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Comment

The new era of North-South wars

The US intervention in the Gulf confirms that we are entering a new
period in world politics. Not, unfortunately, that proclaimed by
Garbachev — a new era of peace and hurman values — but precisely the
oppasite: unbridled imperialist aggression against semi-colonial
countries, wars and immiseration of large parts of the world's
population, Therefore an cra of increasing imperialist military violence.

In less than 12 months the US has invaded Panama, deployed troops
in Colombia, Peru and Bolivia, camned through the contra war against
Nicaragua, intervened in Liberia and launched in the Gulf its biggest
military intervention sinee Vietnam.

Imperialism is applying a pitiless economic squeeze to the Third
World by international debt and other mechanisms. Since 1980 real
living standards have fallen in Latin America, the Middle East and
Africa — Africa’s living standards have been rolled back 30 years.

Large parts of the Third World are now getling poorer in absolute
terms. Virtually all is growing poorer relative to the impenalist
countnes.

The resull is an end of the bourgeois reformist regimes of the type
which existed in the 1930s to the 196035 — the era of the Institutional
Revolutionary Party in Mexico, Peron in Argentina, Nasser in Egypt.
Sukhamno in Indonesia, Nyerere in Tanzania, or Torrijos in Panama.
While engaging in anti-impenialist rhetoric the real basis of these
regimes was the oulfTow of capital from the imperialist countries —
above all the United States. The rhetonic was anti-imperialist but the
regimes benefitted in dollars,

Today imperialism has no such luxury. It is not exporting capital,
producing distorted and unequal economic growth, but sucking vast
quantities of capital out of the semi-colonial countries — spreading
economic destruction and chaos. The basis for stable reformism in the
semi-colonial countrics is being progressively destroyed.

With the collapse of bourgeois reformism in the third world two
trends emerge. The first are regimes representing lapdogs of imperialism
— who are literal (raitors to the oppressed nation, selling it out utterly to
imperialism. These arc the Latin American presidents responding 1o
Bush's proposal for a free trade arca with the US, the government of
Panama, Mubarak’s in Egypt, the regime in Saudi Arabia. They mount
more and more vicious attacks on their own population — culminating
in extreme right wing terrorism,

The second trend is a sharp shift to the left — either through the
masses moving to the left, as with the rise of the PT in Brazil, class
struggle unionism in South Korea, or the rise of the struggle in South
Africa — or by lefi bourgeois regimes resting on marginal strata of the
capitalist class — Noriega’s collaboration with both the Sandinistas and
drug cartels, or Saddam Husscin colliding with the whole of world
imperialism in the seizure of Kuwait. In addition the desperation of the
masses leads 1o a base being gained by ultra-Stalinist currents aimed at
ripping countries out of the grip of the world market — as with Sendero
Luminoso in Peru. The entire reformist accumulation of capital as it has
existed in the third world since World War 11 is breaking down.

In those circumstances, with its pravious system of capital
accumulation breaking down, imperialism has only on¢ choice:
increasing resort to direct military intervention. The sharply stepped up
US military action of the last year is the product. And if the break up of
the previous system of world accumulation leads to imperialism needing
10 slep up its military intervention the apportunity is created by the huge
swing to the right by the Soviet leadership under Gorbachey. In Panama
and the Gull imperialism now believes it can take military action
without the resistance that Soviet support previously gave to regimes in
confrontation with imperialism. The new aggressivity by imperialism
will therefore increase.

It is creating a new world situation. A new period of North-South
wars has begun,
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Editorial

Can the imperialist
economies take the strain?

The imperialist olfensive
commenced in the 1970s is
now entering its climactic
period — which, as in the
19305, may be a crisis lasling
many years. Afller 1975 im-
perialism threw back its own
working classes — delcating
the working class ollcnsive
which started in May 1968 n
France and which culminated
in defeat in Portugal in No-
vember 1975, Imperialism, in
particular since the new
course of the US under Rea-
gan, then murned (o smashing
the ¢olonial revelution —
which had continued to ad-
vance until 1979 (Crenada,
Nicaragua, and the overthrow
af the Shah of Iran) — and 10
destroying the workers stales,

In Eastern Europe this has
broughl spectacular success.
Germany has been reunited
inte the second most powerful
impenialist stale in Lﬁc world
— with immense implications
for Europe and world politics.
Capitalist governments have
been installed in Hungary, Po-
land and Czechoslovakia.
Pro-capitalist forces in the
USSR, organised around Yeli-
=im, are sironger than since the
1%20s. Major viciories for im-
perialism were gained in Gre-
nada and MNicaragus. The liv-
ing conditions of the
semi-colonial masses have
been thrown back 10, 20, and
in some cases 30 years. Social
disintegration, reaching pa-
roxysm in cases such as Libe-
ns, has set in in parts of the
semi-colonial world.

But the problem for im-
perialism is that it is now
throwing itsell against the
strongest forces in the world.
The masses of the semi-colo-
nial countries are the majoriry
of the world's population. The
Russian working cless 15 the
second larpest in the world.
Confronted with a clash with
these gigantic forces the im-
perialist economies are com-
g under the strain.

The dialectic is that in
order 1o contain the working
class in the imperialist coun-
tries an intensification of the
imperialist character of the
capilalist sysiem took place.

From the end of the 1970s on-
wards the cntite post-war rela-
tion of the imperalist coun-
Ines with the semi-colomial
stales was overtumed,

From the 1930s onwardsin
the case of the US, and from
the late 1940s in the case of
other imperialist countrics,
whal might be termed a *refor-
mist epoch’ opeénied in rela-
tions belween the imperialist
and semi-colonial countries.
This:was not in the sense that
there were only reforms in the
semi-colonial countries, there
were revolutions and wars,
but overall the policy of the
imperialist countries lowards
the semi-colonial ones was re-
formist — unlike the 1870s 10
1941 when there was & crup-
tion of imperialist aggression.

Stariing with the US%
‘geod neighbour' policy o
Latin America in the 1930s
imperialism commenced a
policy of reformist economic
development in the semi-co-
lonial countries. Its base was
that the surplus value gener-
ated by the working class in
the imperialist countries [ol-
lowing its defeats in the 1930s
was so colossal that it sufficed
not simply to lay the basis for
an economic boom, and refor-
mism, inside the imperialist
countries but to permit export
of capital for reformist pro-
jects m the semi-colonial
world. A major outflow of
capital to the semi-colonial
couniries accompaniad politi-
cel decolonisation.

Smce 1979, as discussed
on the opposite page, the
reverse has taken place. In ad-
ditiom 1o the raditional mech-
anisms of unegual exchange
imperialism is sucking capital
uuﬁ?thesemi-:ulmﬁ.a]c:gun-
trics &t an annual rate of 350
billion & year and rising. The
resull is growing economic
chaos in the third world but a
significant aid for stabilisa-
tion inside the imperialist
Countries.

The problem js that this
mechanism only works if the
surplus value exiracted is
greater than the costs of gain-
ing it — or put more brutally
if the profits exceed the milj-
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tary and political expense of
maintaining that exploitation.

From 1979-1989 the posi-
tive balance sheet of this pol-
icy for imperialism was clear.
From 198088 3800 billion
flowed into the US from other
imperialist and semi-colonial
countries. The minor imper-
ialist powers recouped al least
some of their losses to the US
at the expense of semi-colo-
nial countries. No large scale
US military action was
needed. The gain from inten-
sified exploitation of the third
world was clear.

Saddam Husstin's inva-
sion of Kuwait has sharply
changed that. No other imper-
ialist political enterprise is as
expensive as war. Viemam
crippled the US'in the 1960s.
While the Gulf crisis is not on
that scale its cosis are stll as-
tronomic — the best estimates
pre well over 81 hillion a
month, in addition to £10 bil-
lion for aid w Egypt, Turkey,
and Jordan. The US budgel
deficit, in consequence, is
spiralling  skywards. Under
the Gramm-Rudman Act the
deficit should have been 564
billion this year, It was run-
ning at around $200-$240 bil-
lion, including the Savings
and Loans debacle before the
Gulf crisis and has now risen
to $250-5300 billion.

Financing this huge deficit
15 made harder because of the
side effects of the collapse of
the Japancse stockmarket, it-
self a symptom that Japan
could not stand the strain of
propping up the US, and by
the fact that German capital s
gbsorbed in reunification.
With extemnal sources of fin-
ance cut back the US ruling
class has therefore been
forced to move shamply lo-
wards pitecking i1z own work-
ing ¢lass.

This sterted before the

Gulf  expediion — with
Bush's “no tax increase’
pledge abandoned. Now he is
forced 1o auack the US work-
ing class while pushing to-
wards war,

The result will be a polit-
cal crisisin the US. Externally
it is the unedifying spectacle
of the US Secretary of State
visiling imperialist capitals
for donations to finance Lhe
Gulfl 1ask force, Furthemmore,
apart from the Gulf oil stales,
lbe aid received has been neg-
ligible — as the other imper-
ialist counirics themsejves
face problems of one type or
another (Japan's assets crash,
Germany’s reunification
costs, Britain's balance of
paymenis deficit)

The result is the Gull crisis
has produced huge strain in
financial markes. World
stockmarkels have fallen 22
1940, Furthermore the crisis
is most severe in the most im-
portant imperialist economies
— Japan where share prices
have fallen 40 per cent since
January and the US where the
Savings and Loans crisis and
the budget deficil are acquir-
ing the dimensions of an ccon-
omi¢ disaster. To add to the
problem oil prices have risen
by 80 per cent. A US heading
into recession hasbeen struck
& [urther blow.

These developments are
the inevitable outcome of the
course imperialism has pur-
sued since 1979, It has spread
chaos throughout the third
world in pursuit of intensifica-
tion of imperialist exploita-
tion. Now the cost of policing
the Consequences are OVer-
straining even imperialism.
lis new aggressivity is based
on economics far feebler than
they appear and with far less
ability to sustain prolonged
conflicts than in the 1960s.

We are entering an explo-
sive pericd in world politics,
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Imperialist
offensive into the
Gulf

The massive US military intervention in

the Gulf brings together three decisive

trends in world politics — the rising social

disintegration in the ‘third world’ and the

increasing military drive of impenialism to

smash resistance to the consequences of

this, the way the increasingly deep

capitulation of the Soviet leadership under

Gorbachev is leading imperialism to adopt

a more and more aggressive course, and

the specific character of the Middle East as

the most economically decisive area of the

semicolonial world. The war with Iraq

therefore is the first of the new

‘North-South wars’ — accompanying the

collapse of the basis of any stable

reformism in the third world and thus an

increasingly direct military drive by

imperialism to stabilise its position. The

attack on Iraq is not simply aimed at
Saddam Hussein, but intended as a deadly
warning to the entire ‘third world’,
explains SYLVIA ASHBY.

T he nakedly imperialisi character of
the world capitalist sysiem has
been made cven more brutally clear o
the people of the “third world' ina new
and more devastating way since 1979,
In most of the post-war pericd the
wealthiest imperialist nations of the
world were net exporters of capital 10
the “third world’ — this influx of capi-
tal laid the material basis for bourgeois
reformist projects in a number of scmi-
colonial countries. This led some 10
wrongly believe that the entire world
sysiem was becoming less imperialist
and more generally “capitalist” due to
the development of the semicolonial
world. But such fanlasies have been
brought face to face with reality since
1979, when the capital flows to the
senucolonial world stopped, and capi-
tal began to be sucked out of these
impoverished countries 1o prop up the
crisis-ridden economiecs of the imper-
ialist states, particularly into the US.
As we have outlined before, this has
led o absolute [alls in living standards
in these counirics: in the Middle East,
beiween 1980-85, GDP per capita fell
by 7 per cent, in Latin America by 14
per cent, in Africa by 10 per cent,

However, the social and political
impact of this economic draining of the
scmicolonial world is now beginning
(o undermine the stability of the sys-
tem itself, The impoverishment, star-
vation, plummeting living standards
and social disintegration is reaching
such levels that more and more desper-
ate solutions are being sought. With
less and less resources for stable capi-
tal sccumulation, there is no possi-
hility of stable independent bourgeois
reformist regimes, hence the bour-
geoisies in the semicolonial countries
are faced with the need for a radical
NEW COUTse,

For most this means more and more
suping capitulation to the demands of
imperialism, as with Collor and
Menem in Latin America, which mean

attempuing to force the populations of

these countries 10 accepl greater im-
poverishment while capital continues
o flow into the imperialisi centres.
There is today no Peronist ‘middle
way', just abject capitulation,

Bul as imperialism has nothing 1o
offer these societics, nor their ruling
classes by way of economic swee-
teners, these regimes are deeply un-
stable. The US is forced to step up its
military intervention to shore up the
situation, hence the growing trend o
direct US military involvement in the
*third world',

Since the beginning of the year the
S has had roops engaged in Panama,
Colombia and Peru, the Philippines —
to shore up Aquino against a coup at-
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empt — Liberia, and now the Gull.

Other semicolonial regimes have
turncd 1o desperate adventurcs in an
attempt o turn the atteption of the
masses away from effects of social col-
lapse — the new Pakistani regime's
adventunst course towards India over
Kashmir, Galten’s attempt 1o con-
[ront British imperialism over the Mal-
vinas or Saddam Hussein's s¢izure of
Kuwail. In other cases the sociely just
begins o c¢ollapse in on itself, as in
Liberia.

Sometimes this thrashing about
leads (o confrontations with imperial-
ism, as in the case of Galtieri's Argen-
tina, or in Panama. In Panama the No-
ricga regime made atlempis to claim
real Panamanian control over the
canal, collaborated with Sandinista Ni-
caragua, both of which were an affront
o US imperialism, and at the same
time was evidently involved in drog-
running and brutal repression of oppo-
sition inside the country.

The actions of Saddam Hussein fit
inio this pattern. Having tned to solve
the internal cconomic problems of Trug
through an imperialisi-backed war
with Iram, which met failure, the econ-
omic aid from imperialism dried up,
and in an act of desperation Kuwail
was scized, an action that is totally
unaceepiable o imperialism.

Tts background is this disintegration
of vast sections of the semicolonial
world, due to being bled white by im-
peralism — 5200 billion was sucked
out of the “third world”® from 1980 w
88. Imperialism's reply is more and
muore diregt colonial type intervention,
through military force. The US and
British intervention in the Gull should
be understood as simply the first of a
new wave of North-South wars, wars
conducted by imperialism against the
conscquences of its economic destruc-
tion of the semi-colonial world.

tis in the framework of this new

political mm in the policy of im-
periatism that the line of Gorbachev in
seeking a new global accord through
capitulating to imperialism's demands
in Eastern Egrope, over German reuni-
fication, and on the so-called "regional
conflicts’ should be seen. The shift by
Gorbachev immensely facilitates the
offensive by imperialism.

The ending of the 'Cold War',
rather than opening 4 new era of
‘peace’ — as the muling class echoed
by liberals and sections of the erst-
while left have claimed — has there-
fore simply accelerated this new and
more aggressive phase of direct imper-
ialist intervention in the "third world’
— a period which could be dubbed a
new era of direct colonialism as the US
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and 15 allies intervene militarily, and
establish garrisons in an increasing
number of regions.

This shift in strategy has been in
preparation since the mid-70s, with the
creation of the Rapid Deployment
Farces by the US. However it is the
changes in Eastern Egrope that has
cased the way for this new directy
aggressive military policy.

Furthermore, the capitalist penetra-
tion of Eastern Europe has involved a
redirection of funds by imperialism 1o-
wards these countriecs — the Lny
amounts of aid that were going to the
*third world' has now been switched to
the countries of Eastern Europe as pan
of a strategy of winning them back to
capitalism,

In-addition, the countries of Eastern
Europe themselves played a role in
directing e¢onomic and military aid to
the scmicolonial world. This has now
dried up.

Gorbachev's policy of ahject ca-
punlation to every demand of im-
penalism simply means selling cut all
those people who are fighting back
against the devastation that imperial-
ism has wrought on their countries and
lhe%r peoples. In Southerm Africa this
policy is clear: the USSR has ended
military aid 1o the ANC, its cutling of
aid to Cuba and Angola forced a settle-
mentin Namibia that was considerably
less than could have been achieved. In
Central America Gorbachev withheld
support from the Sandinistas, and
made no more than a token protest at
US military intervention in Panama:

‘The actions
of Saddam
Hussein
struck ar the
interests of
imperialism
in the Gulf

the pressure is now being placed on
Cuba, with aid being cut, and capitula-
tion to US demands for a complete end
to economic support being prepared.
But the most spectacular and grotesque
capitulation so far has been the vote for
the UN resolutions on sanctions
against Iraq and action o enforce
them, which have been the cover for
the US o undertake its biggest military
operation since the Vietnam war,

This is not only a betrayal of the
peoples of the semicolonial world in-
volved in these siruggles, but has re-
sulted in a massive weakening of the
strategic position of the USSR iscll
and of its political influence. The pres-
ent operations by the US in the Gulf
have resulted already in over 200,000
impenialist troops being stationed to
the south of the USSR, and will result
in the system of US bases ringing the
USSR being extended into the Middle
East. Gorbachev's ling will almost
completely destroy the political partics
finked to Moscow in the Middle East.

he actions of Saddam Hussein, in

anncxing Kuwait, with the an-
nounced intention of forcing up the
price of oil, struck al the interesis of
imperialism in the Gulf — control over
the supply and price of oil,

There can be absolutely no doubt
aboul imperialism’s intentions in re-
sponse o this. The only possible ra-
tionale for the build up of troops on this
scale, which was envisaged from the
outset, is o engage in & bloody and
major war with Irag, the goal of which
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is nota wactical retreat by Saddam from
Kuwail, but the wotal destruction of the
entire military capacity of Irag. The
aim of imperialism is that Tsrac] should
be the only state with the capacity for
chemical and nuclear war in the
Middle East.

