable part of

the story of the animal welfare protests

then is the ability of the authorities

to accommodate their concerns.
Invariably the protesters insist

on the respectability of their cause,

At Brightlingsea,
demonstrators were
outraged at their
treatment at the hands
of the police. They
were shoved about and
filmed on police video
cameras, while police
officers hid their faces
and numbers. John called
them ‘mindless thugs’,
adding “we’re not poll tax
protesters’. According

to Joyce, the police from
outside were diabolical—
‘do we look like football
hooligans?'.

However. while it might
have been a new experience
to the good people of
Brightlingsea, this was
a police operation more
restrained than any football
supporter or even a poll tax
protester could expect, In
a letter to his constituents,
Brightlingsea’s MP, Bernard
Jenkin. defended their right 10
protest and added, ‘I very much
regret conflict between protesters
and police’ (21 January 1995).
Hardly the sort of condemnation
reserved for a ‘rioter’ or
a ‘hooligan’.

Since then the death of Jill
Phipps, crushed under a lorry
carrying veal calves for export at
Coventry airport has provoked
a national outcry, She was mourned
as a martyr even by the press, and
exports from the airport were
suspended immediately. Miners killed
trying to stop coal trucks in the 1984-85
strike were only told that they should
not have been there. Of course,
protesters who stoned police in
Plymouth the next day were
condemned-—but only as outside
agitators, in contrast to the respectable
protesters,

‘Our caring attitude’

The Tories can readily, if not
honourably, concede the argument to
the protesters because at the end of the
day it does not matter. Characteristic of
protests today, animal welfare is not an
issue that will rock the status quo. In
the very nature of its ethereal maral
value, banning live animal exports will
do no harm to the Tory government or
the vested interests it represents.

In fact animal welfare is so
malleable a proposition that it can
easily be reformulated in the terms the
Conservatives prefer. In his letter to
Brightlingsea, Bernard Jenkin explains
patronisingly that the matter is complex
because it is ‘tied to our membership of
the Eurapean Union’. ‘Unfortunately”,
he continues, ‘few of our European
partners share our caring attitude
towards animals’,




For the protesters the animal welfare
issue creates a moral framework that
establishes their self-righteousness.
But it can just as easily create a moral
framework for the self-righteousness
of the Eurosceptic Tory. In fact the
Conservative Party has been active
on the issue longer than many of
the protesters.

Tories like the maverick ex-minister
Alan Clark have been promoting
animal rights in much the same spiril
as Joyce D’Silva—as a classical Home
Counties prejudice aboul the superior
ways of the English. Preoccupied with
its own dwindling support, the
Conservative government has been
trying to make animal welfare into
a stick to beat other EU countries with.

The Tories argue that they banoed
live exports in the seventies, only for
the Labour government to overturn
the ban, ‘Since then', writes Bernard
Jenkin, “the single European market,
which makes no distinction between
live animals and other produce
has opened up’,

Those filthy foreigners, with their
disgusting eating habits and cruelty
to animals.... This is the prejudice that
the Conservatives have introduced into

the animal welfare issue. Not that it
was difficull. The whole point about
animal welfare as a cause is that

it creates a pulpit from which

to lecture others.

Roberta Hyland spent a night in
police cells after intervening to save
her son from a beating at Brightlingsea.
Effortlessly she asserts, ‘Continentals
are cruel: look at the way they treat
their dogs’. It is a petty prejudice
of little consequence, but it is
an indication of the way that moral
outrage suits reactionary sentiment.

Roberta Hyland’s outlook is not
so different from Alan Clark’s or even
William Waldegrave’s. It is also an
example of the way that a protest
like the animal welfare campaign can
go full circle, It starts with a thoroughly
respectable issue pursued with
apparently radical tactics; then the
issue gets taken up by everyonc as an
uncontroversial vehicle for profest at
the government. But because the issue
never was a big challenge to the status
quo anyway, the cause can even be
adopted by the government and given
the stamp of British conservatism. @

Additional reporting by Alec Turner
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James Ferman, director of the British Board of Film Classification, is Britain’s top
censor. These days, however, he is more interested in the new school of media
education than in imposing old-fashioned bans.

Andrew Calcutt asks whether this is a step forward for the consumer or a more
insidious way of controlling what we are allowed to watch

PR AW HARL KRAVE IR

regulators. By the year 20(K)
close m.,ul‘mnn of the media is
not going to work. | don’t think anyone
who succeeds me is going to be able
to keep a grip on all the media through
pre-velting because things are flving
into our homes from all dircctions,
from beyond our shores. We will
have to teach kids how to survive
in a media-saturated society.”

James Ferman, 64-vear old
director of the British Board of Film
Classification (BBFC), is convinced
that old-style censorship (*pre-vetting ')
is being left behind by new media
technologies such as satellite TV,
dial-a-video and the information
superhighway. It is his view thal

“within the next 10 years the problem
is going to be not the material, but the
way people use it”, Teaching the correct
use of media is Ferman's new priority.
In 1994 he played a prominent part in
lobbying the Department for Education
to put media studies back on the
national curriculum,

The BBFC is only one of a whole
family of regulators which monitor
and control what we can see on radio,
television, film and video. These
include the Broadeasting Standards
Council, the Broadeasting Complaints
Commission, the BBC's new in-house
watchdog, the Independent Television
Commission and the Advertising
Standards Authority. All are tightening
up their rules on what we can and
cannot watch,

The BBFC is the oldest and
most influential of these institutians.
Its director probably enjoys more legal
powers than any other censor in the

‘I am the last of the old-fashioned

Western world, “There’s no doubt,
I suppose, I do act like a Big Brother'.
he admits.

But Ferman is no slercotypical
censor. He is critical of ‘media hype’
aboul screen violence and ‘simplistic’
politicians who want to outlaw
everylthing they dislike, and says
hé®* would expect Living Marxism
to produce a serious discussion, not
a trivialisation” of these complex
issues. In October 1994 the BBEC
banned Oliver Stone's Narural Born
Killers after press reports that the film
prompied copycat killings. Ferman
myestigated the claims and found them
wanting. “We talked to local police
officers and the FBI, and did a traw|
of the American press, and checked the
French case too. We lfound media hype
but no valid connection. so we decided
to act on our original intention,’
Natwral Born Kiflers was eventually
released on 24 February 1995, with an
187 certificate (and the 150 cuts made
in America).

Velvet glove

Last vear. too, Ferman opposed David
Alton’s amendment to the Criminal
Justice and Public Order Bill on the
grounds that it would impose excessive
and unworkable restrictions on video.
His mildly sceptical stance on the
alleged effects of screen violence

has more in common with cultural
studies professors than religious
fundamentalists such as Alton or
Mary Whitchouse. In the two vears
since the death of James Bulger, the
BBFC director has stood out against
waves ol hysteria over violent videos,

His record as a TV director (Emergency

Ward 10. Armchair Theatre) and
his own experience of the censor’s blue
pencil (in 1961 his TV documentary
on Northern Ireland was first banned
and then cul by 17 minutes before
transmission), appear to have
immunised him against the excessive
zeal associated with his profession.

Do not. however, be fooled.
Ferman has a velvet voice bul he’s
no soft touch. This is a sophisticated
operator who now eschews
old-fashioned censorship in favour of
more subtle methods of regulating what
we can and cannot see. The methods
which are emerging under his direction
are less explicit but more extensive
than traditional techniques of ‘close
regulation’. Even in our own homes.,
we will be increasingly subjected to
the insidious influence of the BBFC
and ather regulatory bodies.

Ferman speaks the new language
of empowerment, as he outlines how
Wwe dre moving away from a situation
where everybody has to trust the
BBFC’s judgement, to ane where
the BBEC can help people acquire
“the information and the understanding’
necessary to make judgements for
themselves. Yet behind the fashionable
vocabulary, the BBFC operates on
the basis of a set of elitist assumptions
which are as okl as censorship itself.

I'he BBFC director takes it for
granted that he and his peers know
what’s best, They have superior
knowledge which must be imparted to
the rest of us, and they assume the right
10 decide how much media we can cope
with, But who asked the board to
impose its ‘understanding” on the rest of
us? Certainly not the viewing public, p

interview wit!
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Interview with the censor

Standard critic Alexander Walker once
described as “gynaecological
precision’, Ferman told me about the
changes he had made in Abel Ferrara’s
Bad Lieutenant (1992) before issuing it
with an “18° certificate. *In the rape on
the altar scene there were two very
sexual shots. We didn’t want it 10 be
sexually exciting, so we took them out.”
In Censored: The Story of Film
Censorship in Britain, Tom Dewe
‘ Mathews explains how Ferman altercd

. . o f eraphic sexual viol N
| Ferman insists that the in Henry: Portrait of a Serial Kille
1991). A int F inserted
. BBFC must be allowed to { ). At one point Ferman inserte
take decisions on our behalf

The BBEC is as unrepresentative
today as it was in 1978, when even
the government-sponsored Williams
commitiee on obscenily and censorship
described it as “a self-perpetuating
private body answerable 1o no one for
the way it conducts its affairs’,

The director, together with the
president (the Earl of Harewood) and
the two vice-presidents (Lord Birkett

a later shot: “The principle we followed
in cutting the scene was to cut out the
masturbatory pleasure. We were
worried about the sexual turn-on

and Monica Sims, former controller of
Radio Four), was appointed by private
arrangement between the Home Office
and the film industry. The deliberations
of the BBFC are made public only at
the director’s discretion. Examiners
arc chosen by the director from the
ranks of the professional classes. The
current intake includes psychologists,
social workers and teachers, It all adds
up to a combination of old-fashioned
paternalism (Lord Harewood’s pedigree
is Eton, Cambridge and the BBC) and
the ‘caring professionalism’ of the
nineties, with Ferman as the link man
between the two. For all the changes he
has made, the BBFC is still an example
ol the great and the good deciding
what’s best for the rest of us.

Ferman insists that there is
a particularly pressing reason why
the BBFC must be allowed to take
decisions on our behalf today: women
and children are at risk, and he has to
intervene to protect society’s viclims.

“There are certain kinds of images
and certain kinds of contexts for images
which are worrying. Sexual violence is
the most obvious. There is very good
research evidence that men are turned
on by certain kinds of sexual violence
towards women. It plays to the old
Adam and I'm afraid a lot of men
still have the thrill of the chase in
them...apparently 40 per cent of males
are vulnerable to this kind of media
influence.”

The case for media ‘effects’—the
alleged link between screen images
and human behaviour—remains
entirely unproven. Yet Ferman takes
it as read that “apparently 40 per cent
of males” may not be able to control
their hormones or their reactions 1o
visual slimuli. So he takes it upon
himself to do it for them.

A couple of examples typify the
condescending attitudes and working
practices which are current at the
BBFC, where every lilm is scrutinised
and many are edited with what Evening
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clement for solitary men watching

at home.” {Quoted on p268) He aimed
to ‘get the audience to take a properly
moral view about the violence that’s
shown on screen’. The idea that the
audience could, as director John
McNaughton intended, simultancously
enjoy a violent sexual fantasy and feel
uncomfortable about doing so. has

no place in Ferman’s low opinion

of the man in the multiplex.

By such meticulous but profoundly
unscientific methods, Ferman sets
himself up as the authority on what
prople can gel sexually excited about,
and on who can masturbate, when
and for how long,

Satanic abuse

The BBEC director was keen o
explain his role of *moral guardianship’
in the protection of children from
dysfunctional homes. “We can’t censor
things for adults on the basis that some
adults will be irresponsible with their
children. On the other hand, I think too
many children are seeing “18" videos
as a matter of course. They live in
dysfunctional homes where their
parents don’t care what they watch.
That is worrying and it mus! affect
general standards. If 187 doesn’t really
mean “18” in a significant minority of
homes, then maybe some adults will
have to give some things up. This is
why video is slightly more strictly
regulated than cinema, because cinema
has a gatekeeper at the box office and
video doesn't.”

