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Are whites innately more intelligent than blacks?
Are wealthy pecple born brighter than the poor?

The Bell Curve, a new book by American social
scientists Charles Murray and Richard Herrnstein, has |
caused a transatlantic storm by-claiming that inequality

| is an inescapable consequence of natural differences

| in inherited intelligence.

James Heartfield explains why focusing on 1Q
is little more than an excuse for inequality under
capitalism. Page 24
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Who gets the pay-off?

en the Conservative Party is
competing with the royal
family to see which can sink
deepest in sieaze and puglic
esteem, you know that the old politica
establishment is ug to its ccuble chins in
trouble. It is now open seascn cn the
Tories. After 15 years of one-party rule, the
media is full of excited talk apout a 'sea
change’ in political life, with the decline
and fall of the corrupt ancien regime agpar-
ently paving the way for the regeneration of
the British system of government in the age
of Tony Blair,

It is fun to watch the Teries suffer. Bul
why should we assume that their troubles
will necessarily lead to something tetter?
If things are allowed to continue cn their
present course, the governmental crisis
seems more likely ©© make the mood of
cynicism and pessimism in the country
aven warsa, while allowing the ruling elite to
carry on running society, regardless of who
gets o sit in Downing Street, '

cwest in

The seemingly endless sequence of
sleaze revelations has exposed the Major
government’s inability to command respect
gven ameng its own core supporters. The
fact that MPs have taken corgorate freebies
and backhanders for asking questions can-
not in itself explain the prominence given o
recent scandal stories; after all, handouts
have ahlwvays teen considered perks of
the job for peliticians and journalists alike.
What nas changed s that the government
has lost any legitimacy in the public mind,
so that everything the Tories do now imme-
diately invites suspicion and criticism from
all quarters.

The collapse of Michael Heselling's
unpopular plans 1o privatise the Post Office
demonstrated the extent of the Conserva-
tive Party's troubles. After privatisation was
scrapped, many commentators oosened
that the drifting Majer gavemment no
longer had any majer policies to implement,
They were right, but the problem goes
deepar, than that. The truly remarkabie
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thing was that a nonsensical proposal to
sell off the Post Office coula ever seriously
have been proposed as the ‘flagship’
oolicy of a goveming party in the 1990s,
In a month when faltering ndustsal growth
figures and falling car sales confirmed the
ongoing reality. of the capitalist slumg, the
only economic intiative which the party of
the market seemec able to come up with
was to auction off Pesiman Pat and asset-
strip his black-and-white cat. It was an ira-
tional policy which could have lost the
government rural votes, and in the end most
top Tories were probably quietly relieved to
see it shelved.

But what other legislative plans are they
left with? None—except the general predis-
position to crank up their law-and-order
crusade. Now that the Criminal Justice Bill
has finally passed into law, we should
axpect Home Secretary Michael Howard
to come forward with Son of CJB: bul
surely even he cannot criminalise enough
groups of people to fill an entire session of
parliament.

Locked into a dewnwards spiral, the
once-cocky Conservalives are facing the
possibility ot defeat more starly than at any
time for 20 years. Yet what is this ‘sea
change' in political life really lkely to
change? It is not as if the problems end
with the Tory Party. The Conservative col-
lapse is only the most dramatic illustration
of the extent o which the entire political
culture of this country is in a state of degen-
eration and decay, a process infecting
every mainstream party and the parliamen-
tary instituticns they rely upon.

What passes for politics on all sides
of the House of Commoens today is a con-
coction of the panal, the trivial and the
tasteless. The terrain on which debale
takes place has been continually narrowed
until only a barren strip remains. Once
politicians argued over grand visions of
how to produce a richer and fairer society;
now they squabble over whether or not to
take a penny off income tax or put VAT on
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gas hills, The character of politicos them-
selves has changed accordingly, with the
tragiticnal distinctive Tery and Labour MPs
being replaced by faceless placemen who
are so intarchangeably bland that the
madia can seriously suggest Tony Blair is
geod-looking by comparison.

The sleaze scandal itself reflects the
trend towards petty tabloid-style palitics.
Jonathan Aitken is a millionaire banker
and John Major's chief secretary at the
Treasury, in the front line of the Tory cabi-
net's campaign to slash billions off spend-
ing on aur health, welfare, wages and jobs.
You would think that there was no shortag
of sticks with which his opoonents could
hammer him. Yel in today’s politics of trivial
pursuit, the only financial matter over
which Aitken has been seriously attacked is
a hotel pill at the Pans Ritz—ana even
that issue was soon displaced frem the
front pages by further revelting insights into
David Melicr's love life.

Meanwhile on issues of substance, on
the big economic and social questions that
affect our lives, there is little difference
amcng the majer political parties—and
wen less debate. For instance, in the midst
of the sleaze row surrcunding Aitken and
other Tery ministers, two important docu-
ments were publishea: the report on the
future cf the welfare state issued by the
Commission for Sacial Justice (set up by
the Labcur Party), and the government's
white paper on changing unemployment
cenefit into a job-seeker's allowance. The
similarities in the assumptions underpin-
ning both—about the need to dismantle the
old welfare state and the emphasis upon
individual responsibility—were remarkable.
Yet few remarked on either, all eyes being
fixed upon cod faxes and hotel receipts.
So it came to pass that a Labour Party
body propesed measures, such as making
parents pay for their children’s university
education, which Margaret Thatcher would
not have dared whisper a decade ago—yet
hardly anybody batted an eyelid.



Ve live our lives today under a poltical
systemn in which nen-personalities conduct
non-debates about non-alternatives. The
guestion of which parties actually form
a goverrment becomes less and less
impartant, as their policies and persorali-
ties merge into one indistinct mass of
mediocrity-—a lendency towards conver-
gence which was alse well illustrated in the
racent Garmar and Amencan elections.
Meanwhile, over in the real world, the mar-
ket economy which all sides now support
continues to grind down our living stan-
dards and working conditions without
attracting critical comment.

Aganst that background, why should we
believe (except as an act of blind faith), that
lhe Tory Party's problems are likely 10 leau

o0 any change for the betler in the wa
B.rutan s governed? Insiead, the mnst
impartant impact of the governmental crisis
is on the pclitical meod in the country,
And here, it is making matiers worse.

The sleaze exposures and endless min-
isterial cock-ups have further intensified
the powerful sense of ocopular cynicism
about not just the Tory Party, but paolitics in
general. Most people feel entirely detached
from a political process in which party man-
agers and spin-doctors mix witn loboyists
and PR men, none of them ever coming
close o the realities of everyday life,
As a resull, paoliticians are now held in deep
contempt by the public—an internaticnal
pattern stretching from Whitehall through
Washington to Milan and far beyond.

All of which might seem like no oad
thing and not before time. The problem is,
however, that as yet there is nothing to put
in the place of the discredited old school of
politics. In a situation where there appears
lo be no credible alternative on offer, dis-
affection witn the status quo will not lead to
any political uprising. Instead, the effect
is the opposite, strengthening public cyni-
cism and pessimism about the prospects of
anything changing. Most people now wish
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The sleaze scandal reflects the
trend towards petty tabloid-style
politics

a plague on all things political and withdraw
into their orivate lives, while those who do
expend energy on public affairs retreat into
campaigning around parochial ‘community’
issues. The net effect is to allow the pch i-
cal elite to stumble cn from one crisis
another, without facing serious pressure
frem any oppesition movement,

Worse still, what new resconses there
have been so far to the governmental crisis
lock distinctly d dangerous. The malaise of
the Tory-run system of government has
been widely interpreted as a problem witn
pepular democracy itself. As a conse-
quence, many cf the solutions groposed,
from the argument that there should be
fewer MPs 10 the demands for mere controls
on the press, have distinclly authoritarian,
anti-democratic undertones—and that can
only confirm the control of the ruling elite
over sociely.

Look at how the political elite itself s
seeking to rebuild public confidence in its
system by investing authority in the hanas
of individuals and institutons that are
‘untainted’—which today is usually assumed
to mean unelected. So Major appointed
Lord Scott te inquire into the government’s
role in the lraggate scandal, and has now
set up Lord Nolan to adjudicate on the
sleaze allegalions. These wise old men
might seem more legitimate than the parlia-
mentary crooks in the eyes of the public.
But in fact their emergence as prominent
figures in the political system represents an
altack on democracy. Itis the investiment of

mere power in the hands of unelected, and
so unaccountaole, state officials. As such it
means one more sieo away from genuine
democratic control, and ane more barrier to
protect the pillars of capitalist power from
popular pressure.

The sleaze scandais have provided
a glimpse of now real influence is exercised
in our ‘free’ country, behind the curains
of the parliamentary pupocet show. They
have shown that power lies with those few
who have wealth enough to buy it. That
ought to be a signal of the need to extend
democracy, by creating a system where
control is in the hands of the working
pecple who make up the majority in society.
Instead, without a political alternative point-
ing in that direction. the ‘sea change’' can
end up as a8 move towards an even more
unreprasentative, elitist system.

Some commentaters now go so far s to
argue that, however dreadful Charles and
Digna might e, we should not consider
gelting rid of the monarchy, because tne
alternative would be a corrupt politician as
head of state. That the rotten House of
Windsor can now seriously be upneld as
a more legitimate symicol of democracy
than the House of Commans should be
warning enougn of the autnoritarian direc-
tion-whnich the backlash against govern-
ment cerrupten is taking. When it comes to
open government, give me an elected
crook over an inbred hereditary menarch or
a judge appointed oy his ex-schoolfriends
in the cabinet any day of the week.

o
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Female genital mutilation

My attenton has recerlly been drawn to
a piece in your publication ertitled ‘A civilising
mission? (Octeber) which provokes me to a few
ramar<s which you will undoubtedly publish
since you irvite readers' vieas and criticisms.

f Sandy Deegar is a man, the ignorant
cul-pounngs do net really surprise me. Men do
nol care aboul whelher women can actualy
experience sexual pleasure or not, anc they
Jsually do not care if women are in pain or not.
If Ceecan is a woman, she should be ashamec
of her arrogarce and lack of compassion.

f parents tcck their qid chile to a2 guack and
asked the person t¢ cut off oarts of or the whole
of ore arm, this would certainly be considerec
as grevous badily harm and a crime. When
parents take their gir child 1o a guack anc
ask this person to cut off pars of or the
whale of the clitoris, labia minar anc mutilate
the sexual orgars, your author labels this as
fragitona! practices to be respected anc
applauds doctors in well-equipped hosoitsls
for the modern mecical care taxen of the
wortured girl,

It is mne-bogglng that crimes against
women's buman rights and their physica
intecrity are used for propaganda purposes,
Lel me assure you thal feminists everywhers
think that it is indeed thair ousiness to speak out
against a barbanc methed of opprassing
women. | also recommenc yoJ to note that the
well-known Egyotan doctor and writer Nawaal
El-Sacaawi was one of the first and loudesl to
denaunce female gental mutifation. She was
‘ollowed by many other women from ccountries
whare this crime is committed. Our duty
as women is to openly and tirelessly show
solidarty with our sislers who need our
suppart, But what would Sandy Deegan know
about that?

Maria Jonas General Secretary, Socizlist
Intemational Women, London

Sandy Deegan's arlicle on—or was it a cefence
of?—female genilal mutlation (FGM) marked
an all-time low. With disturbing insouciance,
Deegan mentions that those who camoaign
against FGM ‘aftack the practice as brutal',
that ‘on the face of it, it is hard to disagree',
female mutilation ‘ne doeubt seems alien and
cruel to Western sensioilities’, even thouah we
saould rememkber that it is 'a traditional prac-
tice...which has beer going on for centurias’.
With chilling callcusness, she mecks anti-FGM
campalgners for being ‘unfamiliar with the val-
ues of the sacielies where female circumcision
is practised’ {afer zll, t's their culture, ain't it?).

This is a grotesque parocy of the univer-
salism and intemationalism of genuine commu-
nism, and makes even the Viclorian missiongres
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00« prograssve by compariscr. [ somecne
attemptec to remove Deegan's clitoris and then
stitch the labia and the remaining sides of her
vulva together, she wou'd be the first to scream
blue murder, However it Is CK for a Samal girl
to be fercibly mutilated. Deegan's feable allu-
sicn to relavvely weallhy women who choose
to have silicon implants in their breasts only
compounds her errcrs,

FGM in any form is barbaric and must
oe unreservedly cendemned by communsis,
whersver anc wheneves il ococurs—as should any
form of exploitaticn, opprassion or barbarism
If “Western feminists’, ‘orominent ‘Weslern
ioerals’, 'intemaltional de-goadars' or anybocy-
else-you-care-to-mention alsc feel compel'ec to
dencunce FGM. then gooc for them,

Eddie Ford Hither Green, London

No surrender in Ireland?

Mike Beloir {letters, November) attacks Mark
Ryan (‘A ceasefire bul na peace’, Ocleber) for
corcluding that Sinn Fein has given in i¢ con-
slitutionalism, countaring that 'nothing has been
surrenderad yet'. A few years zage Sinn Fein
viewed the SDLP as a parly of collaboralors
What has changeg s Sinn Fein's perception,
nel the SDLP. Similarly the Free Siate was seen
as a neo-colony rulec by puppets. Now one of
those puppsts (Abert Reynolds) is treated by
Sinn Fein as the legitimate leader of Irish nation-
alism ard the SDLP zs ‘fellow natonalists’
If that's not bac encugh, the Sinn Fein leader-
shio oresent this pan-natonalist front as a great
step forward

The reality is that Sinn Fein havs thrawn n
their lot with puppels and collaborators, ard the
price paid for this new pan-nationalist aliance
is the abandonment of any serous challenge to
partition. Fair enough thal Sinn Fein should
decde the poltical draction they want to
pursua, but for Beloin to suggest that anti-
imperialists sheuld refrair from criticism and
actively assist Sinn Fein in accommodatng to
partition, is indeed tragic.

As someone who has spent all my adull life
opposing Brtish rule in Ireland, it gives me no
pleasure o have to agree with Ryan's conciu-
gion that we have witnessed a setback for the
strugals in Irelanc. To pretend otherwise orly
sows confusicn, and delays still further the
builcing of a new anti-imoerialist movement in
Ireland capable of defsaling British rule once
and for all.

Kevin Kelly Archway, London

Haiti: no cheers for Clinton

James Bradley must be living in ¢loua cuckoo-
land if he thinks that ‘the advantage of the
American establishment has also been the
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advantage of people in the thire worle' (letters,
November), The necple of Hzitl might have ‘got
back their electec govemment', out f this is
guaranteed oy American pelitic'ans and the US
military then it is & holow 'victory', The USA
contnues to have power over Hali and other
thirc world countries, which continue 1o be al
the receiving end of cecisions made in the
Weast on their oenalf,

It mignt start out as & missior to dole cul
sweets and oread. but the guns and bormbs are
not far behind. When the barbarism breaks cul
{caused oy the West, blamed on the ‘natives’),
al Bradey will be able t¢ co s wring his hands
and say, ‘Oh, but | didn't want that sorl of
intervention’. Too ‘ale—by that time the idea
lhat the West can and should 'do something’
will be even more eatrenched than it is today.

Even I no bullet is fired or bomd dropped,
American intervention can never be anything
other than ani-democratic—regardless of
whether \Washington backs Aristide or Papa
Doc. Firstly, the real scope for the US govern-
ment ¢ interere in the internal affairs of ancther
country is increased. Secondly, the idea that
a superpower should sort out the mess
becomes mare acceptable. This can only rein-
force the racist assumption that third worlo
nations are incapable of running their own
affairs,

The naturg of the USA and other Western
supapowers has not changed. What has
changed s that pecple like Bradley might once
have critcised them, rather than giving vaice ta
the dangerously naive view that somehcw the
cynically motvated actons of superpowers can
ne progressive, if only by default.

Alka Sehgal 'Walthamstow, London

Labouring for justice

| am =z supporter and member of the Labour
Party. In my view they are the parly beslt placed
o make a change for the ketter fram within the
system. | have no means at my disposal by
which 1o radically alter the system ana | see that
the besl way to make the system itseff fairer, to
requlate the nasliness which is inherently cre-
ated oy the market, o allow all people the
apoortunity to work. 's to have a government
1nat is interestea in mora than the minonty.
Labour car be that government.

cannot conceivably recuce mysef to
standing on the sidelines waiting for the cap-
talist system Lo fail whie no iImmaediately viable
alternative is offered. | cannot watch injustices
pass by and applaud them as they bring that
collapse one step closer. The first thing | seek
from any system is justice. It is something with
which mary people de not concem themselves,
and vyet where injustice dees occur 't wouncs
the very faoric of our society.



If you seek a revalution, what of the njus-
tces that occur wamorrow? The new order that
woulc be created may well be fairer, but it wil
not be complately fair, Let us deal first with
a short-term geal of basic justice ard rghts “or all.
Ashok Katwala

a.karwala@giass.jecsystems.com

Forgive us our sins

| am a Christian Conservative voler with an
coen mind ({they are nol mulually exclusive
states), In my view, Mr Mick Hume’s article {"An
age of evil?', September) makes the fundamen-
tal error of Marxism, in arguing that evl is not
a product of humans but of a social system.

Mr Hume writes 'society iself is created...
by peoole’, while also writing 'what's swl is
3 system', thereby defeating his own argumeant.
Another glaring  contradicton  appears in
Mr Hume's treatment of the Thatcherile conceplt
of encouraging individuality {a concept guaran-
teed to stimulate wholesome self-worth).
He declares 'in the end there 15 only sociaty’
ther Iater, 'all human behaviour is the praduct
of human mitative and the intaraction between
people’, which is surely 2 matter determined by
one's neividuality.

Mr Hume is refusing 1o acgmit the existence
of evil because he cannot oear the thought
thal ‘there can be no new sclutions to our
problems and no real hepe for the future'. Bul
it is not true that 'if we believe in human evil,
we are doomed’. To say so is cruel, 2nd. to
believe so must be wrelched, since the evi-
dence is all rouncd us. Our only hope
as in acmitting our innate evil anc seeking
forgiveness.

Sarah Watts Queens’ College, Cambndge

Easy criticism?

| read with interest the reples to my letter
(October). Both Claran Guilfoyle and Frances
Ashton seek Lo portray ma as some sort of polit-
ical millenaran, nat contant till someone fleshes
oul my apocalyptic fantasies. Sadly, the realily
is much more murdane. In fact my mair
grievance is not so much against Living
Marxism’'s ceconstructior of capitalist society
as with their simplistic and sectaran attacks
against their countemparts on the left.

Frances Ashton states that 'it is only by fight-
ng attacks on jobs today that we can begin 1o

out ferwarc how society might be organised
more ralicnaly in the fure’. If that is what
Living Marxisn stands for, then | entrely agree.
But is it? More often than nol, it appears o me
that those who co genuinely try Lo ‘cenfront the
oroblams of the present' are the first W@ be
vilifiea oy Living Marxism. Month after menth we
are prasented with the same simplistic argu-
meant: these who go on ANL demonstrations
and the like are funcamentzally misguided in that
oy focusing on the mincnty of active fascisls
they overdook the broader ssues of racism
within caoitalist society, In faci, this argumeant,
with minar alteratons, appears with respect to
a number of issues within Living Marxism—
areen issues, 'feminsm, so-called poltical
corraciness and so on

This is what fucks me off about your
aporoach: you crlicise but offer no aternatives.
Like some Marxst version of the Harry Enfield
character, you stand outside the debale mut-
terng ‘you con't want ¢ be doing that', but
nave nothing corstructive to put in lts place
Proffering a critique is not the ullimate political
stance against capitalism. It is the easy part
What is more cifficull 1s getting together with
oecple and actually tnying to change things.
Dave Clarke Brightcr

Animal writes

Calhy Dunea (lefters, November) concludes
‘it's not all right to exploit any anima—human,
fish, cow, rat, soider’, and enjoins us to realise
oJr supenor hurting ability does nol maxe
us gods'.