Moreover there can be no ambi-
guity about imperialism’s longer tcrm
intentions, it has no intention of mili-
tarily withdrawing from Saudi Arabia
once Iraq is obliteratcd. Obviously it
will not maintain a force of 250,000,
and there will be much trumpeting thal
the roops are going home, but the truth
will be that the US is in the Gulf 1o stay.
Time magazine on 27 August proposed
that a “trip-wire' force of 25,000 troops
in Saudi Arabia would be adequate for
US purposes — adding that the cost for
this should be borne by Kuwait, Saudi
Arahia, Europe and Japan!

Since the 19503 the CIA has argued
thiat the Middle East is far too strategi-
cally significant for it to be left open Lo
the influence of regional political de-
velopments, arguing for everything
from the permanent stationing of gar-
risons of troops, to the occupation of
the entire Gull area. Tt is this strategy
which iz now being implementad.

A longside the creation of the state ol

Israel, in the post-war period im-
perialism depended on the Shah of Iran
as its chicl gendarme and bulwark
against the threat of rising Arab nation-
alism across the Middle East. The post-
war wave of Arab nationalism, led by
the Arab bourgeoisics, began with
Nasser's confrontation with imperial-
ism over the Suez Canal in the 19505,
It was powerfully deepened by Alge-
ra’s war of independence against
France. The directly Nasserile wave
included the coming to power of Gad-
dal in Libya, who took the first steps
in leading the pil-producing Arab na-
tions into a quadrupling of the price of
oil in 1973 — although US imperial-
ism was able 1o exploit this against its
own imperialist rivals. The republican
movements in Yemen — North and
South — Oman, and Bahrain in the
6lls, the coming o power of the
Baathisl regimes in Syria and Irag
were all part of this Arab nationalist
wave, The general instability in the
Middle East was added o by the
Iranian revolution of 1979,

The replacement of the Shah with
the regime of Khomeini, with its
sharply  anti-imperialist  rheloric,
threatened impenalism’s delicate bal-
ance in the entire Middlc East, but
especially in the crucial oil-rich Gulf.
The Iran-Iraq war was inspired and
financed by imperialism to drain
Iranian respurces and contain the
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spread of the Tranian revolution.

A s regards the immediate causes of
the conflict i the Gulf, Saddam
Hussein was supplied with wcapons,
including chemical weapons, 10 pro-
long the war against Iran, and brutally
suppress the Kurdish national rebel-
lion along its North and North Western
borders. Without this impenialist aid
there is no doubt that the more popu-
lous and better armed Iran would have
emerged the victer from the conflict.

However, despite emerging from
the war undefeated, the lragi economy
was rapidly revealed to be on the brnink
of collapse. The indications were that
Rafsanjani, the new Iranian president,
would be more compliant than Kho-
meini, secking some kind of agree-
ment with imperialism, demanded in
© particular by the Iranian bourgeoisic.
Less worried by the threat from Iran,
imperialism maintained artificially
low oil prices in order to prevent the
1US economy being dragged more
sharply into reccssion, ignoring the
disastrous impact on Iraq’s economy.

Kuwait, Saudi Arabia and the
United Arab Emirates, controlling
the majority of the world's oil rescr-
ves, ensured a level of oil production
and prices which met the needs of im-
perialism, but this was destroying the
Iragi economy. Therefore Irag de-
manded an end to the pro-imperialist
oil policy of the chief Gulf states. The
dispute over cil prices lay behind the
worscning relations between Kuowail
and Trag, prior 0 the Iragi invasion.
Emergency meetings of the OPEC
countries were called 1o mediate be-
tween Kuwait and Iraq over the disput-
ed issues, but these came 1o nothing.

The other Gulf producers refused to
budge from the low price policy de-
manded by imperialism, or 1o compen-
sate Iraq in any other form, so Iraq took
the matter into its own hands by invad-
ing Kuwail.

0 il is the decisive element in this
entire conflict in the Gulf. Presi-
dent Bush has described the present
military intervention as the most im-
portant since the Second World War
— while this exaggerates, it is by far
the most degisive since Vietnam.

The entire policy of imperialism in
the Middle East, particularly since oil
was discovered in the mid-1920s, has
been totally determined by the need Lo
dominate the world's oil supplies. The
Sovict Union has also had a vital inter-
st in the area, firstly because of the
strategic significance of Iran, and then
the Middle East on its southern border,
and secondly because of oil,

The present shape of the Middle

Ol s the
decisive
element in
this entire
conflict’

East, dictated by oil, was grafted onio
an imperialist structure that predated
its discovery. The region first came o
the attention of British impenalism as
a consequence of its empire in India
and the need to control the Indian
Cicean. Prracy from the semi-nomadic
peoples of the shores of the Gull, and
control of the Medilerranean route 10
the East via Egypt and the Red Sea —
and later the Suez Canal — were the
determinants of British policy in the
région.

Kuwait and the other tiny stales
along the Gull were created by Britain
through & series of teatics with the
local sheikhs — nominally under the
control of the Ottoman empire — 1O
prevent piracy, These treatics pledged
British imperial arms to defend the
local rulers in return for an end 1o Gulf-
based piracy of Briush shipping in the
Indian Oc¢ean — and resulted m the
ossification and stagnation of their
outdated social system until oil dollars
brought them sharply into the 20th
century in the 1960s with a baggage of
sheikhdoms and ruling familics with
pre-feudal rights. After the First World
War the rag bag of sheikhdoms were
established as independent — though
tiny, and inviable — states along the
shores of the Gulf, through the offices
of imperialism, with only on¢ aim —
10 ensure the existance of regimes that
were totally compliant (o the inigrests
of impenialism as they depended upon
it for their existence.

In Egypt Britain established a mili-
Lary presence 1o proteet s routes o the

]

s

East after control of these was chal-
lenged by France — which sponsored
the building of the Sucz Canal. Egypt
became a de facto British colony while
maintaining its de jure status-as an
administrative district of the Ottoman
empire.

When oil was discovered in the de-
serts of Saudi Arabia it was the US that
negotiated control over the valuable
rights 1o explore and exploit Saudi oil
— a congession for which it paid
$50.000, The Briiish only offered
£5,000 — which proved Lo be an ex-
ceptionally costly mistake for the Brit-
ish government as Saudi Arabia
proved 10 be a far ncher source than
Iran, which Britain was mainly inter-
ested in, and moreover the close inval-
vement of the US in Saudi Arabia be-
came the bridgehead fur US
dominance of the Middle East {replac-
ing both Britain and France during the
50s and 6s),

US dominance of the Middle Eastis
now unchallenged, and consequently
Arab hostlity has turned from cen-
trally focussing on Britain and France
as the imperialist intruders, o the
United States. This hostility was
scored even deeper into Arab society
following the key role of the US in
sponsoring the establishment of the
state of Tsracl,

T he creation of the Zionist state of
Israzl, involving tuming the entire
population of Palestine into refugees,
was a key aspect of US strategy in the
Middle East. Armed to the eeth and
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economically aided by imperialism,
the Zionist state 15 a fundamental bul-
wark apainst any threat [rom rising
Arabnationalismy in the région, That is
why, while imperialism may sponsor a
limited withdrawal from paris of the
Occupied Territories to appease Arab
opinion, it will never support any paol-
icy that fundamentally weakens Israel
by meeting Palestinian national de-
mands,

Time magazine on 27 August re-
fected the total cynicism of US views
of the Palestinians in ils proposed (to-
tally unrealistic) ‘scitlement” for the
region: *...a settlement should involve
the creation of a demilitarised Palesti-
nian stale in some, but not all, of the
West Bank.' Together with a perma-
nent US army of occupation on the
border: ‘a...np-wire force of troops
glong the Israel-Palestune border
would add muscle' o US pledges of
Israeli security. And the quid pro quo
for this great concession? “The Arab
states ... should sign peace treaties with
Jerusalem', in other words not only
accept the legitimacy of the state of
Israel but accept its annexation of at
least part of the West Bank, and the
other Oceupied Territories! Of ¢ourse,
Time proposes no such deal for Irag
over Kuwail,

Jurdan, Lebanon, Syria and Irag
were also carved out of the Middle
East by British, French and later US
imperialism. The borders of Lebanon
and Jordan in particular are a com-
pletely antificial création. The borders
of Lebanon were fixed o cover the
largest amount of terrilory possible
while trying to maintain & Christian
majority in the state, which was g
French *protectorate’. Jordan was cre-
ated as a distinct administrative region
0 provide a kingdom for a branch of
the Hashemite family after the family
of Ibn Saud had forced them out of
their ruling position as Sharifs of
Mecea and Medina, Trag's borders are
arbitrary, particularly in relation to its
access 1o the Gulf — due 1o the cre-
ation of Kuwait — but ils position
straddling the Tigris and Euphrates,
the old Mesopotamia, has historical le-
gitimacy throughout Arab and pre-
Arab history and as an influential ad-
ministrative area of the Ottoman
Empire, Similarly Syria, although with
8 more siormy and fought over past,
has real continuity, although the carv-
INg out of territory to form Jordan and
Increase the size of Lebanon by im-
Perialism has distoried its more recent
develapment,

Each of these countries were carved
up by imperialism and their borders
delermined between Washington,

London and Paris after the Sccond
World War. In Irag, Syria and Jordan
the monarchical British imposed, or
tried to impose, ‘kings' — not part of
any Arab tradition of political organi-
sation! The ‘royal family’ was again
chosen by the British, the Hashemite,
from what is now Saudi Arabia, with
no conneclion with the region they
were henccforth 10 rule by right of
blood. They were quickly expelled
from Syrig, and later kicked out of
Irag, but the crushing of the Palesti-
nians — particularly bloodily — by
Jordan's King Abdullah, ensured the
Hashemiles long survival in Jordan.

The Soviet Union made periodic al-

liances with emerging Arab na-
tionalism throughout the post-war
period, especially with Nasser's
Egypt, and with the PLO, and at differ-
ent points with the regimes in Syria
and Iraq, However this has failed 10
materialise  into  any permanent
strategic position for the USSR in the
region because at each point it subor-
dinated support for Arab nationalist
regimes in their conflict with Isracl, o
detente and seeking a role for itself by
agreement with the US,

Given the strategic importance of
Middle East oil, any role for the USSR
in the region is completely unaccept-
able 1o the US which has diplomali-
cally outmangeuvred the Soviet Union

‘Gorbachey' s 3L every point, most decisively when

Kissinger negotiated the new gyree-
P B CEo Cw gjree

: . menl  between imperialism  and
capitulation Egypl's president Sadat — Nasser's
o successor — which excluded the
imperialist USSR at ome blow from the chicl
wiar- power base it had built up in the area,
mongering The key rcason thess gains were
marks the possible for the US was because al-
end of any though m: USSR armed Egypt it re-
- 7 fused to do so o 3 degree whete it
‘Sﬁ‘gf"d‘w cauld defeat Isracl. The USSR pressed
influence in instead for recognition of Isracl, and a

. ‘peaceful solution' to the Arab-Tsraeli
g‘; ‘:'_“‘"ﬂﬁ conflict guarantced jointly by the US

and USSR. In the stalemate that this
provoked only the US — with in-
fluence in Isracl — was able 1o play a
real role. Therefore the USSR ended
up with the ‘peaceful solution’ it had
advocated in the Camp David ggree-
ments, but with no role for itself, and
with the US having replaced it as the
chief influence in Egypt

However, despite the USSR's posi-
tion of advocating recognition of Is-
rael, Palestine remains the stumbling
block w completely excluding the
USSR from the region. The Arab
regimes, under the pressure of the
Arab masses, will not completely
abandon the Palestinians or recognise
Israel, so the US cannot completely tie
up the politics of the region.

The present conflict has revealed

more clearly than [or vears that the
current Arab regimes are totally tied o
imperialism, and their opposition to
Isracl is little more than rhetoric, In
this war the Arab states will be lined
up with Israel and the US against Irag.
This evidently severely weakens the
Palestinians, and will tremendously
strengthen Israel,

Gorbachev's craven capitulation to
imperialist hypocrisy and war-mon-
gering, conflining his critical com-
ments to calling the US-British force
to be transformed into a UN force —
in which the USSR might presumably
participate — is politically in line with
the USSR’s posiion in previous
Middle East conflicts, what is new is
that the Soviet burcaucracy has ac-
tually voted for UN resolutions, and
totally abandoned its Arab allies, to-
) tally destroying what remained of its

strategic position in the Middle East.
In this conflict, even more than in 1967
or in 1973, the USSR has excluded
itself from any influence on the out-
come of the events — excepl to cheer
- on the United States.

The outcome of the Helsinki sum-
mil, where Gorbachev agreed to pull
Soviet advisors out of Irag, and essen-
tially stand by while the US takes
whatever military action it chooses in
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the Gulf, marks the final collapse of
independent Soviet influence in the
Middlc East

here i5 no doubt that the US is

prepared o take whalever action 15
necessary to force Irag out of Kuwait.
Dominantcircles in the US, and also in
Israel seek the elimination of Irag asa
regional military lorce,

The most erude economics indicate
the US’s determination, Gull oil cur-
rently constitutes 20.1 per cent of
world ofl production, and 40 per cent
of this is controlled jointly by Trag and
Kuwait, A unified Irag and Kuwait
would rapidly become the premier
economic power in the Gulf region,
and this would swongly reinforce
Irag's military superiority over the
other Gulf states, making it the deter-
mining political power in the region.
Moreover, if the Kuwait monarchy can
be ovarthrown then all the other ruling
famihies in the Gulf would fall.

The US 15 determined not o allow
a force like Hussein's Irag to atain
such an influence for sinctly economic
reasons. Moreover il is determined
that, if possible, Irag will not have the
military possibility o Lake such action
again, In order to create a new stabihity
in the Gulf the US proposes that only
Isracl should have 3 modem attacking
army, and that Saudi Arabia should be
occupied by US bases, with the Saudi
regime guaranieed from revenge for its
betrayal of the Arab people by US
Lroaps.

Imperialism indeed now scarcely
disguises Its intentions. Murdoech's
Sunday Times — which Thatcher has
said is the paper best informed on the
Gulf — on 12 August outlined the real
aims of the US and its allies.

‘The rcason why we will shordy
have to go to war with Irag is not to free
Kuwait, though that is to be desired, or
o defend Saudi Arabia, though that is
important. It is because President Sad-
dam is a menace o vital Western inter-
ests in the Gulf, above all the free flow
of oil at market prices, which is essen-
tial 1o the West's prosperity”

This is why imperialism has never
had the intention to simply force Hus-
sein into a tactical withdrawal from
Kuwait. Dominant forces in the US
and Britain have been announcing
since the outset that a military strike is
called for, Their sole concemn is the
seale of the world backlash against this
and the degree 1o which this would
threaten their interests.

Despile the hypocritical talk about
‘imposing UN sanctions’, all the UN
resolutions have served for is 10 pro-
vide the cloak for the US military de-
giston to position a force in the Gulf

sufficient for a military strike against
Trag.

The Independent om 28 August
spelled oul the reality in a report from
Diahran, the main Saudi military base:
‘Anyonc who has watched the conti-
nuing build up of US forces — the
thousands of troops of the 24th and
101st divisions arriving each day, the
hundreds of tonnes of ammunition still
being unloaded from the C-5 Galaxies
— is left with the deep impression the
that “peace momentum”, which 15 re-
ceiving only second billing in the
Saud: press, has merely provided the
United States with further precious
days in which to reinforce its army n
Saudi Arabia.

' . Listening to the man who is run-
ning the entire US logistics operation
in the Gulf it is difficult 1o regard the
current peace initiatives as anything
more than a necessary rilual to be gone
through before an armed conflict.’

he bloody war to be launched

against Saddam Hussein, as the
Sunday Times correctly stated, has
nothing to do with the rights of Kuwait,
still Jess 10 do with democracy, but
with ‘vital Westemn oil interests’. As
the whole left has pointed out, if im-
penalism cared anything lor democ-
racy or national rights it would have
implemented real sanctions against
South Africa, or taken aclion against
Isracl lor its annexation of the Occu-
pied Temitorics. All imperialist talk of
‘democracy’ is sheer hypocrisy — the
Saudi’s is one of the few absolule mon-
archies left in the warld!

The US intervention in the Gulf is
the first of the new wars that arise out
of the disintegradon of the semicolo-
nial world. They move the world back
o an ¢ra of direct colonialism, What
response there will be to that will
determine the nature of the new world
order. A condomininm of the world
imperialist powers — the *League of
imperialist bandits’ as Lenin rightly
called them — have decided to wage
war against anyone who atlempts 1o
resist the consequences of their attack
on the majority of humanity. They
have been joined in that by the pro-
capitalists who now head the state cre-
ated by Lenin which was once Lthe grea-
test aid n the struggle against
imperialism.