Note that, despite his initial claim
of non-intervention in adult viewing,
Ferman reserves the right to judge
parents, to define families as
‘dysfunctional’, and to regulate home
videos accordingly, But what gives this
self-appointed ‘gatekeeper’ of family
morals the right to make such
judgements? The record shows that
the BBFC’s expressions of concern
for children have often acted simply
as another pretext for controlling the
viewing of adults. In 1992, the board
refused a certificate for the release
of The Exorcist on video because

of ‘the potential use of the film in
terrifving children as a part of “Satanic™
abuse. We know that videos are used
in this way’ (Guardian. 18 February
1994). In fact we now know that
Satanic ritual abuse was a figment of
urban mythology; vet The Exorcist is
still unavailable for home-viewing.
Wary of criticism that
‘dysfunctional’ has been used as
a codeword for working class families..
Ferman went out of his way to include
‘the homes of media prople where
kids of eight, nine, ten are all upstairs
watching Robocop” as symptomatic
of ‘emotionally dysfunctional” families.
If the definition of families in need of
moral guardianship is so flexible, what
is to stop the BBFC expanding it
further, perhaps to encompass
households where unattended children
watch violence on the news? Since
Ferman is not answerable to the
viewing public, it seems that only
he can define the limits of interference
in our private affairs.

Imbued with elitism

Current working practices at the BBFC
are imbued with elitism, old and new.
Ferman's plans for media education
involve more of the same, except that
the next generation of professional
intervention will be even more intrusive.

The education programme is still
at the research-and-development stage,
*We are working with the National
Society for the Prevention of Cruelty
to Children’, explained Ferman,
‘on a series of short leaflets which will
be in retail shops and video libraries,
The leaflets will ask “Do you know
what your child is watching?”, “Are
you able to talk to your children about
what they see?”, “Do you think you
ought t0?”, On a fairly ordinary level
for ordinary people—Ilife problems
and how you deal with them’,

‘The leaflets are the practical
expression of Ferman’s submission
to the 1994 parliamentary inquiry into
video vialence and young offenders, in
which he argued that ‘in the end, it is
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up to adults to police their own viewing
and the viewing of their children’,

It might sound as if the dulcet-toned
director is saying that adults should

be treated like adults, with the right to
choose what’s good for them and their
children. But when the BBFC director
says ‘it is up to adulis’, he really means
it’s up to us 1o do as he suggests and

to “‘police” our viewing according

to his rules,

The reasoning behind the Ferman
strategy for media education is that
‘ordinary prople’ lack the maturity
and independence to make informed
and responsible choices. As he told
the Evening Standard last year, ‘most
people ensure that medicines and
alcohol are kept out of the reach
of children. Yet few parents grasp the
need for comparable controls on TV or
viden® (6 June 1994). In his submission
to the parliamentary inquiry, Ferman
highlighted the role of media education
in teaching people to stop doping their
children with the plug-in drug of screen
images: “The need now is for a scrious
attempt to educate the public about
their own responsibilities...we are going

to have to teach parents how to exercise
responsibility.’

In Ferman’s eyes, it seems, parenls
have not yet reached the mental age
where they can be trusted to use the
remote control without supervision.
With media proliferation undermining
the old gatekeeping technicques, new
methods of superyision are required.
Media education is the foremost of
‘the other ways of control” which
Ferman says the BBFC is “trying to
depend on'. Unlike the galekeeping
censors of yesteryear, the methods of
contral in the BBFC's media education
programme can reach right into
our homes.

Ferman believes that ‘everybody’
can benefit from media education.
From the cradle to the grave, no one
will escape the BBFC education
programme. All children will be taught
that ‘violence on screen isn’t real’,
despite the many studies which show
that most children of about five pick up
this distinction as a matter of course.
‘By 14, 15 we can begin tackling their
sexual experiences’, he savs, ‘the lies
that pornography tells them, and that

mutual relationships are really about
mutuality’. Is this media or moral
education? Ferman readily admits
that ‘it certainly will be connected
with moral education’.

Media studies originated as an
attempt to enable students (o decode
messages in screen images. Ferman's
plan is to incorporate media studies it
the broadcasting of moral messages. as
a modern, secular form of religious
education. No doubt the BBFC
will decide which media images are
consistent with the designated thought
for the day.

The BBFC director denies that
‘cansumer advice” will be obligatos
But, as he told the select committee
of MPs, he is at ease with the idea
that ‘we are probably at the last gasp
of the rights-based society...about
to be overtaken by the society that
acknowledges duties and obligations’.
In short, this means that the right of
adults to watch what they see fit will be
abrogated in favour of the parents’ duty
to submit to the code of appropriate
viewing prescribed by the board.

An unnamed BBEC official admitted
as much to the Daily Mail: “parents
who refuse to toe the line could be
made to feel like drink drivers—
people who are bevond the pale.’
(13 April 1994)

Instead of old-style censorship,
this is control by moral censure:
censure-ship,

Of course Ferman denies being
elitist—that would be vulgar. But his
starting-point is that adults cannot
cope with being bombarded by media
images, unless they are schooled
throughout their lives by professional
educators. Spreading the gospel that
only the professionals can save us from
ourselves, and teaching the viewing
public not to trust its own judgement—
these are the debilitating lessons of the
Ferman strategy for media education. @
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Behind the hysteria about an Islamic threat to the
] West, the French and other Western governments
are backing a bloody war against the Algerian people.

Robert Hughes reports

A fundamental confusion

Algeria has become the front line in
the supposed war between Islam and the West,
‘If Algeria’s fundamentalist rebels overthrow its
military government, as they probably will,
some implacably bitter people will take control
of North Africa’s biggest country’, warned the
Economist last summer. And worse was 10
come; ‘This may help fundamentalists to come
to pawer elsewhere. For a time there will be
a tans-Mediterrancan cold war; perhaps, in
flashes, a hot one.” (6 August 1994)

What is particularly worrying fo Western
commentators is that the Islamic opposition in
Algeria is not only anti-Western, but irrational.
apparently motivated by dark forces which ‘we’
cannot comprehend. After all, as Ronakl Payne
noted after the Christmas hijacking of a French
airliner, the West ‘cannot win an anti-terrorist
war against suicide bambers burning with faith’
(Ewropean, 6-12 January 1995).

But what is so unfathomable about the
Algerian conflict? And, when it comes lo rela-
tions between the West and Algeria, just who is
threatening whom? There is nothing particularly
mysterious about the causes of the war in
Algeria. But the facts have been buried under
a mountain of hysteria about the ‘Islamic threat’.
The teuth is that for more than three years the
French and other Western governments have
backed the Algerian regime in a brutal war
against its own people.

Algeria won independence from France in
1962 following a bloody eight-vear conflict
which cost a million Algerian lives. But by the
end of the 1980s, the nationalist project of the
National Liberation Front (FLN) had reached
the end of the road.

The FLN regime's attempt to build a strong,
independent country was curtailed by Algeria’s
continuing subordination to the world economy.
In common with other third world countries,
the Algerian cconomy was dependent on exporl
sales of its resources. Oil and gas provided
97 per cent of Algeria's export earnings. By 1987,
after a global collapse in oil prices, 87 per cent of
those earnings were being eaten up by interest
payments to Western financiers.

President Chadli Benjedid embarked on
a massive programme of austerily and market
reforms— Chadli’s perestroika’. This met with
the approval of Algeria’s foreign creditors, but
led to a further dramatic fall in the living
standards of ordinary Algerians. By 1988 unem-
ployment bad reached 60 per cent for voung
Algerians, Even the most basic foodstuffs
became scarce and could only be bought on
the black market at inflated prices. A chronic
housing shortage meant massive overcrowding.
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The resentment of young Algerians erupted in
major riots in October 1988. It took the army
several days to regain control, and then only after
killing 500 people. Chadli attempted to contain
popular anger by rapidly introducing political
reforms. Opposition parties were legalised for
the first time.

The extent of disaffection from the ruling
FLN was revealed in local elections in June
1990 when a majority of seats were won by the
recently formed Islamic Salvation Front (FIS).
The legitimacy of the FLN had rested on its lead-
crship of the heroic struggle against the French
and its promise of economic prosperity to come.
But this meant little to the majority of Algerians
who had been born after the war, and who
could see no future except empty stomachs. The
pauperisation of Algerians at the hands of
Western banks made a mockery of Algerian
independence.

The vote for the FIS did not mean that
Algerians thought that a theocracy was the
answer to their problems. Instead, the FIS filled
a political vacuum. It expressed opposition to bath
the Algerian regime and its Western backers, at
a time when the West was humiliating the whole
of the Arab world through its destruction of Irag
in the Gulf War. In January 1991 half a million
people marched in Algiers in support of Iraqg.

After several delays and army crackdowns,
the first round of elections to the national
assembly took place in December 1991. The FIS
won 189 of the 231 seats decided, requiring only
27 of the remaining 199 seats 10 win an outright
majority in the second round.

But the second round never happened.
The army commanders decided that things had
gone too far. In January 1992 the Algerian armesl
forces took control and launched a massive
crackdown. Over 10 (00 FIS supporters were
interned without trial in concentration camps
in the southern desert. The FIS was outlawed,
FIS leaders called for calm and urged people not
to respond to army provocation. But things could
not be contained so easily. After an initial lull
there were riots and gun battles, Armed groups
began to organise to take on the army. The war
had begun.

This is a war that until recently attracted
little media coverage. It has only hit the head-
lines when Europeans have been killed or when
a particularly gruesome atrocity, like the January
car-bombing that killed 42 people in Algiers,
has been attributed to Islamie fundamentalists.
Anybody reading the reporls would have
the clear impression that the government
had adopled an essentially defensive posture,
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under sicge from Islamist terror groups picking
off government forces and civilians at will.

The reality is that the Algerian government is
responsible for massacring thousands—not only
Islamist activists but friends, family or sympa-
thisers. or those with no connection with the FIS
at all. Army policy includes the destruction of
whole villages in reprisal for Islamist attacks.
The government rules by terror. in a grim echo
of French rule during the FLN's own war
of independence. Little wonder the regime is
now known as ‘Hizb Fransa’ (Party of France).

In the words of Professor Monigue Gadant of
the University of Paris VIIL, “the so-called “secu-
rity” forces use exactly the same methods as
those branded “barbaric” [when used] by the
fundamentalists. Summary exccutions, torture




and even throats slit and the public exposure of
corpses’ (Middle East Dialogue, 19 May 1994),

A recent report by Amnesty International
detailed some of the government’s grisly methods
(Algeria: Repression and Violence Must End,
25 October 1994). The security forces have shol
hundreds of people in retaliation or as an alter-
native to arrest. Tens of thousands have been
detained under emergency laws. Special courts
presided over hy anonymous, masked judges
have passed over 1100 death sentences,

State prisoners are held incommunicado for
weeks or months after arrest and routinely
tortured. Torture methods include the ‘chiffon’
(partial suffocation with chemical-soaked rags);
the use of blowtorches and drills; the extraction
»f toenails and fingernails; electric shoc

| suspension by the wr
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ists in contorted positions
for long pericds; sexual abuse with bottles
and sticks: beatings, death threats and mock
executions. Confessions extracted under torture
are roulinely accepted in court. The regime has
tartured scores of Algerians to death.

Amnesty also documented other activities of
the security forces—the burning and mutilation
of bodies, sometimes in front of the families
of the victims; throat-slitting and decapitation of
men, women and children; maiming by severing
of genitals and limbs. The army has also taken
to hanging bodies from trees, pour encourager
les autres.

Until September 1994 the Algerian govern-
ment insisted that the. war had only produced
4000 casualties. Then, as a prelude to talks with

the FIS, the government upped its figures to
10 000 dead. But in December 1994, Le Parisien
disclosed figures from a secret Algerian army
réport stating that almost 35 000 had died in the
first 10 months of 1994 alone. Current casualties
are estimated at 800-1000 per week.

Against this bloody background, the reaction
of the FIS is more noteworthy for its relative
moderation than for its brutality. The actions of
the FIS leadership have often belied its blood-
thirsty image. The Islamists are not even respon-
sible for many of the attacks for which they arc
blamed. For example, the televised assassination
of President Mohammed Boudiaf in 1992 was
i iately put down to fundamentalist terros
In fact, Boudiaf was killed by his bodyguards

| probably as a result of a feud within the reg
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For the French elite, the war is not merely a question
of what happens in Algiers, but of what will happen
in Paris

From the start, the FIS has tried to contain popu-
lar anger. Its leaders have repeatedly expressed

their willingness to work with the West, in par- |

ticular voicing their appreciation of the call for
negotiations from the USA. The aim of the FIS
has never been to create a revolution, but to
achieve a stake in power. Violence was only
a reaction to government repression. Once vio-
lence broke out, the FIS aimed to use this as
a lever to pressure the authorities to negotiate.
The initiative for talks has constantly come from
the FIS. Even the bogeymen of the Armed
Islamic Group, responsible for the Christmas
Air France hijack, have recently expressed their
willingness to negotiate a ceasefire.