Superior huntng ability? | don't know if
Dunlea has oeen out hunting with & pride of
ions, out | suspect they might maka a killing
oefore she does—shea might aven be the klling
f she's not careful.

Hunting doesn't come into it. The superiarity
cf human beings origirates in soc:al interacton,
which gives rise o the consciousness that is
unigquely human, One manifestation of this
unigquely human characteristic is the ability to
«ead and write, Therefore, in writing a letter
asserling lkat animals are equa’, Durlea has
disproved her own argument, As far as | know,
neither Living Marxism nor any other publica-
Lon has ever printed a |etter from 'fish, cow, rat
or spider’. Or perhaps all the soider letters are
neng suppressed?

Derek Hutchinson Cardiff

Tarantino, train-spotter

| thnk Krysia Roma lried lo read toa much
nto Pulp Ficticn ('Pulp for the slacker genera-
tion”. Septemoer). | thought it was & brliant
film ard this impression was cnly reinforcec oy
a recent lelevision documentary on the wrter
and director,

Quentin Taranting is semething of a film
buff. He's just an anorak away from oeng
a lran-spotter, and that's what makes his
films so geod. Pulo Fiction is a collage of the
best bits from Tarantino’s favoudite movies. His
partcular talent is the skill with which he
choases the bits o use ard the way he puls
them together, When this is coupled with the sit-
uation in which he has p'aced his characiers,
the result is explosive, Iterally n some
instances!

Puip Fiction is fresh and retains most of what
mace Resarvoir Dogs sc good. bul adds
humour and sophistication, enhanced by an
addctive soundtrack. | think it is fine @ poinl
out how art and pooular culture reflect the pre-
deminant moods in scciety. Bul thal s as
tar as it should go. What counts is whether
an evenng soent walching Pulp Fiction 's an
svering well spent. As far as | am cencernec
it is.
lan Williams Eristol

Unpopular classics

Con Van Vet (letters. Nevermnber) has got it
wrorg. Classical nusc was crginally designed
gs a demonstration of the power anc wealth of
the arstocracy, In the days of Bach, Besthoven
e! al, the only professional musicians were
empleyed by arstocrats, whe would pul on
concerts to show how many servants they had

The only culturally valid form of music is the
folk music which the proletariat composed and
sang themselves, when they had a few hours 1o
do so at the enc of a hard day's work; not the
eltist ‘'classical’ stuff which depended on the
exploitation of millons of oppressed peasants
lo provide the weaith for the rich 1@ put on their
grotesque musical speclacies,

“Popirock’ may oe exploited by the Richard
Bransons of this decace, tut at least it is com-
posed by groups of frends to shew how enthu
siaslic they are about music. and as such is the
folk music of this century.

Keith Ackermann Tibury, Essex
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A critical look at the conventional wisdom on social,
moral and sexual issues.

BOOS

LIVING

8 December 1984

MARXISM

Sandy Deegan on the truth behind the
scare stories about this year's outbreak
of pneumonic plague in India

Plague panic spread
by media rats

India's first outbreak of plague in
28 years spread panic across the country
in the autumn, Schools, cinemas and
colleges were closed, peaple were
advised against congregating in markets
and other crowded places. A state of
emergency was declared in several
[ndian states.

The plague did more than cause
panic throughout India, it alarmed the
rest of the world too. Suspected cases
were reported in Britain and Sri Lanka.
Flights from India to various countries
were subjected to special health checks
or banned outright. Air Canada
suspended its services to and from
New Delhi, and in New York a plane
arriving from Bombay was held up for
several hours because one passenger
was air sick.

For several weeks the fight
against the spread of the plague
made headline news in the press and
on ‘T'V. Governments and health officials
were on hand around the world to offer
advice to stricken India. Yet now,

a couple of maonths later, the panic
seems bizarre. In many ways it looks
like the plague that never was.

It is clear that the horror story
headlines were out of all proportion
to the real health problem. Just
122 cases of pneumonic plague were
reported in the latest Indian epidemic-
the death toll was far less. Compared
to the suffering caused in the third
world by other discases such as malaria
or tuberculosis, the international panic
al the outbreak of pneumonic plague
seems somewhat overdone. TB and
malaria pose far greater health
problems, and are difficult to treat
even with access to modern medicines
and hospital facilitics, Pneumonic
plague can be cured with the same
antibiotics that your doctor gives
vou to clear up.a throat infection.

Between 1988 and 1991 the
World Health Organisation recorded

14m new cases of malaria and

21m of TB. Health experts are now

concerned that drug-resistant strains

of both arc emerging. Yet there is little

media excitement aboul these mundane

diseases. More people in India die each

day of cholera than in a year of plague,

vet these deaths go unremarked upon.
The fact that Western governments

and commentators can live comfortably

with millions of deaths from more

prevalent diseases suggests that

we should be careful about taking

the humanitarian concern for plague

victims al face value. What has excited

comment from the West is not that

people are dying of a curable disease,

but that /ndia is suffering from

a disease that most of us thought

had been consigned to the history

books. The outbreak of plague,

a disease that conjures up powerful

images of filth and decay, has provided

ideal confirmation of prevailing

prejudices about the backwardness

of India’s customs and institutions,

The representation of the plague
tells us a great deal about the way
in which contemporary India is
viewed by Western commentators,
While epidemics are often seen as
natural catastrophes demanding pity
and sympathy, the Indian plague was
presented as the inevitable consequence
of the Indian way of life. Hence the
media emphasis on the slow and
incompetent response of the Indian
government Lo the crisis, and
the repeated stories of cowardly,
irresponsible doctors who fled from
the infected areas leaving patients to
suffer. Traditional Hindu customs,
such as the religious veneration
and protection of the rat, have been
highlighted as major contributors
to the spread of infection.

One curious fact seems to have
been forgotten by those writing about p
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the plague—that in India the disease
has been largely eradicated in the
post-independence period. ‘The recent
outbreak of plague is after all the
first epidemic since 1966. In the
days when the British Raj ruled the
subcontinent, plague was a major
killer—in some years killing more
than a million Indians. In more modern
times, Indian society has been relatively
successful in containing the discase.
The recent outbreak of plague
in India had less to do with traditional
customs than the very modern habit of
slashing public spending on welfare
provision and healthcare, This year’s
epidemic came in the wake of savage
cuts in social spending—a result of
the economic austerity programmes
imposed by prime minister
PV Narasimha Rao under the
supervision of the International
Monetary Fund and the World Bank.
The shortages and inflated prices of the
basic penicillins required to treat plague
victims are entirely a consequence of the
market economy’s inability to produce
and distribute the medicines needed by
the poorest sections of the population.

For most commentators plague
has been seen as confirmation of India’s
primitive character. However, for
others it has been seen to represent

the problems of madernity. While

some emphasised the contribution of
poor sanitation and recent floods, others
laid the blame on India’s recent rapid
economic growth, stressing that the
outbreak took place in the industrialised
textile and mining region of Surat.
These commentators have blamed the
spread of the disease on high population
density in the urban areas, with the
attendant problems of pollution and
unsanitary living conditions, and have
tried to ascribe the incompetent
response of the Indian authorities

to the ‘breakdown of community’
consequent upon the expansion

of the new industrialised areas.

The emphasis on the role which
population ‘congestion’ played in the
spread of disease has served to underline
some of the messages about Asian and
African societies which were broadcast
at the international conference on
population, convened by the United
Nations in Cairo in September.

This assembly, the largest population
conference ever, dominated international
news shortly before the plague outbreak,
and placed overpopulation firmly in the
popular consciousness, priming the
world for a panic.

Experts warned the international
conference that the expanding
population in third world countries
would lead to increased overcrowding
and increased migration, The message
was clearly that those dissatisfied with
their lot in the developing countries
could try to come West, bringing
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with them their families, their

poverty and their diseases, Geoffrey
Cowley, writing in VNewsweek primed
his readers for panic with the observation
that ‘it took the Black Death several
vears o travel the fourteenth-century
trade routes from Asia across

Europe. Today Bombay to London

is a 10-hour flight, short enough for

an infected person to make the journcy
before showing any signs of plague.”

Anxiety about the plague served
as a code for the ‘epidemic’ of
third world immigrants

The return of plague to a country with
the fastest growing population on Earth
has been presented as a warning of the
dangers ahead for all of us, unless the
‘international community’ addresses
the problem of there being too many
people in the developing countries
s0 as to put the lid on population
growth and put a stop to migration.
Reading reports in the British
press, vou could have been forgiven
for thinking that your chances of
catching plague were as high in the
wards of the London Hospital in
Whitechapel, as they were in Sural.
For the scaremongers in the government
and the media, anxiety about the plague
served as a valuable code for the
‘epidemic’ of third world immigrants
that really concerns them.

Immigrants from Asla were
identified as pofential plague carriers in
need of screening, Asians are becoming
quite used fo being identified as the
source of health problems. In east
London, recent outbreaks of tuberculosis
have been blamed on the Bengali
community. And Asians have
been fingered as major culprits
in encovraging the development
of drug-resistant strains of the disease,
which are thought to develop when
treatments are not properly continued.
It was significant that in reporting how
casily plague can currently be treated
with antibiotics, several medical writers
took it upon themselves to speculate
about what might happen if plague
developed drug-resistant strains
as a consequence of ‘uneducated’
people failing to treat it thoroughly.
True enough, far more cases of TB
have developed among Bengalis than
among the local white population of east
London—but that does not mean that
there is something indigenous to
Bengalis which-predisposes them
to TB and turns them into ‘infective
agents” in the community. A more

fruitful explanation of the association
between TB and Asians may lie in local
authority housing policies which dump
Asian families on the worst council
estates where damp, mouldering
conditions are perfect for culturing
tuberculosis, or in the poverty of many
cast London Bengalis which traps them
in these slums, or in their experience
of racism which makes them less
inclined to seek medical attention

from health professionals, and

to abandon treatment as soon

as symploms ease.

The high-profile reporting of planes
being held up while Asian passengers
were scrutinised creales the impression
that little England is under siege from
foreign agents of infection. Images
of aircraft being sprayed with
disinfectant, and peaky looking
passengers being quick-marched 1o
the quarantine wards gives shape to the
notion that our clean and antiseptic isle
is being corrupted by filthy foreigners,
and that unless we tightly control
our barders even our health can
be compromised.

Medical experts were somewhat
flabbergasted by the energy with

which immigration officials mustered
themselves to study travel documents

of Indian nationals, ostensibly to check
that they had not come straight from

a plague region. As GP and journalist
Trisha Greenhalgh pointed out in the
Independent, it is incredibly difficult

to catch pneumonic plague from another
human being: ‘the vast majority of cases
arise when the flea bites first a sick

rat and then a person.” And, as she
concluded. ‘the only rat pack in

flagrant evidence in this country is the
one gnawing its way through its pencils
thinking up non-existent health scares’.

Even if an immigrant was infected,
a bottle of tetracycline would soon do
the trick. But then plague-spotting was
never really the point of the exercise.
When there is half an excuse to
humiliate Asian visitors and to
double check their entry papers,
the immigration service is unlikely
to let it pass.

All in all, the panic about the plague
has helped to create conditions where
anxieties about Western society can
be projected on to the third world.
‘They” are the problem. “They’ are the
bearers of disease. *They” threaten not
only our traditional lifestyles. but our
very lives. Even if you try to help them
with modern technology it only creates
more problems, because “‘they” do not
use it respansibly: transport brings
them over here, drugs are misused
so as to render them ineffective and
encourage new strains of discase,

The plague panic was not so
much a medical scare as a population
panic. It could herald the start of
a new epidemic. L
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said in '94

I'd describe the outlook for Western Europe
i in just three letters, Y-U-K.
i David Roche chiefa

¢ for Morgan Staniey inter

i strategist

i What are we going back to save? You're

i going to end up dealing with the same folks

: as before—the five families that run the

i country, the military and the bourgeoisie.

i They're the same folks that are supposed to

i be the bad guys now.

: Major Louis Kernisan C adviser (0 Gie
i police m Haiti

1 will not allow any defiance.
LO leader Yasser Rrafat rounds up
ale

4
" SN = nre
AOSIUAN ILNENTS

n'n

Compiled by Andrew Calcutt

: Five per cent? No one can be that low.
: Bl Clinton cn the poli ratings for Folish

srasident Lech Vialesa

: 1believe that | have created a lot of cognitive
i dissonance in the minds of people who are

: comfortable with stereotypes.

! Hillary Roddam Clinton

: Al Gore is so boring his secret service
: codename is ‘Al Gore'.
: Al Gore

We do not think it is part of our business to kill
i anyone.

: Former SAS chief Ge

ners! Six Michael Rose

¢ commanaer of UN rocps i Bosnia

A freedom of information act for juries.
. Michael Howard on the ending of the right
. to silence in the Criminal Justice Act

: We did not get any benefit from the American
: army. They just killed our people and

: destroyed our houses.

: Asho Mohamed residen of Mogadishi

: These little guys, who might be making

: atomic weapons or who might be guilty

: of some human rights violations or whatever,
: are looking for someone to listen to their

: problems and help them communicate.

: Jimmy Carter ‘ransiorms polcng the third

I oworld intc & Counseiing Session

i lam persuaded that the best path for

i advancing freedom in China is for the United
i States to intensify its engagement with that

i nation.

i Bill Clinton /=

- - o b Earnme y 4 F el
nanmen Sguare with Most Favourea Nation

i trading stalus

i The massacre in Tiananmen Square is a black
i mark against Deng Xiaoping. It may be that

i Deng had, in truth, no realistic choice.

{ Financial Times

{ Stick a fork in him, he's done.
i ‘mer US secretary of state jJames Bakex

i an Fidel Castro
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i We say that the economy of this country
i must be built on sound market principles.
: Nelson Mandela rcassures the

| fohannasborg stock exchiange

i Cancelling the rent and service charge debts

i which people in the townships built up during

i apartheid is fiscally unobtainable and has no

i basis in law.

i Joe Slovo Commurnst Party leader and housing
i munister, expowr

i o the black masses

e el TN AT eI e
some ‘sound nare! principies

i We are a pretty ordinafy little nation and yet
: we don’t realise it.
: Archinshop of Canterbury Dy George Carey

I'm just a pauper by America’s standards.
: Mark Thatcher dowrn lo lis las! 25m

: We don't give precise dates.
i Sir Alastair Morton chaiiman of Durotunne] :
: ¢ It is damaging to the public interest to have
¢ any decision-making process exposed.
! Andrew Leithead 2:ustan! Treasury

 solicitor fo the Scol mnguiry.

Had I been invited, I would not have attended.
:*:ﬂ:f..‘ﬁrllelmut Kohl cn ihe D-Day

. UN troops were a little more trigger-happy

- than they should have been during Operation
- Restore Hope.
: Michael Harper, UN envoy to Somalia,

| after 'peacekeepers’ killed more than 4000 Somalis

- in 12 months

ficons
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: A lot of these royal apartments are really the
: equivalent to council flats.
i Queen'’s director of property Michael Peat

i Do you seriously expect me to be the

; first Prince of Wales in history not to have
i amistress?

| Prince Charles

I don’t even know how to use a parking meter,
i let alone a phone box.
{ Princess Diana

i Ithought that whatever I do some psychiatrist
i will come along and say 'My God, that chap

: should be in an institution’.

i Prince Philip on why he nevor mied abstract
pamting

i 1tis not about dying that I have a great worry.
i Itis about not living any more.
i Fresident Francois Mittexrand of France

i "Back to basics’ isn’t a crusade about personal
i morality and it was never presented as such.
: John Major cinbarrassea by Tory sex

I seandals

It is sometimes necessary to say something
: that is untrue to the House of Commons.
! William Waldegrave minster for cpen

i government'

I do not remember what the prime minister
: said on Europe.
¢ Chancellor Kenneth Clarke



: Atleast two-thirds of the Tory Party and one
¢ third of Labour MPs would have done what

: these chaps have done.

: Tory minister on MPs baing paid ¢ ask

S vl = y
I Caniamentary questons

: Getting our supporters out was like drawing
: teeth,
! Unsuccessful Tory Eurncandidalz Edwina

Curric

i The number of workers returning is...an

i indication of the desperate desire of most

i signalling staff to return to work.

i Ralfrack producton direcior johm Ellis on
i ihe day that 4 further 33 RMT members joined
358 already back at work, while 4000 tock part
¢ in another one day stnee

i Recognising the potential of the current

i situation and in order to enhance the

i democratic process and underlying our

¢ definitive commitment to its success, the

i leadership of the IRA have decided that as of
i midnight, 31 August, there will be a complete
: cessation of military operations.

i IRA Army Council

i It's like the World Cup. We didn't win anything,

i but we still took to the streets.

R ey e N YO . N o o 3 -~
¢ Visiter to Miltown cemetery, Baifast, cn the mght of

i the ceaseiirs celebratons

Many more people now agree Labour is the
: party of law and order.
i Labour lesder Tomy Blair

: Aslwatched Blair's speech on TV, I found
: myself in complete agreement with

: everything.

Sun cojummst Richarxd Littlejohn

i ...ablatant attempt to incriminate a suspect by
: positive and deceptive conduct of the grossest
: kind...a skilful and sustained enterprise to

: manipulate the accused.

: Mr Justice Ognall cn fic poiice enfrapment

! Tony Riair

i of marder suspect Colinn Stagy

- Just another colour to work with
Quentin Tarantino

¢ If you are going to link this murder to a film,

i you might as well link it to the Railway

: Children.

i DI Ray Simpson yivestgating oficer into the

i kiiling of James Bulger

| Ilied butl didn't cheat.
i Fngland cricket captain Mike Atherton

Pond

i If you are saying to me do I believe that it

i is best, it is easiest, that kids are brought up in
i anormal stable family, the answer is yes, I do

i believe that.

i Tomy Blair’s altack on single mothers

i Instability is bad for children. We need

i stability and we should look at marriage for
i preference, because married relationships
i are more stable.

i Tony Blair has pushed moderation to extremes.
: Robert Maclennan nconung president of

: e ¥ ¥y X
: the Libers! Democratls

i Ithink the agency has had a very good year.
: Ros Hepplewhite jus! before

: If 1 say you are not going to get an answer out
i of me, you know you're not going to get an

: answer out of me.

i CND member Margaxet Beckett gives

: weapons by a Labouwr government

: Yes, God is still Bulgarian. But the referee was
¢ French. i
: Bulganan striker Hristo Stoichkov afizr lus | © %
i {eam jos! lo ftaly

. Ideas which stress the growing importance

- of international cooperation and new theories

- of economic sovereignty across a wide range

- of areas—macroeconomics, trade, the "

- environment, the growth of post-neoclassical
 endogenous growth theory and the symbiotic

. relationships between growth theory and

. investment in people and infrastructure, a new
. understanding of how labour markets really

. work, and the rich and controversial debate

. over the meaning and importance of

. competitiveness at the level of individuals, the
firm or the nation, and the role of government

. in fashioning modern industrial policies which
- focus maintaining competitiveness.