The trouble for the forces currently
moving their armies into the Gulf is
that their own cconomic sysiem is un-
stable and, most imporiantly, those
who they intend to attack, theworking
class and oppressed of the semicolo-
nial couniries, consttute the majonty
of the world’s population. Even if they
crush Saddam Hussein the economic
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effects of the imperialist system mian
they will merely produce another
hydra that will strike back against them
in a few years time. The Gulf is the
first, nol the last, of the new imperialist
Wars,

I n this strugele the place of socialists
is clear, Ii is with the semicolonial
countries fighting back against a sys-
wem of colonialism and imperialism
which has now endured for over live
centuries and is the most evil force that
has everexisted in world history.
Saddam Hussein is a murdering
butcher of the¢ Kurds and Iranians. But
Irag's lack of power, compared to the
US and Britain, means this pales into
insignificance in historical terms com-
pared to those now sending their eets
o the Gull. More 10 the poini the
regime the US and Britain will install

in Irag if they can, the suzereinty of ‘Imperialism
nuclear and chemically armed Israel haye never
and the direct involvement of the US a4 i
military in the region, will reduce the 0000 40

Arab people to a (ar greater enslave-
ment than anything Saddam Hussein
could ever undertake,

In this struggle socialists stand with withdraw
the Arab people against the onslaught from
being launched upon them. We de- Kuwail, they
mand all US and British forces out of are
the Gulf and utterly condemn the - preparing a
volvement of Gorbachev in this mur- myfirary

derous enterprse.

It will only be the first ime in the against Iraq

coming years that socialisis will have
to stand up against the new offcnsive
of impenalism.

. .

simply force
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Marxism and
imperialist wars

The starting point of the struggle against
imperialist wars, such as that in the Gulf,
is, in class terms, the division between

E;_prresnnd and oppressor nations. In terms
of political tactics it is how to rally the
widest and most effective political force
against imperialist aggression. That means
dispelling the arguments used to justify not

opposing the imperialalists when they go
to war — whether that opposition comes

from the open right wing, arguing that the
war is about democracy, or combatting
msi:m, or, in an ultra-left guise that I
socialists cannot dirty their hands in
alliances with pacifists, or cannot find
themselves fighting on the same side in a
war with colonial dictators etc. ANDREW
JAMES shows how the issues which have
come up in the struggle against the Gulf
war have surfaced in innumerable previous

conflicts.
o it

Thn starting point of the Marxist at-

titude to all wars was first stated by
Clausewitz: "All know thal wars are
caused only by the political relations
of governments and of nations; bot or-
dinarily one pictures the situation as if,
with the beginning of the war, these
relations cease and a 1otally new situ-
ation is created, which follows its own
laws. We assert, on the contrary, that
war is nothing bul the continuation of
political relations, with the interven-
tion of other means.” As Lenin stated:
*With reference 1o war, the main thesis
of dialectics... is that “war is simply the
continuation of politics by other [ie
viclent] means."... it was always the
standpoint of Marx and Engels, who
rcgarded any war as the continuation
of the politics of the powers concerned
— and the various classes within these
countries."

An imperialist war does not show
itself by the fact that it always starts by
an act of imperialist aggression — as
with Britain's almost continual seizure
of colonies from the 16th o the early
20th centuries, It may start by rebel-
lion, violence, by an oppressed people
against imperialism — as with the Al-
gerian war of independence from
France. 1t may start with the imperial-
ists fabricating an incident to launch a
war — as with Johnson creating an
attack by Vietnamese vessels on the
US fleet in the Bay of Tonkin (o justify
unleashing the Vietnam war, All mat-
ters such as who fired the first shot,
who attacked who, whose geographi-
cal bonndaries were crossed and so on
are strictly uninteresting — they are
the incidental surface of events. The
core of the matter is which force is
fighting who. As Trotsky put it: "A
slave-owner who through cunning and
violence shackles a slave in chains,
and a slave who through cunning or
violence breaks the chains—Ilet not the
contemptible eunuchs tell us that they
are equals before a court of morality!’

Or again: ‘Imperialism camouf-
lages its own peculiar aims — seizure
of colonies, markets, sources of raw
malerial, spheres of influence — with
such ideas as “safeguarding peace
against the aggressors”, “defense of
the fatherland”,"defense of democ-
racy,” elc. These ideas are false
through and through. It is the duty of
every socialist not to support them but,
on Lhe contrary, 10 unmask them belore
the people. “The question of which
group delivered the first military blow
or first declared war,” wrole Lenin in
March 1915, "has no imporiance what-
ever in determining the tactics of so-
cialists. Phrases about the defense of
the fatherland, repelling invasion by
the enemy, conducting a delensive

9

war, elc., are... a complele deception of
the people.™”

Socialists do not condemn a slave
for taking up arms against a slave-
holder — anyone n that situation who
concentrales on  ‘condemning  vi-
olence’ by the slaves is merely adefen-
der of slavery. If, as unfortunately oc-
curs in such revolts, massacres of
slaveholders, or even innocent by-
standers, takes place by the slaves so-
cialists point out that the responsibility
for such events falls totally with, and
indeed 15 made inevitable by, the sys-
tem of slavery (and that this is a sup-
plementary reason it must be brought
w an end immediately). Furthermore
the cumulative violence carried out by
the slaveholder is invariably a hundred
times worse than the individual acts of
violence carried out by the slaves,

Likewise if a semicolonial country
riscs up in arms against an imperialist
state socialists do not condemn the
semicolonial country but demand that
imperialism be brought to an end. Fur-
thermore the killings and atrocitics
carried out by a semicolonial dictator
such as Saddam Hussein, becanse of
his more limited means, completely
pale into insignificance compared to
the crimes and violence of the imper-
ialists — organisers of such events as
the First and Second World Wars, the
carpet bombing of Cambodia, the kill-
ing of 300,000 Communists in Indone-
sig, the coup in Chile, the death squads
in El Salvador, poverty and starvation
on a world scale elc.

hen it comes to relations between

states the fundamental division,
resting on class relations, is that be-
tween imperialist, oppressor, stales
and oppressed states. As Lenin pot it in
his 'Report on the National and the
Colonial Questions’ to the Second
Congress of the Communist Inierna-
tonal: "What is the cardinal idea
underlying our theses? It is the distine-
tion between oppressed and oppressor
nations, Unlike the Second Inierna-
tional and bourgeois demoperacy, we
emphasise this distinction... The char-
acteristic feature of imperialism con-
sists in the whole world.., being
divided into a large number of op-
pressed nations and an insignificant
number of oppressor nations, the latter
possessing colossal wealth and power-
ful armed forces. The vast majority of
the world’s population.., belong to the
oppressed nations, which are either in
a state of direct colonial dependence or
are semicolonies, as, for example, Per-
gia, Turkey and China, or else, con-
guered by some big imperialist power,
have become greatly dependent on that
power by virtue of peace ireaties, This
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idea of distinction, of dividing the na-
tons nto appressor and oppressed,
runs through the theses.’

From this (lows the fundamenial
Marxist principle of the attitude lo-
wards struggles between imperialist
and semicolpnial countries. /n @ war
between a semicolonial and an imper-
iglist nation what is ar the root of the
cenflict, and what causes the war, is
not the type of political regime — the
imperialists are indifferent o the type
of regime provided it pays their profits
and ‘democratic” imperialisis routine-
ly support the most barbaric dictator-
ships in the third world — bur rthe
exploitative econpmic relations that
exislt. As Trowky scomfully puot it Tt
is... sheer fraud and charlatanism to
transler mechanically the laws and
rules of the struggle betwesn different
classes of one and the same nation
over Lo an unperialist war, that is the
struggle waged by one and the sume
claxs of differenl nations...

*Mussolini and his closest associ-
ates, 50 ar as one can gather, are at-
heists, that is, they believe in neither
God nor the devil. The king of Britain
and his ministers arc mired in medicval
supersutions and belicve not only in
the devil but in the devil's grand-
mather, Yet this does not mean that a
war hetween Italy and England would
be a war of science against religion...

‘In the calendar of human progress,
a republic rates above a monarchy. But
does this signify that a war waged by
republican France, say, against mon-
archist Holland for colomes would be
a war of a rcpublic agminst a mon-
archy? We shall not even dwell on the
‘fact that in the event of a national war
waged by the Bey of Tunis against
France, progress would be on the side
of the barbarian monarch and not that
of the imperialist republic.

‘To substitute political... abstrac-
tions for the actual aims of the warming
imperialist camps is not to fight for
democracy, but to help the brigands
disguise their robbery, pillage, and vi-
olence.’

he fact thatil is the nature of the

states, impenalist or oppressed,
not the nature of the regimes that 1s
decisive is all the more true because in
its claim that ‘democracy’ is the key
erileria — thus the US and Britain are
democracies whereas Iraq is a dictator-
ship, therefore we should support the
US and Britain — a double fraud is
involved. First the US and Briwin can
temain democracies only because they
rest on imperialisi exploitation. Sec-
ondly the oppression to which im-
perialism condemns the semicolonial
countrics is the fundamental reason

‘The
counterpart
af
democracy
in the
imperialist
countries (s
dictatorship
in the
semicolonial
COUntries,
comprising
the majority
af the
world' s
population’

why they cannot develop as democ-
racics — not 1o mention that imperial-
1sm direcily props up a whole series of
unspeakable dictators (Pinochet, So-
moza, the Shah of Iran, in the earhicr
period Saddam Hussein eie)

As Trotsky noted: "The coercive
imperialism of advanced nations is
able to exist only because backward
nations, oppressed nationalities, colo-
nial and semicolonial countries, te-
main on our planer.

"The struggle ol the oppressed peo-
ples for national umification and na-
tional independence is doubly pro-
gressive because, on the one side, this
prepares more favorable conditions [or
their own development, while, on the
other side, this deals blows to imperial-
ism, That, in particular, is the reason
why, in the struggle between a civi-
lized, imperialist, democratic republic
and a backward, barbaric monarchy in
a colonial country, the socialists are
completely on the side of the op-
pressed country notwithstanding ils
monarchy and against the oppressor
country notwithstanding its “democ-
racy.”’

More precisely: ‘The political form
of democracy... has been preserved
only among the great powers... the ri-
chest, traditionally the most predatory
and privileged countries, which have
long since concentrated in their hands
& lions share of the colonial possess-
ions and the chiel natural respurces of
our planet,

‘It is not hard to lind the explana-
ton for this “natural selection”,
Democracy can be maintained only so0
long ‘as class contradictions do not
reach an explosive state. In order 10
mitigalc social frictions the bour-
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geoisie has been compelled to provide
feed for a broad layer of petty-bour-
geois intellectuals, and the bureau-
cracy and aristocracy of labour...

"The reformist feeding trough has..,
been preserved only in those countrigs
which were able in the past to accumau-
late vast wealth, thanks to the exploi-
wation of the world market, and their
pillage of the colonics. In other words
a democratic repime is accessible.,
only to the most aristocratic bour-
geoisic. The basis of social patriotism
remains colonial slavery.'

he counterpart of "democracy’ In

the impenalist countries is there-
fore dictatorship in the semicolonial
countries comprising the majonty of
the world's population, Anyone who
defends an imperialist country against
a semicolonial one is in facr defending

a system which creates democracy for

a low at the expense of suppression of
democracy for the majority.

Imperalism both indirectly creates
and typically directly sustains stmico-
lonial dicwtorships or ‘fascism’ —
Hussein's Trag, which was financed by
the West 1o attack Tran, is just one
example. As Trotsky explained in a
passage worth quoting at length.

‘Modern humanity withoul excep-
tion, from British workers to Ethippian
nomads, lives under the yoke of im-
perialism. This must not be forgotien
[or a single minute. But this does not
atall mean that impenalism manifests
itself equally in all countrigs. No.
Some countries are the carrlers of
impenalism, others — its victims. This
is the main dividing line between maoxd-
ern nations and stales. From this view-
point and only from this viewpoint
should the very pressing problem of
fascism and democracy be considered.

‘Democracy for Mexico, for in-
stance, signifies the desire of a semico-
lonial country W escape from bonded
dependence, to give land to the peas-
ants, to lift the Indians to a higher level
of culture and so on. In other words;
the democratic problems of Mexico
have a progressive and revolutionary
character.

‘And what does democracy signily
in Great Britain? The maintenance of
whal ¢xists, that is, above all the main-
tenance of the rule of the metropalis
over the colonies. The same is true in
relation to Frange. The banner of
democracy covers here the imperialist
hegemony of the privileged minority
over the oppressed majority,

‘In the same manner we cannol
speak of fascism “in general.” In Ger-
many, laly, and Japan, lascism and
militarism are the weapons of a gree-
dy, hungry, and therefore apgressive
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imperialism. In the Latin American
countries fascism 18 the expression of
the most slavish dependence on
foreign imperialism. We must be able
to discover under the political form the
ecconomic and social content..,

‘Had the British government loved
democracy so, it would have given
frecdom to India. The same 15 true of
France. Great Britain prefers the dicta-
torship of Franco in Spain to the politi-
cal Tule of the workers and peasants,
becausc Franco would be a much more
pliant and reliable agent of British im-
perialism. England and France have
given Austria to Hiller without resist-
ance although war would be inevitable
if he so much as dared wouch their
colonies.

‘The conclusion is that it is im-
possible 1o fight against fascism with-
oul fighting imperialism. The colonial
and semicolonial countries must fight
first of all against that imperialist
country  which  direclly  oppresses
them, irrespective of whether it bears
the mask of fascism or democracy .’

In a struggle between a "democratic'
impenalism and a  'dictatorial’
semicolonial country socialists are
therefore on the side of the semicolo-
nial ¢country — because the ‘democ-
racy’ of the former resis on Lthe en-
slavement of the latter, As Trolsky
pointed out of the situation of the
1930s: ‘In Brazil there now reigns a
semifascist regime that every revol-
utonary can only view with hatred.
Let us assume, however, that on the
morrow England enters into a military
conflict with Brazil, I ask you on
whose side of the conflict will the
working class be? T will... be on the
side of “lascist” Brazil against “demo-
critic” Great Britain,'

t also follows from this that social-

ists oppose not simply war but also
any other measures taken by imperial-
ist countrics against semicolomal ones
— for example sanctions.

Il refusal to oppose imperialist war
within the labour movement comes in
the straightforward rotten disguise of
those claiming support for the “democ-
racy’ of the imperialist states against
the *dictatorship’ of semicolonial ones
(a position perfectly summed up by
Ghandi who, when asked what he
thought of Western civilisation, re-
Plied ‘it would be a good idea’) never-
theless the same position is also
Presenied in the ultra-left guise that
socialists should not support a semico-

Couniry in such a conflict be-
cause it is led by (anti-working class)
dictatorships — a good illustration of
the adage ‘scraich an ultra-left and

Tna
struggle
between a
“democratic”
imperialism
and a
“dictatorial”
semicolonial
couniry,
socialists
dare on the
side of the
semicolonial
country’

you'll find an impenalist’. Trotsky's
demolition of such ultra-left, that is
pro-imperialist, positions n the 1930s
is-also worth quoting at length — he
was dealing with the war between
China and Japan in the 1930s.

'During the past few days 1 have
been reading some of the lucubrations
of the Ochlerites and the Eiffelites on
the... Sino-Japanese war..,

‘In my declaration 10 the bourgeois
press, 1 said that the duty of all the
workers' organizations of China was
o participate actively and in the fromt
lines of the present war against Japan,
without abandoning, for a single mo-
ment, their own program and indepen-
dent aclivity,

'But that is “social patriotism” the
Eiffelites cry! It is capitulation to
Chiang Kai-shek [the Chinese bour-
geois leader]! 1t is the abandonment of
the principle of the class struggle! Bol-
shevism preached revolutionary de-
fealism in the imperialist war...

""Our position on the war in Ching
is the same, The only salvation of the
workers and peasants of China is o
struggle independently against the two
armies, against the Chinese army in the
same manner as against the Japanese
army."

‘These four lines, taken from an Eif-
felite document of Sepiember 10,
1937, suffice entirely for us Lo say: we
are concerncd here with cither real
traitors or complete imbeciles, But im-
becility, raised to this degree, is equal
10 [reason,

'We do not and never have put all
wars on the same plane. Marx and En-
gels supported the revolutionary strug-
gle of the Irish againsl Great Britain,
of the Poles against the Czar, even
though in these two nationalist wars
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the leaders were, for the mest par,
members of the bourgeoisie and even
at times of the feudal anstocracy. . . at
all events, Catholic reactionaries.

“When Abd-el-Krim [in Algeria]
rose up against France, the democrats
and social democrats spoke with hate
of the struggle of a “savage tyrant”
againsl the “democracy.” The party of
Leon Blum supported this point of
view. But we, Marxists and Bolshe-
viks, considered the strugple of the
Riffians against imperialist domina-
Lion as a progressive war.

‘Lenin wrote hundreds of pages
demonstrating the primary necessity of
distinguishing belween imperialist na-
tions and the colonial and semicolonial
nations which comprised the great ma-
jority of humanity. To speak of “revol-
utionary defecatism™ in general, with-
oul distinguishing between exploiter
and exploited countries, is 1o make a
miscrable caricature of Bolshevism
and 1o put that caricature at the service
of the imperialists.

'In the Far East we have a classic
example. China is a semicolonial
country which Japan is transforming,
under our very eyes, into a colonial
country. Japan's struggle is imperialist
and reactionary, China's struggle is
cmancipatory and progressive,

‘But Chiang Kai-shek? We nced
have no illusions aboul Chiang Kai-
shek, his party, or the whole ruling
class of China, just as Marx and Engels
had ne illusions about the ruling
classes of Ircland and Poland. Chiang
Kai-shck is the executioner of the
Chinese workers and peasants. But
today he is forced, despite himself, to
struggle against Japan for the remain-
der of the independence of China. To-
mormow he may again betray, It is
possible, It is probable. It is even ine-
vitable. But wday he is struggling.
Only cowards, scoundrels, or complete
imbeciles can refuse to participate in
that struggle..,

‘Il Japan is an imperialist country
and if China is the victim of imperial-
ism, we favour China. Japancse pa-
trictism is the hideous mask of world-
wide robbery. Chinese patriotism is
legitimate and progressive, To place
the two on the same plane and Lo speak
of “social patriotism” can be done only
by those who have read nothing of
Lenin, who have undersiood nothing
of the attitude of the Bolsheviks during
the imperialist war, and who can but
compromise and prostitute the teach-
ings of Marxism..,

‘Can Chiang Kai-shek assure the
viclory? 1 do not believe so. It is he,
however, who began the war and who
today directs it. To be able to replace
him it is nccessary to gain decisive
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influence among the proletariat and in
the army, and 1o do this it is necessary,
nol 1o remain suspended in the air, bul
to pluce oncsell in the midst of the
sruggle. We must win influence and
prestige in the military strugele against
the foreign invasion and in the political
struggle against the weaknesses, the
deficiencies, and the intermal be-
trayal...