The key factor in sustaining the conflict
has not been fundamentalist fervour, bul West-
ern intervention. Rather than being the innocent
bystander threatened by Islam, the West has
played a full role in the war from the start.
Without support from its Western backers the
Algerian regime would have had to come to
some accommacation long ago.

France has played the leading role in orches-
trating the war against the FIS, and was almost
certainly dircctly involved in organising the 1992
coup that subverted the elections. Various reports
have stated that Algerian interior minister General
Larbi Belkheir visited Paris twice between the
FIS victory in the first round of elections on 26
December 1991 and the coup on 11 January 1992,
promising that on his return he would sweep the
Islamist militants from the streets,

Shortly after the coup France’s then foreign
minister, Roland Dumas of the Socialist Party,
visited Algiers to tell the junta that its *policies of
restoring the authority of the state and economic
reform’ were ‘courageous’. France has supported
the regime cconomically, politically and militar-
ily. France led the way in winning agreement
from Algeria’s creditors in the IME, World Bank,
EU and elsewhere for the rescheduling of debt
and the advancement of fresh loans. This West-
ern aid to the junta has amounted to well over
$20 billion since the 1992 coup.

There is intimate cooperation between the
French and Algerian military and intelligence
services. As the war has progressed the Algerian
security forces have become more and more
an adjunct of the French military. Indeed it
seems more than a coincidence that the current
army chief-of-staff Mohammed Lamari, along
with the heads of military security and the
gendarmerie are all former officers in the French

army. Regular secret night-time flights from |

Rennes airport in Brittany have supplied the
Algerian regime with French military equipment,
including a large number of helicopter gunships
with infra-red vision and thermal sensors to hunt
- down Islamist activists in the countryside at
| night. The French military are training helicopter
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pilots at Le Lue, near Toulon. The Paris weekly
¥SD reported in November that 50 French mili-
tary advisers were operating with the Algerian
armed forces.

Following an attack on the French embassy
compound in August 1994, 1500 French para-
troopers flew into Algiers with two planeloads
of equipment. This was more than enough to
guard the French embassy and consulates.
Rumours circulated that the paras were also there
to provide personal protection for the junta.
While having access to Algerian intelligence,
the French also operate their own monitoring
systems. A French spy ship sits just off the
Algerian coast monitoring all radio traffic—not
just from the Islamist groups, but government
communications too, French spy planes patrol
Algeria 24 hours a day. Spying is also coordi-
nated through the French embassy.

The Christmas Air France hijack made clear
that Algerian sovercignty no longer exists in
practice. It is normal procedure that the govern-
ment of the country where the plane is located
takes responsibility for resolving a hijack.
However, although the planc was hijacked in
Algeria, France made it clear from the start that
il expected to run the show. France criticised the
Algerians for refusing to allow French diplomats
to negotiate from the control tower. The French
pilot refused to cooperate with the Algerian
authorities and kep! the aircraft doors locked in
order to thwarl any atempted rescue by the
Algerians. ‘We insisted forcefully that the
Algerian authorities should not allow a bloodbath
in Algeria and expressed our strong desire (o get
the plane back’, disclosed French foreign minis-
ter Alain Juppé. When the Algerians delaved,
French prime minister Edouard Balladur phoned
Algerian president General Liamine Zeroual
with his orders. Within two hours the plane was
on its way to Marseille,

For France, Algeria is far more than a foreign
issuc. Until 1962, Algeria was not merely
a colony, but a department of the French state.
Even today, the French political class automati-
cally assumes that France is responsible for what
happens in Algeria, and thal what happens in
Algeria will have serious repercussions for the
domestic stability of French society. Hence the
last vestiges of Algerian sovereignty have disap-
peared as the French have moved to take control
of the crisis.

For the French clite, the war is not merely
a question of what happens in Algiers, but of
what will happen in Paris. “We do not want 10
meddle in Algeria’s domestic affairs’, says prime
minister Balladur, ‘but we have the right to tell
them, since a large Algerian comumunity lives on
our territory, that we look forward to the return of
civil peace on Algerian soil’. In these circum-
stances it is not surprising that interior minister
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Charles Pasqua has been to the fore both in
formulating France's Algeria policy and con-
ducting a crackdown on immigrants from north
Africa within France. A recent Le Monde car-
toon cquated Islamic fundamentalism with Aids.
The implication is that the immigrant commu-
nity will be the carriers of the Islamist virus into
the heart of France.

In fact Muslims in France show little interest
in [slamic fundamentalism. A recent opinion poll
in Le Monde showed that fewer than 10 per cent
wanted a FIS government in Algeria. If anything,
it is the harassment at the hands of the authoritics
which will turn Muslims against France.

The hysteria about the ‘Green Peril” of Islam
has much more to do with the insecurities of
the French authorities than with any real threat
from fundamentalism. After all, il France’s
rulers were confident about their hold on society.
there would be na need to worry about the loyal--
ties of immigrants (or of the French)., Like the
rest of the Western political elite, the French
authorities are dogged by self-doubt and a loss of
direction. They command little respect from the
wider population because they have no solutions
to the problems of contemporary society. It is
hardly surprising that they see fundamental
threats around every corner.

While the French arc in the front line, other
Western powers appear more relaxed about
events in Algeria. The USA has criticised
France’s hardline approach as the barrier to a
negotiated settlement. The US government has
maintained extensive contacts with the FIS, and
repeatedly called on the Algerian authorities to
open a dialogue. In turn, the supposedly anti-
Western FIS has hailed the USA for its *objec-
tivity and maturity’. Despite the killing of over
70 foreigners by Islamic groups, there has not
been a single attack on a US citizen or US interests.

But US intervention has little to do with
a desire for a just peace in Algeria. Washington
simply wants a settlement that will enable it
to extend its influence at the expense of the
French, and to protect the multi-billion dollar
contracts which US corporations have recently
signed to exploit Algeria’s oil and gas fields.
Although Washington has criticised France for
backing the Algerian military, US intervention
has also stirred things up. The US supported
the coup and has quietly provided support for the
regime. At the same time, however, US contacts
with the FIS have given it something to fight
for, in the belief that it can play off the USA
against France. :

The yearning of ordinary Algerians for a bet- |

ter life has been suffocated by a brutal war
and a sordid contest for Western sponsorship
between the regime and the FIS. The first step
towards a real solution must be to end all
Western interference in Algeria’s affairs. L ]




TOBY BANKS

i one of the most famous and oft-repeated clips: in. British TV

history. the midifle class satirical show Thar Was the Week thay Was

paid tribute to President Kennedy: after his death in 1963, The dradi-
tional song poking fun at the week’s events was repladed by a wielko-
dramatic ballad: David Frost took a break from rocking the foundations
‘of the establishment and became a spokesmin o BBC values; putiing
on-his sincenest face o delives a specch on:the meaning of mostality.
He cxplamed “howson: the: day-of Kennedy's assassination. buadreds
had: disd i an accident in - America, et we would: remermber the
one desthand Torget the others: In: dxalh as i 1 wes are not equaly
te concluded:

This of course is 2 ﬁumhur cancept to those of us who have grown

1P -sinee those ﬁatlv da\'a of: wlermon. ‘Jdpmese eaﬂhquakc Kills

fust t!m Lllc.\‘t variation on the xheme Iis
indecd accepted that in death, as in life,
some are more: British, more - socially
nparant, more cgnal tha nthers;
When' it comes to these cymical: wlcn-,
lations, nothiug surprises. me. There 18
i shonage of examples: of mnacent
penple: @!aughtcmd 16 suit e ‘purposes
of the powers: that: be /in Westminster
“and Whisehall. And there I vo shortage
of journalists prepared patriofically to

ignore these nncominntable facts. Ta keqnug wnh shis feadition, recent

cammuemorations-af: the Holocust ehiose 1o overlovk the: British goy-
Efnment’s refusal to bamb supply lines fo Auschwitz, of it rejection Gf
thousands of Jesvish refugecs, fel slone its silerice oy the subject of the
“persecation: of the Jows;a silence which 1t disingenuously” tried o
Justify picthe grounds that mﬂmg the subject wuuld ERCAUTAZE PHpU-
lar anfi- Semmqm

For the: Buu,sh experience af death camps wis restricted to the troops
“who - ammived: at Belsen and ' the secondhand  dccounts of fareign:

SURVIVOTS The whale issuc of the Holocawst is inseparable: from the

smug sense of moral superiority that is pcrpt.tr:uul thepugh the national
myth of a people’s war against fascism--a mythithat was consciously

created duning the wat, and has formed a core element of what it menns

to b Brifish for the generations bora since. Whenever i MRS Rrave is
shown, the natiai gl\'ea itself @ pat on the back

“The' establishment’s frue feelings were revealed, quite noself:
wnwoush' by Richard Dimbleby in anothes historic: broadeast -
more famous ‘even than David Frost’s—which he' delivered from
Belsen in April 1945, shortly after its captore by the: Brivish army.
The brosde AELwaAS: qhmm again as part of the recent TV Holocaustiest,
introduced: in emwbl) ‘roverent terms by Jonathan; whao mnaged 1o
pull:bis head out of Prince Charles’ arse for long envugh 1o explain
tacus that the: mmpurt:lm.e of ‘the picce Tay as much in hig fattier’s

p::rfonnance as in'the gvents he described. As I say, I'm not ustilly

kll!s hundreds--
blonde British
model safe’

kind, and takes the troubh, W dl\ungmsb thiemy: frany the rest. Under-

“ihe hot-headed protaganists, ‘Steady i Eriett

y of death

surprised by this sort of thing, bus Dimbleby’s rémarks—hardly off
fhe-cuff; sfter allwerd gcnumdv shoc)um; Reflecting on the hO'T(m
surraunding him, he snypped: *Ihis is what the Germans did, let there
he o mistake shout it did defiberiely and slowly fo doctors, authors,
{awyers, musicians; to professional people of every kind.”

Of course. there s a long tradition of patrioty British anti-Nazism,
which stiesses the *respectable” and passive victims, The authorities
liked 1o play down the Jewish aspect. The left version, as espoused
by Picture Post in the thirties, liked: 1o contrast Tewish Nobel prize-

winsiess to the Nuzi philistines who were forcing them into exile. Both
versions ‘put forward o flattering picture of Britain as & haven of
C1¥ xl)\cdv')lum Dni\' tbe other day. Paul Talnsbn wrote a commemo-

""" “pative pmc ‘that concentrated on singing
the praises of famons Jews who enriched
aurculiure, :

All‘the same; it's hard 1o'comprebend
the mentality of @ figure: like Dimbleby.
One eve firmly on posterity, well aware
of the irapartance of 'the ‘subject, he
wriles asceipt for broadeast to tens of
millions of ‘peaple ¥ia the BBC. Faced
with: thousands of - naked corpses, he
chooses [ see - doctors,” authors. musi-
cians; - lawvers, prafessionals of every

standable, though: for & man in his-pasition, confronted by 4 crime

against professivnal humamw

uich has been sritten on the subject of the Cantona incident,
most of it bidsed - and  ill-informed.: ‘After  the initial
crucitixion ol the great man, attention has shifted fo the *problent” of
the hosiile pature: of speetators: Matthew Simmons; the Crystal Palace

“fan alleged to have pm»ol\ed the fiery Freénchman, has been accused of

shouting foul and racist ahuse; but he sirongly denies this. According
1o his versionof events; e shomted, ‘O v gu: Cantora-—it’s st early

“showir Tor youl” and puinied to the dressing room. As 4 eye-witness

aivself. T oan vouch for this. Alhough Twas oo, far away to hear the
exact words used by Me: Simmons, his mczmmg as: glatn: from his

gestures, and wasly ptcal of the general tesponse of Patice SUppOers.