- Shadow chancellor Gordon Brown’s concise
. summary of New Labour’s economic thinking

i Iam not in the business of allotting sins.
i Archbishop of Canierbury George Carey

i It's a sign of the decline of civilisation when
i women become more intelligent than men.
i Frofessor Nowman Stone

the bal-tampenng row

The worst crime is faking it,
! BRurt Cobain’s e nole

It is all about technique. The great mistake of
: this century is to put inspiration and creativity
i fivst.

: Vivienne Westwood

Social secuny mnister Alistair Burt cchoes

i If you bed people of below stairs classes
i they will go to the papers.
: Jane Clark [ong suffering wife of former Tory

P ominster Alai Clark

on screen violence

¢ If you had come over on another banana boat,
¢ you might have landed in Britain instead of

i Washington.

she resigmed 1 Tory MF Winston Churchill males polite

i copversation wath Black US General Colin Powell

as head of the Child Support Agency

i In 1968 I published a small book on Humility.

: It was a pioneering work which has not, to my
i knowledge, been superseded.

i Lord Longford biows 5 humbie trumpel

i inThe Tablet

straight no-comment on the use of nuclear

i Notsuch a nice place.
i Manchestcr according :c HM the Queen

! Princess Diana on the phone
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The case against
war crimes trials

14  December 1894

As the International Criminal Tribunal

for the Former Yugoslavia prepares

for its first war crimes trial in the Hague,
Joan Phillips accuses the United Nations
of staging a political showtrial using

the methods of a kangaroo court

usko Cvjetkovic went on
trial in October, charged
with genocide. The 26-vear
old Serb appeared in an Ausirian
court, accused of commitfing arson
and murder in the village of Kucice
in Bosnia. The genocide indictment
is based on the charge that Cvjetkovic
killed one or mare people because
of their ethnicity or religion.
He denies the charges.

The trial opened in Salzburg,
where Cvjetkovic has lived as
a refugee since April 1993. Before
the day was over it was abvious
that the prosecution had no case.
The testimony of the chief prosecution
witness, a Bosnian Muslim, diverged
considerably from his own affidavit.
Evidence offered by other witnesses
included third-hand hearsay. The
alfidavils of some witnesses identificd
people other than Cvjetkovic as the
murderers. Police records of statements
made by Cvjetkovic and the chief
prosecution witness were inaccurate
and contained translation errors.

Asked during a break in the case
whether he had a leg to stand on, the
prosecutor, Hubert Maringele, replied,
‘not at this stage’. The judge apparently
agreed. But instead of throwing the
case out of court, he adjourned
the trial until 5 December to allow
the prosecution to find a leg, Perhaps
wilnesses will now come forward,
unaffected by the media coverage
of the trial, to testify that Cvjetkovic
is indeed a genocidal killer.

The Cvjetkovic case should
ring alarm bells about impending war
crimes prosccutions to be held under
the authority of the United Nations
in the Hague. In its first public hearing
on 8 Navember, the prosecutor’s office
of the International Criminal Tribunal
for the Former Yugoslavia requested
permission 1o ask the German
authorities to hand over Dusan Tadic,

LIVING MARXISM

a suspected Serbian war criminal
held in Germany. If Germany allows
the case to go to the international court,
the trial is expected to start in spring
1995. Tadic is alleged to have beaten,
tartured, raped and killed Croats
and Muslims in the Prijedor region
of northern Bosnia.

Many guestions can be asked
about what the UN is doing staging
war crimes trials. For a start, what
criteria are used to define a war crime?
It genocide means killing one person
or more because of their race or
religion, then any number of American
cops or Loyalist gunmen in Northern
Ireland could be so charged. This
sensationalisation of ordinary acts of
war has become routing, For example.
the UN Commission of Experts talks
about a “‘mass grave’ of three or more
people. Three might sometimes be
a crowd, but since when has it
been a ‘mass’?

Prejudice

This type of tabloid sensationalism

is nothing new ta the discussion of
the civil war in the former Yugoslavia,
For three and a half years, lurid tales
of ethnic cleansing, death camps,
systematic rape, Mengele-style
experiments on human beings

and genocide have been the staple

of media coverage of the war,

And it is not just journalists who
have sensationalised the war and been
selective in attributing guilt. Stories
about atrocities committed by Serbs
have been given the stamp of
authenticity by international hodies
such as the UN and the EU, human
rights groups such as Amnesty
International, and women's
organisations like Marie Stopes. In
their resolutions, fact-finding missions
(which usually manage to find no
facts), official reports, advertisements
and leaflets, these badies have added

to the popular perception that acts

of extreme bestiality unseen for half

a cenlury have been carried out in
Bosnia and Croatia, and that the Serbs
have been responsible for most of them.

In an extraordinarily presumptuous
statement in its final report to the
Security Council, the Commission
of Experts declared that the Serbs
had commilted war crimes in northern
Bosnia and would probably be found
guilty of genocide in court: ‘Tt is
unquestionable that the events in
Opstina [county ] Prijedor since
30 April 1992 qualily as crimes
against humanity. Furthermore, it
is likely to be confirmed in court under
due process of law that these events
constitute genocide.” The implications
this will have for Dusan Tadic, who is
charged with committing war crimes
in Prijedor, are not hard to guess.

A consensus already exists that
genocidal crimes against humanity
have been committed in the Balkans,
and that one side in the conflict is
more guilty than the others. In this
lynch-mob atmosphere, the idea
of the accused in war crimes trials
being presumed innocent until proved
guilty, or of all persons being equal
hefore the law, goes out of the window,
When such a strong impression has
been created of the entire Serbian
people as a race of bestial, genocidal
killers. any individual Serb who ends
up in the dock will not stand much of
a chance—even if the prosecution
does not have a leg to stand on.

All the signs are that the sort of
legless evidence presented in Salzburg
will be the stuff of cases at the Hague.
No forensic evidence is likely to be
presented; prosecutions will rely on



Soldiers

or criminals?

A Serbian dugout
in Krajina

personal testimonies, flimsy evidence
given the magnitude of the alleged
crimes. In a civil war in which all sides
have suffered grievously, the danger
of people testifying in order to exact
revenge is considerable. The chances
of hearsay evidence, which has been

a recurring feature of media reporting
of alleged atrocities in Bosnia, being
used to damn the accused are high.

This danger is illustrated by the
tens af thausands of pages of evidence
about alleged crimes submitted to the
UN by governments, international
badies, human rights organisations,
journalists and individuals. Many of
these submissions have come from
unreliable sources, such as the various
war crimes commissions eslablished by
the three parties to the conflict. Some
have come from prejudiced sources,
such as human rights bodies which
have taken sides in the conflict. Others
have come from media reports which
themselves are based on hearsay
evidence,

On top of all this, the war crimes
tribunal is in danger of clevating
secrecy into a principle, with its secret
database of testimonies, anonymous
submissions, protected witnesses and
in camera proceedings. Secrecy is
antithetical to the pursuit of justice.
Anybody who wants to know the truth
should be demanding that nothing is
secret and everything is out in the open.

The UN seems to be making up the
law as it goes along and trying to cover
its tracks with legal mumbo jumbo,
For example, in order to justify the
war crimes process, it has decided to
classify the war in Yugoslavia as an
international rather than an internal
conflict, The UN insists that the

*character and complexity” of the
conflicts in Croatia and Bosnia justify
the international designation, and
therefore the application of the

law applicable in international

armed conflicts,

This is arrant nonsense, designed to
disguise an unprecedented interference
in the affairs of small states. By waving
a magic wand and turning a civil war
into an international conflict, the major
powers on the UN Security Council
have given themselves the authority
to sit in judgement on the rest of the
world. The spectacle of the great and
the good lecturing lesser peoples
about how to behave is a throwback
to the days of Empire.

Bias
Which brings us to the maost
important questions of all—what
is a war crime, and who decides?
Atracities are committed in all wars,
but they are not always classed as war
crimes. In practice, whether an atrocity
is defined as a war crime depends on
who is doing the Killing and who
is doing the judging.

Many ugly things have happened
in Croatia and Bosniua, Alrocities have
been committed by all combatants. But
why should they be singled oul as war
crimes? The war crimes lobby argues
that the atrocities in Bosnia are
comparable to those of the Nazis.
There is no evidence to support this
view. The crimes for which people will
stand trial in the Hague are not peculiar
1o the war in Yugoslavia, They are the
staple of most wars in the twentieth
century—which begs the question why
a Serbian soldier can be prosecuted as
a war criminal for commitling
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atrocities, while a British soldier

who executes an Argentinian prisoner
and cuts off his cars as trophies

is regarded as a hero?

This double standard should make
us suspicious of the matives of those
staging the war crimes trials. Is it not
strange that we had to wait until the

“old War was over (and all those
atrocities committed by the British
and the Americans and their allies
in Korea, Kenya, Malaya. Vietnam,
Cambadia, El Salvador and a hundred
other places were forgotten) before
somebody was put on trial for war
crimes? The concept of war crimes
appears to be an ideological
construction of New World Order
politics, used to legitimise the
international pecking order by
branding some as criminals and
casting others in the role of judges.

All the evidence suggests that
the war crimes trials are politically
motivated. They reinforce a moral
division in the world between
those few nations qualified to sit in
judgement, and the other races fit only
to stand in the dock. If this moral and
racial divide has not already become
obvious in the case of the Serbs, it will
certainly become clearer if and when
the proposal to put Rwandans in the
dock for war crimes is carried out.
And even if no case ever comes to
court, the war crimes process will have
served its purpose for those who set it
in motion. The Western powers which
have appointed themselves to sit in
judgement on supposedly less civilised
peoples will be sitting pretey, their
authority to dictate to the rest of the
world strengthened by the legal
trappings of an international tribunal. @
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Skill

16 December 1994

The focus on a ‘skills shortage’ today is designed to hold the
workforce responsible for the deficiencies of the market economy

he talk of Britain enjoying
a strong recovery has moved
¢ even further into the land of
make-believe with the argument that the
economy is ‘overheating’. Government
spokesmen and cconomists point to
two statistics as ‘proof” of averheating:
capacily constraints an manufacturers
and shortages of skilled labour.
Autumn surveys of manufacturing
industry conducted by both the British
Chambers of Commerce and the
Confederation of British Industry
reveal that a higher proportion of
firms are working at full capacity than
at any time since the peak of the 1980s
boom, But you can draw ane of at
least two very different conclusions
from this. Either the cconomy is
so dynamic and expansive that it is
bursting at the seams—or productive
capacity has stagnated to the point
where a slight upward blip creates
problems, The recent abysmal
figures for investment in manufacturing
point firmly to the latter explanation.
In 1992 and 1993 net investment
was negative—that is, the amount of
old capital stock destroyed exceeded
the level of new productive investment.
In fact, in comparison to the size of the
cconomy, manufacturing investment is
at a postwar low (see fig 1). So taday’s
capacity constraints are a sign of
economic weakness, not strength.
What about the claims of
skill shortages? This notion has
much wider resonance, It is at the
heart of the mainstream economic
thesis of the 1990s, which puts such
a premium on what is called “human
capital’, The argument goes like this:

‘We live in a global economy,

New technology has speeded up

LIVING MARXISM

Phil Murphy investigates

Ccra

Fig 1. British manufacturing investment as a percentage of GDP
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communication and transport around
the world beyond recognition. Hi-tech
and deregulated capital markets mean
that trillions of dollars can be zapped
across continents at the touch of

a button. As a result, investment capital
can flow around the world to wherever
is best and most profitable. This means
that today a country stands or falls

not on its capital stock, but on the
extent to which the strengths and

skills of its peaple can attract
international capital flows.”

This development is said to herald

a new economic revolution in which
labour takes overfrom capital as the
key factor. Every policy report, whether
it is from the World Bank or the Labour

1970

1980 1990

Party's Commission on Social Justice,
now concludes with the need for
moare training and education of this
*human capital’.

Despite the positive. empowering
nineties-style language, the underlying
message of the skills shortage
discussion is that the poor state of
‘human capital” is to blame for the
mess the economy is in today. In other
words, the workforce is responsible for
the capitalist slump. We are paid too
much, we are not flexible enough,
we are 100 cosseted by welfare
payments, we are not educated enough,
we lack the appropriate skills.

The consequences of this argument
for our living standards and working
conditions are potentially devastating,
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Which makes it vital that we take the
argument apart and expose the real
motives of its proponents. So let’s look
in a little detail at the notion that there
is a shortage of skilled labour today.

Throughout this year the cry has
been raised across British industry
that a skills shortage is impeding the
recovery, The Building Employers
Confederation reported a shortage of
carpenters and bricklayers. In a survey
of large engincering companices, 60 per
cent claimed that they have difficulties
finding appropriate staff. Another
survey by chartered accountants said
three out of four of their clients forecast
a skills shortage, Several surveys of
smaller companies have reported
around two-thirds saying they were
having difficulty recruiting skilled staff,
with many expecting the problem to
get worse,

Simple intuition should suggest
something odd here, With around
five million jobless people wanting
work, and even the rigged official
uncmployment count still exceeding
two and a half million, how can there
be a skills shortage? Surely there must
be enough people out there able to take
up all but the most specialised jobs
(and vou don't see many adverts for
British astronauts, diamond-cutters
or competent government ministers)?
It becomes even mare bizarre when you
see emplovers on MNews at Ten claiming
their problem is a skills ‘imbalance’,
and that they cannol even recruil
enough wnskilled workers.

It is a time-honoured tradition
for employers to blame their workforce
for the system's economic failings. It is
rather like the way sportsmen blame
their equipment when they fail.
The batsman bowled out looks at

his bat in disgusl, the lennis player who
has hit the ball out smashes his racket
on the ground, the golfer who slices
the ball throws away the club. In the
case of capitalist praduction, the boss
holds his employees responsible.

In the past he might have blamed the
workers for being in trade unions or for
wanling oo much money. But with the
union movement finished as a fighting
force and with workers forced to accepl
minimal if any pay rises, the focus has
shifted on to the worker s individual
capacity to do what is expected of him.

The capacity to work in the way the

boss wants is subsumed under

the concept ‘skill’. In the study

of workplace organisation, the term
‘skill” is ubiquitous, but it is also
defined and used very inconsistently
(see C Darrah, “Skill requirements

at work: rhetoric v reality’. Work and
Qccupations, February 1994), Ask an
employer to define skill and more often
than not you will get an answer like:
‘skilled men are men who do skilled
work’, or ‘skilled work is work done
by skilled men’, In the 1980s, one
study questioned the conventional
wisdom about a skills shortage, and p
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Employment

by surveying employers assessed

that ‘the shortages actually faced by
emplovers were not those of applicants
lacking or unable to acquire the
necessary cognitive or manual ability,
but rather a shortage of potential
employees perceived as possessing the
required behavioural characteristic’—
that is, quiescent, reliable, and keen

to follow management’s directive

(J Oliver and J Turton, ‘Is there

a shortage of skilled labour?”,

British Journal of Industrial Relations,
Yol20, No2, 1982).

Hard-to-fill vacancies like
catering, cash till operators
. and retail sales staff are hardly
" the most highly skilled jobs
imaginable

The term “skill” does not really
define some precise technical attribute
of a worker. Instead it has become

a useful scapegoat, not simply for

the employer’s failings, but for the
failings of a market economy which
cannol sustain consistent productive
investment and growth. For both
government and employers, the
discussion of skill shortages is a way
of relocating cconomic problems on
to the supposed deficiencies of human
capital. And because “human capital®
is only a fancy term for us, the people
who do the work, there is always

the implicit (sometimes explicit)
assumption thal we are al

least partly responsible.

Whatever you say

If we are in work, we are probably part
of the skills gap, and not quite up to
what our employers wanted, If we are
out of a job, then it is probably either
because we have not got a skill—the
skills shortage—or we have not got the
right skill—the skills imbalance. (This
explanation for mass uncmployment
requires that you ignore the fact that
for many years the number of job
vacancies has been no more than

a small percentage of the total jobless.)
Either way the solution comes back to
the old favourite: we need more
training. As this vear’s OECD Jobs
Study argued, training might enable
the workforce to cope better with
technological change and increased
campetition, implying that today’s
global mass unemployment is due

less to a lack of investment in jobs by
profit-hungry capitalists than to a lack
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of skills on the part of the potential
workforce.

Those whao insist that the problem
really is a skills shortage can produce
statistics Lo substantiate their belief.
How do they come up with these
statistics? They ask employers to
account for their problems, to say
what is stopping them from recruiting
people and expanding. Specifically, the
Confederation of British Industry asks
its membuers if skilled labour shortage
is a constraint on recruitment (see fig 2).
This is like asking sick people to
account for their illness, and taking the
answers as an expert diagnosis. Many
of us have pet theories to explain why
we feel sick, but that docsn’t make
them right. Yet the employers have the
nerve to poll their own views on a skills
shortage and present them as statistical
‘proof’ that their quack diagnoses are
valid. The medical equivalent is that
if people with lung cancer were
canvassed as to the cause, and enough
of them said it was the result of too
much fresh air, this would be taken
as a scientific explanation,

Never mind the facts

The government’s own skills

survey doesn’t even ask for employers’
subjective impressions of what is
wrong. It just asks if they have any
“hard-10-fil1° vacancies, uses this as

a gauge of recruitment difficultics,
and draws its own preconceived
conclusions about the relative
significance of skill shortages. But it
is not difficult to see that the existence
of hard-to-fill vacancies can reflect

all sorts of factors: unattractive jobs,
poor pay, unsatisfactory terms and
conditions of work. setting unreasonably
high recruitment standards. This
explanation is reinforced when you
consider some of the more stubborn
areas of hard-to-fill vacancies reported
recently: catering, retail sales statf,
cash-till operators—hardly the most
highly skilled jobs imaginable. More
relevant is that these are occupations
renowned for involving long hours,
low pay or both. The government's
own figures show that the fastest
growing types of hard-to-fill jobs

are in low-skill, low-paid services

like catering and cleaning.

In fact beneath the headline hype
about the problem of skill deficiencies
even the government’s awn dubious
surveys show only a small rise in
concern about the lack of skills.
However, the Department of
Employment is determined not to let its
own rigged statistics kill off a promising
scapegoal for ecanomic failure.
Reported skill shortages may still be
al a low level ‘but this is no cause for
complacency. In the past they have
increased in recoveries and have held
back growth’ (Labour Market and Skill
Trends, Employment Department, 1993).

The department reminds us that in the
recovery following the 1981 recession,
skill shortages “did not peak until the
1988 boom’, So even if there is not
much of a skills shortage now, there
might be soon.

Yet, even if we look at 1988,
the year when they say the last skills
shortage peaked. there is a lot of
evidence to punclure the myth of
the skills shortage. We now have the
advantage of several more detailed
studies of vacancies carried out at
the time. They all found that the skills
being demanded by employers matched
very closely the skills possessed by
the unemployed. (This includes
two surveys commissioned by the
government. which it is not too keen
to cite: P Meadows et al, The London
Labour Market, 1988 and IFF
Research, Vacancies and Recruitment
Study, 1988.)