‘In my declaration to the bourgeois
press al the beginning of the recent
conflict between Tokyo and Nanking,
1 siressed above all the necessity of the
active participation of revolulionary
workers in the war against the im-
perialist oppressors. Why did T do il?
Because firstof all itis correct from the
Marxist point of view... And Tadded at
the same time: without abandoning
cither their program or their inde-
pendence.

*The Eiffelite imbeciles try to jest
about this"reservaton.” “The Trot-
skyists,” they say, “want to serve
Chiang Kai-shek in action and the
proletariat in words.” To parlicipate
actively and consciously in the war
does not mean “to serve Chiang Kai-
shek” but 1o serve the independence of
a colonial country in spile of Chiang
Kal-shek. And the words directed
aguinst the Kuomintang are the means
of educating the masses for the over-
throw of Chiang Kai-shek.

‘In participating in the military
struggle under the orders of Chiang
Kai-shek, since unfortunately it is he
who has the command in the war for
independence to prepare politically the
overthrow of Chiang Kai-shek... that is
the only revolutionary policy.

*The Eiffeliles counterpose the pol-
icy of “class struggle” (o this “nalion-
alist and social-patriotic™ policy.
Lenin fought this abstract and sterile

enough a5 the hangman of workers,
But this same Chiang Kar-shek is now
obliged 1o lead 2 war which is our war.
T this war pur comrades shoold be the
best highters. Politcally they should
critigise Chiang Kai-shek not for mak-
ing war but for making itin an in¢fece-
uve manmer. without high axation of
the bourgeois class, without sulficient
arming of workers and peasants, eic,

"Our comrudes in dilferent coun-
tries scarcely know that the most im-
portant slogan of our Chinese section
in the previous period was: “Prepare
the war against Japan,” And this was
coaTicl..

*The Japancse worker must say:
"My exploiters imposed thig dishonest
war upan me.” The Chinese worker
must say: “The Japancse robbers im-
posed this war of delense upon my

people. [t s my war. But unfortunately ‘Another
the leadership of the war is in bad form of
hands. We must survey 118 direcUon ylyrg-lefiism

Casuaitiés of the ‘Viei:n war in Hanoi

To identify the Chinese army with the
Japanese signifies simply identifying
the oppressors and the oppressed, the
robbers and their victims,

‘Chiang Kai-shek cannot assure the
liberation of China, it is clear; but he
tries Lo stop the further enslavement of
China and it is a small step 1o further
liberation, With all our energy we take
part in this small step.’

Huwevcr if fake ulira-leftism con-
sists inrefusal 1o support semi=Ca-
lonial countries in struggles wilh im-
perialism ancather form of ultra-lefusm
— somelmes genuine, Ssomelimes
fake, bul always damaging — is the
refusil W sce the need o fight against
imperialists wars alongside pacifiss
and other forces, The first task for so-
cialisis is Lo take a decisive position
against the imperalist stale and, in a
war with a semi-colonial country, W0
support  the semi-colonial country

opposition all his life. To him, the in-  severely, and We must preparc 10 TC- ¢ 1o rofyve under attack. But afler that the lask is
terests of the world proletariat dictated  place it” This is the only one real plan fight 0 nmlﬁim ply 1o "take a position’ bul Lo
the duty of aiding oppressed peoplesin  for agitaton and propaganda. Aniad practically mobilise the mamimuim
their national and patriotic struggle ‘T have heard the following argu- 8! il possible forces o fight against the im-
against imperialism. Those who have ment: “The Chinese army is a bour- P acifisis and  pepialist war.

not yet understood thal, almost a quar-  geois army, bul we can sustain only a other forces Thus as Lenin pot it regarding
ter of a century after the world warand  proletarian red army.” This argument dgainst World War I: "Al the beginning of the
(wenty years after the October revol- iz a “militarized™ expression of the imperialist  war we Bolsheviks adhered 1o asingle
ution, must be pitilessly rejected asthe  lack of understanding of the difference war’ stogan — that of civil war [against the

worst ¢ncmies on the inside by the
revolutionary vanguard.’

I ndeed in a number of circumstances
socialists are the most resolute pur-
sucrs of the wars waged by semi-colo-
pigl coontries. Again in Trotsky's
words: ‘'We have a war. The [irst ques-
tion is, should our Chinese comrades
and with them all the others accept this
war as their war or T¢ject it as a war
imposed upon them by the ruling
class?...

“We know Chiang Kai-shek well

between a  bowrgepis (semi-bour-
geois—semi-fendal) colonial country
and a country ol ympenalistic slavehal-
dirs,

‘As a bourgeois army the Chinese
army can of course suppress workers'
strikes and peasant rebellions in the
interest of the owners, In all these
cases we oppose it by all possible
means. Bul in the war against Japan the
same army delends —not sufhiciently,
not conscientlously, e, — the pro-
gressive nauonal interest of the
Chincse people. So far we support L
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imperialist exploiters], and a ruthless
ong atl that. We branded as a traitor
everyong who did not supporn the idea
of civil war. But when we came back
to Russia in March 1917 we changed
our position zntirely. When we re-
turned o Russia and spoke Lo the peas-
ants and workers, we saw that they all
stoodd for defence of the homeland, of
cowrse in guite a different sense from
the Mensheviks, and we could not call
these ordinary workers ‘and peasants
scoundrels and traitors, We deseribed
this as “honest defencism”. I intend 10

e e e e
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write 2 big article about this and pab-
lish all the material,,, Our original
stand at the beginning of the war wis
gorrecl it was important then to form
a defmite and resolute core. Our sub-
sequent stand was correct 100,

he issue for the Bolsheviks was

not, of course, changing the posi-
tion on the war, Lenin was as opposed
10 World War L in October 1917 as in
Auguast 1914, but of mobilising the
greatest number of forces o stop the
war by breaking this smuggle down
inte concrele (asks in which united
practical action could be taken with
those who did not share the Bolsheviks
full analysis. As Trotsky wrote regard-
ing the line of the Fourth International
in the struggle against impenalist
wars: ‘It 1s necessary to interprel these
[undamental ideas by breaking them
up inlo more concrete and partial ones,
dependent upon the course of events
and the crientation of thought of the
masses. In addition, it is necessary o
differentiate sirictly between the pacif-
ism of the diplomat, professor, jounal-
ist, and the pacifism of the carpenter,
agriculural worker, and charwoman.
In one case, pacifism is a screen [or
imperialism; in the other, it is the con-
fused expression of distrust in im-
perialism...

‘Bouorgeois pacifism and patriotism
arg shot through with deceit. In the
pacifism and even patriotism of the
oppressed, there are elements which
reflect on the one hand a hatred of
destructive war, and on the other a
clinging to what they believe o be
their own good — clements which we
must know how o seize upon in order
to draw the requisite conclusions.

‘Using these considerations as its
point of departore, the Fourth Interna-
tonal supports every, even if insuffi-
cient demand, if it can draw the masses
to & cerlain extent into active politics,
awaken their criticism and strengthen
their control over the machinations of
the bourgeoisie.’

This also, in particular in imperial-
ist countries, defines the attitude to
pacifism. Pacificism is a hopeless (fi-
nally peity bourgeois) doctrine. But
what role it plays in a particular con-
flict depends on which war is being
opposed — ie the petty-bourgeoisie
Precisely vacillates between the fun-
damental classes. Someone who in
Fhma in the 1930s preached pacifism
In regard to the war against Japan was
an objective or subjective agent of
Japanese imperialism. Someone who
at the same (ime in Japan preached
pacifism, and therefore opposed
Japan’s pursuit of the war, was playing
a progressive role. As the theses of the

Communist International on  "The
Stuggle Against Imperialist War” put
it: *Imperialism is the capitalist reality,
bourgeois pacificism the capitalist illu-
sion. Pacificism is as incapable as
bourgenis social reform of overcoming
the contradictions, the evils, and the
crimes of capitalism. But it will intro-
duce dissension and uncertainly into
the ranks of the bourgeoisie, the
middle and petty bourgeoisie, and
henee weaken the class enemy of the
proletarial. Communists must take ad-
vantage of any such weakening by
using the opportunity of every bour-
geois pacifist initiative 1o lead the
working class into strupgle, in the
course of which they will learn that
militarism and imperialism cannot be
abolished by the gradual tnumph of
reason and love of peace.”

he task is not merely to protest

against imperialist wars, but to put
every single practical obstacle in the
path of the imperialists going to war
againsi semi-colonial countries — that
15 to make it as hard as possible for
them 1o launch war. This determines
the attitude 10 varipus partial demands
in the struggle against war.,

Thus for example in the 1930s vari-
ous sectors of American public opi-
nion demanded that the power to de-
clare war shoold be taken from the
Presiden! and Congress and that war
could only be declared afier a referen-
dum. Troisky pointed out that this was
an absurd illusion. The monopolies
that dominated US society would
never permit such a decisive matler as
declaring war Lo be subject o demo-
cratic control, But nevertheless this
proposal would obstruct, make it mar-
ginally harder, for the imperialists to
go to war and therefore should be sup-
ported: ‘our American section, for
example, critically supports the propo-
sal for estublishing a referendum on
the question of declanng war. No
democratic reform, it is understood,
can by itself prevent the rulers from
provoking war when they wish it. It is
neceseary (o give frank wamings on
this.

‘But notwithstanding the illusions
of the masses in regard Lo the proposed
referendum, their support of it reflects
the distrust felt by the workers and
farmers for bourgeois government and
Congress. Without supporting and
without sparing illusions, il is necess-
ary to support with all possible
strength the progressive distrust of the
exploited owards the exploiters, The
more widespread the movement for the
referendum becomes, the sooner will
be the bourgeois pacifisis move away
from it; the more completely will the
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betrayers of the Comintern be com-
promised; the more acute will distrust
of the impenalists become.”

This equally applies, of course, to
other such demands. In the cuorrent
situation in the Gulf the demand that
no offensive military action be taken
against Trag without a resolation of the
United Nations i8 ulopianismt — no
such resolution will stop the US and
Brsh imperialists going Lo war. But
this demand, raised by many on the
left, makes is harder for the imperial-
isl5 10 go 1o war — incites public opi-
nion against their war threats and re-
veals their aggressive intention.

T.‘m: Marxist pozition in the struggle
against imperialist wars is clear, In
a war between a semi-colonial state
and an imperialist one socialists un-
conditionally support the semi-colo-
nial country regardless of itz type of
regime, the pretexts given for the
struggle to break out, or the methods
the two sides chose w0 employ — that
is it does not take the position, adopted
by, for example Militant and Socialist
Organiser, in the war between Britain
and Argentina over the Malvinas of
refusing to support Argenting, It fights
against the war by seeking to create the
widest possible united action including
all forces prepared to fight the imper-
ialist war — whatever their confused,
or pacifist, positions on other issues.

The issues which come up in the
Gulf conflict, and those of the series of
imperialist wars that are to come, have
been fought over many times. It is fun-
damental that socialisis understand
them at the beginning of the era we are
now enlering.
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The
gyrations
of the
Morning
Star

ikhail Gorbachev has all-

owed the United States to
use UN resolutions as a cover
for its biggest military oper-
ation since Vietnam and, by ils
political support o Washmg-
ton, has disorganised interna-
tional opposition to the US plan
for war on Irag. Al the same
time Cuba has been attacked in
Pravda lor campaigning against
the intervention in the Gulf.

The Morning Star has placed
itself firmly, alongside Gorba-
chev, within impenalism’s
united front against Saddam
Hussein. 1t has given credence
1o the ludigrous claims that US
is in the Guif to wphold the
rights of small nations aganst
‘aggression’. As a result it has
been caught in a tangle of con-
tradictions, provoking a furious
reaction from readers homfied
at the cover given to a blawant
act of imperialist inlervention.

The Maorning Star started on
3 Aagust demanding Irag with-
draw from Kuwail, supporting
UN sanctions, but saying: ‘Sim-
ilarly it is not up lo the US,
veleran of equally unjostified
milityry invasions of Grenada
and Panama, or anyone ¢lse, o
use military muscle to drive the
Iragis out.’

But by 11 August the Star no
longer opposed British and US
deployment of troops. Instead it
called for them to be placed
under the auspices of the UN:
'But this has not been done, and
the longer it is delayed, the
maore the US forces appear to be
part of a strictly US or pro-
Western  enterprise.’(l)  The
same ¢ditorial wenton o argue:

*1f the UN is kept oul there is
the risk of creating divisions

within the united {ront against
Saddam Hussein (sic), achieved
within the security council.’

It went on to demand not
only lragi withdrawal from Ku-
wait but also: '...the legitimate
government restored... The im-
plementation of these demands
stands in its own nght. It would
be wrong to make 1l dependent
on an overall solution 1o all the
problems created by the de-
cades of imperialist interven-
tion in the Arab world.’

On 14 August the Siar gol
down Lo pleading with the TS to
sep regson; ‘The present Qver-
whelmingly US force, control-
led by and responsible to the US
president, cannol be above sus-
picion. Tt must arouse doubts,
fears and open hostility among
the Arab population which has
sulfered so much in the past
from US and British imperial-
ism.’
These positions provoked a
storm of protest in the letiers
page with readers pointing out
the utter hypocrisy of US 1m-
penalism’s claim 1o be remotely
interested in the nghis of small
nations, as shown m Panama,
Grenada, Micaragua, and in-
numcrable other cases,

The Star responded on 21
August with an editonial speci-
fically opposing the demand for
the withdrawal of the British
and US forces from the Gulfand
explicitly justifying the biggest
US military operation since
Vietnam: ‘The right of Saud
Arabia (o ask for assmistance
from US te protect it from what
appeared o be possible prep-
arations for invasion canaci be
challenged, and obviously any
withdrawal before other mat-

ters giving rise fo the invitation
to the US would be seen by
Saudi Arahia as premature .

‘But the US has a history
which marks il oul as respon-
sible for the imperialist exploi-
tation of the region along with
Britain. For that reason the
presence of such a large US-
controdied force must give rise
to-suspicions that it has its own
agenda going beyond the de-
mands of the UN resolutions,

"The only way Lo resolve the
dilemma and restore confidence
is for agreement 10 be reached
without delay 1o bning the US,
British and other forces in the
region under UN control. This
must mean more than a UN um-
brella giving legitimacy 1o
whatever the US may decide o
do. It must mean the estab-
lishment of a properly constil-
uted UN force under UN con-
trol. This should be the key de-
mand raised by the left in Bri-
lain...

‘Ar this moment, It 15 impori-
ant 1o put all efforis into this
demand and not to be side-
tracked by calls for the withdra-
wal of US forces which leave
out of account Saddam Hus-
sein' s forces and their polential
for further aggressive acts.’
{our emphases),

The Star’s reasoming was
simple. Gorbachev's shameful
support for Washington had to
be dressed up as a great achieve-
ment for world order, peace and
human values. Thus on 27 Au-
gust after the Soviet Union and
China agreed to the UN suppor
for military action to impose
their blockade, the Star wrote:
*The degree of unity achieved
there has been remarkable, and
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reflects the dramatic improve.
ment brought about in relationy
between the major powers over
recent years, for which the Gor-
bachev leadership must be
given its fair share of credit

"This unity was seen in the
initial UN security council res.
olution imposing  sanctions,
There were justified fears that
precipitate action by the US and
British navies in the Gull might
destroy this. For the lime being
al least that danger has been
averied by the Intest security
council resolution, which auth-
orises a blockade and in effect
brings it back into the frame-
work of the UN.'

In the same editorial the Star
no longer rules out force al-
together, simply saying: ‘amy
use of force that does take place
must be strictly limited to what
is justified in order to imple-
ment LN sanctions.”

At the same time for the first
time, with a commitles (o slop
war in the Gulf getting off the
ground in Britain, the Star felt
constrdined to call for a hall w
the US military build up.

Howewer, at the Helsinki
summit Gorbachev acquiesced
to the US action taken so farand
the joint statement said: *,. if the
current steps failtoend it [lrag's
occupation of Kuwait] we are
prepared to consider additional
ones consistent with the UN
charter,’ Meanwhile the US
military build-up continued.

The Morning Star declared:
‘The results of the Helsinki
sumimil constitute an important
success for all who want (0 568

the Gulf crisis resolved by pol-
itical rather than military
means.”

Still the Star could nol ignore
the growing organised opposi
tion 1o war in the Gull and so it
tried to square the circle: ‘Pub-
lie opinion mustbe mnbilisrfdlﬂ
back the summit's commitm= -
ents to peaceful solution, Thatis
why this Sawurday's Gﬂmnnsu_'l:
tion in London is so important.

The Morning Star i8 caught
hetween Gorbachev's dipio=
matic support for Bush and the
fact that this is giving the US
cover for its preparations @
slaughter tens of
people in a war on Irmaq. IS
palling refusal to oppose 8 A8
imperialist intervention 15 NS
ty leading to a revolt by
readers.