When Cantony reacted incauticusly ta Simmons” remarks: s true

bt the crowd vaiced its disspproval, but reports of fiowling mobs with

faces twisted in hate were well wide of the mark. Lip-readers will have
no trouble’ i verifying the responsible nature of the adyice offered to
and ‘Frivugh’s enough,
clyin®’; cried those: spectators spotting United favours, while Palace
enthusiasts yrged Mr Simmons to Coal down”: and ‘Don’t stoopia his
1ewl' I hope: that this will te the Tastwe hear af the mutter, 0 @
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The speed with which Mexico's economy has gone from ‘boom’ to bust exposes
the underlying weakness of the world economy, says Andy Clarkson

The market goes down Mexico way

N
¢

- ust befare Christmas, US financial
‘ experts were going wild about the
prospects for the ‘newly emerging
markets’ of Latin America in 1995,
encouraging anybody with some spare
capital Lo invest it south of the Tex-Mex
border. But before Wall Street’s
linanciers could carve their turkeys, the
Mexican Bolsa (stock exchange) had
crashed, and they had to watch the
value of their Latin investments
tumble by some $20 billion,

The sudden rise and fall of the
Mexican economic ‘miracle’ is a story
of global capilalism today; 4 system
in which speculative gambling has
overtaken productive investment,

PR hype substitutes for economic
analysis, and instability is just about
the only thing you can count on.

Incapable of tackling the huge task
of rejuvenating the stagnant American
economy, investment analysts have
been desperately casting around for
any sign of life elsewhere in the world
market. For much of the 1990s, Wall
Street’s finest have focused on what
they generously call the ‘emerging
markets’ of Latin America, depicted
as dynamic areas of growth in
America’s backyard. Latin America,
they eagerly told investors, was the
‘comeback kid' who had staged
a remarkable recovery from the
debt-ridden days of the eighties and
was now producing annual economic
growth of three or four per cenl.

The venture capitalists went for the
bait, and American inveslors were
responsible for $45 billion out of the
estimated $60 billion that flowed into
Latin America in the early nineties.

By April 1993 the Amex Bank
Review was arguing that Latin America
was pioneering economic recovery
among the lesser developed countrics
(LDCs), “with direct investment rising
from a low point of under $4 billion
in 1986 to an estimated net flow of
close to $14 billion in 1992’ Indeed,
Amex helieved that the future for
Latin America looked even brighter
than for the newly industrialised slates
on the Asian side of the Pacific Rim,
because ‘Latin America is enjoying
large amounts of investment while
the Asian countries are now the major
borrowers '

‘There is, however, an important
difference between Asia and Latin
America in this respect. In countries
like China and Taiwan, serious money
(much of it Japanese) is being invested

on a long-term basis in establishing
new industries and services. By
contrast, the mainly US funds that
have been flowing into Mexica,
Argentina, Brazil and Chile have
been almost entirely short-term
speculative investments.

Systematic economic development
can only happen when foreign
investment brings in new production
plants, research facilities, plus all the
accompanying infrastructure (transport,
telecommunications, etc). This is
commonly known as direct investment.
If sustained over a long enough period,
the cconomy can begin self-generating
industries. This has been the experience
of the Asian tigers like South Korea
and Taiwan.

Foreign investment confers fewer
lasting benefits when it is in the form
of speculative shorl-term financial
transfers which are used, not to create
productive outlets, but to buy shares
in existing companies, stocks and
bonds and other picces of paper. These
transactions are known as portfolio
investment or *hot money”, and account
for a large proportion of international
dealings today. (Indeed the official
figures, quoted by sources such as
Amex, tend to underestimate the
extent of portfolio investment, since
a financial investment of more than
15 per cent of a company’s shares
is typically reclassified as direct
investment.)

Asset-stripping

Most of the investment that Wall Street
poured into Latin America has been hot
maney looking for a fast buck. The lure
that Latin American regimes dangled
to entice the money markets was
privatisation. A rash of sales of
state-owned concerns throughout Latin
America attracted the financial sharks
from Wall Street, the City and the
Bourse. They were drawn by the
prospect of buying up whale industries
at rock-bottom prices, closing down

the companies, and selling off

the cquipment at a big mark-up.

This practice, usually called
‘assel-stripping’, was hardly the

basis for building sound ¢conomic
growth in Latin America.

Even if you examine foreign direct
investment trends in Latin America,
the signs have not been good. Foreign
finance has recently been moving
away from investment in Mexican
manufacturing industry, towards

building big shopping malls which
can sell American-made goods to
Mexico’s rapidly expanding
population of 85m.

Of the new foreign direct investment
that Latin America did secure in the
early ninetics, more went into raw
material extraction or lertiary services
than into high-grade manufacturing
activity, The small industrial base that
has been created by foreign investment
in the tax-free maguiladora zone on the
US-Mexican border accounts for only
eight per cent of all foreign investment
in Mexico. Even this evidence of
industrialisation-on-the-cheap is
deceptive: the maquiladora economy
is dominated by ‘screwdriver” plants
paying unskilled Mexicans a pittance
to assemble kits for US corporations.

The overwhelmingly speculative
character of foreign investment in




Most foreign
Invesiment passes
by most Mexicans

Latin America meant that the economic
‘recovery’ of a country like Mexico
was always fragile and vulnerable to
outside pressures. Yet, although some
more sober commentators had begun

to raise doubts over the past year,

the US capital markets retained their
high-pitched enthusiasm for investing
in Latin American 1.DCs. For those
who wished to see the reality rather
than the hype, it was plain that the
fundamentals of Latin America’s
cconomy were far from healthy.

As a spokesman for the Mexican
finance house Grupo Moneda conceded
in October, ‘the political situation is
tense, the economy is still not strong
and companies are not reporting

good results’ (Financial Times.

29 October 1994).

When the crash finally happened
just before Christmas, the US and
Western financiers all turned on the
Mexicans, blaming the government for
devaluing the peso and the Zapatista
guerrillas for destabilising things. Yet
most of Mexico’s leaders are Harvard
and Yale-educated men whao did
everything according to the Wall Street
book. Moreaver, they did not receive
the slightest whisper of criticism from
US financiers until the crash finally

happened. Indeed, right up to the end,
the money men were proclaiming Latin
America to be the best bet for the smart
investor in 1995: ‘Latin nations are
creating a powerful new trading bloc
for everything from software 1o trucks’
(Business Week, 5 December 1994).
The embarrassing reverse that followed
soon afterwards reflected the out-of-
control character of international
capitalism and the USA’s loss of grip,
not the incompetence of the Mexicans.

Nafta in tatters

In the past, as in the Depression of the
thirties, it was said that when the USA
sneezed the rest of the world caught

a cold. A poor country like Mexico was
merely an offshoot of the US economy,
dependent on the whim of the mighty
dollar. Now things have changed,

Latin America remains reliant on
foreign investment, but the stagnation
of the US economy and the frailty of
the US financial system mean that,
taday. when Mexico catches a cold,
it'is likely to give it right back to Wall
Streel. The problems in the American
cconomy that encourage Wall Street
investors to look abroad for investment
outlets also make the USA more
susceptible to foreign reverses.
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Clinton administra
Mexico’s application to jos
commonly known as the nc
club of nations. In December 1952
at the Miami ‘Summit of the
Americas’, the US government
announced that Chile would jom
up with the Nafta trio in 1996, was
the ultimate objective of making e
entire hemisphere (except Cuba
a regional trade bloc by 2005. Bz
just one week after Miami all of these
US-sponsored initiatives were in fafiers
because of the Mexican financial crass
The Mexican crash placed
a question mark against America s
status as a major power in the world
cconomy. *We have a strong interest in
the prosperity and stability of Mexice
said Bill Clinton on 11 January. as he
told the US Treasury to prepare to dole
out another tranche of credit to shore
up Mexica’s free-falling peso.
Business Week agreed that “faith in
the Americans’ own financial system
would be damaged if Mexico were
allowed to slide into financial chaos
(16 January 1995).
Yet, despite the importance to
the USA of resolving the Mexican
issue, the US authorities had great
difficulty in getting their act together.
The problems which the Clinton
administration faced in cobbling
together a multi-billion dollar
rescue package for Mexico, in
the face of opposition from the
Republican-dominated congress at
home and 2 lack of enthusiasm from
major financiers abroad, served
only to confirm the extent to which
Washington has lost its grip.

The grass isn't greener
g

The financial crisis in Mexico has
highlighted the instability of the major
capitalist economies taday; when the
Bolsa crashed, the repercussions were
not only felt in Latin America and
the USA, but in Canada and several
indebted European countries—Sweden,
Italy, Spain, France and Belgium.
The crisis has also exposed the
hollowness of the notion that
‘emerging markets’ around the
world can miraculously rescue
the West from its slump.

Yet before the smoke of the ¢rash
had even cleared, finance houses
on both sides of the Atlantic were
launching new Latin American
investment funds, promising that
Argentina or Brazil could be the answer
for speculators with hot money burning
a hole in their pocket. As any gambler
could tell them, chasing vour losses
by doubling vour stake is a dangerous
business. @
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A challenge to prejudice and mysticism on matters
scientific, technelogical and environmental.
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Who owns your genes?

Genes are now being patented as
‘inventions’. Joseph Kaplinsky argues that
this is protecting commercial profits at the
expense of research and treatments

for disease

H you are a woman with a history
of cystic fibrosis in your family, you
might approach an expert to find out
if vou carry a copy of a gene which
puts your future offspring at increased
risk of getting the condition, If you do
so today, you might well find that the
scientist wants to seek advice before
carrying out any tests—not from the
medical authorities, but from the Patent
Office. And if vou are a scientist who
wants to study any aspect of genetics
and breast cancer, you had better budget
for a bill arriving on your desk from
patent attorneys representing an
American venture capitalist. Welcome to
the world of gene-patenting——perhaps
the ultimate example of how capitalism
turns everything into a commodity
to be bought and sold for profit.

The information gained from
research into biological structures,
cell lines and techniques is increasingly
being patented. The Human Genome
Project-—the plan to map out the
chemical structure of every human
gene—is well under way. And recent
discoveries, like the mutant forms of
genes BRACT and BRAC2, which
play a role in inherited forms of breast
cancer, have been put under lock and
key by patent attornevs. Genetically
engineered farm animals, like cows
and sheep which produce valuable
drugs in their milk have also been
patented, as has a mouse programmed
to get cancer which is used as a model
in medical research.

So far the main usc of patents
on human genes has been to monopolise
various tests for inherited genetic
diseasc—such as cystic fibrosis.
In the future, pharmaceutical companies
will use patents to make money from
effective drugs developed using human
genelic information. And we are alking
big business here: one estimate suggests
that the biotechnology industry will
be worth $60 billion worldwide by
the year 2010,

It is hardly surprising that in
the middle of a world slump there

is fierce competition for the fruits of
medical research. The British drugs
giant SmithKline Beecham has tried

to do a deal for exclusive rights to the
results of research at the American
research organisation Human Genome
Sciences. The French drugs corporation
Rhéne-Poulenc Rorer has gone a stage
further. It is attempting to put together
a deal for a ‘superclub’ with the
Lawrence Berkeley Human Genome
Centre in the USA, the French research
company Généthon and others, with
royalties from ‘ownership’ of genes
used in product development fixed at
six to 10 per cent. The creation of such
cartels is the ultimate guarantee of
monopoly control of a gene in the
marketplace.

The obsession with patenting
and exclusivity is helping to create
an increasingly secretive climate which
is damaging 1o scientific research. This
is illustrated by advice recently given in
the journal Bio/Technology (Vol 12, p79).
Patent attorney Eugene Rzucidlo first
recommends that researchers should
‘keep a proper notebook’, That may
seem like sensible advice—writing
down vour conclusions and hypotheses
every day is vital for researchers, (o
help formulate ideas clearly, ensure
that they develap in accordance with
the experimental data, and preserve
them for future research. However,
Rzucidlo has no such lofty goals
in mind. For him, keeping a notebook,
like the rest of an experiment, is dictated
by the needs of patent attorneys.
He claims that o “be a successful
inventor requires a mindset. Every time
he or she enters the lab, the inveator
goal must be not only 1o discoses
importan! results, but to run a
record experiments in such ¢
that they can be patented’

The insidious consequence
this ‘mindset’ is fully revealed
Rzucidlo’s second recommend
do not “publicly disclose your =
before filing” for a patent. He el
offers some examples of “put




disclosure’ which catch people out:
‘giving a 10-minute public talk at

a meeting’: submitting manuscripts

for publication; submitting data to
public databases. Imposing strictures
on these normal methods of disclosure
strikes at the heart of the process of
scientific advance. Being able to subject
ideas to debate and criticism, whether
in a meeting or a journal, is one feature
which distinguishes science [

dogma. By contrast, today’

of secrecy and silence is undermining
the openness and debate once
considered to be scientific ideals.