Another detailed study of vacancies
in Chesterfield in the summer of
1988 came to the same conclusion
(C Marsh, “The road 1o recovery?”,
Work, Employment and Society,
March 1990). At precisely the time
when the government and employers
were complaining most loudly about
skilled labour shortages, the survey
found little evidence of a skills gap and
even less of unfilled vacancies holding
back company objectives. On the
contrary it found that twice as many
people recruited had apprenticeships as
needed them for their jobs. In everyday
language this might be called a surplus
of skills.

Rubbish jobs

Far from revealing any skills gap,

the study remarked that “the striking
feature of the jobs on offer was how
unattractive thev were, Unskilled jobs
in personal services predominated’
Forty per cent of the jobs on offer
demanded compulsory unsacial
working hours, and most paid below
the Council of Europe’s ‘decency
threshold’. At the time, the 1988 survey
team were surprised to find that people
in Chesterfield took these low-quality
jobs as better than having no job at all.
However, six yvears further down the
road of lower pay and worse working ,
conditions, it would not be surprising
if a 1994 survey found recruitment
difficultics had more to do with the
unemployed not being prepared to
stomach such rubbish jobs, than

with any skills problem.

If the statistical or quantitative
measure of a skills gap is so dubious,
how has the skills shortage discussion
become so influential? The skills fetish
is s0 pervasive because it fits in with
the dominant way that global capitalism
is secking to counter its problems
today. Enhanced labowr marke!
flexibility has become the key phrase
at every national and international




economic gathering. Aftention is
focused on how to squeeze more out
of each worker, and on how to reduce
the cost of the unemployed, by curbing
the welfare state. (This dual strategy is
usefully united by arguing that welfare
spending is a disincentive to work and
a barrier to labour market flexibility.)
Nobody talks about increasing the
exploitation of the working classes
these days; they talk of labour market
reform, investing in human capital,
the skills deficiency and the need for

market economy cannot sustain a good
education system.

‘The tradition of blaming the lack
of education for cconomic weakness
has been given new impetus today.
The long-term decline of capitalist
profitability in this country means that,
despite the willingness of the Japanese
and South Koreans to set up the odd
screwdriver plant over here, there is
no prospect of an investment-led
recovery in Britain’s economic
fortunes. Nor does anybody have

Employment

Companies (the TECs and LECs).
Support for training also unites all
‘sides of industry’: the Institute of
Directors, the CBI and the TUC all
urge more resources for training,
More recently. the call for
training and education has been
internationalised. It features
prominently in reports and strategy
documents from the G7, the IMF, the
OECD and the European Commission.
All this will keep it close to the top of
the policy agenda alongside greater

Fig 2. Skill shortages: percentage of businesses reporting skill shortages to CBI
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more training and education, Bul the
consequences for the workforce are
much the same.

While the need for more labour
market flexibility is often couched
in reassuring, friendly language
about coping with new technology.
a greater emphasis on quality, an
increase in ‘higher level” jobs and
‘knowledge-based” occupations, what
it usually comes down to is work
intensification, multi-tasking, and the
enlargement of your job for no extra
money. A frequent argument is that
skill-deficient workers are not keeping
pace with technological change. But
what are the big technological advances
accounting for retailing, hotels and
catering being near the top of the list
of difficult recruitment areas?

Regardless of the lack of facts
and survey findings to support it, the
preoccupation with a skills shortage is
likely 1o grow. In Britain, especially,
the issue of skills shortage and poor
training has a long pedigree as
a scapegoat for economic decline.
This gets things back to front. Britain's
low standing in most league tables of
educational standards is a symptom
of the weakness of Britain’s social
infrastructure. But this is a
consequence of the decay of British
capitalism, not its cause. A weak
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any faith in the kind of state-led
macroeconomic policies which

failed in the past. As a consequence,
supporters of the markel economy
have nowhere to go but to jump

on the skills/training/education
bandwagon. Lacking any way of
regenerating the productive capacity
of industry, they are reduced to playing
around with the wages and conditions
of the workforce, That is why, for
British politicians over the past

20 years, ‘training’ has become the
socio-economic equivalent of fresh

air and clean water, Everyone is for it

All in favour

‘Tony Blair's favourite mantra

of ‘training and education’ is echoed
not only by the Liberal Democrats,
but by the Tories, too.

Real government spending on
training schemes has tripled since 1979
to about £3 billion. Far from disguising
this area of state intervention, the
government has regularly relaunched
its training programme under the
fanfare of a new quango—the
Manpower Services Commission
became the Training Commission, then
the Training Agency: at the end of the
1980s responsibility was devolved
to the Training and Enterprise
Commissions and the Local Enterprise
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labour flexibility and intensification,
Everywhere skills shortages are
assumed to be a big part of the
economic problem, and training is
the friendly face of more ‘active’
labour market policies.

The argument that poor educational
standards and the resulting skills
deficiency are the cause of economic
malaise has been hard enough to
sustain in the case of Britain, It is
even more difficult to substantiate in
the international context. For example,
il better education is the answer to
economic stagnation and
unemployment, how can you explain
the coexistence of the excellent French
education system—the Baccalaureat—
with the slump in France and the
highest unemployment rate of the
G7 countries? We can already
anticipate their answer. Education and
training won’t be enough on their own.
Firmer measures will also be needed
to effect the necessary revolution in
human capital capacities. How about
benefit cuts, workfare schemes, pay
cuts and job-intensification just to get
started? When it comes to making
the workforce more ‘flexible’, the
Commission on Social Justice's Gordon
Borrie and the Tory government’s Peter
Lilley have much less to separate them
than they probably imagine.
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A challenge to prejudice and mysticism on matters

scientific, technological and environmental.

URES

MARXISM
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The royal commission report Transport and
the Environment has won widespread praise
for exposing the dangers of pollution and

the ‘car culture’.

John Gillott is more worried by its plans

to impose austerity and restrict our freedom
of movement, all under the cover of
environmental protection

The petrol

poliution scam

The central focus of Transport
and the Environment, the Eighteenth
Report of the Royal Commission on
Environmental Pollution, is the need
to reduce reliance on road transport,
Its most provocative, and widely
publicised recommendation is L0
double fuel prices over the next
10) years.

The report has certainly struck
a chord, The effusive response of (he
New Scientist editorial was typical of
much of the reaction. ‘More and faster
public transport, buses that run on time,
freight travelling by canal instead
of along crowded roads, fewer cars,
reduced air pollution, a big drop in the
number of children killed by speeding
motorists, more tranquil streets
where peaple can chat at their front
doors....It sounds like paradise. And it
might even be possible in our lifetime.”
(*Escape from the killer car?’,
5 November 1993)

The report successfully taps into
4 range of contemporary concerns,
and links them to the need to cut road
Iransport, Anti-road building protesters
complain that if something isn’t done,
we will have no countryside left.
‘The report endorses the concern
that the growth of roads and traffic
is not ‘environmentally sustainable’.
Environmentalists argue that the
smog which affected London in 1991
was merely a foretaste of what is to
come. The report agrees. The commons
environment select committee is
worried that out-of-town shopping
centres are killing local communities,
The report shares these worries,
adding that travel to such places is
an environmental problem in itself.

Although Tory minister John Gummer
has said that doubling petrol prices
might be a bit rich, there is a good
chance that some of the report’s
proposals will be rapidly implemented.
And there is a widespread belief that
most of them should be. The chairman
of the commission, Sir John Houghton,
is also an adviser to the prime minister
on environmental matters. He clearly
has the ear of & government which has
retreated from Margaret Thatcher’s
love of the ‘car-economy’. So, onward
to the Green paradise then?

If this Is the future, count me

out. The underlying philosophy of

the repart is deeply conservalive, even
narrow-minded. And the not-so-hidden
agenda is to impose more financial
burdens on ordinary people. What is
more, it is not science, reasoning and
facts that arc the driving force behind
the report, The science shows that
things are not nearly so bad as the
report’s conclusions would have us
believe, What is being proposed is

in fact an environmentally correcl
package of austerity measures.

The report concludes with a quote from
the conservative Edmund Burke’s
Reflections on the Revolution in France
(1790), According to the report, Burke
wrote that socicty is “a partnership not
only between those who are living, but
between those who are living, those who
are dead, and those who are to be born’.
For the authors of the report, this
captures well the message they want

to convey. Current policies, they claim,
break this partnership by breaching
natural limits, sct by finite fuel resources
and the limited ability of the atmosphere



to absorb and disperse pollutants.,

We need to be restrained, because

‘the present generation’s cavalier

and constantly increasing use of
non-renewable resources like oil may
well foreclose the options for future
generations’. And today's transport
system ‘is not sustainable because it
imposes environmental costs which are
so greal as to compromise the choices,
and the freedom, of future generations’.

Burke actually said that the state
was ‘a parmership’. The misquote is
forgivable to the extent that Burke
equated the state with society as
anv conservative would. For Burke,
this equation served the conservative
purpose of safeguarding the state against
popular revolution. The claim in the
report that society is defying natural
limils also serves a conservative
purpose; our options, we are told,
our consumption, even our movements,
have to be limited for the sake of future
generations. This was spelled out in
the response to the report from
Brian Mawhinney, the transport
secretary. Unpalatable choices that
could affect jobs, income, and growth
had to be faced if the report was to be
implemented: *People are going to
have to determine how much they
are prepared to change their lifestyles
between road and rail, and between
economic considerations, personal
choice considerations and
environmental considerations.”

Yet the report itself provides
plenty of evidence to undermine these
conclusions. Take pollution, If car-use
continued to grow at its presenl rate,
by the year 2020 we would not be
suffocating in a cloud of pollutants.
On the contrary, catalvtic converters,
now fitted to all new cars, and the
improvements Lo this technology
already in the pipeline, will ensure that
atmospheric levels of carbon monoxide,
volatile organic compounds, nitrogen
oxides, sulphur dioxide, and particulates
are all reduced by a significant amount,
despite there being more cars on
the road, all on average travelling
further. And this is without considering
the possibility of further improvements
in technology in the intervening period.

The only exception to this is
carbon dioxide, It is quite difficult to
remove carbon dioxide from emissions,
and more carbon dioxide from cars will
add to increasing amounts emitted from
other sources. Carbon dioxide is not
directly harmful to humanity, e

at concentrations well above what

there will ever be in the atmosphere.

It is, however, one of the gases
responsible for the famous

greenhouse effect’, and increasing
concentrations of carbon dioxide in

the atmosphere are thought likely

to cause a warming of the Earth. p
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This is a controversial issue, beset
by uncertainty about likely changes
and their impact on eco-systems.

What the report does not consider, and
this is typical of most Green literature,
is the measures which humanity could
take to adapt itself to a changing natural
environment. Nor is there any reason
to suppose that changes to the global
climate must be changes for the worst.
They might have a neutral, or even

a beneficial, ¢ffect on such things

as food production. The assumption

is that change will always be change
for the worse, so that stopping change
through conservation is the solution,

The emphasis on the problems
posed by rising consumption of
natural resources, such as oil. is the
most nonsensical part of the report.
While supplies are finite, we are still
finding reserves at a faster rate than we
are using them up. In any case, the logic
of living on finite resources is that they
will run out no matter how slowly
you use them, The trick is to find
an alternative before supplies run out.
Since we have plenty of reserves
left, and since there are plenty of ideas
bubbling around for alternative fuels
for transport, there need not be
a prablem here. The best policy for
ourselves and future generations must
be to experiment with new methods
of propulsion rather than inventing
problems of resource depletion.

In an ideal world, everybody would
have access to a car, pefrol would not
double in price, the road system would
meet our needs without concreting
over all of the countryside, and there
would be excellent and cheap public
transport. The probable result would be
that cars were used a little less, but we
would all have the freedom to get where
we want, when we want, which no
system of public transport alone can
provide, Some of the suggestions in
the report bear a superficial resemblance
1o this picture, especially the stated
desire to improve public transport.
However, closer reading shows that
the intention is quite different.

Casting a cynical eye over how
the report’s proposals are likely to
be translated into policies by the
current government, the pressure
group Transport 2000 has outlined
the “Treasury dream ticket’: higher
fuel prices, cuts in road spending, and
no extra spending on alternatives. This
dream might well turn into reality, since
the driving force behind government
and industry use of Green ideas is
indeed the desire to make money and
justify cuts. A small example is that
some employers now charge their
workers for the privilege of parking al
work—all in the name of environmental
protection, you understand.

However, the thinking in the royal
commission report itself is no better:
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even without government distortion,
the report’s proposals add up to

nothing more than an austerity package.
Contrary to much of the press coverage,
the proposals of the commission are
underwritten by the proposition that

all motorised travel, not just travel

by road, needs 1o be constrained.

On a Radio Four discussion of the

In an ideal world everybody
would have access to a car

report, a Green came on Lo insist that
there should be ‘no “gadding about”.
Pcople should live near work and food
should be grown locally’. The presenters
made light of the idea of living on the
fifth floor of Broadcasting House, but
the views of the parochial Green are
ndt so far from those of Houghton’s
committee: transport policy, they say,
must give ‘priority to minimising

the need for transport’ (p242).

The policies the report recommends
are not framed so as to increase
transport by rail at the expense of
transport by road. Rather, the stated
aim is 10 minimise motorised transport
and travel, especially by road. but by
other means as well. Constant
promotion of walking and cycling
is part of the package. Jacking up
prices for petral is the meat.

I say ‘stated aim’, because it is hard
1o believe that cutting travel is being
seriously proposed. People will continue
to use motorised travel at an increasing
rate; so the net result of implementing
these proposals will be more money
in the pockets of the government and
the transport companies, Critically,
while calling for investment in
public transport, the report makes
no recommendation as to how much
we should be charged for travelling
on trains, buses or trams instead of vsing
cars. Rail and other transport operators
must be licking their lips at the market
opportunity offered by a doubling
of petrol prices: they could raise prices
and still appear cheap by comparison.

By presenting its case in
environmental rather than narrow
economic terms, the royal commission
has provided the authorities with the
arguments 1o guilt-trip people into
paying more for petrol and public
transport. Rising petral taxes and
road tolls, alongside increasing fares
for rundown public transport, can
all be packaged as measures designed
not to save the government money,
but to save the planet for our children.
The extent of the scam being
proposed is quite breathtaking.,

The royal commission report
rationalises the idea of doubling fuel
prices by promoting a ‘polluter pays’
approach. In fact the fuel taxes we
pay to the Treasury already amount to
several times the road-building budget.
But the committee has added in what
it estimates to be other costs associated
with road use, such as the cost to the
health service of road accidents and
ill-health said to reselt from exhaust
fumes, Not surprisingly, the final sum
is more than the revenue from fuel tax.
It then proposes doubling the price of
fuel through huge tax increases—which
would take the revenue raised from us
soaring well above the figure the
committee says is required.

The commission is at pains 1o
insist that its concerns are those of
the environmentalist, not the accountant,
Even at the end of a chapter about the
‘Economic aspects of transport’, we
are told that ‘the primary reason
for the increase in fuel duty for road
transport is to provide an efficient
method of achieving environmental
targets which are an essential part of
a sustainable transport policy’. But
then, what was all the costing about?
Especially since, as the commission
well knows, research shows that
increased fuel prices hardly reduces
car usc—they just raise more money
for HM government. It is hard not to
conclude that the aim. as well as the
result, is austerity for vou and me,
and revenue for the state,

Criticism of Transport and the
Environment should not be confined

10 quibbles about its costings, The entire
‘travel less’ premise of the report needs
to be challenged. The invention and
extension of mass transport systems
has been instrumental in the creation
of our sophisticated modern society.
‘The railways, the car and the airplane
have each in their turn helped to

give us greater freedom, broader
horizons and better lives.

The notion that we should somehow
stop travelling and go back to living
and working in the local community
is not just naive and narrow-minded,
but discriminatory. After all, those
who can afford to live in idyllic village
communities would have no problem
maintaining contact with the outside
world; those exiled to live on the
‘communities’ of desolate housing
estates, with expensive corner shops,
would be even more stranded by rising
petrol costs and fares for inadequate
public transport.

1 am sure that many supporters
of the commission’s report will not
be tao sad about that. OQut of sight, out
of mind is the middle class prejudice
which seems to lurk behind many of
the environmentally flavoured proposals
to reduce travel and keep the paor
in their place.
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Michael Fitzpatrick asks why, despite the lack of evidence, people are prepared
to accept that exhaust fumes cause asthma

he idea that the growing volume of car
exhaust fumes in our cities is to blame
% for the rising prevalence of respiratory
discases like asthma, especially among children,
has now acquired the status of established fact.
This notion has been fostered by numerous
television features, newspaper reports, official |
investigations and pamphlets from environmen-
tal quangos and pressure groups. It is supported
by anecdotes about the great London smog
of 13 December 1991 and the wave of wheez-
ers who descended on casualty departments
throughout the south of England on 24-25 June
of this vear,
In fact the strength of the conviction that

exhaust fumes cause asthma is in inverse propor-
tion 1o the scientific evidence.

The most obvious defect of the asthma-
pollution thesis is that, as a recent editorial
in the British Medical Journal succinctly puts
it, ‘the increase has occurred during a time
when general atmospheric pollution has fallen’
(*Asthma in children: epidemiology’, BMJ,
18 June 1994). Though there may be more cars
now, the decline of coal-burning heavy industry
and domeslic coal fires means that city air is
incomparably cleaner than it was 30 years ago.

Further circumstantial cvidence also under-
mines the asthma-pollution thesis. An increasing
prevalence of asthma has been reported in
many different countries—including Fiji and
northern Chile, where pollution is not a problem.
There is a much higher level of asthma in West
Germany than in East Germany, despite the
much higher levels of pollution in the part of the
country formerly in the Eastern bloc. Levels of
asthma are no greater in Los Angeles, notorious
for its traffic-related smogs and high ozone
levels, than in other US cities.

How then can the growing number of wheez-
ng children be explained? The BMJ editorial is
candid: ‘the reasons for this increase are not
known.” However, a further editorial emphasises
the probable role of ‘inhaled allergens, such as
those present in house dust, cat fur, and grass
pollen’. The authors speculate about the possible
role of respiratory irritants—Ilike cigarette smoke

exhaust fumes—in maodifving the body’s
response to such allergens. Yet they note that this
possibility has ‘not been formally examined”.

An investigation of the growing prevalence

¢ asthma in Australia, reported in the same issue
the BM.J, concluded that cigaretie-smoking
wnd air pollution, both of which were declining
the population under study. ‘were probably
relevant’ {(*Changing prevalence of asthma
\ustralian children”). The investigators con-
sded that a higher level of house dust mite
=rgen was the most likely explanation for the
s in asthma cases.

i

A comparative study of asthma in the two
parts of the new Germany concluded that
““Western” housing styles, with decreased venti-
lation, higher humidity, and probably higher
numbers of pets may be more important for the
prevalence of asthma and atopy than “classical”
outdoor pollutants such as SO and particulate
matter’ (Thorax, No48 1993).

In relation to the June epidemic of asthma
cases in the south of England, a number of poss-
ibilities have been raised (see BMI, 9 July 1994
and BMJ, 22 October 1994). There was at the
time a relatively high level of ozone, partly caused
by traffic pollution. The epidemic also coincided
with widespread thunder-and-lightning storms,
a high pollen count and high levels of fungal
spores. Yet, while the experts take the view that
‘the actiology of the epidemic was probably
multifactorial’, in the court of public opinion the
motor car and its dirty fumes have already been
convicted and now face punitive sanctions.