1
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Yeltsin
declares war
on the
October
revolution

Boris Yeltsin has now presented the first

significant platform standing for the direct

restoration of capitalism, overturning the

1917 revolution, to emerge within the

Soviet Union since the civil war. Yeltsin,

president of the Russian Federation

together with Gavrii Popov, Mayor of
Moscow, and Anatoly Sobchak, Mayor of
Leningrad, left the Communist Party after
its 28th congress in July, and now

constitute an open pro-capitalist party in

all but name.
This is what lies behind the differences
on economic reform which have raged

throughout the summer since Prime

Minister Nikolai Ryzhkov’s proposals for

big price increases, including tripling the
price of bread, were shelved by the
Supreme Soviet in June. GEOFFREY
OWEN analyses developments.

yzhkov proposcs 4 transition 1o

what he calls a‘regulated market
economy’ which boils down to price
increases on basic necessities, legali-
sing the operations of small and me-
dinm capital and big concessions o
foreign capital within the framework,
at least for the present, of planning and
state ownership of the major means of
produclion,

Yelisin's plan, which was drawn up
by Swaniglav Shatalin, a meémber of
Mikhail Gorbachev's presidential
council, is instead for an attempl W
restore capitalism by the privatisation
of 7( per cent of Soviet industry in 500
days. Yelsin has exploited deep popu-
lar opposition o Ryzhkov's proposals
1o mike the people pay for the impasse
into which Stalinism has taken the So-
viel economy through price increases.
Instead Yelsin proposcs o freeze
prices of basie necessities till the com-
pletion of the programme over S00
days — by which time 70 per cent of
industry and 90 per cent of construc-
tion and retailing are planned o be in
privale hands. As the Firancial Times
noted Yeltsin now: ‘seeks lo re-instaie
privale property as the very foundation
of Sovict socicly. Tt calls for absolule
[reedom of economic activity for all
Soviet citizens, and massive privatisa-
tion of state gwnership throughout the
cconomy... the authors say: “Property
in the hands of each individual is a
guarantee of the stability of society
and onc of the main factors for pre-
venting social and national cataclysm.
A person who has his own house and
his own plot of land ... a person who
owns shares and other linyncial instru-
ments, objectively is interested in the
stability of the society and in social
and national harmony,”

*The plan calls [or what amounts 1o
a Domesday Book type census and in-
ventory of all state and public property
prior o privatisation... the plan says:
“"Everybody should be frec to choose
for himsell his own role: to be an en-
treprencur, owork for the government
or W work @s a manager i a privale
company.”' (6 Septamber)

This is accompanicd by devolution
of economic power 1o the republics
breaking up the instilutions of central
planning,

Yeltsin has declared that if this plan
is not adopted by the Soviet govern-
ment it will be carried out unilaterally
by the Russian Federation,

he character of the Russian repub-
lican government appointed by
Yeltsin to implement this programme
i5 also ¢lear, His information minister,
Mikhail Poltoranin, for example, told
the Financial Times in July: "““What
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unites us the restoration of Russion
morulity, of the Russian spirit The
Russian character has been disappear-
ing undar the repeated blows of Bol-
shevism. Russians lived like pigs.” He
enthusiastically agreed that “'the resto-
ration of Russian morality” involved
the revival of the Russian church,
“Without belief,” he said | “vou are just
an animal... Bolshevism has siubbed
out the cigarette ends of its ideology in
our soul.™

Yelisin's Minister of Finance, Bons
Fyodorov, interviewed in the Wall
Street Journal descnbed ‘the free mar-
ket philosophy of Thatcherism’ @ ‘a
pmding force™ "I want to create an
mfrastructure that will enable any
three peaple o got together and start a
corporation. The spint of enterprise
should be as free as possible., we can
and will use lots of elements from the
Brilish cconomy."' (31 July)

Yelisin's dralt constitution for the
Russiun Federation drops all refer-
ences to socialism, including in the
republic’s name, and bans political ac-
tivity by any parly n factories, the
army, the police and even the univer-
sities and other educational institu-
Lions. It outlaws parties that propagale
not only racism or war bul ‘social
hatred "' and provides no clause for the
national minorities which have their
OWN autonomous entitics within the
republic to sceede,

Indicating his attiiude wo the inter-
naticnal  development of class
struggle, and imperialist atacks on
countrics such as Cuba, Yelisin pro-
poscs & 75 per cont cul in foreign aid,

he emergence, In Yelsin, of

openly capitalist restorationist pol-
itical lorces is the logical outcome of
the course pursued by Mikhail Gor-
bachev for the past five years, Yelisin
has taken sections of the burcaucracy,
particular at city and republican level,
wilh him. For example, the Institute of
the Economics of the World Secialist
System, has seceded from the Com-
munist Party and 1 now [unctioning as
‘an advisory body for Boris Yelsin®,

The emergence of a force contral-
ling decisive paris of the Soviel state
with a direct programme of the resto-
ration of capitalism is the logical out-
come of the course pursued by Gor-
bachev in the last five years, The
results have been catastrophic: bring-
ing the Soviet Union 1o the brink of its
greatest crisis since 1941, The imper-
ialist unification of Germany, pro-
capitalist govemments in Hungary,
Poland and Czechpslovakia and un-
bridled imperialist aggression against
the Third World with direct US inter-
vention in Panama, Liberia and the

_————
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Gull will simply tighten imperialist en-
circlement of the USSR, Every centof
impenahst aid is tied o Soviet politi-
cal concessions, like German unifica-
tion within NATO, which far outweigh
any short lerm economic gain.

Internally the Soviel cconomy has
increasingly succumbed to chaos —as
elements of planning are dismantled
and nothing put in its place. In the first
five months of 1990 overall production
fcll 1.1 per cent compared to 1989 and
a big increase in barter between enter-
prises has commenced as central plan-
ning was undermined. The most recent
crisis is a bread shorlage in Moscow.

In agriculiore a massive crisis is
brewing with collective farmers refus-
ing to sell grain 1o the state even for
foreign currency because there is noth-
ing 10 buy with the proceeds.

P olitically, in order 1o drive through
his policies against the resistance
of sections of the burcaucracy, Gor-
bachev has tried step by step to free the
government and state from Commun-
ist Party control. Elections to the Con-
gress of Peoples’ Deputies and then
local soviets decimated the conserva-
tives. The exccutive presidency freed
Gorbachey as head of state from Com-
munist Party control. In July the ma-
jority of government ministers left the
politburo and it was downgraded to a
coordinating body of CP leaders in the
15 Soviet republics. Since the party
congress in June Gorbachev has de-
creed that in future the political organi-
sation in the army, police and KGB
will promote state, that is his, not
party, policy.

The only prototype for Gorbachev,
and Ryzhkov's, own course in Soviel
history was that of Bukharin in the
1920s — who also favoured releasing
forces of petty capitalism and market
relations, within the framework of so-
cialism in one couniry, to atiempt to
develop Soviet society.

But Gorbachev's policy goes far be-
yond anything proposed by Bukharin.
Furthermore it takes place under con-
ditions where imperialism is far more
coherently organised internationally
than it was in the 1920s.

However, as Trotsky explained,
even in the 1920s, a long lasting
Bukharinite regime, the bureaucracy
promoting capital, is objectively im-
possible — it would merely be a short
prelude 1o capitalist restoration.

Yelisin has therefore taken the next
logical step down this path in breaking
with the CPSU altogether and openly
promoting the restoration of capital-
ism.

Gorbachev represents the might
wing of the burcaucracy promoting its

‘Having
routed the
ultra-
Stalinisix
Gorbachev
proceeded
1o seek a
Bloc with
Yeltsin'

alliances with imperialism internation-
ally and pro-capitalist forces within
the USSRE. Gorbachev has now allied
himself to the forces openly promoting
capitalism. In such a bloc Yelisin is
natarally the winner.

The decisive task Gorbachev has
been assigned is 10 weaken (he resist-
ance of the bureaucracy to capitalist
restoration and disorient the working
class 1o prevent its intervention. Hav-
ing routed the ultra-Stalimst "conscr-
vative' wing of the Stalinisl bureau-
cracy at the 28th party congress in July
Gorbachev almost immediatcly pro-
ceeded to seek a bloc with Yeltsin on
economic relorm.

Thc conservative Stalinist wing of
the bureaucracy finds iselfl par-
alysed in that situation as it has no
coherent programme other than the
status quo — which has become in-
tolerable. As a result, even although
the conservatives were a majority al
the CPSU congress in July — which
was punctuated by angry attacks on
Gorbachev's policy in Eastern Europe
— it was routed by Gorbachev. Its
impotance and loss of all beliel in itself
was shown in the ignominious defeat,
then pathetic retirement from politics,
of its leader Yigor Ligachev following

the congress, Nonctheless the *Sulin-
ists’ remain the most powerlul [orce
within the bureaucracy — which is
why Gorbachev has to extend his al-
liances outside it and deal blows
against it. Moreover, n the right cir-
cumstances the Stalinists are capable
of trying to make a come back through
a through a Tiananmen Squoare type
crackdown or military coup (o ‘restore
order’.

Bul for the moment the ‘Stalinists’
are paralysed and having defeated
them at the 28th party congress Gor-
bachev moved even further (o the right
almost immediately seeking & bloc
with Yeltsin on economic reform and
mecting Helmut Kohl to agree 1o capi-
talist unificatipn of Germany within
NATO — an oulcome with which
Kohl, understandably, said he was "ab-
solutely delighted.’

Bul every 'success’ Gorbachev not-
ches up in strengthening the position
of capital, weakening the working
class, and undermining the bureau-
cracy confronted with the rising capi-
talist forces ulumately undermines his
own position — because he remains
part of the bureaucracy. The immense
public relations exercise on behall of
the free markel and capitalist privaie
property in the Soviel press simply le-

The left’s illusions in Yeltsin

The eulogies by many on
the left to Yeltsin over the
past three years simply
show the complete disorien-
tation which results from
judgin Enliﬁcal forces in
the USSR simply by the
yardstick of the vigour of
their opposition lo the Sta-
linist bureau and ab-
straction of simply ‘democ-
racy’ Zwithout enquiring
whether that is proletarian
or bourgeols democracy —
that is on what property
forms, nationalised or bour-
geois, that democracy rests.

Because, as Troisky

inted out, against Stalin-
sm stands not only the
working class, objectively
interested reglaci.ng Stalin-
ism by socialist democracy,
but also Capital, which aims
to restore capilalism. Thus
Labour Facus on Eastern Eu-
rope, headlined: ‘Boris Yelt-
sin speaks — interview with
Gorbachev's chlef eritic
from the left’. Tariq Ali
dedicated his book ol-
ution from above to Yeltsin.

Unfortunately,  Emnest
Mandel seemed to entertain
similar illusions, writing of
the election to the Congress

of Peoples’ Deputies in In-
ternational Viewpoint in
April last year: ‘And regard-
less of the fact that the posi-
tions of most of the opposi-
tionists elected are shll
vague and not very political,
three general progressive
threads emerge from the
rograms of many of them,
especially Yeltsin and Sak-
harov against privileges for
the bureaucracy, for more
equality (Sakharov calls for
free food coupons for the
poorest 40 per cent of the
pulfuhtlun]; for opening up
a debate on the multiplica-
tion of political lﬂlﬂlfﬂl‘m-
gand the possibility of a
multi-party system.” This is
thoroughly false.

Trotsky always violently
opposed a bloc between the
left and the right opposi-
tions to Stalinism under the
banner of 'democracy’ for
the very reason that it duped
the working class into an al-
liance against Stalinism
with its more fundamental
oppanent — Capital:

“The most heterogeneous
elements sympathise with
the struggle against Stalinist
bureaucratism. The Men-
sheviks, too, are not averse

to applauding this or that at-
tack by us against the bure-
aucracy.. For a Marxisi,
democracy within a pariy or
within a2 couniry is not an
abstraction. Democracy is
always conditioned by the
struggle of living forces.’

He specifically ruled out
a bloc with the Bukharinite
Right Opposition, let alone
those seeking the restora-
tion of capitallsm, against
Stalin: Two irreconclably
opposed tendencies are
usually listed under the
label opposition: the revol-
utionary tendency and the
opportunist tendency. A
hostile attitude to cenirism
and the “regime” isthe only
thing they have in common.
But this is a purely negative
bond, Our struggle against
centrism derives from the
fact that centrism is semi-o
Eurtunht and cover up full-
lown opportunism, despite
temporary and sharp dis-
a enls with the latier.
or this reason there cannot
even be talk of a bloc be-
tween the Left Opposition
and the Right Oppasition.
This requires no commen-

tary.'
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USSR

gitimises its mosL consistent suppor-
tees, Yelisin and friends, against Gor-
bachev. Carrying through a ‘Bukhari-
nite’ policy to the end will simply
destroy the basis of the bureaucracy
and therefore also of ils right wing —
precisely the fate of Imre Poszgay in
Hungary.

orbachey’s further shill to the

right, trying to reconcile the
Ryzhkov and Yeltsin plans whilst
miking known his preference for the
latter, simply enabled Yelisin (o take
the political offensive — saying the
plans were irreconcilable and demand-
ing the sacking of Prime Minister
Ryzhkov and the government. Anatoly
Sobchak, Mayor of Leningrad, called
for Ryzhkov 1o be replaced by some-
one who can command “the trust of
foreign investors and govermnments
whose help is needed o make peres-
troika succeed.”

An opinion poll on 7 September
found 60 per cent of people approving
of Yeltsin's work compared to 28 per
cent for Gorbachev.

The uncontrolled ¢lement in all this
is twolold, Firstly imperialism has lite-
rally nothing o offer Russia. The Rus-
sian state is too vast for any practical
amount of imperialist aid, even if it
were on offer, o linance. Secondly is
the position of the Soviet working
clags itsell. All reports indicate: vir-
tually universal working class opposi-
tion to price increasesand other results
of the proposed market reforms, There
are growing threats of new miners’
strikes and strikes in the oil fields.
These forces are expressed politically
by whial is at present by far the weakest
current of all — the socialists, such as
Boris Kagarlitsky's group.

Some sections of the bureaucracy
are themselves coming under the direct
pressure of the working class — above
all the leadership of the official rade
unions molivated by fear of loss of
their positions. In June they demanded
a referendum before any economic re-
form was enacted and full compensa-

tion of wages for price increases. This
was originally accepted by the govem-
ment but guietly dropped by the Su-
preme Soviet which understood that
the resull would be a massive rejection
of the proposal. Discussions and worry
have been expressed by the staff of the
Sowvicl army as Gorbachev progress-
ively destroys the military positions of
the Soviet Union — the party congress
was punctuated by interventions of
military officers denouncing Gor-
bachev's policy in Eastern Europe as a
dizasier.

The problem for Gorbachev and
Yelisin is that the latter’s programme
— smashing the October revolution —
would require & total historic defeat of
the Soviet working class and its domi-
nation by foreign impernialism.

As Lenin pointed out the October
revolution would not have occurred in
the Mrst place if Russia could have
developed further on a capitalist basis,
Or as Trotsky put it: "A capitalist Rus-
sia could not occupy even the third rate
position Lo which czarist Russia was
predestined by the course of the world
war. Russian capitalism today would
be a dependent, semi-colonial capital-
ism without any prospects. Russia
mumber 2 would occupy a position
somewhere between Russia Number 1
and India. The Soviet system with its
nationalised industry and monopoly of
foreign trade, in spite of all its contra-
dictions and difficulties, is a protective
system for the economic and cultural
independence of the country.’

Capitalism was overthrown in Rus-
siz and China precisely because it
could not take the economies of those
countries forward. It could not even
maintain their unity — without the Oc-
tober revolution Russia would have
been dismembered between the rival
imperialist powers and China was a
mere object over which imperialists
fought and tore off their own pieces.
The atlempl to restore capitalism i the
Soviet Union would resull in an econ-
omic catasirophe making the present
situation in East Germany or Poland
appear as one of prospenty. It would
mean not simply the dismemberment
of the present Soviet Union but the
reduction of large parts of it 1o semi-
colonial status,

The problem for Yeltsin is that this
is literally all his programme ¢an offer
the Russian working class. Landsber-
gis can offer o wrn Lithuania, or other
Baltic stawes, into capitalist enclaves
subsidised by imperialism to threaten
Russia. But no such proposal can be
made 1o Russia — impenalism does
not have remolely the resources. And
as (hat reality works its way through
gigantic class struggle is beginning in
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Russia.

tis scarcely mecessary o comment

on the stakes of that struggle. The
overtuming of the Russian revolution
would be the greatest defeat of the
working class in human history. It
would almost certainly be followed by
a war with China 1o reimpose capital-
15m there and then a nuclear arms race
between the wictornious imperialist
powers themselves. Under those cir-
cumstances not merely the prospects
for socialism but that for the survival
of human civilization would be somber
in the extreme. For that very reason,
the scale of what is at stake, this
siruggle 15 not going 1o be resolved
quickly, But that is what is now at issue
in Russia. Bons Yelsin has now an-
nounced his determimation 10 destroy
the Ociober revolutlon.




Eastern Europe

Women pay the price in Eastern Europe

Y‘hc last few months have
demonstrated the inevitable
cost to women of developmenis
in Eastern Europe. Beginning
devastatingly with massive un-
employment among women as
they are deliberately driven oul
of the workforce first, every
single aspect of their social and
political rights is under threat.

In East Germany three out of
every four people becoming un-
employed arc women. Women
have been targetted with the aim
of saving on childcarc and
matemity pay.

In Poland women — 46 per
cent of the worklorce at the be-
ginning of this year — arc the
majority’ of the new unem-
ployed. Women have consist-
ently predominated in the lo-
west skilled scetors, eaming on
average 65 per cent of average
male wages. Eighty per cent of
those dismisscd, up to June
1990, were women. The rising
cost of childcare is forcing
women v give up work and
morc will lose jobs due to legal
changes permitting employers
to sack women during parental
leave. The leadership of Soli-
damosc has publicly promoted
dismissing women first.