Of course, there are those who
deny any conflict between openness
and filing patents on scientific work.
Edward Penhoct, Chief Executive of
Chiron Corporation, claims that he
does not “prevent publication’: “This
is a straw-man people set up, and I've
never heard of anyone having to do it.’
Oh yeah? Penhoet should cast an
eve over the terms of Rhéne-Poulenc
Rorer’s ‘superclub’: publication of data
is forbidden for one year. Or perhaps
he should have a word with his own
attorney—Chiron is currently being
challenged in the courts by rival
diagnostics company Murex
[nternational over a patent on a blood
screening test for hepatitis C, Murex
produce diagnostic kits, but the Chiron
patent prevents them from carrying
out further rescarch on screening
techniques—Iet alone publishing any
results (see Nature, 8 December 1994),

The problems Murex has
encountered getling permission Lo
carry oul further tests reveal how
aew research and potential treatments
re being held up by the lust for
profits of commercial organisations,
The patents on genes which play a role
n inherited forms of breast cancer are
snother case in point. Any scientist who
srries out research designed o use
se knowledge derived so far to gain
=ore knowledge is expected to pay
: royalty. In effect, an open-ended
stent has been imposed on all p-
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connected research, creating a barrier
to both scientific advance and to the
development of treatments for

at-risk women.

The whole idea of patenting genes is
of course absurd. Patenting is supposed
1o be applied to human inventions.

In what way is the human gene
responsible for cystic fibrosis an
invention? Patenting genes makes

as much sense as patenting diamonds
or the air we breathe. Governmentls,
scientists and ethical committees which
have studied the matter on the whole
agree that patenting of genes is ethically
wrong, Most also accept that it is

too restrictive because it creates
monopolies, After all, if a company
patents one form of painkiller, another
company can discover a different type.
There is, however. no alternative to
studying the gene responsible for

a particular illness,

However, such concerns have not
stopped the stampede towards patenting,
because capitalism is not driven by
ethical considerations. It is driven
by the profit motive, Even scientists
who oppose the trends are taking out
what they call “defensive’ patents—

10 stop someone else patenting
their work.

Even where patenting has
been outlawed, the commercial
imperative has created many of the
same problems in a different form.
For example, Human Genome Sciences
and SmithKline Beecham have
generated a mass of information which
could help identify roughly one third
of human genes. Because this is not
complele information on the genes,
they have been refused patent protection
by the America courts. They have
responded to this setback by keeping
the information secret, offering access
only to those scientists who agree to
give SmithKline first refusal on anything
patentable that comes out of their work.
The trend towards the patenting
of genes and all that goes with it
is in no small part caused by the
commercialisation of the academic
world. Increasingly, academic work
in the sciences is being funded by
commercial organisations, and they
want their pound of flesh in return.
Knowledge produced in academia is
more and more becoming the private
property of the company sponsoring the
research, and less and less the property
of society. The sort of secrecy once
reserved for trade secrets is now
being applied to knowledge of
our molecular biology.
The widespread reaction to the
commmercialisation of research is to call

o goweramenss 10 regulate the process.

Sewewer. v showld not be taken

» goermmmenes” Sormal declaraticas
AN groe-pelicaiimg. Al overy Siage,
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to ensure that its national drugs industry
does not lose out, and that it has all the
rights to patent that it needs.

The US government brought the
debate about whether human genes
should be patented to a head in 1991,
when the government-funded National
Institutes of Health (NIH) filed a patent
application on thousands of fragments
of human DNA. At the time it was not
known which genes the fragments came

The government advisory
committee lists diseases not as
‘medical opportunities’ but as
‘commercial opportunities’

from. or what their functions might
be. The prospect of a patent being
grasited in these circumstances caused
4 major controversy among scientists
worried that future research on the
fragments might be restricted by the
patent-holders. The row culminated
in the resignation of James Watson,
co-discoverer of the structure of DNA,
from directorship of the Human
Genome Project in 1992, Since
then the Washington-backed NIH
has continued to push forward
patenting precedents in cases like this.
Governments might be concerned
about gene-patenting in principle.
But, in practice, the primary concern
of each government is the commercial
advantage of its own national industry.
To secure this they will help file
all the patents deemed necessary.
The damaging consequences for the
development of treatments is of little
moment o ministers who are more
concerned about the commercial
health of their industries than about
the health of their peaple.

For example, the UK government’s
Advisory Committee on Human
Genome Research was ostensibly

set up to secure the benefits which

such research offers ‘for human welfare.

healthcare and UK industry’. The fact
that the committee is more concerned
with the cash flow of UK industry
than with such high-minded matters
as humaun welfare is revealed in its
first report, where the tables ‘Common
diseases with a recognised genetic
component” (such as heart disease and
cancer), and ‘Therapeutic implication
of the Human Genome Project’, are
listed not as “Medical opportunities’,
but as ‘Commercial opportunities’.
Government action in this field tends
to lead to a further increase in patenting
and secrecy, and a breakdown in
international cooperation, The British

government recently commissioned

a working group to examine what
should be done with Britain's microbial
culture collections. Bacteria and fungi
of the sort found in these collections
have provided humanity with
antibiotics, enzymes for detergents,
and the polymeérase enzyme

crucial for the Human Genome
Project and DNA analysis, to

name just a few.

The British working group
considered the idea of a future
Europe-wide collection, which
would allow the development of
greater specialisation and expertise
by delegating different collections to
different regions. It was rejected an the
grounds that ‘the growing recognition
of the commercial value of culture
collections is likely to make member
states reluctant...to give up national
interests in more exploitable organisms’.
The ‘national interest’ cited is not the
interest of the UK population, nor even
that of UK scientists in understanding
microbiology and the products
it can provide. It is the interest of
those concerned with the ‘commercial
value® of ‘exploitable organisms’—
those who own and control
‘UK industry [who] have expressed
a preference for a comprehensive,
UK-based microbial resource...to
accept the widest range of organisms
for patent purposes’.

Business clearly appreciates

the efforts of governments to protect
the ‘national interest’ through patenting
policies. Wallace Steinberg, chairman
of the board of the US HealthCare
Investment Corp, understood

the importance of the American
government-funded NIH patenting

the DNA fragments: ‘My God, if this
thing doesn’t get done in a substantive
way in the United States that is the end
of biolechnology in the US, There is

a tremendous effort in France, England
and Japan...if this becomes a race and
if gene fragments become proprietary,
then it is in the best interests of the US
and entities of the US to file for patents.”’
(Quoted in R Cooke-Deegan, The Gene
Wars, 1994)

The drive to patent genes is a result
of drug companies searching for profits,
with the help of governments tightening
the grip of private property over science,
The consequence of the patenting of
this ‘intellectual property” is to destroy
the collective ability of humanity
to advance science and knowledge.

The international Human Genome
Project was trumpeted as a great
collaborative project for the benefit

of all humanity. Today it is still a great
scientific project, but it is fast becoming
a fractious enterprise. as commercial
and national interests undermine

the lofty goals which it was founded

to achieve, @
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Holocaust denial

Remembering the victims can also be a way of trivialising the meaning of Hitler's

‘Final Solution’, suggests Will Deighton

t is 50 years since the end of the Second
World War, and 50 vears since the Nazi
concentration camps fell into the hands
of the Allies, At Auschwitz, survivors attended
memorial services in January, Throughout the
year the successive anniversaries will be an
occasion to remember the six million Jews mur-
dered under the racial policy of the Nazi regime.

Some right-wing historians have tried to
claim that the Holocaust did not take place.
Today that record of mass exterminations is
clear for all to see. Bul there are other, more
subtle, ways of denying the true record of the
Holocaust.

Throughout the Western world every govern-
ment honours the victims of the Holocaust, and
cvery newspaper and television commentator
insists that it must never happen again. But each
nation is concerned to remember the victims of the
Holocaust in its own way. Every government is
working overtime to minimise the responsibility
of its own national clite for what happened to
the Jews.

For Britain and America, the anniversaries
are an occasion to insist that the German
nation carries the shame of the Holocaust, as
John Casey spelled out in the Sunday Times
(29 January 1995), The British and Americans
prefer to remember that they ‘liberated” camps
like Belsen, rather than that they refused to save
a million Hungarian Jews in 1944, Lord Moyne
protesting ‘what shall we do with them?”.

Those remembering the liberation of the
camps might also recall the 100 000 Jews who
were left to rot in Germany and Austria at the
war’s end becausc they were refused entry into
Britain by Clement Attlee’s Labour government.
As late as 1946, Jews barred from Britain were
still being slaughtered in pogroms in Poland.

Blaming Germany for the Holocaust looks
fair enough. But the policies of racial supremacy
that were used 1o justify the Holocaust were
shared by all the great powers, Some American
states imprisoned and sterilised thousands of
the supposedly ‘feeble-minded’ under eugenic
policies which paralleled Germany’s race laws,
European powers had been operating concen-
tration camps and ‘coolie’ labour in plantations
throughout the colonies long before (he
Germans, Sharing the same racial outlook, the
other Western powers found nothing to condemn
in Germany’s race laws until it suited their own
wartime propaganda,

For the German authorities minimising
responsibility for the Holocaust seems an impos-
sible task. Tt was the German governmenl that
suthorised the “Final Solution” after the reversal
of Operation Barbarossa—the Nazis’ eastern
campaign. As the Soviet army advanced on

Berlin, the slave labour camps were turned to the
business of liquidating European Jewry.,

The German authorities have not tried to
disguise the fact of the Holocaust, Instead they
have sought to spread the responsibility for it
through the concept of ‘collective guilt’. This
was a policy, imposed by the Allies when they

occupied Germany after the war, which
restrained reprisals against Nazis rather than
encouraging them. The Allies were saying to the
German people, ‘you are all as guilty as cach
other’, After the occupation, collective guill
hecame the German government's official stance.

The policy of collective guilt suits the
German authorities, since it acts as a denial of
their real culpability for the Holocaust, The
German working class was not the beneficiary of
the Nazi regime. German workers’ own lives
were close to slavery. Their organisations were
banned, their leaders sent to the camps, and they
were massively exploited in work.

The people who benefited from Nazism and
from the concentration camps were the German
capitalist class. Krupps, Siemens, IG Farben and
Volkswagen were firms that built their success
on the slave labour of Jews, prisoners of war and

German courts refuse 10 award compensation 0
former slave labourers in German companies
The West German economic miracle of the
1950s, precursor of today’s German success, was
premised upon the regime of massive exploita-
tion established during the war.

Today the German elite insists that all
(Germans are to blame for the Holocaust because
that is the best way to deny its own responsibility
Remembering the victims of the Holocaust ends

| up as way of spreading the blame for their deaths.

Spreading the blame for the Holocaust is also
an instinct common to the ruling elites in other
Western countries, Britain and America are
uncomfortable with the idea that one of the most
advanced and cultured Western nations should
have descended into such barbarism. Today, they
are seeking to redress the balance by discovering
new incidents of genocide in the third world and
Eastern Europe.

According to the [rench aid organisation
Médecins Sans Frontiéres it is too late to
say ‘Never again’ because the Holocaust has
happened again in Rwanda (Populations in
Danger, 1995). In Bosnia, too, commentators
claimed to have discovered another holocaust.

Atrocities have been committed in Rwanda.
Bosnia and countless other civil wars. But to
say that these are ‘holocausts’ only trivialises
the extermination of the Jews. It also denies the
culpability of the Western powers in the
Holocaust. If there are many holocausts all over
the world, then there is nothing unique about
Germany’s extermination of the Jews, nor
anything uniquely Western about the race
policies that justified it.

A willingness Lo think that anvone is capable
of commitling genocide creates a situation where
nobady is truly to blame. Once the answer (o the
question *Could it happen here?” would have
been an emphatic ‘no’, as the British revelled in
their moral superiority over the Germans. During
a recent edition of BBC's Question Time, the
panel was less sure, thinking that, in fact, every-
one is probably capable of evil.