Why is it that, despite the lack of evidence,
people are so ready to believe that car exhaust
fumes are causing childhood asthma? Tt seems

| that thousands of children coughing, wheezing
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uffocating cities

and short of breath symbolise their parents’
sense of suffocation in modern city life. People
believe that pollution is getting worse in the
same way that they are convinced that they are in
constant danger from criminals, drg addicts,
child abusers and sexual partners bearing poten-
tially deadly diseases—despite the evidence
that all these risks are grossly exaggerated. The
oppressive level of road traffic throughout the
south of England makes the car a potent symbol
of a wider malaise; the wheezy child is both the
victim of the car and a metaphar for a broncho-
constricted society.

While respiratory distress cxpresses social
distress, scapegoating the car and its fumes both
mystifies the problem and obscures its cause.
If the increase in asthma is caused, as seems
most likely, by allergy, particularly to the house
dust mite, then research into effective measures
of prevention and cure is the way forward. If the
suffocation of our cities by motor traffic is a
symptom of a deeper social malaise, then perhaps
that too requires more detailed investigation and
appropriate therapeutic intervention. ®
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Are whites innately more intelligent than
blacks? Are wealthy people born brighter
than the poor? The Bell Curve, a new book
by American social scientists Charles Murray
and Richard Herrnstein, has caused

a transatlantic storm by claiming that
inequality is an inescapable consequence

of natural differences in inherited intelligence.

James Heartfield explains why focusing on
|Q is little more than an excuse for inequality
under capitalism

he publication of The Bell
Curve: Intelligence and Class
Structure in American Life
has sparked a major intellectual
controversy. Its authors claim that
cognitive ability, as measured in
Intelligence Quotient (10O} tests is
an inherited trait which substantially
accounts for inequalities in wealth,
income and education. Controversially,
they estimate that, on average, white
Americans are a full 15 points
more intelligent than blacks.

The claim that some races are
naturally superior to others has been
taboo ever since Nazi racial policies
led to the Holocaust, When Murray
and Herrnstein broke that taboo,
critics in liberal newspapers like
the New York Times and Britain’s
Guardian reacted with outrage,
and even right-wing commentators
like William Safire and the leader
writer of the Spectator baulked
at The Bell Curve.
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Herrnstein. who had already
courted notoriety with previous work
on intelligence, has avoided criticism
this time round by dying before
publication. His co-author, Charles
Murray, is no stranger to controversy
either. His previous book Losing
Ground: American Social Policy
1950-80, along with countless articles
and lectures. warned of a dangerous
underclass of demoralised and
welfare-dependent poor developing
in America’s inner cities. Losing
Ground'’s controversial argument
that it was the failure of moral
responsibility on the part of the poor,
evident in the breakdown of the family,
and not social policies that accounted
for poverty has been gaining ground.
Not just conservative policy-makers,
but many former liberals in the Clinton
administration and in Tony Blair’s
Labour Party have adapted their
arguments to Murray’s case against
welfare spending. But The Bell Curve’s

assertion of the natural superiority of
the white and rich is just too much for
the Clinton and Blair camps to swallow.
At the heart of the controversy
over The Bell Curve is a correlation
between tested IQ, income and race.
According to Murray and Herrnstein,
‘wages earned by people in high-10
occupations have pulled away from
the wages in low-1Q occupations,
and difTerences in education cannot



explain most of this change’ (p91).
As a comment on diverging incomes
this is not a controversial finding.
It is now widely accepted that
throughout the last 15 vears in the
USA (and in Britain) those on high
incomes have seen their wages rise
still higher, while those on low
incomes have lost out even more.

A variety of authors, from
former Nixon adviser Kevin Phillips

to labour secretary Robert Reich,

have demonstrated that the [ree market
policies of the Reagan/Bush vears
only led to greater social division.

(see The Politics of Rich and Poor

and The Work of Nations respectively).
Until the presidential election of 1992,
American conservalives argued that

a rising economic lide lifts all ships’,
But Democratic candidate Bill
Clinton’s accusation that ‘trickle-down

~Race, class and 1Q

economics aren’t working” put paid to
12 years of Republican administration.
The problem that conservatives
face is how to explain the failure of
the free market to bring prosperity.
The virtue of The Bell Curve for them
is in the use of 1Q to explain social
division. If income inequalities are
due to natural differences then no
blame attaches to the capitalist
cconomy, The rich are rich because p
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it is in their genetic make-up to
succeed, as it is the lot of the poor
to fail. No blame attaches to the
market as 1Q serves as an apology
for economic failure,

The apologetic character of 10 is
even more marked in the case of race.
Tt is bad enough for the free market that
there are winners and losers, but all the
evidence points to the fact that the
winners are predominantly white and
the biggest losers are black. A wealth

It should come as no surprise
that people lower down the
social ladder should get worse
scores in |Q tests

of recent material demonstrates thal
black Americans have lost out to such
an extent as to make a mockery of free
enterprise. Andrew Hacker’s excellent
study found that on average black
families earned just $580 dollars for
every $1000 earned by white families
in 1990, and. most damningly. that
the difference between their earnings
and those of whites had got worse,

not better, between 1970 and 1990
(Two Nations: Black and White,
Separate, Hostile, Unequal. pp94-98).

Fixing the figures

According 10 The Bell Curve the failure
of American blacks to close the income
gap is not due to discrimination, but to
their lower average intelligence as
measured in 10 tests, Murray and
Herrnstein cite findings that black
Americans are on average 15 points
below the average 10. The clear
implicatian is that the innate stupidity
of blacks is responsible for their social
inferiority. not discrimination in the
labour market.

Murray and Hermstein go further.
They look at black performance in
education, employment and income,
as Andrew Hacker did, but adjust the
figures to take into account lower 1Q.
So Murray and Herrnsiein estimate
that black students of the average 10
have a 68 per cent chance of gefting
a degree, higher than the 50 per cent
chance of whites. And they estimate
that blacks of average 10 have
a 26 per cenl chance of getting
into a “high 1Q occupation’, while
equally intelligent whiles have only
a 10 per cent chance. And finally they
estimate that blacks of average 10 will
carn $25 (01 a vear, just S545 short of
the carnings of a similarly intelligent
white, (pp320-3)
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These results are spectacular,
By adjusting the figures to take
into account lower tested 10,
The Bell Curve not only eliminates
the difference in income, but suggests
that in employment and education,
blacks are privileged. As Murray
and Herrnstein argue, ‘the evidence
presented here should give everyone
who writes and talks about cthnic
inequalities reason to avoid flamboyant
rhetoric about ethnic oppression’
(p340). By introducing 1Q into the
equation, America’s capitalist economy
is exonerated of racial discrimination:
blacks fail because they are less
intelligent. In fact, these estimates
support Murray’s argument that
the real discrimination is in favour
of blacks, through affirmative action.

The consequence of explaining
social and racial incqualifies in terms
of natural differences is a fortuitous
defence against the accusation that the
free market has failed. But what il the
explanation is right? Can differences
in_intelligence be explained by natural
differences, and do these differences
explain social inequality?

Nature and nurture

Murray and Herrnstein cannot

claim to have identified any definite
link between tested IQ and any natural
feature, but that does not stop them
suggesting that one will turn up.
Writing of ethnic differences in

1Q, they say that these ‘may well
include some (as yet unknown) genetic
component’ (p312, their parenthesis)
and ‘the evidence may eventually
become unequivocal that genes are
part of the story” (p313).

The whole edifice of their 845-page
long book is built upon a statistical
correlation between tested 10, sacial
status and race. But statistical
correlations prove nothing. At best
they can indicate a connection, but the
theory that the connection is a natural
inheritance remains unproven—despite
the fact that people have been looking
for it for hundreds of years. It is
a theory that awaits either the
identification of the genetic material
that carries differential intelligences,
or another theary that gives
a better account of the material,

The best known alternative to
the theory of genetic inheritance as
an explanation of both IQ and social
differcnce is the one that Murray
and Herrnstein call Socio-Economic
Status. According to this argument,

10 and social difference alike reflect
nurture, not nature. In other words,
your intelligence is dictated not by vour
genes, but by how you are raised. Poor
families raise their children with lower
social expectations and less intellectual
stimulus leading to lower 1Q.

In fact, Murray and Herrnstein
allow nurture some role but insist that

nature is the principle determinant.
However, the debate hetween nurture
and nature is no real debate at all.
Both begin at the level of individual
achievement and extrapolate outwards
to explain social inequalities. At this
level of explanation it is impossible

to conclude the argument. As a rule
the two camps compromise by striking
a balance between environmental

and natural canses of infelligence.

Marginal position

The true explanation, however,

lies not at the level of individual

intelligence, but at the level of society

as a whole, Differences in income,

occupation and education are generated

as a consequence of the process

of production. It is the relationship

of individuals to the process of creating

and controlling wealth in society which

dictates their incomes and their status.
Throughout the free market

cightics, income inequality widened

as a cansequence of the differential

impact of economic boom and

recession on different classes and

groups. It is the peculiarly marginal

position of American blacks to

production that ensured that

they would pay the heaviest price

for the re-emergence of recession.

Blacks have been in a weak position

in American society since they were

first brought across the Atlantic as

slaves, It is not the hangover of

slavery, though. that explains inequality

today. Rather, those incqualities

are systematically reproduced by

the inability of a declining capitalist

economy fo fully integrate black

labour in society. Of all the ethnic

groups in America, only blacks are

defined by their marginalisation

from the production process,

Cultural bias?

But if it is the weakness of capitalist
production that accounts for social
and racial inequalities, what are we
to make of differences in tested 10?
Liberal good taste demands that
we make as little of it as possible.
Yet the taboo surrounding [Q only
makes the inequality-is-natural
argument seem radical. In fact it shoukl
come as no surprise that people lower
dawn the social ladder should get
worse scares in 1Q tests, Whatever
the finer points of intelligence tests, it
is just true 10 say that those with greater
social power will tend to score higher,
Critics of 1Q tests prefer lo say
that the tests carry a cultural bias.
‘They point out that IQ test questions
have aften presumed knowledge
of things, like regattas, that are the
narrow preserve of the well-heeled.
One Nazi test asked examinees
to formulate a sentence containing
the words “war...soldier...nation’,
On the other hand, devotees of testing
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have bent over backwards to insist
that it is aptitude. not knowledge that
is being tested. The idea that aptitude
can be isolated from knowledge is
fairly dubious; but let's assume that
Murray and Herrnstein are right to
say 10 tests reflect intelligence.
Intelligence is shaped by an
individual's relation to the production
process and their experience of
interacting in society, not by any
natural inheritance. So people who

come from raral backgrounds to work
in cities often find their horizons
stretched 1o a degree unimaginable

to their parents. Those, like blacks in
America who are marginal 1o society
are prevented from participating in

the decision-making that stimulates
what Hermstein and Murray call
‘cognitive ability’. Relegated to ghetto
life, underemployment and few chances
of social mobility, there are just fewer
opportunities o gel your wits stretched.

Rising 1Q
Against the evidence of a racial
basis to intelligence, the US military
discovered after the Second World War
that whites from the rural south scored
lower than blacks from the industrial
north: the impoverished south proved
to be an even worse environment
for the development of intelligence
than the city ghettos of the north.
[n general. the bias is in society,
not in the wording of the tests.

If, as The Bell Curve argues,
intelligence were fixed, that would
he bad news for blacks. as well as

for whites with low incomes and low
10 scores. In that case, social position,
tao, would be fixed. However,
intelligence is much more malleable
than Murray and Herrastein admit.
Firstly, 1Q scares overall rise with
the passing of time. The convention
of making the average 10 at any one
time equal to 100 masks the fact that the
average tested 1O has risen by 15 points
since the Second World War (p308).
But rising 10s should come as no

surprise, Bach generation is better
cducated and more warldly wise than
the last, When the British recruits of
the First World War were sent to die
under machine gun fire at the Somme
or Passchendaele, it was for mosl
ol them the first time they had been
outside of their counties, let alone
their countries. Today’s recruits would
stand out if they had not been abroad
on package holidays or to a football
match. Travel and mass media make
our knowledge of the world a lot more
comprehensive than our grandparents’.
Secondly, individual 10s are, against
all the genetic arguments, remarkably
susceptible to intervention. Murray
andl Herrnstein cite a French study
where children adopted into middle
class homes had their 1Qs rise by
an estimated 20 points (p412). The
authors of The Bell Curve think that
social engineering of this kind on any
generalised scale would be unthinkable.
But that only shows that they assume
the class structure to be immutable,
and invoke a genetically determined
1Q to justify that assumption.

Race, class and 1Q

The adoption study should
be no surprise. People whose
circumstances change radically often
become radically different themselves.
Nobody wonders at the cockney
accents of immigrant Asian Easl
Enders, or their interest in reggae-based
Jungle music. All sorts of influences
and experiences, al home or work.
through the media and among
friends can work to make you
a very different person.

Finally, The Bell Curve cites
the case of the American Head Start
programme of intensive nursery
education for children from poor
backgrounds. Here Murray and
Herrnstein think the evidence backs
up the case for a genctically based 10,
They point out that while Head Start
can increase recorded 10Qs by as much
as 10 points at the beginning of the
programme, the gain tends to fade
out over time. As they see it, natural
intelligence wins out over special
assistance, However, what the fade
out of the initial gain in 1Q really shows
is how the experience of the real world
imposes limits on the effectiveness of
policy intervention in the classroom,
Special encouragement can bear results
at first, but before long children cotton
on o the fact that a bit of extra schovling
does not mean that they are going to
escape from the ghetio. Rundown
schools, and brothers and sisters out
of work all confirm the realistic
expectations of children and parents
about future opportunities. A small
amoun! of pre-school encouragement is
soon knocked out of any promising
students by the grim reality of the
American public school system.

The malleability of IQ belies the
argument that intelligence is genetic.
Indeed. the idea that intelligence is
a natural property is peculiarly
unintelligent.

Dumb inheritance

It intelligence were a natural
propensity, like muscle strength, it
could be estimated simply, by a single
measurement. But the complexity of
the 10 test bears witness to the fact
that it is not a one-dimensional
capacity, Actually, if our intelligence
were inherited, we would all be stupid,
inheriting the exact same ideas as our
forebears, as a spider inherils the
ability to weave a web and nothing
else. Instead intelligence is by ils
very nature not fixed or determined,
but open-ended and expanding.

The whale purpose of the education
system is to make people cleverer
than they were, Often people who
get a chance 1o pick up their education
late in life are amazed by the change
in their outlook. People pushed by their
parents to pursue the college education
unavailable to that earlier generation,
cringe with embarrassment when p
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introducing an unsophisticated mum
ar dad to friends, College life, the
migration from home, the new social
contacts and independence can make
even the most parochial, provincial
boy into something like an urban
sophisticate.

Intelligence is the very opposite
of a natural capacily, only developing
through social interaction, At one
extreme, children who grow up in the
wild develop no native intelligence at

Upfront racism with
a eugenic framework is pretty
alien to today's intelligentsia
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all. At the other extreme, even the most
original thinkers cannot leap over the
intellectual attainments of their own
time. New ideas build incrementally
on the gains of the past, allowing only
a little room for the isolated genius.
As Isaac Newton said, ‘T have seen

so far because I stood on the shoulders
of giants'. Today all the best scientific
breakthroughs are expected in the
well-developed fields of biochemistry
and superconductors.

Privilege
So much is it the case that intelligence
is the property of communities rather
than individuals. that it can be
separated entirely from the mind that
first gave rise to it Ideas are regularly
sold, stolen and copied. Fartunately we
do not have to reinvent the wheel every
time we get in a car, because once
invented it is the property of all
humanity. The realised intelligence
of the great thinkers of our age lies
all around us in industry and the arts,
available for all to participate in—
where the market does not stand
in the way, that is.

The argument that intelligence
is a personal capacity. genctically
determined, and measured in 1Q
tests degrades the intelligence which
it claims to celebrate, Intelligence.
which is really an endless chain
of conversations that links up the
whole planet, is reduced to a badge
of privilege and exclusion. Though,
of course, those who are secure ahout
their sacial status, have little need of
such symbols of superiority. As a rule
it is only the insecure and unpropertied
middle classes that join the high
10 society Mensa,

Murray and Herrnstein’s case for
a naturally determined intelligence is
for the most part a justification of the
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status quo. To that end they warn
against attempts to buck the genetic
market with positive discrimination
and any excessive resourcing of
working class education, But that
does not mean they really want to see
a laissez-faire education policy. Instead,
like those middle class mothers who
badger the local education authority
for piano lessons for their offspring,
the authors of The Bell Curve want
additional spending on “gitted
children'—as if the education system
were not already a substantial subsidy
to the middle class. Privilege, not
cquality of opportunity is the message
of the genetic intelligence argument.

The consequences of the argument
of The Bell Curve are the defence of
the markel against the charge of failing
blacks and the poor, and the promotion
of privilege. This might suggest that the
book would get a favourable reaction
from the middle class intelligentsia
whose corner it argues. Instead it is the
highbrow press that has most violently
attacked The Bell Curve—even to the
extent of arguing that it should
be banned.

Perhaps the educated writers on
New Republic have decided that social
privilege must be challenged at its roots
and so reject The Bell Curve’s apologia
for elitism? Not so. The principle
argument against The Bell Curve
being raised in the broadsheets is
that it draws atlention to inequality.

So Leon Wieseltier protests that
Charles Murray is “utterly unable to
account for the rise of a black middle
class’ (New Republic, 31 October
1994). The positive example of the
black midile class has long been

a favourite of liberals, embarrassed
by the overwhelming evidence of
discrimination. But all the recent
evidence is that the black middle
classes, always a tiny percentage

of the black population are struggling
to keep their heads above water.

Old fashioned

In the same issue of New Republic

Alan Wolfe wonders what the

difference is ‘between thinking that

the black male next to me is dumb

and thinking that there's a 25 per cent

chance he’s dumb’™—a parody of

The Bell Curve's probability approach.

But like Wieseltier, Wolfe's argument

is less concerned with the reality

of racial division, than with the

possibility of adding insult to injury.
The Bell Curve reads as though

it ought to appeal to the incipient

clitism of the middle classes. But

the problem with it is that its elitist

arguments are framed in the language

of the past. Upfront racism with

a engenic framework is pretty alien

1o today’s intelligentsia. Murray and

Herrnstein’s mistake is to resurrect

the traditional racism of 60 years ago.

Today the poverty of the black
inner cities is not a source of pride for
the elite, in the way that the domination
of the European empires over the world
was in the past, but a symbol of sacial
decay. Black failure only underscores
the limitations of the policy reforms
that the middle classes supported
over the years.

The ‘custodial state'

Contemporary clitist thinking rarely
draws explicit attention to colour, as
The Bell Curve does, Instead, the
middle classes sense of superiority

is articulated around moral issues,
like family structure. illegitimacy and
crime, In the past, Charles Murray’s
investigations of the underclass suited
those prejudices well. But breaking the
taboo aboul race has not endeared
him to the intelligentsia—they

think racism is common.