There is also fear that social
benefits such as statutory three
month paid matemity leave and
three year parental leave, with
an allowance of 40 per cent of
former salary in first 18 months,
will soon be lost in the process
of attracting capitalist invest-
ment

In East Germany unification
means legally guaranteed social
provision will be wiped out: the
West has made clear it ‘cannot
support such extensive and ex-
pensive measures for mothers’
as the right 10 26 weeks paid
matemity leave or the scale of
childcare and creches in the
East,

The prediction in the mani-
festo of the Independent
Women's Movement {U\'_I-‘"}.
formed in December, is being
proved true daily: ‘From the
point of view of women, reuni-
fication would mean three sieps

backwards. In summary form
these would mean: the return of
women Lo the home. We would
have to fight once more for the
right to work, for a place for our
children in a kindergarien, and
for canteens. That would be the
sam af selling off hard won
rights instead of going onto a
new stage.”

Alongside this systematic at-
tack on the social gains of
women there is a clear process
of the reintroduction of images
of women as sex objects. In Po-
land, although still officially il-
legal, newsstands are full of
pornography, In Hungary the
first editions of Playboy sold
out instantly. ‘Beauty conlests’
are now held in every East Eu-
ropean state and ‘sex tourism’,
i.e. prostitution, is a growing in-
dustry. In the west Hungary is
being promoted as the new sex
zone of Europe.

The response in the Soviet
Union to prostitution, made an
administrative offence in mid-
1987, is typical. In sharp con-
trast to the Bolsheviks' siogan
‘struggle against prostilution
not prostitates’ Gorbachev's
policy has been to blame the
supposed moral failings of
women involved while intensi-
fying the economic crisis which
has stmulated i1ts growth, in
particular aimed at the tourist
and foriegn business market.

Elections ousting the ruling
Communist Parties have seen a
dramatic decline in women's
representation. In Czechoslova-
kia women in parliament fell
from 29.5 per cent to 6 per cent,
in Hungary from 20 per ¢ent 10
7 per cent and to 20 per cent in
East Germany.,

But, it is abortion rights
which have provoked the most
bitter disputes and intensive
mobilisations of women.

The last eighteen months
have seen an unremitting attack
on women's abortion rights in
Poland. Abortion has been
legalised in Poland, on speci-
fied grounds, since 1936 and
has evolved to permit abortion
essentially on demand. The rate

15 high — on average 700,000
women per vear out of a total 19
million — primarily due o m-
adequate, poor and unavailable
contraception.

However legislation is pend-
ing in the Polish Senate which
would ban abortion completely.
with three year prison sentences
for women and doctors break-
ing the law, This is a virtual
repeat of a bill introduced in
February 1989, o protect the
*unborn child®. While Solidar-
nosc did not take a public posi-
tion, Walesa indicated support,
saying that people would have
o stop ‘killing each other'.
Under pressure he qualified
this, saying abortion was a
moral question better left 1o in-
dividual conscience. Due to the
elections the bill fell before
coming to a vote,

The outlook on the bill is
worse than last year, since at the
Second National Congress of
Solidamosc in April a resolu-
tion calling for protection for
the ‘unborn child’ was passed.
The seriousness of the anti-
abortion campaign in particular
stimulated organised protesis,
including the formation of the
Polish Feminist Association in
November 1989,

In January thiz year parlia-
ment eliminated the state sub-
sidy 1o the Family Development
Socicly, a private association
offering the only ‘family plan-
ning' service in the country. In
April the Minister of Health is-
sued regulations to require the
approval of three doctors and a
psychologist before an abortion
can take place. This has not yet
been voled through parliament,
but it is already being im-
plemented in certain arcas.

The most substantial display
of opposition by women has
been seen in East Germany,
where abortion has been al-
tacked in the unification pro-
cess. Abortion is available on
demand in East Germany up w
the twelfth week and on speci-
fied grounds ther=afier. In sharp
contrast, in the West abortion
remains a crime under Para-

graph 218 of the Criminal Code,
except if *physical or social dis-
tress’ can be shown and afier &
long process of veiting. Al-
though the abortion rate is simi-
tar in East and West Germany,
in the West this vanes widely by
region and is under constant at-
tack by the right. In regions gov-
emed by the CDU/CSU thers
have been prosecutions aimed
at intimidating women and doc-
lors.

Consequently abortion law
became the most contentious
issuc in drafiing the unification
treaty. On 16 June a demonstra-
tion of at least 10,000 wemen
from East and West demanded
the retention of liberal abortion
laws in a united Germany.

Under intense pressure the
SPD defended keepingthe exist-
ing abortion law in the East and
refused to support the unifica-
tion treaty if West German
women were barred from taking
advantage of the law in the East.
As a resull, scparaie abortion
laws will exist in East and West
for the next two years, until a
new single law is agreed, with
no legal restrictions on women
in the West taking advantage of
the law in the Eagt, This guaran-
iees an intense struggle on abor-
tion over the next two years,

The social gains of women in
Eastern Europe, particularly
abortion, cannot casily be
wiped out, despite the determi-
nation of capital. Powerful al-
liances can be formed between
women in East and West which
have the potential of both de-
fending women's rights and
strengthening the position of the
working class asa whole.




International

Nicaragua: the FSLN resists from below

The ton-day peneral strike in
carly July paralysed Nica-
rugua, shook the UNO coali-
tion, undermining its con-
fidence ind strenglhened the
FSLN and the mass move-
metL

The sirike was launched by
the Central Sandinista de Tra-
bajadores  (Sandiniste Wor-
kers Conlederation), the main
tracle union organisation, m
glliance with non-Sandinista
Unions, in résponse (o a gov-
emment package of measures
cliectively rolling back key
gains of the revolution.

Chamorroe proposed o
sack thousands of public em-
ployees, drastically increase
prices of public vtilities such
as transport, telephones, elc,
implement a comprehensive
privatisation plan, cul back on
health and education budgets,
and erode significant gains of
the peasants. This shock ad-
Justment policy was put for-
ward by Francisco Mayorga,
president of the Ceniral Bank.

Barricades were set up
throughout Managua by wor-
kers and smdents, buildings
were seized, as wereradio sta-
tions and the state-run tclevi-
sion slation. Black-and-red
Sandinista flags were seen on
meny government buildings.

Chamorroe  declared the
sirike illegal and called on the
Sandinista army and police to
restore order. This was set up
as & test of FSLN intentions
regarding the UNQ govemn-
menL

In fact both army and
police skilfully avoided a di-
rect confrontation with Cha-
morre. As the Financial Times
on 11 July described it:
‘Armmed niot police have been
escorting bulldozers to break
down the barricades but no
sooner do the bulldozers pass,
than the barricades are re-
erecied’,

The extrome right-wing in
UNO, led by vice-president
Virgilio G‘;‘g“‘-“f‘ Illnegm orga-
Nising arme: vigilanie ups
1o break the strike. MDSF; IJ'P;E.
violence d'was attributed 10

and other right-wi
groups which .-.uddeﬁfr
'ng up in the capital, some
with automatic rifles’
(T, 24 July). It well known
! many contras kept their

weapons despite demobilisa-
liomn.

Godoy went furher and
declared the formation of a
High Command of the Bri-
gades of National Salvation,
the aim of which is clearly to
organise the contras inside Ni-
caragua itself. The violence of
these thugs caused the death
of at least a dozen people with
hunfreds more injured.

Despite the magnificent
mass responsc o the CST-
FNT sirike call, the political
context is still one dominated
by the electoral defeat of the
FSLN at the polls in February
this year and the looming
presence of the United States,
The FSLN iz clearly com-
cernied not Lo force Chamor-
ro’s Tesignation in a situation
where Godoy would assume
the presidency.

However the mass mowve-
meril 15 prepared to fight Cha-
morro Lo defend the paing of
the revolution on the social
and economic front.

The balance sheel of the
ten-day general sirike is posi-
tive. The UNQ coalition is
riven with contradictions, the
differences  between the
Godoy and the Chamorro fac-
tions greater than since luking
office. The FSLN has re-
covered the political initiative
with a speed that has surprised
many and is reasserting its
political leadership over that
section of the masses who
voted UNO in February out of
a desire for peace, while de-
fending the revolution.

The Sandinista army and
the police has survived its firs
major test without allowing
the government an excuse (0
move against them. Al the
same time the mass move-
ment has begun 1o regain ils
conflidence.

The FSLN was clearly cor-
rect when, after the February
elections, they declared the
revolution was not dead. The
mass organisalions and the in-
stitutions of the Nicaraguan
workers' state are exertinga a
real limit on government ac-
ton. The govermnment has
been forced to backirack onils
frontal assault on the gains of
the Nicaraguan people.

Al the same ume, the
FSLN has begun an internal

discussion leading to & con-
gress in February 1991, The
FSLN leadership’s view can
be summarised as follows:
gather social forces around
the FSIN and its organisa-
lions to defend the gains of the
revolution, creating the condi-
tions for a reumn o power;
that the revolution has suf-
fered a significant, but by no
means final, sethack duetothe
pressure of imperialism. Mass
mobilisation, alongside cor-
recting errors in dialogue with
the mass movement is the
means to achicve this.
However the way ahead is
nol siraightforward. The San-
dinisias face an increasingly

aggressive US, aided by the
abject capitulation of Gor-
bachev, Chamorro was lesting
the waters 1o see how far her
government could go, and to
avoid being outflanked by the
Godoy faction. Godoy and his
supporiers will not abandon
their objective of taking full
control over the govemment.
With Godoy's backing the
contra vigilanic groups have
already begun a campaign of
political assassinations.

However the  strike
showed the relation of forces
in Nicaragua continues 1o be
favourable to the FSLN and
the mass movement.

JAVIER MENDEZ

Brazil: elections for Sao

Paulo governor

On 3 October Brazil will
hold elections for both
E:vemurs and MPa, It will

the first test of the pol-
itical impact of Collor de
Melos horrific austerity
package, introduced im-
mediately after he as-
sumed office,

However, all eyes will
be concentrated on the
state of Sao Paulo where
there is a three-way con-
test: Mario Covas for the
PSDB, a bourgeois popu-
list formation, Paulo
Maluf for the PDS, the
party that supporis the
government, and Plinio de
Arruda Sampaio for the
FT.

The PT won the munici-
pal elections in Sao Paule
not long ago ina display of
electoral  strength  that
shocked the bourgeoisie,

In the elections for the
%vmunhip Maluf of the

S seems to be the most
likely victor, with the polls
so far giving him 42 per
cent, with 18 per cent for
the PSDB and only 4 per
cent for the PT's candidate.
Nevertheless, it looks un-
likely that Maluf will ob-
tain the absolute majority
required to win, and there-
fore there would be a sec-
ond round,

The FT's low percent-

age at the polls is a reflec-
tion of the fact that despite
its recent electoral suc-
cesses, the defeat of Lulain
the presidential elections
won by Collor de Melo,
caused some demoralisa-
tion among the party mem-
bership. However it also
reveals the party's lack of
consolidation at both the
organisational and polit-
levels.

The eleclion in Sao
Paulo will be a big political
test for the PT. The central
paolitical question it con-
fronts is stopping Maluf,
who is a very right wing
element, Should there be a
second round PT suppor-
ters will vote for Covas tac-
tically against Maluf,

Cowvas represents a cur-
rent within the PSDB
which appases Collor de
Melo's policies but not
consistently. This raises
the possibility of some
united front  activity
;%ai.nst Collor and against

aluf in Sao Paulo. It also
c:t]Plai.m Sampaio’s electo-
ral motto ‘Sem menlir,
sem vacilar' (‘Without
lying, without wacillat-
ing’l.
®This report was given to
Socialist Action by a PT
member currently in this

country.
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Labour movement

The death agony of British

Stalinism

The Communist Party of
Great Britain (CPGRB) is now
writing the final chapter in its
sevenly year history. A Con-
gress has been called for
March 1991 with the recom-
mendation from its executive
to abandon any refcrence to
‘Communist’ in the party’s
title. Nina Temple, the
CPGB’s general secretary, ex-
pressed the hope thal: “The
title of the new party is up for

discussion. My 1 prel-
erence is for the Eadicai #:1;
— or something like that.’
MARK HOLLAND describes
the latest stage in the death
agony of British Stalinism.
Amiong those who cling to
the organisation that has sus-
teined their political activity
for so long there is an unde-
nizble sensc of fatalism. The
CPGB isnow in its final phase
of irreversible disintegration
and liquidation. For those
who champion the end of the
arty the debate has alrcady
resolved. Tony McNally,
the CPGB Midlands Or-
ganiser, writing in News and
Views, states bluntly that ‘the
issue isn't one of proposing
liquidation, this has slready
occured...lo the point where
we have ceased 1o be in many
respects & national political

Pu’?iﬂs crizis, while laid bare
by ihe organisational col-
lapse, is frankly conceived by
most contributors (o the de-
bate as & thoroughly political
crisis to which their Manifesio
Jor New Times was the pro-
posed response. The ‘New
Times® are seen as & distinc-
tive phase of development, in
which production, power and
politics are becoming global,
‘Fordist” methods of large-
scale factory production are
being dissolved, and thercfore
the lies of class which have
bound ndividuals together
are also dissolving. Class al-
legiances are being reP]-r.ad
by a shifiing errsy of "ident-
ities’ to which socialists in the
*New Times" must respond.
Buried in some obscure
jargon, and even more utopian
dreaming, the manifesto for-

mally secures some [un-

damental revisions in the

arty's programme. Any class
ll:mly!is iz gbandoned in fa-
vour of surface sociology.
Any fundamental distinction
beiween capitalism and so-
cialism is crased.

Finally the healing of the
breach  beiween  social-
democracy and communism
is hailed as an historic oppor-
tunity. This means no more
than the final collapse of the
Communist Party back into
socizl democratic politcs and
organisation.

This is hardly new. Since
the first edition of the British
Road 1o Socialism in 1931 the
CPGB has been committed 1o
reformism. Under the mielage
of Stalin it abandoned any no-
tion of revolution and cham-
pioned the peaceful transfor-
mation of parliament Even
before that it had for two and
a half decades become an in-
strument not of revolulionary
struggle but of the foreign pol-
icy of the Soviel bureaucracy.

The Eurocommunist epi-
sode in the 1970's deepened
the CPGB's course further, by
distancing the Communist
Parties from the Soviet Union
and Stalinism, and attempting
to resolve the crisis the
Communist movement by

ing a social democratic
course, [t signally failed o re-
solve the decline in the Stalin-
st movement and led 10 &
series. of splits across the
world.

The sharp right wing tum
by Gorbachev, and the col-
lapse of meny ruling CP's has
finally pushed the B over
the edge. Tony McNally ex-
presses the extreme version of
this collapse inte social
democracy. He wriles that
*Eurocommunism...could not
be other than a transition 1o
the realisstion that it had o
face going ond reform
communism to face the end of
separale communist parties —
the end of stale socialism and
Marxism as an ideology.”

Three major currents of
opinion have now emerged in
the rapidly dying party. The
most radical argues for the
dissolving of the party into
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loose  association, whose
members would be fres o join
other political parties. A sec-
ond current argues for the
founding of a new radical
democratic, eco-socialist
party, and is projecied to unite
m:lfms of the Labour left, so-
cialist Greens, the Socialist
Society and the Democrats.
The third, with particular
weight in the Scoitish party,
argues for the continuation of
the CPGB in & ‘modemnised’
form. .
The party seems unlikely
lo arrive at & common solu-
tion. The positions advanced
are mutually exclusive, and
there is no attempt to hide the
inevitability of & spli. Tony
McNally says that if the Con-
gress were only to offer ‘an
extended lease of life 1o & re-
v and redefined CP it
would have no future’, Steve
Munby, an avocate of a new
party, declares that *if the CP
decided to continue a large
section of its activists would
leave’. Such smiements are
entirely representative of the
mood among many sclivisis
who sec the party as a ‘night-
mare’, ‘All nightmares must
end at some time. Now is Lhe
hour for radical democrats...1o
wake up, join together and
leave this horror behind'
Getung  all Communist

Party members (o abandon
ship may not be easy for the
New Times radical democrats.
Among some long standing
party members there is a desp
fecling of betrayal. One ar-
gued *Our members who died
in Spain and elsewhere, be-
cause they were Communists,
people who devoled their
lives 1o the “cause of hu-
manity” under the name of
their Communist Parties,
deserve that we not only hon-
our their memory but under
that same banner continue our
stnuggle.’

re is no doubt that this
is representative of a layer of
ectiviste, Their choices, how-
ever, are increasingly limited.
Their historic reference point,
the Soviel Commumst Party,
is incapable of providing
leadershap.

This current vigorously
defended not only the conti-
nued exisience of the ‘social-
ist couniries’ in Eastern Eu-
rope, due to the real social
gains they embodied and their
rele in defence againsi im-
perialism, but they also
defended their buresucracies
and the bureaucratic polilics
of their govermmenis. Ths
defined their political frame-
work., Developments in East-
ern Europe have put an end to
this. The burcaucracy has fi-




R A

Labour movement

nally proved incapable of de-
fending the workers® stale in
Egst Germany, indeed its acti-
vities were the cause of ils de-
mise al the hands ol imperial-
ism, e&nd the similar
bureaucracies in Poland, Hun-
gary, and Cechoslovakia are
coliapsing.