The Question Time pancllists were engaged
in a very modern version of Holocaust denial.
They made no attempt to disguise the horrors
of the Holocaust, yet they did deny its real
meaning. When everyone is capable of genocide,
nobody is to blame—IJeast of all the capitalist
powers that created the racial policy in the
first place. Moreover when evervone is deemed
capable of genocide, state control and legal
restraint are clearly necessary to save us from
ourselves. The very people who did instigate
a holocaust, the authorities and their backers in
big business, are the only people who gain by

the cowed German working class, To this day | this way of remembering it. €
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Nicolas Poussin has never been a popular artist. But, argues Louis Ryan, a major
exhibition at London's Royal Academy shows how his work can still speak to us

The art

s he French painter Ncolas Poussin
i (1594-1665) holds & paracoxica
¢ place in the history of art. He has
¢ always been recognised as one of
tne major figures of sevenrteentn-
% century painting and his subse-

§  quent influence has been immense.

:  Inthe decades following his deatn,
his work was extolled, particularly in
France, as a paragen of the classical
vitues. He had a decisive influence, at
the time of the French Rewvoiution, on
the heraic art of Davic, In the early nine-
tgenth century, figures as diverse as
Ingres and Delacroix acknowledged
Poussin as their master, At the dawn of
our own century, Cézanne looked back
to him for inspiration in his strugge
towards a new arnistc language. 'Every
tme | come away from Poussin', he said,
| know better who | am',

Yet Poussin has never really been
a popuar arist. In his own lifetime his
work was received primarily by & smal
audience of weallhy and highly culured
connoisseurs, He lived most of his adull
ife in Rome, yet cblained only one
major ecclesiastical commission there for
z church painting. In fact Poussin was
zlien ooth in temoerament and cutlock ©
the flamooyant sensuaiity of the High
Baroque, He developed instead nis own
artistic language, sustere and intellectual,
which demanded the studiec attenticn of
those who wouid enter his world. 'Things
which partake of perfection should not
he looked at in haste’, he wrole, ‘but call
for time, judgement and inteliigence.
The means employed in ther apprasal
must be the same as those used in Lheir
making.'

The demands which Poussin's art has
always made of its viewers are likely ©
seem particularly onerous today. It is not
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gasy, Iving as we do with a flux of eph- | engage with Poussin's art. His themes

emeral images, © tran our altention on
tnemes which at first sight seem so remote
from our own experience, But the rea
difficulty iIn approaching these paintings
lies nol so much in the icorography—
crawn mainly from the Bible and lhe
CGreek and Romar classics—as in the
style: lhare is none of the nod-anc-wink
relationship, nane of the cosy complicity
between mage anc viewer, which char-
acterises so much of loday's visual culture

Walking into a reem full of Poussins,
our first sense of the pantings is their
sublime indifference to the viewer—
hence the superfical clichés aoout
his work being ‘cold’ and ‘academic’.
Bul when we slow ourselves to be
drawn into ther magnificert harmonies.
we Degin to uncerstand that the sense
of order they express derives not from
any a prion schema. What we feel
instead is a passionate striving to distil
what is essential frcm what ‘s merely
contingent in human experience. The
characleristic stillness of his oainlings.
even whan they depict cramalc events.
shows how thal strving is consummated
in the work of art,

Unity of visicn, suborcination of the parts
to an inteligib'e whole, self-sufficiency of
ke finishec work—thase are values pro-
foundly at variance with those which halc
sway today. And this is no accident; for
while Poussin witnessed the dawn of the
rationalist epoch in Europe, we live—if
the claims of postmoderrism are o be
pelievec—at its demise. Today it is
increasingly difficult to uphold a urifiec
rational perspective, as human experi-
ence disintegrates into & weltar of exclu-
sive identlies. This is why it 's now both
mere arcuous and more rewarding 10

may be steeped in antiquity but their con-
ception brings us closer to the oure
springs of the rationalist cutlock. The
subtie irterplay between religious (heme
and raticnalist conception may be seen
in ore of his most peautiful works, the
Landscapa with Saint Matthew and ar
Angel,

There is & magic about this image
which no analysis can exhaust. Yet we
may fing a starting point in the paradox
that there is little sense of a supernatural
aoccurrence in the angel's appartion,
The light which suffuses the composition
s the same on the calm recession of the
landscape as on the two figures in the
foreground: the winged messenger seems
in harmony with the natural order of
things. The saint's face 's in shadow
while the angel's Is bathed in lignt,
suggesting the latter's guiding role as
Matthew writes his gospel. Yet there is
also an intimate unity between the two of
them, beaulifully enacted in the interplay
of hands. The vestment draped cver the
stone Heside them draws out this point: it
evidently belongs 1o the saint, yet is white
and flowing like the angel's garb.

The classical ruins in the foregrounc
and the angel's inspirational function
ralate him to the muses of Greek
and Roman mytholegy. Angels were
always, according 1o Christian dogma,
lhe servarts of a transcendental dety.
The classical muses. on lhe other hard,
wese more easlly nterpreted as projec-
tons of man's own poetic and inteliectua
faculties. Here this ambivalence leads us
lo wonder whether we are witnessing
a messenger from above, or & vivic ema-
nation of the saint's own minc.

Such a gistinction gains in signific-
ance when we place it in the intellectua




context of the tme. Poussin was @ com-
natriot and near-contemperary of the
first greal rationalist philesooher, René
Descartes. The Caresian methoc of
enquiry established a dualism Detweer
mind anc maltter; through this dualism
came to assert the primacy of minc over
poth dwine power and material cetermi
nation. Instead ¢f man being uttery
dependent on God, as in the medieval
autlook, God now became a postulate of
man’s reasoning faculty, Consequently
the Cartesian civinty coulc be appre-
nended only through reason, rather than
evelation,

Tnere is nething in Poussin's compo
sition which is faormaily at variz » with
Christian  dogma. Yet, viewed in its
lality. one must feel that the ostensible
neme-—the revelation of God's provi-
fence 1o man-—does not cisclose the
ret of the panting. Just as Descartes
~verled the rslavonship between man
and God, so the winged ange! of Poussin
-eems more a projecton of man's own

powers than a messenger a ighted from
above. There is certainy a sense of
evelation here; bul what s revealec o
the rapt gaze ang the wailng pen of
Saint Matthew ‘s ratner man's own higher
faculty. his ralional consciousness, ood-
ied forth for the first time,

The Royal Academy exhbibition is
the first major Poussin showing in
Britain for nearly 35 years, It may also be
the last tme we can see such a collec-
tion for some considerabie time, At the
exhibiton lhe Landscape with Sant
Malthew and ar Angel is hung nezr
its twin, Landscape with Saint John at
Patmas. The former is normaly housed
in the Stastliche Museum in Berlin, e
latter in the Art Instituie of Chicago:
so this s a unique ooportunity 10 view
them ir one gallery. Unfortunately
these two painlings, like several others in
the exhibtior, are hung loc low and
sat in 2 rather clnical light which cet-
racts from their shimmesding ambiguity.

LIVING

such lighting 1s nelpful, however, in
analysing 'arger compostions with a mui-
tiplicity of figures, such as the famous
Rape of the Sabines or the lsraelites
Gatherng the Manna,

The layout of the exhibiton is clear and
intelligivle, showing how Poussin returned
to former themes, conceiving them anew
as he strove for an ever more ourified
artistc languace. Retracing this develop
ment is a lesson in rgour and integrity:
it 's also a woncerful visual experience, Il
reminds us that the ‘painter-philesopher’
as he was called defined his aims in
remarkably unassuming terms. "The end
of art’, he wrote. ‘is delight. Bul the
delight of Poussin’s art yields itself only to
patient contemplation. Whatever lse
they symbolse, Saint Matthew and the
Ange' may serve us as an image of thal
rapt attention which great art elcits and
demands 3

The Nicolas Poussin exhibition is at the
Royal Academy, London until 9 April.
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Janice Bryan on Michael Douglas’ latest insecure anti-hero in the sexual
harassment movie, Disclosure

in Discilosure s

«our of Meredith Johnsen (Demi Moore). What s
high-oclane career woman,  that men
fightened It is hardly

stalked husband in Fatal Aftrac | Demi Moore, | fa
fon, a cop on the edae in Basic | aboul to make Jonnson is
instin a radundant employee | Michael Douglas' smart, single-minded and not

xual harassmer
rivetting of plots

the ma

over the edge n Falling Down, | eyes water to act like one of the bays, Moore, how for a thrller, In the past the idea would
a computer nizz-kid  publicly avar, 15 no Linda Fiorentiino and, thaugh | probably have fallen at the first scripl
h humilistec in Oisclosure, Michae she :;m;: one of her best pedformances | ¢ ; n today's climate n-
& Couglas seems to be reinventing to date. Johnson neve r0as cern ahout al behaviour
ghimself as the anti-hero for our kind r.‘r femme fatal the it has been turmned into a blockbuster

ag

|
the oaut-upon white male, lost in | But even as a film about sexual inseci

a world he ocoes not understand; fighting | Snippets of conversation imply that | tes, D sure lails abysmally
1o defend the mora es and cerlain- gol promotion despite little tech In Faliing Dowrn the figurative reversal

experience for the job, The plot | of roles v',lllM\ chael Doug unable {o
=f) that Sanders | comprehend why he s th d guy when
once lovers., On the | he thinks he s just sl mviu g up lor his

ties of a world he be 5 N, but which
na longer exists; a man who cannot cam- ||||
orehend why the ling baty geod and | and Johr
bad no longer seems to be where it was. |

‘I'm the Dad guy?', he asks qJizzically at of crucial merger negetiations, Johr joumey through a mghimansh  urban

SNS WAHeT

first day of her promation, in the middie | nghts—Ileads to a grpping drama. As wa

the end ol Falling Down. "Why don't | just decides to rekindle the flame. Being and as Douglas descends
be thal guy, thal evi -.f.'h||.~_. guy you're z happily maried Amencan lamily man, o uncomprehending fury, the tightness
s complaining about?’, he echoes : 3 ‘ { :t-l he dramatic structure and ¢
ciosum,

Gwen Douglas’ run of recent roles.
it was only a mater of tme before he

jency o

S Qves us a genuine insighl
pradica
e, the role reversal Is literal

n lh-' ne
nia 1.'(Jll.j

out,

mant

In Disclo

found himself in a Michael Crchton film Jntil Sancers suddenly rememb the | rather Ill.w figurat The man is
Crichten's sxill as a wriler comes from his . wife and two kids back home. "You stick ed, lhe woman the harasser. Bul
ability to tap ‘nto contemporary Amearica's your dick in my mauth and then you | the ;-Iur is tog predictable and the char-

clyped for the fily

2 anoul the gel an attack of morally?, sneers | aclerisalion loo slerec
anylhing more than

a af in

s@ (Rising Sun),

urity—whe

nelic sclence Johnsor—then seeks revenage by scous- (8]

man-eating ing him of sexual nar-assmeant | know tha

Japar

Johnson 5 bad |t

(Jurassic

women (Disclo The contrast bet Dick in mouth or not, Sanders scuttles | likes pamaegraphy and anal s )
wieen high lmt no‘ag'-,' and lew morality off to the nearest judge to complain. The | is good because he is marn &:1 with tc-u

the heart of all Crichlon's work rest of the film s a farrly forgellable 1, ol | kds, In Faling Down lbere |15 geauine
3 ul - whether g nol

damavaience

ne abcul Sanders' 1ght to gain justic

expression o the sense of
breakdown of 2 iety and Its traditional his wife's

values. In Disclosure Douglas plays repuatati s the bad guys and res 2 at the stan
Tom Szncers, a whizz-k'd in multimedia, the company from an in-:r.-n'.r.-:'}rf.-m, con and all that unfoids is a conventiona
who is passed over for promoton in niving vagina dentata morality play 5

gives
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'a refreshing counterpoint to silly Western
nostrums that various malefactors in the

third world constitute the new enemy’

Francis Fukuyama, Foreign Affairs
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THE Vi Lenin
STATE

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

Frederick Engels' The Origin of the Family, Private
Property and the State is the most controversial
and influential history of the family ever written
and a textbook example of the method employed
by Marxist social science. With a new introduction
by Karen Guldberg

Published by Junius Publications. £6.95 pbk

WAR & PEACE
IN IRELAND

Britain and the IRA in the New World Order
by -
Mark Ryan

.a valuable and illuminating contribution
to the present debate.