The Bell Curve's arguments might
go a bit too far for today’s intelligentsia
but, in a chapter on policy, Murray
and Herrnstein present a disturbingly
accurate picture of the consequence
of modern elitism. The section headed
“The coming of the custodial state’
purports to be a warning of whal
will happen if differences in IQ are
not accommodated in policy. In fact,
it is a chilling portrayal of a society
where social inequalities are taken
10 be fixed in nature, and public
administration is geared to
defend those divisions:

‘Politicians and intellectuals
alike will become more open
about the role of dysfunctional
behaviour in the underclass, accepting
that addiction, violence, unavailability
for work, child abuse and family
disorganisation will keep most
members of the underclass from
fending for themselves.” (p523)

As a consequence of this ‘it will
be agreed that the underclass cannot
be trusted to use cash wisely” and
benefits will be in the form of
‘services’: ‘childcare in the inner
city will become primarily the
responsibility of the state’, as children
are taken from their families; ‘the
homeless will vanish...required to
reside in shelters™: ‘technology will
provide new options for segregating
and containing criminals, as the
electronic bracelets now being used
to enforce house arrest (or perhaps
“neighbourhood arrest™) become
more flexible’: and ‘the underclass
will become even more concentrated
spacially than it is today’ because
such ‘services’ as public housing and
detention centres will be kept out of
the suburbs, (pp523-4)

Welcome to the ‘custodial
state’, policy preference of the
‘cognitive elite’. 2
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The British police system is being remodelled
on American lines, reports Andrew Calcutt

his year’s model police officer is
wearing a soft cap instead of a helmet,
and a blouson jacket instead of the
traditional blue serge tunic. Greater Manchester
Police unveiled the new uniform in September,
along with American-style nightsticks and the
announcement that 180 officers will wear their
revolvers openly.

“The American look is coming to a police
station near vou', commenled John Stalker,
Surn columnist and former deputy chief constable
of Manchester (13 September 1994). The British
policeman’s new kit makes him look more like
T] Hooker cruising the freeways ol the West
Coast than George Dixon walking his beat in the
old East End. But there’s more to this than fickle
fashion.

The ‘American look’ is indicative of a new
style of policing: a two-tier system modelled
on the policing of US cities. Her Majesty’s
constabulary is being turned into a paramili-
tarised force whose primary role is ensuring
social control, while private security guards and
local authority-controlled ‘community forces’
are encouraged 1o expand into other, subsidiary
areas of policing.

The transition to a ‘mixed economy” of law
enforcement is being mapped out by a Home
Office committee chaired by senior civil servant
Ingrid Posen, which is due to report in January
1995. The remit of the Posen commiliee is ‘to
examine the services provided by the police, 1o
make recommendations about the most effective
way of delivering core police services, and to
assess the scope for relinguishing ancillary tasks’.

Posen identified 95 police tasks and
| categorised them as “inner core’, ‘outer core” and
‘ancillary’. “Inner core” includes riot control,
surveillance, criminal investigation and arrest.
‘Outer core’ duties are defined as ‘services
which should be managed by the police, but the
methad of delivery can be flexible, involving
officers, civilians, specials or contracting oul’.
‘Ancillary” tasks are those most likely fo be
hived off lirst to ‘alternative providers’, includ-
ing forensic work, licensing, administration of
alarm systems and stray dogs.

The Home Office review is not the only
ongoing inquiry into the role of the police.
The Police Foundation and the Policy Studies
Institute are co-sponsors of a prestigious review
body chaired by Sir John Cassels.

The Cassels commitiee recently published
a discussion document which recommends the
formation of “ancillary’ policing unils.

Rod Morgan, committee member and profes-
sor of criminology at Bristol University,
explained that ‘this two-tier policing would
involve ancillary “police” officers undertaking
many of the local community policing tasks
currently the exclusive responsibility of swom
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constables’ (Police Review, 5 August 1994). As
well as ‘ancillary patrols” manned by ‘existing
constabularies’, Morgan envisaged ‘the creation
of accredited community patrol forces’.

In August 1994 Wandsworth council pre-
empted the Cassels inquiry by extending the role
of its existing uniformed parks police to include
the patrolling of housing estates, paid for by
residents. Wandsworth's record as a flagship
Tory council is well known, and it seems likely
that the south London borough has been charged
hy the government with piloting a policy of
‘community patrols’ which could soon be
endorsed on a national scale.

Advocates of American-style, two-tier
policing claim it will be an efficient provider of
‘community safety’. Home secretary Michacl
Howard insists that the findings of the Posen
committee will ‘enable the police 1o withdraw
from peripheral tasks in order to concentrate on
tasks that really matter to the public’. Professor
Morgan believes that community patrol forces
‘[by] their uniformed presence could serve to
reassure the public and deter the sart of local
incivilities which disturb many people’.

The real consequences of two-tier policing
are starkly demonstrated in an American cily

like Los Angeles, where all-white suburbs are |

cordoned off by private security forces whose
main function is to keep the ‘underclass’ penned
into urban bantustans such as Compton and
Watts, and shopping malls are under constant
video surveillance by guards charged with
keeping oul ‘undesirables’. Meanwhile the Los
Angeles Police Department (LAPD) oversees
the governmenl of the city on apartheid lines,
The LAPD operates as a hi-tech public order
police force, equipped with the latest weapons,
helicopters and surveillance gear, and authorised
to  maintain permanent roadblocks at the
entrances to the city's ghettos,

In City of Quariz, Mike Dayis described the
realisation of two-tier policing in Los Angeles:

“Virtually every affluent neighbourhood...
contracts its own privale policing: hence
the thousands of lawns displaying the little
“armed response” warnings.... The private sector,
exploiting an army of non-union, low-wage

| employees, has increasingly captured the labour-

intensive roles (guard duty. residential patrol,
apprehension of retail crime, maintenance of
security passages and checkpoints, monitoring
of electronic surveillance, and so on), while
public law enforcement has retrenched behind
the supervision of security macro-systems
{maintenance of major crime data bases, aerial
surveillance, jail systems, paramilitary responses
to terrorism and street insurgeney, and so on).’
{“The LAPD as space police’, City of Quartz
pp250-52)
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Los Angeles is the modern exemplar of

class-based law enforcement. The well-off
pay to screen petly crime—and those deemed
criminal ‘types’—out of their neighbourhoods.
The poor are left to fend for themselves, except
when the state police intervene to enforce public
order, usually under the cover of a “war on
drugs’. This they do with guns blazing: 21 people
were shot dead by the LAPD in 1993, It all
adds up to a repressive system of social control,
administered by police chiefs who run their
districts like godfathers.

Other American cities are catching up on Los
Angeles-style policing. ‘In the United States
today there are approximately 1.4m individuals
engaged in the private security industry’,
declared Robert Johnson, president of the
Boston-based First Security Services Corpora-
lion, at the recent International Police Exhibition
and Conference in London. ‘For the past
20 years or better. there has been a de facto
delegation of what were traditionally public
police functions to the private sector.”

British policing has already embarked on the
same course. Some ecstimales indicate 250000
people employed in the private security industry,
compared to 126 000 sworn constables. Policing
agencies are proliferating. The Police Federation
claims that up to 1000 private street patrols
are already in operation, Privale guards patrol
streets and estates in areas covered by more than



a quarter of the 43 constabularies in England
and Wales.

Instead of street patrols, the residents’ assaci-
ation of Hampstead Garden Suburb has invested
£250 000 in a closed-circuit TV surveillance
system (with a control room built into a former
public lavatory). Local Labour councillor Alan
Williams compared the scheme to the electronic
monitoring of areas like Beverley Hills in Los
Angeles, where ‘loiterers” who show up on
screen are given the bum’s rush by private
security guards.

Private security firms have been hired by
local authorities such as Dundee in Scotland and
Islington in north London. Municipal policing is
mushrooming. Some local authorities are
extending the jurisdiction of existing units, as
when Wandsworth parks police moved on to
the housing estates. Others are setting up
new constabularies (Greenwich parks police). or
community forces'. Sedgefield in Co Durham,
where Labour leader Tony Blair is the MP, was
the first of these.

Her Majesty's constables are also angling for
a picce of the new market in selling police
services, West Yorkshire and South Wales police
have proposed the establishment of police-run
commercial security companies. In Criminal
Justice Matters (September 1994), criminologist
Les Johnston reported that such companies
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as  trusls,

allowing
constabularies to bid for contract work, with
all revenue being ploughed back into the
local force.

might set up parent-

In line with the trend towards two-tier
policing, Britain’s police chiefs have already
drawn up their own list of priority and ancillary
tasks. For instance, it has been revealed that, in al
least cight constabularies, most household
burglaries are no longer considered a priority.
“The police have stopped responding automati-
cally to 999 calls’, reported David Leppard for
the Sunday Times (26 June 1994). David Blakey,
secretary of the chief constables’ crime strategy

committee, told the paper that prioritisation of

this kind 'is the way forward’. It is already
the case, then, that a burglary in a gated commu-
nily in Belgravia will be regarded as a serious
crime, while the same offence in Hackney or
Manchester’s Longsight may be treated as
NFA—no further action.

American-style prioritisation doesn’t only
involve the privatisation of ‘ancillary’ police
services. The flipside is that the Force concen-
trates an developing a more coordinated and
comprehensive system of controlling public
space. In Britain, this already involves the
deployment of a range of equipment in the
hi-tech, paramilitary tradition- of the LAPD:
helicopter surveillance complete with Nitesun
scarchlights, extended batons (nightsticks). riot
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gear, guns worn openly, ‘pepper’ (ie, chemical)
sprayvs, and new investment in the latest infor-
mation systems technology.

Two-tier, Los Angeles-style policing is fully
in line with government palicy. It follows on
from the Sheehy inquiry into police responsibil-
itics and rewards, the white paper on police
reform, and the Police and Magistrates” Courts
Act, By increasing chief constables’ cantrol
over budgets and police priorities, and reducing
the proportion of elected councillors serving
on police authorities, the new Police and
Magistrates’ Courts Act provides for local police
chiefs ta lord it over their fiefdoms in the manner
of LAS William Parker or Daryl Gates.
All recent discussion of policing points to

American-style law enforcement as the shape of

things coming to Britain,

The problem Is, howcever that, as the riots
of 1992 showed, the LAPD is hardly the most
popular institution in the USA. Senior British
officers have voiced concerns that, if “softer’
community-based tasks are hived off to other
agencies, the ‘public police’ will be left with
only those functions which bring them into
conflict with the public.

On Radio Four’s Zoday programme,
Sir John Smith, president of the Association
of Chief Police Officers, argued that sworn
constables should continue to deliver ‘community
policing’, because this is the only way to make
the use of force acceptable to the public
(18 October 1994), °If we lose sight of the com-
munity policing aspects’, echoed Timothy Brain.
assistant chief constable of the West Midlands,
‘we lose the vital concept of policing by consent,
We would be going down the road followed by
some Continental and US police forces; hardcore
reactive policing—which produced the conse-
guences we saw in the Los Angeles riots’.

Smith and Brain are concerned that the trend
towards American-style policing will blow the
whistle on the PR image they have spent years
trving 1o perfect. This image obscures the fact
that the ‘public police’ are the frontline state
agency of the ruling elite, dedicated 1o maintain-
ing order on its behalf. A good PR image is
doubly important to a force which has been seri-
ously embarrassed by a succession of scandals.

| The fears of the police chiefs are probably

unfounded—at least for now. In the current
atmosphere ol social insecurity and the attendant
panics about crime, the low public opinion of
the police is outweighed by a demand for order.
In this climate of fear, cynicism towards the
existing police is likely to result in support for
the idea of additional policing agencies. There is
a public demand for a uniformed presence on the
streets, and, according to John Stalker, “they are
ceasing to care whether or not it is the real
police’.

In the wvain hope that two-tier policing
will afford some sort of protection from the
insecurities of the day, many people are prepared
to see the spread of private or local authority
street patrols as well as more sworn constables.
The reality is that two-tier, American-style
policing can only result in a repressive system
of class-based social control, as seen in the
private estates and public housing projects of
Los Angeles.
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y the time Germany went
to the polls on Sunday
16 Qctober, chancellor
Helmut Kohl had spoken to over
a million people at rallies across
the country. Everybody agrecs that
Kohl himself won the election for the
Christian Democratic Union (CDU).
Al the same time, nobody believes
that this is the result of his
spell-binding oratory or dynamic
policies. Kohl is an inarticulate
rambler and his government has
often been muddled and confused.
Nor can Kohl’s success be put down
ta his personality. He is pragmatic,
cunning and ruthless—good qualities
for a politician—but as a man he hardly
inspires respect among Germans,
The secrel of Kohl's success
is that he embodies both the emergence
of Germany as the premier power
in Europe, and the reactionary
consensus that is enveloping
politics not only in Germany,
but throughout the Western world.
During the clection campaign
the main opposition party. the
Social Demacrats (SPD), tried
to counter the influence of Kohl
by putting up a triumvirate of
party men. While nobody but Kohl
figured on CDU street hoardings
and TV commercials, the SPD
always showed leader Rudolf
Scharping alongside finance
spakesman Oskar Lafontaine
and Gerhard Schrider, head of the
governmenlt in Lower Saxony. The
aim of this SPD tactic was not only
to match Kohl’s bulk. The SPD spin
doctors surmised correctly that since
they had no political alternative to the
path down which Kohl was taking
Germany, they too had to come across
as steady and reliable. They embraced
the same political agenda and gave
credibility to Kohl’s considerable
presence as a politician.
The odds were against the
opposition as soon as the powerful
German economy recovered from its
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The shape

1993 recession, Although Kohl and the
CDU are not popular, receiving barely
44) per cent of votes in the election,
Kohl embodies a sense of stability
and of Germany’s new and important
position in the world. The CDU
election commercials emphasised
Kohl’s position as an international
statesman mixing with Francois
Mitterrand, Boris Yeltsin and

Bill Clinton. John Major did

not appear in these commercials,

a fair summary of how important

the German establishment

thinks Britain is.

Despite Kohl's exhausting
programme of public speaking there
was little or no sense in Germany that
an election was going on. When Kohl
spoke in Frankfurt on the last Thursday
before the election, he was applauded
by 300 of the CDU faithful who after
years of stalwart service were
rewarded with a seat at a party rally.
He was heckled by 100 protesters while
another 300 Frankfurters stood around.
Half of these clapped; the other half
looked stonily at the platform and after
a few minutes of Kohl’s hour-long
speech turned to make their way home.

Shift to the centre

It would be easy to dismiss the
German election as just plain boring,
and Kohl's Frankfurt speech certainly
was, but this would miss the point.
The real message of the election was
that it had nothing to do with politics
because all the major parties agreed
on all the major issues,

The liveliest discussion in the
SPD was whether they should stick
to their call for mutobahn speed
limits to save petrol. In the end they
decided not to antagonise the average
BMW-owning voter and dropped the
proposal, In Germany and throughout
Europe this is the trivial stuff of politics
today. The elevation of personalities—
even when they haven’t got one—
proceeds apace. while major areas of
concern are dropped from the political

agenda. Even the narrow areas of
debate which remain are subject to
a convergence of views among
the mainstream parties. German
commentators call this process “a shift
to the right’, but that is an inadequate
description if it is understood to include
the growth of fringe right-wing politics.
Groups like the Republican Party
are more marginal than ever.
What is called ‘the shift to the
right” is really the development of
a consensual model of politics in which
there are no major differences between
the main political parties—and,
moreover, where this uncontroversial
consensus is celebrated as the essential
nature of democracy. On all sides,
the political landscape is laken
as both fixed and narrow. Anyone
who bucks this trend is by definition
an extremist and anti-democratic.
During the election campaign
a journalist asked SPD spokesman
Scharping whether there were any
differences in foreign policy between
his party and Kohl’s. Scharping
replied that there were virtually
none, and suggested people should
be happy that Germany had reached
4 consensus on its international role.
On all of the great issues of
modern politics, from welfare
cuts to censorship laws, the same
convergence is now evident.
After a little heart-searching the
SPD supported the government’s
stringent tightening of restrictions
on asylum-seekers, The opposition
has endorsed the CDU strategy of
privatisation and come round 10
endorsing the Maastricht freaty.
This is especially important since at
the heart of Kohl’s chancellorship is the
desire to confirm German reunification
through German leadership of an
integrated Europe. And voters could
be forgiven for not being able to work
out the difference between the CDU's
‘solidarity supplement’ to finance
the costs of German unity, and
the SPD’s ‘supplementary tax’.




The German general election
revealed the pattern of European
politics today. Alan Harding

reports from Frankfurt

Many commentators have argued
that the narrow Bundestag majority
of 10 that Kohl won in the election will
upset the consensual applecart and be
a recipe for instability, British observers
in'particular gleetully suggested that
Kohl’s result will inhibit Germany’s
progress in determining the shape
of Europe, and that John Major
will now be able to fight back on
more equal terms. This is wishful
thinking. The recent humiliating
demotion of British EU commissioner
Leon Brittan is an accurate reflection
of the balance of power in Europe.
Kohl will not feel at all constrained
from pushing his full agenda for
4 German-led Europe at the December
conference in Essen. No opposition to
hold him back exists in Germany.

Austerity and control

Even at the electoral and constitutional
level the small majority does not
present much of a problem. Germany
does not have by-elections, so if

a representative dies a replacement
comes automatically from the same
party. The majority of 10) is quite
secure; but more to the point, the
across-the-board agreement on all
matters of substance means that there
is already a “grand coalition” in all
but name.

Nothing makes this clearer than
the recent passage of Germany’s
draconian equivalent to the Criminal
Justice Bill. Under the terms of this
legislation, the intelligence services
are to be integrated into police work
and the police themselves given the
right to cavesdrop on organised crime,
The SPD initially resisted the growth
of state authority but, under pressure
to join the law-and-order crusade,
swung round lo support the measures,

Everywhere, the tendency in
German politics is towards slasis,
conformity and a policy of the lowest
common denominator, The plavers
in the political game all agree to
play by the same rules, which include

extending state control over society
and imposing as much austerily as
necessary to consolidate the German
economy. This is as true of the smaller
parliamentary parties, the Greens and
the Party of Democratic Socialism
(PDS), which might have been
expected to constitute an alternative
opposition.
The Greens had some success
in the clections, getting back into the
Bundestag with 7.9 per cent of the vote.
However, their vole no longer rests
on a reputation for radicalism, but
on the decline of the moderate
Free Democratic Party (FDP).
The middle-aged professionals
who traditionally voted for this liberal
party in order to moderate either the
SPD or CDU now see this role being
played with an environmental twist
by an older and wiser Green Party.
Joschka Fischer, the leader of the
Greens, responsible for cutting social
provision in the state of Hesse, has
signalled that the Greens, like the FDP
before them, could even play a role
as coalition partner o Kohl’s CDU.
The PDS, the rump of the old
Communist Party, is the prime example
of the absence of an opposition in
German politics. Having been built up
by the media into a radical alternative
party, the PDS won enough votes,
especially in eastern Germany, to gain
entry to parliament and win a place
on the national political map. Yet the
existence of the PDS is only a reflection
of the depth of disenchantment with
life under the market among working
class people in the old East Germany,
Nobady could seriously believe
that there is any genuine popular
enthusiasm for a collection of former
Stalinist bur¢aucrats who have given
themselves a retread. Instead, like
everything else in German public
affairs today, the emergence of the
PDS is simply a consequence of the
way that the political agenda has been
recast in the sizeable shadow of
chancellor Kohl, ®
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. ifty years on, the battles of
the Second World War in Asia
are being fought once again,
Onl\c this time the battlefields are not
the bloody beaches of Pacific islands,
nor the charred remains of lapanese
cities. The battle for the legacy ol the
war is being fought out in museums
and newspaper columns,

The media in the USA and Britain
often presents the arguments about
the Pacific war much as it did 50 years
ago. Both Allies are fighting to show
that right was on their side—and in
particular to justify the dropping
of atomic bombs on Hiroshima and
Nagasaki in August 1945, The Japanese
are, in this view, so fanatical that they
are still reluctant to admit that they
were the villains of the war.