The rival Communist Party
of Britain (CPRB), around the
Morning Star has mainiained
loyalty to the line of Gor-
bechev. But the problem is
that Gorbachev is going down
the same path as the CPGB —
the fact that he heads the stron-
gest workers state in the world
simply means that e meets
infinitely more resistance, The
CPB has therefore faced prob-
lems from those resisting this

Defend Scargill

No-one should misunder-
stand the decision of the
Trade Union Certification
Officer to bring charges
against Scargill and Heath-
field for ‘failure to kee
proper accounts’ on beha
of the NUM. The aim is to
secure a conviction which
will lead to them being dis-
barred from holding trade
union office. It is the latest
step in a sustained witch-
hunt with the aim of remov-
ing them from influence in
the labour movement.

The campaign of the
bourgeoisie, backed by the
labour right has continued
despite the total failure of
the Lightman enquiry o
substantiate any of the alle-

ations against Scargill or

eathfield. Lightman 1o-
tally vindicated them on all
the disgusting slanders that
they had lﬁersunal]y used
money of the NUM during
the miners strike but the
campaign against them con-
Hnues.

The enquiry also failed to
prove that money had been
received from Libya, and re-
ported thal, in any case, if
such funds had been re-
ceived they had been spent
on maintaining the fabric of
the NUM during the strike.
It also failed to substantiate
the inmuendo of fraud aris-
ing from the claim that #1
million had been donated
from Soviet miners but had
never reached the NUM —

course and, instead, suppor-
ting Cuba.

Indeed it is in relation to
Cuba that the counterrevol-
Wionary effects of Gor-
bachev's are creating particu-
lar internal problems [or the
CPB. Support for Gorbachev
and attachment to the revol-
utionary goals of the Cuban
revoluton cannot be recon-
ciled. Hence discontent with
the line of the Morning Star —
revealed also, for example, in
a spate of |etters denouncing
its failure to oppose the US
and British military build up
in the Gull,

This is a tuming point for
the left wing of the British la-
bour movement. The Gor-
bachev effect has sccelerated

indeed the engquiry showed
that this amount of money
was paid into the account of
the Miners Trade Union In-
ternational based im War-
saw. There is now a separate
dispute over where this
monﬁ' should now go.

All these smears were
paraded in the press— espe-
cially Robert Maxwell's Mir-
ror — before and during the
enquiry as solid facts.

Following the failure of
Lightman (o substantiale
any of the allegalions, a fur-
ther attack on S<cargill and
Heathfield was introduced
into its terms of reference —
deliberately taking action to
avoid sequestration and re-
ceivership. It was these ac-
Hons that allowed the NUM
lo sustain the fabric of the
union, repay loans from

‘other unions and so on dur-

ing and after the strike,
This allegation e
defended mn:ﬁlcltly cor-
reclly by ill and Heath-
fiel-:ly as principled action to
‘sustain our union throu
the most difficult period
its history’ — has now led to
the charges laid against
Scargill and Heathfield.
roughout this the La-
bour right has given credi-
bility to the allegations and
urged action. Des Dutfield,
South Wales NUM presi-
dent, Kim Howells MP and
Neil Kinnock have all vigor-
ously attacked Scargill and
Heathfield, immediately de-

the decline of the CPGB 1o
such an cxtent that the disinte-
gration of the party is the only
possible outcome. Even il
those commitled to maintain-
ing the CPGB manage o re-
found a much weakened party
a slow death is inevitable.
The political choice re-
maine the same. Those who
wish to keep their grip on the
historic goal that has inspired
them must find their way o
struggle against imperialism
and its allies — which m-
cludes the Stalinist and labour
bureaucracies. As the conse-
quences of Gorbachev's pol-
icy for the masses of Cuba,
Nicaragua, South Africa and
the Arsb world become clear
this choice becomes sharper

and sharper. For those secking
a way oul of the collapse of
the CPGRB to see the solution
in the CPB would merely be
to repeat in ten years time all
the same mistakes as the
CPGR is making now.

The final disiniegration of
the CPGB should be the oc-
cassion for a fundamental re-
thinking by all those who
joined it not because they
wanied to support Stalinism
or ‘radical democracy’ but to
fight sgainsl capitalism. An
enormous Tecomposition of
the intermational working
class movement is going to
take place in the next decade.

They have every opportunity
to participale in il

and Heathfield

manding an enguiry faced
with the press allegations,
calling — in Dulfield’s case
— for resignations, and, in
the case of Kinnock, tuming
the address to this year's
TUC into a prolonged and
vicious attack on Scargill,

mocking the “strange set of
principles” followed by the
NUM leadership.

It is clear whal lies be-
hind these attacks. The
leadership of the NUM dur-
ing the 1984/85 atrike and
since has shown itself pre-

ared to defend the mem-
Emhlp and the interests of
the working class bly any
means necessary, including
all measures to evade rul-
ings drafted o give legal
Hﬁ?ﬂ‘jﬂl‘l to the theft of I:rfdae
union funds by the state.

The determined action of
the NUM, and its willing-
ness lo unite and jdent
with the interests of all those
facing exploitation and op-
pression, held the NUM
membership together
through twelve months of
relentless assault by the rul-
ing class, while inspiring
and winning the solidari
of many thousands.
st e and Its politics
.ar:ﬁ'lme labour mufement
to its foundations.

For the ruling class the
need to eliminate such a
force is evident But the ex-
planation of why the leader-
ship of the labour move-
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ment is throwing itself be-
hind this campaign is also
clear. A Labour government
on the economic course now
promoted in the party will
inevilably creale enormous
opposition from the trade
union movement. Hence the
insistence on the retention
of legislation to shackle the
trade unions, the attempt to
remove the rights of unions
{o participate in the reselec-
tion of MPs, the attempt to
render annual conference
ineffective and to break the
bes between the trade
unions and the party.

To carry this through
means eliminating the class
struggle politics and allian-
ces represented most clearly
by the NUM leadership dur-
ing its historic strike. Hence
the determination lo destroy
Scargill and Heathfield by
any means, however low,
and dirty.

The Labour leadership's
aim s to destroy the
example of principled class
struggle leadership, and its
undoubled preparedness to
give a lead in future aclion
to defend the interests of the
working class.

The pledge by Arthur
Scargill at the miners’ rally
at this year's TUC to take
action to defend the work-
ing class ‘whatever govern-
ment is in power is one
which is completely intoler-
able to the current leader-
ship of the movement.

——-
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The AIDS holocaust

‘Everything about this epidemic has been predictable, utterly,
utterly and completely predictable from the very beginning,
from the Mrst day’, Dr Mathilde Krim (co-chair American
Foundation for A1DS Research). JIM WHANNEL reviews a
new book on the Impact of ATDS on the gay community in the

Reports from the
Haolocaust

By Larry Kramer,
published Penguin 1290

The shocking truth, put 30
bluntly by Mathilde Krim,
has spurred on countless
thousands of ATDS activisis
throughout the last decade 1o
not go guietly. Silence =
Death.

Larry Kramer's book
charts the activism around
AIDS clearly, angrily and
above all tragically. Some of
the speeches in s
collection cammot fail Lo
leave you angered and
suddened. This horrific
wastage of life has touched
such a huge range of issues
that it seerns overwhelming.

Social attitudes to gay
men and lesbians, blacks,
the poor and women have
been displayed wih all their
vicious ugliness 1o the fore
— ‘faggots, niggers, junkies
and prostitutes’ have been
*guilty® victims of a ruthless
virus and further stgmatised
and dehumanised.

Kramer states that ‘there
is nothing in this whaole
AIDS mess that is not
political’, and readily and
cogently lambasts the Right
for conniving in the
holocaust. The stench of

USAund responses to it

Petain and Quisling exhudes
from the US establishment
from Reagan, Mayor Koch
(New York), Cardinal
O'Connor, Jerry Falwell,
and Phyliss Schlafly etc, eic,

This 15 & country amidst a
huge health crisis which had
& Secrelary for Health
(Margaret Meckler) who
actually voled 10 refain
sodomy laws.

This is a country where
new purpose-buill hospitals
lay empty as people could
not afford to be trealed
them whilst bedlam reigned
elsewhere with young
demented men lying in their
OWT eXcrement,

This is a country where
drigs were not released 10
the dying willing to take any
chanee (pharmaceutical
companies have long been
sccused of playing the
market. AZT has been quite
& little moneay spirmer),

This is & country where
public assistance was not
available 1o enable the dying
1o at least preserve some
dignity. Here life long
partners who happened 1o be
of the same sex were turned
out of hospitals, funerals and
Fmpcn}' by h hobic

armilies supported by the
stale.

Kramer's rage blows
hotter through the decade.
As the crisis despens

allention tems to wider
debates {"whose
constituiion?’ for examplc).
Organising and activating
the lesbian and gay
communilics is to the fore,
advocaling more
confrontational tactics is the
development. Thus Gay
Men's Healih Crisis in the
garly "Bls seems cclipsed by
ACT-UP at the end of the
decads,

Diespite the intricacies of
Kramer's personality which
occasionally distort his view
the collection is absolutely
essential if you wish Lo

R e S
e T

understand the calamity that
has befallen us — the gay
community. The ragedy
conlinues as the virus
slcadily spreads amongst
heteroscxuals,

In 1987 Kramer yelled at
a gathering of lesbians and
gay men celcbrating leshian
and gay pride ‘1 can’
believe you want o die ...
berating their lack of
activism. Many of the men
present then witl now be
dead. For them and the
hundreds of thousands who
have already dicd we should
all start acting up.

Niie]
Thai
Willl Ficed,

Sy

Morgan.

And Thus Wil | Freely Sing — An Anthology of Gay and
Lesbian Writing From Scotiand .
Edited by Toni Davidson. With an introduction by Edwin

Published by Polygon. Price £5.95,

This collection, including prose, poetry, personal
recollections and political analysis, represents a
much to be welcomed milestone in the
articulation of the experience of lesbians and gay
men in Scotland. Not least in ensuring the
importance of this first collection of its kind is
the contribution of poet Edwin Morgan, a pillar
of the Scottish literary establishment who
recently came out, at the age of 69. The title is
taken from a work of the early twentieth century
Scots-German poet John Henry MacKay “Yet
since you think it a dirty thing/Have dragged it
through mud and infamy/And kept in the dark
under lock and key/This love will I freely sing".
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The return of Eva Luna

Fascinating, magical and delightful. In Cuentos de Eva Luna
Isabel Allende has given us yet another product of her
literary travalls to enjoy, this time n the form of 23 short
storles. JAVIER MENDEZ reviews this new book, that will
delight all those who loved House of the Spirity and Eva Luna.

Cuentos de Eva Luna,
By Isabel Allende,
PEJ, 1989, £9.70,

Each story has women as
protagonists, Some of the
characters have already
figured in her previous
novel Eva Luna,

By way of introduction
there is a preface by the
fictional Rolf Carle, the
lzst lines of which gives us

| the taste of what is to
come:

| "Tell me a story™ — I

ask you. *Which one

would you like?” — “Tell

me a story you haven’t

told anybody.™
The short story is one
of the most difficult
literary genres yet
Allende’s stories flow
with breathtaking ease
and sharpness,
Allende’s style is
grabbing, the plols are
always startling, full of
surprises and incredible
turns,
Individual sentences
evoke a whole world.
Some of the lines are
simply exquisite. “..we
managed to get a glimpse
of the Holy I:Filhl,'r,
magnificent Inside a
portable glass box, like a
white porpoise inside a
fish tank". *..Hermelinda
knew old love secrets and
was capable of taking man
to the threshold of his own
death and bring him back
turned into a sage’. ‘Soon

l we learned that they were
neither missionaries,
soldiers or rubber tappers,
they were ¢razy, they
wanted to take the land
and the timber away, they
also looked for stones. We
explained to them that the
forest cannot be carried on
one’s back as a dead bird,
but they would not listen

——._ﬂ:

to reason.’ *,.we started the
war with all its usual
ceremonies, [But whites]
are lousy warriors, th
Eei‘ easily scared and Heir
ones are soft. They did
not survive the blows we
gave them in the head.’
The absence of Amparo
Medina overwhelmed him
inside, as a malignant
illness, he felt his blood
turn into water, his
memaries fade away, his
bones tum into cotton,
filled his soul with
doubts.” ‘And there are
secret stories which
remain hidden among the
shadows of our memary,
they are like living beings,
they grow roots, tentacles,
get full of fungi and
arasites which with time
ecome the cause of
nightmares.’

We are told of Belisario
Crepusculario a woman
wordseller. ‘She charged
the right prices. For five
cents recited memorised
verses, for seven improved
the quality of dreams, for
nine wrole love letlers, for
twelve invented insults for
irreconcilable enemies,’
Belisario is paid (one
peso) by an illiterate Latin
American military caudillo
engaged in civil war to
write a political manifesto;
he wants o be loved by
the people as a President
— ‘I need to speak as a
candidate.’ — and not
feared as a man of arms.
He succeeds in becoming
popular by learning the
manifesto by heart and
delivering it as a !Ptﬁh at
political rallies, His
destiny is however to fall
in love with Belisario,

Clarisa is a saintly
woman martied to a judge
— who lives secluded in
his room — who dies of
astonishment when on
occasion of the Pope’s visit

he is welcomed by a
demonstration of
transvestites wearing
heavy make-up dressed as
nuns carrying banners in
favour in abortion,
divorce, homosexuality
and the right of women to
be ordained as priests.

Antonia Sierra and
Concha Diaz, respectively
wife and mistress of
Tomas Sierra, a tight-fisted
scoundrel, living under
the same roof, evolve from
a relation of antagonism
and hatred to one of
closeness and complicity
joining forces lo deprive
Tomas Sierra of his bured
treasury of gold coins as a
result of which he dies.
What causes the sorority
between the two is the
awareness they develop of
Sierra’s male c{nauvinisl
piggery following Concha
Diaz’s extremely painful
pregnancy bearing his
child. Sierra‘s death brings
them happiness, freedom
and prosperity.

Amadeo Peralta,
offspring of a family of
gangsters, becomes in old
age a powerful patriarch,
landowner and politician
(a not unusual
combination in Latin
Americal, When he is
about 80 it s discovered
that he has kept Hortensia
lacked up in a cellar for 47
years. The journalists ask
him why did he do it, he
replies without
understanding the fuss
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about something that
happened so long ago:
‘Because [ felt like doing
it." Amadeo is convicted to
2 long prison sentence.
Every morning Hortensia
walks to the prison with
hot food for Amadeo. She
explains to the prison
ard:'He never let me go
ungry.’

Twao exiles, a man and a
waoman try to make love
unsuccessfully. The
peychological scars left by
torture whilst under
interrogation by the
securily forces are too
deep and too
overwhelming. Under the
pressure of torture he
betrayed his comrades,
including his partner.

Darkness brings
horrible and painful
memaories to the surface.
He breaks down and a
cathartic conversation
ensues, Her tenderness
and understanding
comfort him: ‘Fear is
stronger than desire, love,
hatred, guilt, anger,
sironger than loyalty.” Her
wrists bear white scars left
from when they tied her
hands 1o the electric rack.

These are just some of
the stories, which the
reader will enjoy
enormously. Cuentos de
Eva Luna will be
published in English in
the near future. Those who
enjoyed Isabel Allende’s
previous books will be
waiting impatiently.
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Sexual violence,
pornography and
censorship

Owver the last year the question of

pornography has once again come to the

fore in debate in the women'’s movement.
ANNE KANE takes issue with theories that
claim pornography is the cause of sexual

violence and therefore should be banned.

She argues both pornography and sexual

violence are rooted in women’s oppression

in the family, and warns that bans and

censorship nearly always rebound on

those struggling to change the dominant

sexual morality — in this case women and

lesbians and gays.

*As recent feminism has become

synonymous with the reclamation and
establishment of a so-called female
principle, it has come to reflect and

reproduce dominant cultural assumptions

about women’
Alice Echols, The New Feminism of Yin
and Yang

O ver the last year pornography has
again become a central issue of
debate and action for feminists. Debale
ranges over the definition of porno-
graphy, its relationship 1o violence
against women, and to women’s op-
pression, whether there is a causal con-
nection with a claimed increase in vi-
olent sexual crime, and in particular
how, if at all, pornography should be
further legally regulated.

While concrete measures, such as
the precise proposal to ban *page three’
images can be progressive, in general
calls for action have preceded political
analysis, Consumer action oriented in-
ibatives such as the *Off the Shell”
campaign have very rapidly given way
to discussion of comprehensive legal
definibons of pomography, for use o
vet and censor commercial material,
but which potentially also hit wide
ranging artistic and literary material. A
weakness of analysis at the heart of the
current anti-pormography campaigns is
allowing a very disturbing political
shift to take place. The feminist and
progressive  impulses behind  these
campaigns are in danger of being sub-
ordingled W proposals which would
have profoundly reactionary resulis.

A more progressive debate on por-
nography requires addressing the ana-
lysis of women's oppression and the
misreading of economic, social and
political rends with regard [0 women
which predominate in current feminist
anti-pomography  thought, which
undermine both the struggle against
degrading, dchumanising and offens-
ive images of women and the struggle
for women’s liberation.