Tim Pat Coogan

Why has the IRA given up after 25 years of war with
Britain? War & Peacein freland investigates the origins of
the ‘peace process” in the politics of the New World Order
and the immense changcs in Ireland, North and South.

Analysing the demise of the political traditions that have
dominated Trish society since the 1920s; and the diminishing
status of the Union in: Britain, author Mark Ryanindicates
the destabilising consequences of these historic
developments, ‘

Published by Pluto Press; £8.95 pbk

Lenin's State and Revoiution is the Marxist revolutionary's
critique of capitalist state power, written as the author led
the overthrow of the Russian state in 1917. With a new
introduction by James Heartfield

Published by Junius Publications. £5.95 pbk

THE ORIGIN

OF THE FAMILY,
PRIVATE PROPERTY
AND THE STATE




Danger: men in pain

Helen Watkiss lends an unsympathetic ear to men'’s latest lifestyle worries

feicome ta the women's
¢ zone' proclams the firsst
letter from the editor of
Men's Healih. Witk those
few words he has con-
signed my father's Flery
Jack to the medicine chest
of history, For this magazine
is n.;t for thosn who believe that if you run
t under z cold tap, it will be all rgt Lin the
morning. Gone are the days when men
waried about the serious issues of the
day, ke where their team was placed in
the league. No, this one offars advice cn
the really oressing matters at hand-like
now to :Jt your toe nails.
Man's MHealth is the |atest lifestyle
magazine to hit Brtish newsstands.

A mixlure of new lacdish mache and
men's group wimp, t is aimed at men

wne want to ke men, but believe that they
are sensitve enoucgh to behave lke
women. I's for the kind of man who
‘always puts the welfare of women first’,
so much so in facl that women have
‘been having a field day with healthcare'.
You know, the kind of man who has sym-
oathetic PMT symploms, as opposec 1o
the cnes who know you're having your
nericd and say, 'You think that's a drag?
Well, you con't have to shave every day',
\Whether the publishers will find the 80000
PMT sympathisers who are needec for
the magazine's finances to oreak even is
a maoot paint.

Men's Health wanls to make sure that
when it comes 0 worrying about life's little
:)r:)blcms wiomen should not have sl the
fun. 'When we feel pain', it confides, ‘we
dont like to bother the doclor about il
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Men's Health:

for men who want
to be men, hut are
sensitive enough to
behave like women
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\We get really sick, And one day, sudaenly,
we wind up in hosoital—on the critical
list." Now, call me a cynical o'd cow if you
like, but my experence is thal il @ man
sneezes more than ance the whole world
has tc know about I, and the con-
tents of the hardkerchief. Not so, says
Men's Health: ‘We're men anc wa're too
proud, toc cock-of-the-walk, ¢ ask for
help or admit that we don'l know a lot
about how to keep our bodies in
the race.” Excuse me? What sbout. ‘No,
| wien't have any painkillers, | con't like
putting artificial substances in my bocy
{my body is a temple) but a nice cup o
tea, with lots of sugar, the conterls of the
biscult tin, and the remote control might
make me fee! a little bit better'?

If you are ang of those men who are
"too cock-of-the-walk’ you ara unlikely to
be afler reading this. If something can go
wrong with your |fe, then the chances
are that you wil find it in the pages of
Men's Heallh, As L says, You never know
what's coming nextin life; could be a bee
sting, a dislocated looth or a sneaky
ingrowing toe nail',

The specal repert on ‘Health checxs
that could save men's lives' kicks off with
‘let’s slart with 2 warring. Being a man
can camage your health'. | could have
offered that advice for fres. The repon
goes on la explain how fonaling your bol-
locks could save your Iife and cescnbes
how 1o check your peo for problems.
f you thik that this /s just the stuff
lo while away those mid-ife cnsis
hours, you would be wrong. Apoarent'y
if you are 20-years old you should test

your Dlood pressure and sexuszl health
every

year. Every three years check

out your eyes, ears, chesl, abdomer,
lymph nodes, lesticles, penis and
thyroid, and make sure your reflexes
and strength are up to scratch. You also
need regular blood tests for potenlia
problems with cholesterol, glucose, kid-
ney and liver functions, and unne lesis
‘or infection, dizbetes, cancer, kidney
and liver functicns. You wonder how any
mar has tme left over in his life to read
Mden's Health,
If you weran't worried abaut your Fealth
before, you certanly will be after you
have read Men’s Health, And it is not
just health pfoolems that are lurking
around the comer, Other articles in the
first issue wamn of the fatal attraction of
the babysitter. explain how 0 aveid
gettng your lights punched out in your
local and highlight the ‘minefeld’ of
fliting: 'A woman smiles atl you, Is she
interested or s it a cover for what she's
realy thinking—"You're a ledious bore
and | wish you'd buy a one-way tickel 1o
Australiz?”.' If that's what troubles you
avery time a woman smiles then realy
you do have a problem—and nrol ong
that will be set o rights in the pages of
Men's Healif.

The ningties marketing men whe have
dreamed up the chaps’ version of Cosmo
know that these are worrying Umes,
and wories make for good business.
The guestion is whether these really are
g0 many men with 2 spare £1.95 oul there
who worry that their wily is too small
and their waist Is too large, need handy
hints on how to iran their shirts, but alsc
wanl to know how to win 2 dogfight in
a MiG-29, ®
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Robert Fletcher looks at the new-found radicalism of the middle classes, and finds
nothing progressive about passive resistance

Disobedient servants

Civil Society and Political Theory, Jean Conen and Andrew Arato, MIT Press, 1795 pok

Civil Resistance, Michael Randle, Fontana, S’,ﬁqq Qbk'

Al long last it appears that the political map is being
redrawn. No longer is politics a stale exchange between
two political parties whose relevance to the concerns
of the majority has become increasingly questionable.
There is now an evident (if minority) trend towards
activism, where the rules of the game are to break the
rules. Last summer, we saw ‘motonvay protesters’ occupy-
ing trees and placing themselves in front of bulldozers to
prevent the construction of the M11. More recently, there
has been the large-scale mobilisation of animal rights
activists and Daily Telegraph readers alike against the
export of livestock in previously genteel towns like
Shoreham in Kent and Brightlingsea, Essex.

These protests seem to be a challenge to the authorities,
but just how radical are they? An examination of the case
for non-violent civil disobedience shows that it is a long
way [rom the kind of dircct action needed to effect
real change.

The books reviewed here champion the new protest
politics. Civil Resistance is written by Michacl Randle,
a lecturer in the Department of Peace Studies at Bradford
University who has engaged in a lifetime of civil
disobedicnce. Randle first came to fame and notoriety
in the early sixties, when he was sentenced to 18 months’
imprisonment in Wormwood Scrubs for organising the
disruption of an American military air base in Essex.
During his time in prison he belriended Soviet spy
George Blake—and decided that Blake's extraordinary
42-year sentence made him a Cold War POW. Upon his
own release, Randle masterminded and executed a plot to
break George Blake out of jail. As police searched far and
wide for the Soviet spy, with police checkpoints at all
the ports and airports, Randle and his colleagues had him
‘hidden’ in a bedsit opposite Wormwood Scrubs. When
the search for Blake was finally given up, Randle and his
family drove Blake to East Germany in a Volkswagen van,

Jean Cohen and Andrew Arato’s Civil Society and
Political Theory is less grounded in direct action than
academia: the book is part of the MIT Press’ excellent
serics on Contemporary German Social Thought, It is
nonetheless an atlempt to rationalise the outlook of
middle class protest politics. Jean Cohen, Associate
Professor of Political Theory at Columbia University,
New York, has previously written widely on what are
called new social movements—'peace, feminist, ecology
and local-autonomy movements that have proliferated
in the West since the seventies” (p403). Andrew Arato,
a Hungarian emigré to the United States has previously
written on Eastern Europe, and is a contributor to the
journal Tefos. An expert on critical theory and the
Frankfurt School, Arato is Professor of Sociology at
Manhattan’s New School for Social Research.

What brings two East Coasl intellectuals and a mav-
erick like Randle together is that they all advocate a pol-
itics of civil disobedience, even if it means breaking the
law. Throughout Randle’s book, he makes the case for
civil disobedience being justified where it takes the form
of ‘non-violent collective action’. Most of the examples
Randle gives us of this ‘non-violent collective action’
which breaks the law are applied to what he deems
‘repressive regimes’ and, therefore, he argues, justified.
Randle applies this sentiment to the enactment of
civil disobedience on the home front, where he sees it
as a force for revitalising democracy and creating a civil
society:

‘Indeed, if this promise is not fulfilled, there is a danger
that the democratic impulse will be frustrated by the huge
disparitics of wealth and power created by the prevailing
economic system, and suffocated by the alienating
and disempowering force of the modern bureaucratic
state,” (p198) 3
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Cohen and Arato argue for the necessity of civil
disobedience in Western democracics along  similar
lines. The basis of their argument is that the law and
democracy as they stand are not perfect. Both legal rights
and democracy are an idcal yel to be realised. A legal
right (o engage in civil disobedience seems odd. but
according to Cohen and Arato it is needed if the promise
of democracy is to be attained. Civil disobedience, Cohen
and Arato believe, is like a learning process for those
involved and socicty at large, about what is and what
is not legitimate:

‘we shall argue that the integrity of constitutionalism
hinges on the acceptance by a political culture of the nor-
mative and valuable character of illegal collective action
in the form of civil disobedience. Accordingly. we assess
civil disobedience not merely as a lactic, but as an expres-
sion of legitimate citizen action” (p567).

The civil disobedience defended by Randle and by Cohen
and Arato is surprisingly well received in the current
British political climate. The fadependent recently ran
an editorial praising the embattled middle classes in
places like Shoreham for their ‘imaginative’ and *articu-
late” protests, but most of all for their ‘courage’ in mak-
ing a stand and being willing to break the law if
necessary.

Of course animal welfare prolests have their own
particular causes and dynamics. But they also stand
as parl of a series of middle class protests, from the
campaigns against developments at Oxleas Wood and
the M11, through the actions of pressure groups like
Outrage and the World Development Movement, 1o the
poll tax protests and even the last wave ol prolests
over the closing of Britain’s coal mines in 1992
The intriguing common denominator is an apparent
uprising among the middle classes. As a consequence
of this, conventional politics has been shunned in favour
of a new, experimental politics that is voluntaristic and
audacious.

These recent events have really animated the theo-
retical project undertaken by Cohen and Arato, and
provided a wider forum for the kind of activism Michacl
Randle wants to see. The question which needs to be
asked. however, is why is this middle class rebellion hap-
pening now. and what is it all about?

Now that the old contest of left
and right is exhausted middle class
activism is filling the vacuum

Middle class protests have taken off because of the way
that the traditional political debate of left and right has
run out of steam. In the past the outlook of the middle
class was influenced by the balance between the working
class and the ruling class. Trade unions and employers,
Labour and Tory used to dominate the political debate,
and the middle classes could be found rallying to
whichever camp had more influence. Now though, the

old contest is exhausted, and middle class activism is

filling the vacuum. ,
Both Civil Resistance and Civil Society and Political

Theory are framed in opposition to the old politics of left
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and right. The traditional left project of welfarism gets
short shrift in Cohen and Arato’s book. Following much
of the discussion about the virtues of civil society in the
eighties, they portray state socialism as an encroachment
upon civil society. Randle is less hostile to welfarism,
but shares with Cohen and Arato an identification
with the oppositional movements that emerged with
the collapse of East European sociclies—movements
which also took up the banner of civil society against
the state.

What is mare confusing in Civil Society and Political
Theory is that the authors want ‘a model that differenti-
ates civil society from both state and economy” (p464).
Once upon a time the category ‘civil society’ would
have been almost identical to the economy or the market,
referring to anything that lay outside the state. But, for
Cohen and Arato, there are other problems to face than
the state. They also want civil society to be a refuge from
mass media, McDonalds and other market phenomena
that encroach upon their world. In effect the category
‘civil socicty’ is a name given to the things the middle
class likes—even 1o the point where that means state
protection or even state subsidy for middle class values:
‘we cannot accept the strategy of privatisation and
deregulation’, insist Cohen and Arato, ‘these recipes call
for the re-economisation of society and the destruction
through monetary relations of many of the institutions
and cultural potentials of modern civil society” (p469).