Inside Japan the picture is very
dilferent. Contrary to the arguments
advanced by Western pundits, the
Japanese authorities are not reluctant
to admit 1o their role in the war. In fact,
Japanese politicians now scem 10 use
every opportunity to atone for their
country’s misdeeds hall a century ago.

Probing these apparently historical
discussions reveals a lot about
contemporary concerns in the USA,
Britain and Japan. What might appear
to be obscure dispules aboul museum
exhibits or history textbooks reveal far
more about international affairs and
nationalist politics today than they
do about the conflicts of the past.

Surrendering, not fighting

In the USA the hottest controversy
surrounding the Pacific war has
centred on an exhibition to be held

at the National Air and Space Museum
in Washington DC in the run-up

to the fiftieth anniversary of the
war’s end next vear. When plans

for the exhibition first became known,
US army veterans’ groups launched

a virulent campaign against it on the
grounds that its neutral depiction of
the destruction caused at Hiroshima
and Nagasaki was anti-American (see
“The battle of the bombs’, Living
Marxism, October 1994). Since then,
the organisers have conceded on all
the main points. The final exhibition
will minimise the impact of the bomb
on the Japanese and will no longer
include a section on the

postwar nuclear arms race.

In the process of the dispute the
exhibition has been transformed into
a justification for the slaughter carried
out by the Allies. The museum’s
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curators had originally estimated that
the USA would have suffered 31000
casualties in the first 30 days of an
invasion of Japan, if it had opted not
1o useé the Bomb. The new exhibition
puts the ligure at between 260 000
and one million US casualties. Once
again the hoary old myth that the
slaughter of 200 (00 Japanese civilians
in Hiroshima and Nagasaki was

a humanitarian gesture to save

lives has come to the fore.

In both Britain and the USA the
fight is on to win the war the second
time around. The imagery of the Pacific
war is slightly different on each side
of the Atlantic. For the USA, the war
was about the ‘unprovoked” Japanese
attack on Pearl Harbor followed by the
marines heroically slugging it out with
fanatical Japanese troops in blaody
battles across Pacific islands like Leyie,
Guadalcanal, Iwo Jima and Saipan.
The British view is different.

Given that British troops in Asia did
more surrendering than fighting, the
dominant image of the war in Britain
is that of the Bridge on the River Kwai:
an image of British prisoners of war
being tortured and humiliated by their
cruel Japanese captors.

The arguments being put forward in
Britain and the USA do have a common
theme. In both cases the assumption
is that Japan is still a problem and
a potential threat, The implication
is that Japan’s war record and lack
of a sense of guilt about its past means
that it cannot be trusted in the present.

Sometimes the anti-Japanese
message comes as a crude warning
of another attack on the West.

Tom Clancy's Debt of Honour, a recent
bestseller on both sides of the Atlantic,
features a second Japanese surprise
attack on the US naval fleet in the
Pacific, a Pearl Harbor for the nineties.
It is the most recent commercial
success in a whole genre of pulp
fiction which portrays the Japanese as
inherently fanatical, sneaky and cruel.

In the more staid world of
non-fiction the conventional view
is that Japan is still a problem because
it is unwilling to face up to its terrible
deeds in the war. This idea is coherently
expressed in an influential new book by
lan Buruma, an Anglo-Dutch writer
and journalist, called The Wages of
Guilt : Memories of War In Germany
and Japan. Buruma argues that Japan
suffers from amneSia when it comes to
its atrocities in the Second World War.

Buruma’s thesis has been echoed in

liberal and conservative publications
alike, The Economist says that Japan
*has for decades been “in denial”
about its history of aggression’

{14 May 1994), Kevin Rafferty, the
Guardian’s Tokyo correspondent, tells
us that “Japanese leaders have done
more than most to deny and lie in the
face of the evidence’ (29 September
1994). The Daily Telegraph believes
that the Japanese government should
‘publicly acknowledge such massacres
as the Rape of Nanjing” and goes on
to arguc that “there is no excuse for
concealing the truth from the younger
generation’ (1 September 1994),

Monkeys, rats, termites

One wonders what the Daily Telegraph
leader writer would make of a Japancse
journalist who claimed that his people
*do not have and ought not to be given
a grudge against the past. This is
an extraordinary country, one which
has rough passages perhaps, but whose
creativity and achievements are a beacon
to others and ought to be laught to each
generation’. In fact, the quote is from
John Keegan, a regular Daily Telegraph
writer, putting forward his view of
British history (5 May 1994). Keegan,
like lan Buruma and his followers,
seems to be suffering from “historical
amnesia’ himself. The ‘rough passages’
of British history include a record of
colonial plunder and brutality of far
longer duration and covering 4 much
larger area than that of the Japanese.

Indeed one of the most striking
examples of amnesia in relation to
the Second World War is Hiroshima
itself. For British and American
commentators the destruction of
Hiroshima is an embarrassing episode
they would rather forget. And when
they are forced to talk about it, they
conveniently forget that it was preceded
and justified by a hysterical racist
crusade in which the Japanese were
portrayed as monkeys, rats and termiles.

The staggering double standard in
Western discussions of Japanese history
is not just of academic interest. Behind
it lies the notion of Anglo-American
moral superiority in the present.
The idea being presented is that the
Japanese, in contrast to Britain or
America, are tainted by their past
experiences, The true character
of the Japanese is held to be violent
and underhand compared to the civilised
and open Anglo-Saxon nations.

The conclusion drawn is that Japan’s
tainted past makes it unworthy to play p




the war

Daniel Nassim examines how the USA,
Britain and Japan are refighting the Pacific
war in order to boost their global

standing today
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Another battle of the Pacific

a [ull role as a global power taday.
Britain and the USA may have
problems but, so the argument goes,
they have right on their side. History is
deemed 1o invest the Anglo-American
alliance with the moral authority to

do whatever it sees fit. including

using atomic weapons, as the global
representatives of good against

evil, past and present.

It is difficult to boast of
the glories of Japan'’s past
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As the defeated power, Japan

cannot discuss the Pacilic war in such
an explicitly self-serving fashion. Yet
from a different perspective, the new
Japanese discussion of the war is also
an attempt to use history to help occupy
the moral high ground in international
affairs today.

In recent years, Japanese
politicians have pursued a ‘diplomacy
of contrition’, with ministers
frequently apologising to Japan's
Asian neighbours for the country’s
war record. Of course, there are still
prominent figures in Japanese politics
who would prefer to forget the past.
Twa cabinet ministers have already
resigned this year after making
public statements to that effect.
Shigeto Nagano, the justice minister,
resigned in May after claiming that
the Japanese massacre of Chinese
civilians at Nanjing in 1937 was
‘a total fabrication’. In August the
director general of the environment
agency, Shin Sakurai, resigned after
suggesting that Japan did not launch
a war of aggression in the 1930s and
that some Asian countries benefited
from the Japanese occupation. But
the striking thing today is that these
old-timers are going against the
rising trend in Japan.

Apologetic nationalism

The new conception of Japan's role
in the war is clearly exhibited in
the Hiroshima Peace Memorial
Museum—the official Japanese
museum commemorating the bombing,
In June of this year a new wing of
the museum opened. The difference
between the new section and the
established museum is quite staggering.
The old section of museum
embodies what was until recently the
mainstream Japanese view of the war.
The exhibits concentrate on the terrible
impact of the atomic bomb on the
people of Hiroshima. These include
models of what victims of the bomb
looked like and artifacts of clothing
from casualties. The aim of the
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exhibition is to portray the Japanese
as victims of the war,

The new museum lakes a more
critical line on Japanese history.

On entering the museum, the first
video on display talks of the plight of
Chinese and Korean forced labourers
in Japan during the war. Nor does the
museum hide the fact that Hiroshima
was a base for the assembly and
dispatch of troops to Asia, It broaches
subjects that have traditionally been
taboo in Japan—such as the Nanjing
massacre,

Nor is the Hiroshima museum
an aberration. In recent years, school
textbooks have alsa become more
frank about Japanese brutality in Asia.
TR Reid. the Tokyo bureau chief of
the Washington Post, surveyed 12 of
the most widely used history textbooks
in Japanese schools and found that they
‘now include information about Japan’s
brutality toward its Asian neighbours’
and that every textbook surveyed
discussed the rape of Nanjing.
He'observed that ‘the outline of
World War Two in Asia is close
to what American students learn’
(International Herald Tribune,

31 August 1994).

This more contrite view of
Japanese history has the official
backing of the Japanese government,
On 31 August the prime minister,
Tomiichi Murayama, launched
a ‘Peace, Friendship and Exchange
Initiative’. In his speech the prime
minister said that ‘it is all the more
essential in this time of peace and
abundance that we reflect on the errors
of our history” (Jupan, 20} September
1994). The initiative will have a budget
of about ¥100bn (£650m) over the
next 10 years.

Japan’s view of the war may seem
more balanced than that of the Western
governments, vel it disguises an equally
sinister agenda. Unable to promote
a straightforward sense of moral
superiority and national pride,
the Japanese are tryving to find other
ways 1o turn their war record to their
advantage.

Both the West and Japan are
plundering the past to promote their
interests in the present. For the victors
in the war, Britain and the USA, the
discussion of past Japanese aggression
is essentially about checking the spread
of Japanese power and influence today.
For Japan, the loser, the discussion of
the war is an attempt to use its past
misdeeds to justify playing a broader
role in the world today.

The new idea being promoted by
the Japanese is that, precisely because
of its war record, Japan should play
a more active role in East Asia.
Compensation for the crimes of the
past is a pretextfor developing a new
relationship with East Asia in the
present. And once again Japan is 10

play the dominant role in the
relationship—aonly this time
as a “pacilist’ superpower.

Bul the Japanese discussion
cannot be understood solely in
relation to foreign policy. Just as the
US-British preoccupation with the vear
is also about rebuilding the authority
of discredited government institutions,
so the ‘diplomacy of contrition® is
also becoming an important component
of Japanese domestic politics. The
aim is to develop a sense of national
purpose by promoting Japan as
a humanitarian power. As Murayama
has said, he would like to build
a ‘tender nation rather than a powerful
nation” (Japan Times, 7 August 1994).
He means that he sees the necd
to disguise Japan’s power behind
a tender mask.

Stooping to conquer
Achieving a sense of national purpose
is especially important today because
Japan is experiencing a sense of drift.
The factors that cohered Japanese
socicty over the past half century—
such as anti-communism, the
experience of economic boom

and a solid alliance with the USA—
no longer operate in the old way.
Japan is desperately seeking a new
way 1o define its identity.

Many Japanese conservatives
would undoubtedly like to define
Japan’s past as a heroic one in the way
that Britain does. But it is difficult to
boast of the glories of Japan’s past
when it was humiliated in the Second
World War. The Japanese are making
the best of a bad job by turning their
war record to their advantage.

The new Japanese state is now
defined as the ultimate humanitarian
power. Japan’s experience of war, both
as aggressor al Nanjing and victim at
Hiroshima, is held to qualify it to play
a prominent peacemaking role around
the world today. Japan's new perception
of itself is clear from the exhibits at the
Hiroshima Peace Memorial Museum.
Alongside the historical material are
contemporary exhibits warning of
the danger of nuclear war today and
depicting modern weapons like
American F-16 advanced jet fighters.
The message is that Japan’s past gives
it an obligation to crusade for peace
in the dangerous present, including
by sending its ‘peace people’ (armed
forces) around the world.

The discussion of the war in the
USA., Britain or Japan is of more
than academic or historical interest.

It is being used to support dangerous
notions which, in different ways,
reaffirm the right of the great powers

of the West and the East 1o intervene in
and run world affairs, The bombing of
Hiroshima is a potent warning of the
dangers of allowing such notions

to hold sway. [ ]



TOBY BANKS

“Shoot The Aged”. Not altogether. surpnsmgi} he has come

shapkeeper - in (rrccnmch haz: remmcd hxs busme% o
- the embarmssmentaf the parents of these'children, but there’s no point

‘in for a fair anount of stick: 1 can’t tielp: admiring T tor aving the:

bottle to offend peaple for a faugh: thoogh. Tt is & small Blow agamsf

the aot-in~frant-oftle-children culture: which 1% vmothumg even e
most firdid expression of anything mntrox eralal’s

Judging by the wiiv this sort of thmg is dncussed,‘ you'd think the: S

atiility to hold an apinivn (eg, that vld people should not be shm) while

t the Sume time entertaining the ludicrous possibility of: Avgsiing the:

vpposite-~in other words, baving d sense of humont-=awas 4 threat to
civilisation; sather than the sign of it This attitude, which Suggests: that
we shonld: be fed anly nice cleun healths thoughits, for our own gnﬂd
is behing the recent events at the Spasnce Society. 3
The Spastics Society - has v vontend with s cerfain amount ot
stigma, siof Jeast the unfavourable publicity resulting from its: sackmg
-of spastics 1 its erploy, the abiitse of its black employees by & senior

faanager, and: the “use of iy ‘printingpress for the: praduction: of
“specialist’ porn qu;azmee Mmh are uox availabie: st }our lm.,nl

Spastic *.hop
The main xugma however. is the mgduvc connomumm of apasuc
il tself: Nosy: the socicty: hax decided 1o rename itself “Scope’ in‘an
ml:mpt to challenge the pablic attitude o spastics: Tn doing so. it i fol-
Iowing a familsar pattem, in which established organisations stack with

un-PC fides including awkward wards fike “dest™ and *hlind* have o

attempled ta ‘vse dess ‘offensive’ ‘phrases; So ‘the blind" bedome
“people with visusl impairment’. emphasising that they are people first,

<and vt defined by their medical condition. The problem is that this’

There is notlung wmng with bemg nige ta pcoplu, o1 trvihg to case

By sing o tell people: that nothing is wrong. Evcrvbodv knows

that Dowo’s syndrome: and cecebral palsy are undesirable, and it is

guite appallmb that attempis should he made o redefine them as just
‘differenmt’. The posterhas i sedfian for the Down's sy ndrome children
themselves, with a list of positive things for thém 1o read out fike
a mantsas “Camy beautiful’, “1 sy popular’, and 50-on Tn the middle,
there is & large: dravfmg ot a child’s face, which vesembles a: currant
bun, [t canmot; even i fhe loosest sense; be described as beautitul, It is

‘Hhighly unkikely: that ang Down’s syndrome child will be cmwmced by

this kind of Prozac Togic, let alane oiher children.
It seminds. me of the time Blue Peter adopted’ a- spa‘:tu,. 10 Taise

Cawareness. Joev became the Blue Peier spastic, like Sheg: the Blue

Peter dog. lmmedmlel\' Toey!: rcp!aced special needs” as the most
populdr form of abuse iy the pldvemund As T write, the first "Scope’
|okes are |n‘()hrﬂ)l) alrcudv doing the Toends.

nepersan: who has always koown what is goud far-us is
Mury Whitchonse. Tn her heyday She wvas a figure of fun,

a national taughing stock: She hombindud:the Directai General of the

BBC wiily Fetters about broadeasts that she considesed. in ke immortal
catchphrase, ‘unsultable - for Tamily viewing'. She once wrate {0

S Teremy Bsiacs {then editor of Pannramo) abont his decision 10 repeat

makes Aa nhﬂcwnw to the tives of people who are blind, whase lives

Wetea VBN great extent aﬂes.wd by it cand who will: b reuted

accordinglv lo gtit another say, vou can ¢all a'deaf persan what.

yau Fike—~"hird of heanm. \rtuft and Jeft” ara deaf old bastard-“he
won't be able ([cchesr youw anysway,

Tago back:ta the Spasm:% Society: seviral g,cneralmnx of middle
“Class: people. bave never: grown out of their: prep: school habit of

_labcllmg anymmg or unyone: they: cansider: useless: as ‘spastic’ or

‘spuz’. There is nothing admirable about this: but the word does have::

wvivid reality; shather vou like it ot ok A(kmpm o repface ‘Spastic”

with other: words mcmtdb!) suffer the same fate a8 all euphemismy= :

the ey fers: acquire the smme old negdtive: connoiations, with an

extra ong, embarrassment; far goad measnre. A cuphcmlsm senyinds:

yous that somicthing namentionable is being referred toowith the fnpli-

cation that the something'is not just unp}eas.ml‘ but shamefuf ag well:

more annoyed by the other self-rightecus Tot; and their bloady ned rib-
bunb. pamculmy e e permarent melal yersions.

I 38! abwut: as: pmmles\ as the sew age indastry: hmng an adt ertmng
agency fo think up a nice wird for shit.

A poster iy been produoed ‘which |§ Sﬁpposed 1o bulp 1mpmn. ¥

afitudes: o childrenwith - Down’s - symdeame,  or mongol\, m-“'"

pla)gmund pafla.rwe I enconrages cluld(en f0ibe nice o then.
[t encoursges parents: fo be ‘rice 16 the parents of Down's children;

1esays that thmshouldbedoncmanmuml, unémbasrassed way, hutlhe;. S

fact that this is mcmmued at all makcs it obvimts that tlmm s nmhmz" :

Richird Dimblehy’s famons report fram Belsen. This hlth’; she com-
phumd was ‘bound to offend”, She recently defended her stance; angu-
ing that the programme wi: Ay ‘intrusion” inky our homes, and “very

aff-putting”, Thc Halocaust! oft-pnnmg ornat? There’s a' talking point

for the pub..:

Mrs: \\'hnchouse s | jU\I rcurcd but she had the 1a>1 laugh 1 Hirned
oy the rerun of The Woeld A ¢ War; "This programime contams soenes of
violence: .md suffc.nug wasned the announcer.

$1 write, Poppy Day is upon us agatn. Tused to react to it like
3 bl toared rag, what sith the way'an c:u.cption was made
fo the usual dan’ (-dbcussdh&re'l(-warld—pkasc we're-British” rule,

g0 newsreaders and sehoolchildren could wear them, 4 i pOppIss Were

nnn-polmc.d Now with Warld Aids day looming, 1 find myself even

(‘\ crvun» would zhmk it udd to go around xwannga ribbon for *fu,

renmjns vaguc mr most of the: papu!auon

i ¢ ovcrheard a man on lhc buss trying o describe somebody, and groping
- for the right image, ‘He hiad one of them ribbons an—yay know. the
iones fatioys _people ‘wear’, be <axd cvumxa!!). aud everyone knew
.cxaczlv wbal he meant. i .
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Pope John Paul’s new blockbuster will find its way into several million Christmas
stockings this month. Michael Fitzpatrick looks into the pontiff's fire and brimstone

% @ not afraid', the message of the
risen Christ to his disciples, was
the theme chosen by Pope
John Peul Il for his Inaugural
3 address Lo the faithfu' gathered

o

in St Peter's Square in Reme in

§ 7 October 1978. This injunction

e has guidec his energetic
pontficate through a peroc when global
spiritual and moral confusion has
reflected wider pelitical and econcmic
tumeil. And now, when there is much
speculation abcut the pope's failing
health, it frames Crossing the Threshold
of Hope, the porliff's reflections on major
issues of doctrine and ethics published
in the form of a dialogue with talian jour-
nalst \ittoric Messor!.