Pomography is not simply ‘sex-
vally explicit’ material. Although it
has a directly sexual function its cru-
cial characteristic is as material which
eroticizes domination. While porno-
graphy shares the cultural assumptions
of all other dominant representations
of women in our socicly — in [it-
erature, the media, adverlising —
where women are objecofied,
presented as sexually passive, and
defined by their relation (o men, por-
nography is directed at heterosexual
male sexual arousal,

Pomnography is an extreme reflec-
tion of a society where women are op-
pressed and where all social, personal
and sexual relations are deeply marked
by thiz, Pomography is a reflection of
these real relations, in which sexual
oppression and inequality are made to
appear acceptable and, crucially,
linked with sexual desire and arousal.
It presents women, or bits of women,
as commodities or ohjects for sexual
consumption. Alison Asgiter makes
the point in her recent book: 'Even if

24

the desire [io reat people as objects] is
never satishied except in fantasy the
man who constantly has such desires
... s gaining satisfaction from a person
whom he has divested of personhood
and urned into & slave.”

here is a view that, while this de-

seribes most pompgraphy, pomo-
graphy can also simply be erotic ma-
terial depicting sexual fantasy and &
progressive pomography or one com-
patible with feminism could be envis-
aged. Bul this simply empties the con-
tent from the concept of pormography.
Sexually explicit erotic material which
is non-disciminatory and non-op-
pressive is possible and valid — but
this is not pomography in the sense
used in this article.

By promoling desire for heterosex-
ual relations which revolve around
submission and dominalion pornoe-
graphy legitimises the oppression of
women, reinforces sexist gender divi-
sions, minimises and trivialises vi-
olence against women, and under-
mines women's struggle for equality.
It is oppressive, but its power lies in
the fact that women are already in an
an oppressed position in relation o
men.

However this approach is not un-
contentious. To the current which is
setting the pace in feminist anti-porno-
graphy thought, epilomised by US
feminist Andrea Dworkin, such views
would be denounced for minimising
the significance of pomography.

For Dworkin pornography is at the
core of women's oppression. It is the
purest example of violenl male sex-
uality, which has been the constant and
determining force in the history of so-
ciely, The terror which men exercise
runs ‘the gamut from rape to battery to
sexual abuse of children to war o mur-
der to maiming to tonure o enslaving
10 kidnapping to verbal assault to cul-
taral assanlt to threats of death ... The
symbols of terror are commonplace

.
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and utterly familiar: the gun, the knife,
the bomb, the Dist and s0 on. Even more
significant is the hidden symbol of
power, the penis.' (Pornagraphy: Men
Possessing Women, The Women's
Press, 1981).

Pomography, in this view, 15 part of
a continuum of male violence the roots
of which lie m the male sexual dnve
and heterosexual sexual relations. Por-
nography is key 1o reproducing male
violence and power and hence
women's oppression, therefore it is
secn a3 completely central 1o the fem-
inist agenda: s cradication is the pre-
requisite for women's Tiberation.

Arising from Dworkin's view of the
role of male sexual power in social
development — though development
Is a misnomer since this analysis cre-
ates a monolithic, unchanging picture
of sociely — the key political alliance
must be forged by women against men.
She states: "The most cynical use of
women has been on the Left — cynical
because the word freedom is used 1o
capture the loyalues of women who
wani, more than anything, 1o be free
and who-are then valued and used as
left-wing whores..." For Dworkin such
women have been simply colonised by
men. Remove the conditioning, which
pornography plays a key role in keep-
ing in place, and an ‘cssential’ real
woman will cmerge.

Following this logic the ‘sexual rev-
olution of the 1960z and 705 was
againsl women's interests due Lo en-
couraging promiscuity, lack of per-
sonal responsibility and greater sexual
freedom for men to exploit women,
thus standing the reality of the last two
decades on its head.

Dworkin's ideas have had an instant
gliraction for many women and are
very influential in the current anti-por-
nography movement. But the propo-
sals which [low from this simplistic
analysis — censorship, and sexual re-
pressiveness — would not reduce viol-
ent sexual atlacks or increase the status
and power of women and are a danger-
ous diversion from tackling the real
inequalities between women and men,
in particular within the institution of
the family, which allow violent sexual
assault to take place and its importance
10 be minimised,

are a product of it. Actual atiacks on
women are a product of the same in-
equality of power between men and
women, institutionalised in the family,
which lie at the root of pornography,
Blaming pornography for violence
apainst women simply shifis attention
away from the institution and socicty
which cause both.

‘Rape i5 not
a result of an
innate

male sexual
drive — this
is what
right-wing

apologists for
I mages do not produce reality, they puafe violenee

have been
saving for
years'

Dworkin's view of an unchanging
male sexual violence, exemplified and
reproduced in pormography, ignores
the history of rape and sexual assault
as experienced by women and children
and the historically changing codifica-
tion and response o sexual violence.

Rape is not a result of an innate and
uncontrotlable sexual drive — this is
whal night wing apalogists for male
violence have been saying for years,
Rape, as with the sexual abuse of child-
ren, is made possible both at the level
of desire and the ability 1o act by the
generalised social oppression and in-
equality of women which has material
ronts in the family in class society.

There has been an evolution in the
idenlogy about rape, in the legal de-
finition and in itz punishment come-
sponding 1o fundamental changes in
the stucture of society, in the family
system and in the social position of
WO,

When women were lilerally the
chattels of men rape was viewed ac-
cordingly. Under Anglo-Saxon law,
for instance, stalules on rape were con-
cermed with the protection of male
property, not the welfare of women.
The notons of abduction and rape
were uwsed interchangeably reflecling
concern with the theft of male
property, Correspondingly ‘consent’
was not central — legal action could
be taken under the Stawe of 1285
{which dealt together with "Punish-
ment of Rape; of a mamed woman
eloping with an adulterer; for carrying
off a nun') ¢ven if & woman had will-
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ingly eloped with a man not welcomed
by her family for instance. These and
other stitutes on rape up (o the end of
the sixteenth century were concermned
with the pratection of the property of
the wealthy, poarantesing patemity
and safeguarding inheritance.

Similarly Anng Clark's swdy of
rape in late 18th century England
showed 20 per cent of London rape
cases which gol as far as trials at the
Dld Bailey mvolved masiers and
women servants, as if rape was ‘almost
a ritual assertion ol the masicr’s auth-
ority’,

R ape laws changed in line with
economic and social development,
the outcome of a struggle between the
chunging social pressure of women
and the concemns of the ruling class.
While ag far as can be ascertained
women's experience of rape in the
18th and 19th centuries was similar,
the legal response and social ‘dis-
course’ and morality of rape under-
went sharp changes, and the pressure
in the early 15th century from what
Anna Clark has-called bourgeois con-
cem to impose ‘the ideology of separ-
ale spheres’.

The pressure to impose this ideo-
logy ol the separation of work and
home on the working class — the latler
being a safe haven for woman and her
true place of duty and responsibility —
came from the effect of rapid induos-
trialisation in undermining the materi-
al basis and cohesion of the pre-exist-
ing family system in the new urban

h———
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working class, a maller of extreme
concern to the bourgemsic,

The myth of rape as warming, as
something which happened between
strangers and which befell “wanton” or
somechow irresponsible women who
strayed out of their correct place, at
home with their family, became estab-
lished at this time.

Maore recently, while rape and sex-
ual assault continue 10 be realities on
the most massive scale imaginable for
women, the legal definition of rape,
police and court attitudes, conviction
rates, and the ideology of rape have
undergone enarmous, though obvious-
Iy far from adequate, change in the last
two decades. The most recent, signifi-
cant development is the recommenda-
tion of the Law Commission in July
that rape in marriage be made a crimi-
nal ollence in England and Wales —
and recent judgements along these
lings in both Scotland and then Eng-
land.

A recent Home Office stndy com-
paring sentencing policy on rape in
1973 and in 1985 showed a 30 per cent
increase in the number of persons con-
victed of rape, in particular of rape by
‘intimates’ and where the offence took
place in the home of the rapist or the
victim, and an increasingly severe sen-
tencing policy all reflecting in the view
of the researchers ‘a differeat attitude
on the part of the victims, ... the police,

or the courts’.
A lhough ‘anti-pomography’ fem-
inists such as Andrea Dworkin
claim an increase in sexual wviolenl
crimes, it is not clear whether there has
been an increase in actual incidence in
the recent past or simply a greater will-
ingness of women (o report in response
to feminist arguments, campaigning
and the possibility of more sympath-
ectic legal treatment. Certainly while
the number of reporied rapes haye in-
creased in the last few years, so have
reports of all violent cnme. A 198RS
survey by *Women Against Rape' of
women's ¢xperience of rape in Lon-
don, demanded such measures as bet-
ter transport, housing policies, legal
reform o make rape in marriage a
come and improved compensation,
but did not raise pornography as a sig-
nificant factor.

Legal reform has not been straight-
forward or uncontradictory, and rape
continucs o be a general social threat
for women. The point however is thal
there has been a process of change. The
motor force for this has been the fun-
damental shift in women's economic
and social position since the 1950s.
The development whereby women are
now approaching 50 per cent of the

‘Social
changes
have
opened up
for scrutiny
the private
and
appressive
sexual
relations
berween
men and
women'

worklorce has

wrought enormous
changes in family structures, in
women's legal rights and social status
and in the political consciousness and
participation of women,

While the *sexual revolution’ of the
1960s was just a reflection of a crisis
of social cohesion, the explicit rejec-
tion of sex asonly moral and legitimate
within marriage, and grealer openness
about sex did have an enduring pro-
gressive consequence for women.

Similarly Elizabeth Wilson is cor-
rect 1o say that the prevalence of por-
nography today can be read not as an
intensification of male power over
women but as ‘the disintegration of
male sexuality under the pressures of a
commaoditising, fetishising culture’,

These social changes have opened
the privatised and oppressive sexual
relations between men and women
within the family up to scrutiny, lor
example allowing a challenge to the
idea of a hushand's ‘right’ to sexual
relations with his wife. Women
Against Rape's 1985 survey demon-
strated what feminists have consistent-
Iy believed: for women in the survey
who were or had been married, rape by
their husbands was more common than
any other kind of rape (one in seven
women, or sixty women, had experi-
enced rape by their husbands), Taking
inlo accounl common law marmiages,
110 of the 214 women who had been
raped by any man had been raped by
their hushands,

The focus on the massive scale of
child sexual abuse i the (amily, and
increased awareness and condemna-
uon of domestic violence, reflect the
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same process. This 1s why there is now
a serious campaign by the bourgemsie
to shift the focus of atention away
from the family.

In recent weeks newspapers, lelevi-
sion programmes and political com-
mentators have discovered the 'paedo-
phile’, a scientifically classifiable lype
of man whose ‘perverted” obsessions
are fed by child pormography and snoff
movics, Responsibility for child sex-
eal abuse is being shifted onto this
‘pacdophile’, who newspapers tell us
‘may assault 100 victims' (Guardian
0.5.90). This shifis the focus away
from those responsible for the wasi
bulk of abuse — fgures of authority
known to children. Moreover, such
material is making an increasingly ¢x-
plicit link between this *pasdophile’
and the male homosexual.

W ith the trend for a further entry of
women into paid employment in
the coming years, and therclore for a
further undermining of ‘traditional’
family patterns, the repressive realily
of the family will tend 1o come more
and more to the fore. While recognis-
ing that some improvements in the
legal response 1o sexual violence is
incvitable, the bourgeoisie is seeking
to cover up the reality of family vi-
olence. Campaigns which abstract por-
nography from its social roots and
make it the cause of violence assist this
shift.

Increasingly the anti-pornography
campaigns in this country are promot=
ing demands which are directly mod-
elled on those put forward in the US by
Andrea Dworkin and others over the
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inst ten years, in particular for a com-
prehensive legal definition and new
lepislation to ban or censor matenal so
deflined,

definition ol pormmography, which

was adopted by this year's Labour
women's Conference and has found
suppart in some trade unions, is being
popularised by the Campaign Against
Pormography:

‘Pomography is the graphic, sex-
ually explicit subordination of women
through pictures or words, that also
includes women de-humamised as sex-
ual objects, things or commaodities, en-
joying pain or humiliation, or rape, or
being ted up, cut up, or mutlated,
hruised or physically burt, in postures
of sexual submission or servility or
display. reduced 1o body parts, pene-
mated by objects or animals, or
presenied in scenes of degradation, in-
jury, torlure, shown as filthy or infe-
rior, bleeding, bruised or hurt in the
context that makes these conditions
sexual. In addition, Conlerence recog-
nises that men, children and transsex-
uals are also exploited m pormo-
graphy.’

This definition was used by Andrea
Dworkin and others in Minncapolis
City Council in the US in 1983 during
public hearings to censider passing a
civil rights ordinance on pornography.

The wording of this amendment and
the proposal for new censorship laws
based on it raise serious problems. The
inclusion of ‘men' highlights the
underlying confusion over what por-
nography is, Pornography is powerful
and has an oppressive cffect because of
the actual oppression of women in so-
cicly. The depiction of men in porno-
graphy relates 1o an entirely different
reality, therefore it cannot be simply
said that men are “exploited’ by porno-
graphy.

Pormography where men are the
central objects is produced exclusively
for a gay male market. To ban such
Images, particularly given the overall
suppression of material of any sort de-
picting homosexuality, would simply
be an angi-pay measure. It would be
supparied by the fundamentalist right
for exactly this reason,

Thisis ignored by anti-pornography
Campaigners. Clare Short sees no dis-
Unclon, these are simply ‘ways of
POriraying sexuality in a degrading
way that could be gay or heterosexual’.
While siating this does not mean we
should *instantly’ legislate she makes
W clear thay degrading images of men
I Pornography is just part of ‘a conli-
UM that goes into the violent'. (Mar-
M Today, July 1990)

ondly there is an evident ques-

tion of the effect of censorship powers
bazed on such a vague definition. It
may seem that this is a comprehensive
and exact dehimtion of pormography —
pornography is cerainly cowvered by
this definition, but the actual use of
such a definition might include much
other material which is not porno-
graphy as defined here.

For those seeking such legal rulings
this is not a problem. Everyworan ma-
gaxine's introdection o the published
transemipts of the Minneapolis hear-
ings, states that this definition *would
not in any way" have affected sexually
exphicit or erotic material. But this as-
sertion is not substantiated.

Law 15 not abstract. Anything open
to interpretation, and on such a wide
definition it is bound to be, will he
Interpreted according to the dominant
Interests In society. Inevitably such a
strengthening of censorship powers
would be directed against that whichis
anli-scxist, challenging or subversive.
Particularly open to attack would be
feminist and lesbian and gay matenal,
unless as Alison Agsiter has said “the
lawyers, judges and juries who are re-
sponsible for implementing the law are
educated not to discriminate against
minorily and oppressed groups'.

Leaving aside utopian hopes of re-
educating the ruling class, the fight for
women's and leshian and gay libera-
tion will not be helped by constructing
laws which give greater powers of con-
rol o those who wish to silence us,
Just as pornography Mounshes in a so-
ciety which represses sexuality, so ma-
terial which is genuinely open aboul
sexuality, unlike pomography, would
be the target of such laws.

This is why MPs like the anti-
woman, anti-gay Tory Jill Knight have
thrown themselves behind proposals
for such a bill.

Current developments in the Uniled
States show the case with which the
fundamentahist rght can manipulate
and control censorship, There, with
growing success, fundamentalist right
wingers like Senator Jesse Helms have
been leading a campaign on the Na-
tional Endowment for the Arts (NEA),
the main source of public funding for
artists in the USA, The campaign is
aimed at ending the funding by the
NEA of anists whose work is con-
troversial and often sexually explicit
The funding by the NEA of the work
of the photographer Robert Mapple-
thorpe, who died of AIDS last year,
which often deals with homosexuality
has parnicularly incensed Helms and
the moral majority, In October 1989
Congress adopted legislation provent-
ing the NEA from funding matenal
including “depictions of sadomasoch-

ism, homoeroticism, the sexual exploi-
wation of children, or individuals in-
volved in sex acts, and which, when
taken as a whole, do not have serious
lilerary, artstic, political or seientific
meril’,

The ¢current campaigns against por-
nography have tapped into a huge pool
of anger and opposition to degrading
imagery amongst women, This pro-
gressive impulse must not be allowed
o be pulled behind ill-thought out
legislation which will just help push all
debate ‘about sexuality further ynder-
ground.

Given the ongoing vigorous ani-
gay campaign already being pursued in
this country, with raids on lesbian and
gay bookshops, Section 28, and over
access o donor inseminaton, and with
the backdrop of AIDS hystenia, there is
every reason for concern about the ef-
fects of reinforeed censorship powers
as far as leshians and gays men are
concerned.

ertain  concrele  measures, not

open to misinterpretation, are
possible. Banning the use of sexual and
sexist images of women in advertising
is a case in point. A bill o prohibit
‘page three’ pictures is another. It is
precise, not open to misuse and its
positive effects in boosting women's
confidence and challenging sexism
would outweigh any potential Lo signi-
ficantly boost repressive pro-censor-
ship sentiment. Consumer action ¢am-
paigns such as "Off the Shelf, pickets
of sexually violent films and *Reclaim
the Night' marches are all positive
ways 1o create a pro-feminist climate
of protest against degrading images
and male vialence.

Such aliernatives can seem frustrat-
ingly limited compared to a bill which
its supporters say would outlaw porn.
But just as the history of rape law
shows that extremely harsh penalties
can co-exist with insultingly low con-
viction rates, a widespread and ignored
incidence and a low social status of
women, 50 the answer Lo pormography
is not in the calls for censorship legis-
lation now surfacing,

Contrary 10 Andrea Dworkin, and
the easy alliance which the proponents
of a new ‘ant-pomography’ bill have
found with the likes of Jill Kaight, the
fight against oppressive images of
women is very much a matter of ‘left’
versus ‘right’. Male violence and de-
humanising imagery of women are
made possible by the institutionalised
oppression of women in ¢lass society.
Only a strategy which links opposition
1o pornography and sexual violence
wilh the struggle to end that society
can have any hope of success.

'‘Parnagraphy
flourishes in
@ society
which
FEpresses
sexuality and
oppresses
women'
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