They succeeded in getting public
sympathy at a time when political activism
is generally held in contempt

In its own bookish way this is an accurate reflection of the
outlook of the middle classes today. While they retain
their Thatcherite hostility to welfare payments to the
working class, they now also resent the way they them-
selves have lost out in subsidies to higher education, the
arts and so on. Civil society is a category that in Cohen
and Arato’s treatment only cxpresses the characteristic
middle class concern to find a third way—between wel-
farism and the freec market, or between left and right. And
by the happy coincidence of the exhaustion of the old
left/right political framework, the politics of the third
way have found their moment.

The depressing thing about the ‘third way’, though, is

just how narrow it is. Most of the concerns expressed

by these protesters are parochial or outright reactionary.
Behind the protests over development there often lics
a desire to keep common folk out of the Home Counties.
Development is all right as long as it is “Not in my back
yard’. On the other hand, the tactics of civil disobedience
are quite inventive and show an admirable contempt for
the proper channels.

This activism is seen to be the way forward, and has
seemingly been vindicated. The M11 protestors at least
delayed the construction of the proposed new motorway,
The Brightlingsea protesters under the organisational
umbrella of Compassion in World Farming, have got
a ban placed on further ‘live exports’ from that port.
But most of all they succeeded in getting public sympa-
thy at a time when political activism is generally held
in contempt.
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The advantages of the passive civil disobedience
that Randle is advocating and which has been occurring
of late is that it is fresh and innovative. The protesters at
Brightlingsea have no ideological baggage; they are
not tied to any decaying political tradition or tactics;
confidence and innovation appear to win the day. This
voluntaristic clan is embodicd in Randle himself, who in
1991 stood trial at the Old Bailey for his part in the
escape of George Blake. Randle confidently ‘rejected’
the judge’s instruction to the jury to convict him, and told
the jury that they could override the judge’s decision.
Randle won his case.

The disadvantages of civil disobedience arc ils
conservatism and, ironically, its implicit obedience. First
of all non-violent civil disobedience has a real victim
mentality. Randle sums this up well, recounting approv-
ingly the Gandhian method of ‘moral Jiu-Jitsu: ‘the non-
violent resister throws the opponent morally off-balance
by the unexpectedness of his or her response” (pp 103-4).
Similarly Randle cites Gandhi’s ‘emphasis on voluntary
suffering to touch the heart of an opponent’ (p109).

Doubtless ‘voluntary suffering’ on the part of the dis-
tressed gentlefolk of Brightlingsea has touched the
hearts, or at least the votes, of their opponents. But that
ability to sway your opponent depends on their initial
view of you. Everything about the passive resisters of the
middle class protests emphasises their ‘respectability”.
The kind of people they are—middle class, middle-aged.
middle-England—is pointed out again and again. And the
concerns they fight for are thoroughly respectable too:
conservation. animal welfare.

Where the issue at hand does not seriously call into
question the status quo, and the people are so thoroughly
respectable, ‘voluntary suffering” probably does pull
a few heart strings. Bul if the cause or the people con-
cerned were less respectable, no amount of ‘voluntary
suffering’ would sway the authorities. No amount of
hardship would persuade the media to support a militant
strike for jobs in the way that they have supported the
animal welfare protests. Middle class protesters insist
upon their respectability, precisely to distinguish them-
selves from the common herd, and because they know
that their respectability means that they can call on public
sympathy in a way that is not available to the rest of
sociely.

The very idea that millions of
MTV-watchers could have a say about
what happens in a democratic system

appals Cohen and Arato

Nor even is it the case that these civil disobedients are
that interested in overturning the status quo. In fact
Cohen and Arato argue that civil disobedience has a reg-
ulative effect for society: ‘On the level of political
culture, the readiness to engage in justified civil disobedi-
ence serves as a prophylactic against potential departures
from justice and thereby introduces stability into a well-
ordered society.” (p574)

On the face of it this is a strange argument. Why
would there be any danger of ‘departures from justice™in
a ‘well-ordered society’? The reason is that Cohen and
Arato do not trust a democratically elected government o

guarantee the privileges of the middle classes. However
little real authority the mass of people have, the very
fact that millions of MTV-watchers could have a say
about what happens in a democralic system appals Cohen
and Arato.

Of course Cohen and Arato would never concede
that they are concerned with privileges. Instead they
talk of moral principles, but moral principles that the
hoi polloi are too prejudiced o understand: ‘legislative
majorities can err or, worse, be misguided by prejudice
and thus violate the moral principles underlying the
constitution.” (p571)

As Cohen and Arato say scathingly of others, and
unwittingly of themselves, ‘the current vogue in political
theory is (once again) to view liberalism and democracy
as fundamentally antithetical’ (p346). For them, too, the
mere possibility of democratic decision-making is funda-
mentally antithetical to rights, But rights and real democ-
racy could only be antithetical where the rights in
question are really the sort of minority privileges—Ilike
access to Oxleas Wood —that the masses find difficult to
identify with.

Cohen and Arato immediately lose
patience with any social movement that
fails to live up to the ‘moral principles’
that ‘underlie the constitution’

The point of civil disobedience for Cohen and Arato
is that the law is suspect because it is supposed to be
democratic. The very idea that ‘legislative majorities’
might have the last word, makes the champions of
‘civil society” nervous. The only reason that Cohen and
Arato reserve the right to break the law is because of their
contempt for the very idea of democracy, that they might
be subject to majority rule.

The ideas put forward in Civil Society and Political
Theory are the opposite of a Marxist approach to the law.
For Cohen and Arato non-violent civil disobedience is
a last-resort guarantee against a hostile majority. By and
large, though, the rule of law, as the guaraniee of private
property and minority privileges is something they
want to uphold. For Marxists, by contrast, the law is lo be
challenged because it masks and defends the privileges of
private property.

Characteristically Cohen and Arato immediately losc
patience with any social movement that fails to live up to
the ‘moral principles’ that ‘underlie the constitution’.
Non-violent civil disobedience is justificd only by
reference to the defence of ‘civil society’ against the
prejudiced majority. Opposition movements in Poland
and Argentina are denounced for their failure to pursue
‘self-limiting" democracy, meaning that they did not
accept the limitation that the privileges of a middle class
civil society were sacrosanct.

Passive or non-violent civil disobedience is a tactic
that sums up the implicit conservatism of middle class
protests. Any goal thal was really worth fighting for could
not be won by a ‘self-limiting” movement, or by ‘volun-
tary suffering’, That kind of passive protest can only rein-
force the status quo. It is, in the words of the
nincteenth-century German socialist Ferdinand Lasalle,
‘resistance that is no resistance’ (Civil Resistance, p36).
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View of Bureaucratic Japan, IMasao Miyamoto,
Kodansha International, £19.99 hbx

Edith Cresson, then the French prime minister shocked
evervone when she described the Japanese as ‘termites’.
But if Westerners today usually avoid bestial metaphors,
popular images of the Japanese still show workers doing
callisthenics together or crowds of commuters being
crammed on to underground trains. Compared to the
rugged individualism of a John Wayne western, there
are always at least seven samurai. In the Western view,
the Japanese are always conforming to the group.
But ‘groupism’ is not just a Western prejudice; many
Japanese too think that loyalty is a particularly Japanese
trait. As the proverb goes ‘the nail that sticks out gets
hammered down'.

Straitiacket Society's surprise bestseller status is due to
Masao Miyamato's strident attack on groupism in his
native Japan. For 10 years he worked as a psychiatrist in
New York City, where he came to believe in individualism.
Returning to work in Japan’s civil service, and later as
quarantine officer in the port of Tokyo. he outraged his
superiors by jealously guarding his private life—declin-
ing unpaid overtime and taking two-week vacations.
After writing about his different views in magazine
articles, Miyamoto was moved first to Yokohama and
finally to Kobe.

Straitjacket Society has been praised by non-Japanese
like Walter Mondale, former US vice-president and
Bill Clinton’s current ambassador to Japan. Miyamoto
modestly describes his disbelicf at being invited to
a reception at the French embassy with former prime
minister Michel Rocard.

For Miyamoto Japan’s pervasive bureaucracy is “the
ultimate microcosm of Japanese society” (p20), a world
where openly to say ‘no’ is to threaten the consensus that
is modern Japan—and to risk the bullying of your peers.
But a lot of what Miyamoto complains about hardly
sounds unigue to Japan. For instance, Miyamoto makes
much of the distinction berween the concepts of tatamae
(an official stance) and honne (what bureaucrats really
think or feel). Mivamoto argues that ‘no such distinction
is sanctioned in the West'. In facl the gap between what
officials say and do is so institutionalised in the Wes that
the American congress can openly debate the merits of
‘coverl operations’, while the British civil services
‘economy with the truth’ is legendary. In one anecdote
Miyamoto is castigated for incinerating rccords that he
protests are redundant. In Britain he could easily have
been sacked for doing so, and would be in breach of the
Official Secrets Act for writing about it.

The discussion aboul ‘groupism’ is one more way
that Westerners patronise the Japanese. But more recently
arrogance towards Japan has slipped into an envy of the
loyalty and conformism of Japanese society. Instead of

 castigating the groupism of the Japancse, many American

writers now see Japan’s supposed ‘communitarianism’ as
a virtue. US business writers long for the supposed group
loyalties of the Japanese worker. In their eyes weare
all termites now. :
Daniel Nassim

LIVING MARXISM

International Territory: The United Nations
1945-95, Adam Bartos anc Christopher Hitchens,
Verso, 81995 hbk

Reflecting on 50 years of the United Nations scems a bit-
ler sweet affair for both essayist and photographer in this
portrait of the UN as ‘an arena of paperwork and
hypocrisy’. Hitchens® essay and Barlos’ photographs of
the United Nations buildings in New York sentimentally
portray a time when the United Nations was supposed to
embody the ideal of universal rights.

Bartos disregards recent modernisation of the
UN buildings. rather looking for the spirit of the mid-
century in his photographs. Empty of people, his pictures
of bakelite fixtures, vinyl upholstery, and chunky manual
typewriters in the press ‘bull-pen’ attempt to evoke the
period when the West fought the good fight, and the USA
was in the ascendancy. The art of Henry Moore, Barbara
Hepworth and Fernand Léger, which was commisioned
for the UN headquarters, captures the spirit of new inter-
nationalism. In the event Léger’s mural for the General
Assembly was completed by an art student because the
artist himself was refused entry to the USA. All these
things seem to symbolise to Bartos the triumph of West-
ern ideals—however flawed—of civilisation and democ-
racy. Things were simpler then.

Hitchens, slightly more circumspect in his catalogu-
ing of the history of the UN, looks over past events with
a kind of misty-eyed sentimentality for the good old, bad
old days. Hitchens sees the UN’s role in such atrocities
as the Korean War as a consequence of the way it was
hijacked by the power politics of the five permanent
members of the Security Council—the USA, the Soviet
Union, the United Kingdom, China and France. He
makes the mistake of seeing the end of the Cold War and
of American hegemony as a new opportunity for the
Little Man.

Hitchens issues a five-point plan for bringing the
UN up to date in line with its current global role. This
includes the creation of a kind of *World Guard’, a UN
army autonomous of governmental interference and with
an independent budget. Most importantly, in order to
redress the balance in the structures of the United
Nations, a UN Parliamentary Assembly is needed,
Hitchens pleads. An assembly where ‘even the most
hardened practitioners of realpolitik can become con-
vinced not only of their own self-interest, but also of the
general human interest’.

In reality the UN was from the outset a creation of the
victors of the Second World War, with the United States
dictating the terms. The United Nations only ever suc-
ceeded in disguising Western domination over the world.
Now that the protests of the Soviet bloc and the third
world are no more, a major complication for the West is
out of the way. More than ever before, the United Nations
serves only 1o render Western policy in the humanitarian
colours of international concern. Hitchens® proposed
reforms could only add o the illusion that the UN
works for ‘the general human interest’ when in truth it is
the instrument of ‘the most hardened practitioners of
realpolitik” on Earth.
Sally Gray
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