Whatever the ohysical state of the
pontiff, the aporoaching third millennium
of Christianty finds the leacer of the
worle's 900m  Catholics in  slrikingly
confident form. Not only can Catholicism
claim to bave seen off commurism
(an achievement n which this Polish
Pope is generally accorded a degree of
personal credit), out the older and more
established tracitions of Enlightenmert
rationalism and secularism are also in
an advancec state of decay. Inceec
Jonhn Paul nere charactenses Marxism as
merely one {albel a ‘cheap wversion')
of many cppressive systems thrown up
by madern civilisation, distinguished oy

the systemalic elimination of all that is |

Christian'. He warns that 'today a similar
plan is revealng itself in all its danger
and, at the same time, in all its faultiness’.
After three centuries of retreat, it appears
that Cathclicism is ic ge on the offensive.

After 16 years, the broac lines of
Vatican strategy uncer John Paul are
clear, These are lo combine a hardline
conservalism on the theologica and
moral fronts with a flexiole radicalism on
social and palitical issuss, The Pope's
1983  encyclcal  Ventalis  Splendor
(the ‘splendour of truth'} imposec an
ntransigent orthodoxy on Catholic moral
teaching. This is maintained in the new
catechism publishec earier this year
which upholds strict pans on givorce.
contraception, even artificial insemination
wihin marriage. In June John Paul wrote
o a2l bishops categorncally rejecting the
ardination of wamear priests. Al the same
sme, the Pope has emphasised the
church's concerns about poverty and
sooression, padiculardy in third world
countries.  John Paul has criticised
Westem policies of trade and investment
a0 the associated problems of third
word debl, he has denounced abuses

cf human rights and refusec ¢ endorse
the Westem onslaught on Irag in 1992,

In Crossing the Threshold of Hape,
the Pooe provides a series of homilies
an the bread theme of ‘Back to basics'.
Bul, where John Major had in mind
a retum lo the values cof lale nineteenth-
century Britain, Jonn Pzul favours Eurcpe
in the late Middle Ages. it rot Biblical
Palestine.

The Pope notes tha: ‘the rationalism
of the Enlighlerment stikes at the hean
of Christian.. theological rafiection on
salvation anc of recempticn'. He insists
that ‘in order to restore Christianity to its
full vitality', it is essential o return it 1o the
evangelcal foundatons from which it
was tom by the imoact of the philosophy
of Descartes from the mid-seventeenth
cenury 1o the French Revolution and
beyond. In particular Joan Paul emoha-
sises that salvation—and ‘Christianity is

& religion of salvation'—means to liberate |

from evil,

In & clear echo of Cardiral Joseph
Ratzinger's polemics aganst the libera-
tion theclogians a deczade aqgo, the Pope
puts I'beration from ‘radical, ultimate evil’,
before saving people from social evis
{injuslice, coercion, exploitaticn) or dis-
ease or natural d sasters. In case there is
any doubt about the consecuences of
man's rejection of Ged, it is ‘eternal
damnaticn’, othenwise known as hell,

f you were brought up in the one true

church before the liveralising impacl |

of the Second Vatican Council in the
mid-1960s and you think this is- begin-
ning fo sound familiar, you're right.
John Paul wanis to oring back the gead
old hell-fire sermons:

‘Let's remember that not so long aqo,
in sermons curing retreats or missions,
the Lasr Things—death, judgement,
heaven, hell and ourgatory—were atways
a standard patt of the pregramme of
meditation, and preachsrs knaw how to
speax 1o them in an effective and evoca-
tive way. How many people were drawn
to conversion and confession by lhese
sermons znc refiections on the Last
Things!'

James Joyce's Portrail of the Arlist as
a Young Man provides probably the most
famous account of such an ‘evocatve
sermon and its rather contradictory
effects. But John Paul believes that
secularism has bred insensitivity to
eschatology anc bewants to revive these
morbid preoccupations. He even clings
1¢ the ‘punfying fire' of purgatory.

Crossing the Threshold of Hope s
a curous mixture of metaphysical
rgflecton and autcdicgraphical anec-
dote, combining biblical exegesis with
festmony to the "authentic values of pop-
Jlar piety" as evidenced by the revival of
oilgrimages ¢ various Marian shrines, It
is certainly strange that a man of such
consoicuous learning should attach such
significance (o the proohecies al Fatima
and to the fact that his own allemplec
assassinalion tock place in 1881 on the
anniversary of the first appearance of the
Virgin to three peasant girls in Portugal In
1917, Mercifully he coes not pontficate
on the signficance of the movemnerls of
statues at Ballingpittle anc elsewhere in
rurzl Ireland in recent years.

Queting St Paul's injunction 'Woe tc me
if | do not preach the Gospel’, John Paul
lcoks forward to the ‘new evangelisation’
proceeding ne the next mileanium,
After & brief survey of the heroic mission-
ary record (no apolegies here in the
manner of those guilt-ricden commemno-
rations of the conquest of the Americas),
the Pope provides a candid assessment
of Catholic attitudes towards other rali-
gions anc other denaminations within
Christianty. Dismissing cals mada ‘uni-
laterally or tendenticusly” for ‘pluralism’
and tolerance’, John Paul indicates the
expansicnary spirit that currently orevails
n the Vatican. The success of the World
Yauth Day ‘n Denver in 1993 (a recurrent
theme herg), the convergence belwsen
evangelical Protestarts and Catholics n
North Americz, and the role of the church
in defending third word interesls against
Wastern ntefference at the recent Cairo
cenference on population all indicate the
potential for the influerce of Cathelicism
o grow,

Yet It is cifficut ta turn the wheel of
histery back 300 years. Once the burden
o7 guilt and the clouds of mystification are
lifted, 1 is not easy to replace tham,
even fram one generation i¢ the next.
The relentlessly destabilising Influence

cof the capitaist system counterzcls

any attempl lo reslore the moral coces
or hierarchical structures of feudal
Catheliciem. The church has benefited
from the colapse of Stalinism, bul it s
quite incapable of containing the
destructive and disintegrative forces that
are likely o be unleashed by the decay
of the capitalist system. So, be nol afraid,
Marxism lives. L]

His Holiness Jonhr Paul |l Crossing the
Threshold of Hepe, Jonathan Cape,
£2.99 pbx.
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EBRERM hirty years age, Susan Sontag
wrote thal 'if homesexuzls hadn'l
mere  or 'ess invented camp.
somecne else woula' (Notas on
no, 1964). She could not ha

an that camp would be
re-invented by someone else—
a someane who s none other than
ihe Bad Black Male, swom-ensmy of the
orgina authoss of camp.

cok at the cverblown he-man figures
ademing the gangsta rap
records and black music magazines
suchk as Skank and The
Comparg them with the male mocels
who advertise wank-[phonellines, or
the exaggeraled images of masculin-
ity createc by Tom of Finland and other
gay artists. Reverse oul the colouring
{black to white and vice verssz), and
you will find that the two sets of
mages are almost icentical. Whal we are
ooking at here is an advanced case aof
gangsta camp.

fores

covers of

Sourcce.

| am not suggesting thal gangsia
rappers are necessarily gay, nor that all
gays are closet gangstas. Some of them
may be. out thal's pol the point. Rather.
the exaggeraled, highly mannered
images of rap and ragga have a ot In
common  with  the itsch-machismo
currently assocated wilth piIN-Ups
and nightclub performers. Gay camp
wanis o suck cock while gangsla camp
prefers pussy. But in their fantasies of
whal a real man should be, both Camps
exaggerate the same lealuras and
the point of absurdity.

Bolh camps perferm an inonic doudle-
taxe on their own inflated {antasias. Wit
fhls close-croppec hair, expansive mous
tache and muscle-filed t-shirt, the
archetypal gay man af the eighties was
a parcdy as well as an amplificaton of
masculinity; as if lo say ‘I'm a real
marn. Not'

Lkewise, the adeption of the fjurgle’
label is a declaration that this latest form
of black music 's driven by streng, sexual
urges; bul | Is alse an ronic feint at the
rolicn that blacks are high on instinc
and low on 1Q. The stresl sty'e Kknown as
‘Raggamuffin’ paradied the traditi
hang-me-dewn  clothes, ard pal
dance-stance which wa !
self-mocking at the same time., Ir
lheir resoective versions of camp, Bac
Black Males are expressing the same
sort ol longue-in-cheek sensibility as the

‘batty boys' they love 10 hate.
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Bad Black Males have much in common with the
‘batty boys' they love to hate writes Andrew Calcutt

a common @'ement in the black and

styles  fies in the experence of
ginalty common (o I groups.
en in taday's ‘mulliculiural society’, gay
> treated as criminals an
account of their sexuality; ikewise &
are defined as crimnals, just
ause they are black, Risharec from
> manstream, exiled o the margns,
as come aoout as the means 10
describe the expenence of being shul
from the rest of the world.

MARXISM

Gangsta cam

Soul brothers?
Freddie Mercury
(top left) and
Shabba Ranks

Camp is an expression of exclusion,
translated into excluswity, The camp sen
sibility allows those wha have been sep
arated from socialy ¢ fing comfort in
goition of their fzllow outcasts.
Mutual recegnition enables the outsiders
¢ redefne themselves as the in-crowd.
8ut the inherent self-m ry of camp
suggests that this is a forlam attemot to
make the best of a bad situation, Tuming
alieration into an art form s the defining
elemenl commaen to both camps. @

S
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WAR & PEACE
IN IRELAND

Britain and the IRA in the New World Order

by ‘
Mark Ryan

“.a valuable and illominating contribution
to the present debate” :
Tim Paf Coogan

Why has the IRA given up after 25 years of war with
Britain? War ¢ Peace in Trefand investigates the origins of
the ‘peace process” in the politics of the New World Order
andthe immense changes in Ireland, North and South.

Analysing the demise of the political traditions that have
dominated Irish socrety since the 19208, and the diminishing
status of the Union in Britain, author Mark Ryan indicates
the destabilising consequences of these historic
developments.

Published by Pluto Press; £8.95pbk

Avsilable from Junius Publications, BOM JPE;
London WCIN 3XX. Make cheques payable to Junius
Puiblications Ltd; add 75p for postage and packing

I.IVINGO,, /

THE
STATE Vi Lenin
REVOLUTION Iy

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

Lenin's State and Revolution is the Marxist
revolutionary's critique of capitalist state power, written
as the author led the overthrow of the Russian state in
1917.

A new introduction by James Heartfield explains why
Lemn S exposure of The mllrtary power dnd 1urcauud(,y

for today.

Published by Junius Publications. £5.95pbk

Available from Junius Publications, BCM JPLtd, London
WCIN 3XX. Make chegues payable to Junius
Publications Ltd; add 75p for postage and packing




Hollywood’s latest film about
Africa depicts the world as black
and white in more ways than one,

says Toby Marshall

he pedigree of A Good fdan
in Africa suggests that it should be
different from the usual Hollywooc
mages of Afdcan lifa. Not only
does it have an all-siar cast (Sean
Connery, Joanne \Whalley-Kiimer,
Louis Gosset) and a mult-million

* pound budget, but the man
fioures behind the film are krowledge-
able zbout Africa anc sympathelic lo
its pecple.

The director is wveteran Australan
Bruce Beresford, He nas lved and
worked in Nigeria anc has directed
a number of documentaries on Afnican
scciety. The screenplay was written by
William Boyd, who adapted it from his
original nevel, anc who ‘ivec most of his
early life in Ghara and Nigeria. Aside
from A Good Man in Africa, many of his
other novels—notaoly An fce Cream War
and Brazzavilie Beach—are fictional sed
accounts of African life. Boyd and
Beresford collaborsted on a 1830 film,
Mr Johnston, which deall with colonialism
in Nigera

Africa is a centinent in which both
Beresford and Boyd have staked consd-
erable personal ard artistic commitment.
Yel the fim leaves you with a sense of
being told anly half a stony.

A Good Man In Africa is set n the
fictional West Afrcan state of Kinjanja.

At heart it i a story of corruption and

redemption.

Botn bock anc film centre around the |

shambolic character Morgan
(Colin Freils), the Britsh Deputy High
Commissionar. The oegins with
Leafy's attempts to influence a leading
local opoaosition politician Sam Acekunle
{Lous Gossel Jnr) on behaf of the Britsh
government, by offering him an zl-
expenses pad stay at a London hotel
(it is ncl clear whether the hota
owned by Mohammed al-Fayed).

ealy
Leafy

sony

v/as

But Leafy bungles his mission when
he is czught sleeping with Acekurle's
wife Celia (Joanre Whalley-Kilmer). As
a result, he is blackmailed and dragged
nto Adekunle’'s own web of Dribery
and corrupton. Redemplion coemes in
the form of the ‘geod man' Dr Murray
{Sean Connery), whose assent Adekunle
needs to proceed with a dodgy properly
deal, but who it seems cannot be bought
at any price

In making A Good Man in Afnca,
Beresford has done little that is filmic
and added little to the book. The one
strking difference is in the denouement.
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Sean Connery plays
ihe white man in
Bruce Beresford's
new film
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The ambivalence of the nove! is stripped
away. The film has here a clarity and
a certainty that the novel lacks.

In both novel and fim the key moment
arrives when the 'gocd man' refuses ©
be bribed. Mumray's honesty and integriy
inspire Leafy to challenge Acekurle's
comupt methods, In the novel, however,
Boyd ‘eaves it 10 our imagination as @
how far Leafy has been redeemed.

In the film there is ro such ambiguity,
The trarsformation of Lesafy is complete,
The film cioses with Murray's deslh as
the army puts down a riot. "Why co gocd
men always die?, asks Leafy as Murray
lies dying in his arms. Spurred on by the

memory of Muray, Leafy vows to chal-
enge the 'svil’ Adexunle and to root cut
coruption in Kinjanja. The white man, the
flm seems fc be saying, will have 0 act
as the salvation for the black man.

Cf course, in most films that grow out
of nove's, Hollywaoed strips away the orig-
inal's subtleties and wums ambiguities
into meral certainties. But there seems
more to it than this in A Good Man In
Africa. The transformation from beck to
film also seems to reveal a transformation
in our perceptions of Afrca. The more
sublle understancing of Africa has
been left behind and everything is
now presentec, qute literally, in black
and white. ®

SAMNITHA WEHINNA (OLOHL
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REVIEW OF BOOKS

As the theory that race is a social construct gets a hearing, Suke Wolton looks at the

strengths and weaknesses of the argument

White power

The Invention of the White Race, Vol1: Racial Oppression and Social Control,

Theadore W Allen, Verso, 1994, £39.95 hbk, £14.95 pbk

Slavery and Freedom in Nmeteenth Century Amerlca, Eric Faner, Clarendon Press, 1994, £4.50 pok
The Black Atlantic, Pau Cllro,. \.’efsn 1662, Su.gs hb»( 531193 pb< ,

Racist Culture, David Theo Gﬂ'dLe rd, thmc’l 1993, 9.13 99 pbk

Constructions of Race, Place and Natlon, Peter Jackson and Jan Penrose I:ds)

UCL Press, 1993, £35 hbk, £12.95 pdk

Inside Babylon, Winston James and Clive Harris (Eco) Vcrso, 1093 Soa95 th &m 95 pl:xk

Towards the Abolition of Whiteness, David R Robdngor Verso. 1994, £11g5 pb»(

Racism and theories of racial superiority have been
central to conservative thinking. At the turn of the cen-
tury racial ideologies were at their height, as European
colonies spread from Africa to the Far East, Race was
understood to be a system of natural classification for all
humanity that put white Europeans and Americans at the
top and arranged the rest of the races in descending order.
Racial ideology presented Western domination as natural
superiority, providing the mainstay of ruling class
thought.

With decolonisation and black migration to Europe,
sociologists and anthropologists have been more cautious
about emphasising white supremacy. Instead they con-
centrated on relations between the races, upon the failure
of blacks and Asians to assimilate into white society and
upon the failure of third world countries to develop along
Western lines.

But today the emphasis in racial theory is shifting
again. On one hand, conservative pscudo-science is
claiming once more to have discovered natural, inherited
differences between people of different races. On the
other, students of ‘post-colonial discourse’ now depict
race as something that is socially constructed rather than
being a natural division. As Theodore Allen promises in
the first volume of his Invention of the White Race: *Twill
substantiate a definition of racial slavery as a sociogenic
rather than a phylogenic phenomenon.’ (p23) For Allen
the idea that whites are naturally better than blacks is out
of the question: only what happens in society can explain
racial differences.

Furthermore these writers have overturned the
usual procedure of taking the white race as the ideal
and explaining how other races fall short of that ideal.
Instead they say that we should examine whiteness
itself and try to understand how white supremacy is
socially constructed. In the books reviewed here, it is the
white rather than the non-white races that are seen as
dysfunctional, For some, like Paul Gilroy, Winston James
and Clive Harris, the black experience is a posilive rather
than a negative model of social organisation.

The understanding of race as a social institution is
a substantial gain over the old apologetic theories of
natural superiority. The investigation of the ideology and
institutions that consolidate white supremacy in
David Rocdiger’s Towards the Abolition of Whiteness
and Allen’s Invention of the White Race are excellently
researched and argued. Racial division is not excused as
something naturally given in our genetic make-up, but
attacked as an artificial constraint that serves to mask real
inequalities.

However, while it is a real advance to look at race
in social terms, the way that these writers develop the
theory raises as many problems as it solves. The weak-
ness of most of these authors is that they understand
society itself in rather narrow terms, concentrating exclu-
sively on cultural and institutional divisions. Any inves-
tigation of how society throws up racial differences is cut
short at the most obvious expressions of white
supremacy, like the old trades’ union closed shop and
personal prejudice. Despite their emphasis on the p
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‘sacial’ origins of race, the one thing that these writers do
not examine is the way in which racial divisions are pro-
duced and reproduced by the way in which society is
organised, Instead. they tend to concentrate on the ideo-
logical and institutional demarcations between racial
groups. As a consequence the relation between the social
divisions created by the capitalist system and racism is
obscured, as racism is reduced 1o the beliefs and actions
of individuals and groups.

To locate the roots of racial thinking in the forms of
capitalist organisation is to imply the possibility of over-
coming racism by transforming sociely. By contrast the
fashionable theory of race as a construction sces racism
as principally a prejudice, or at most a kind of closed shop
against immigrants. The conclusion that this theory leads
to is that blacks need to create a counter-culture as a site
of resistance. Promoting the goal of many different
cultures, while denying the superiorily of any one, the
modern theory of race as a sociul construct ends up
excusing the racial divide in a more comprehensive and
contemporary way than the ideology of white supremacy
ever could today.

When the idea of race originally arose. it was noteven
defined in terms of colour, but of good breeding. That
original racial sentiment was the elitist outlook of a rul-
ing class that expected to bequeath its refined manners to
the next generation as surcly as ils property and power.

The notion of race changed more than a century ago,
when the idea of democracy was expanded and the vote
extended to give a wider section of the population some
sense of a stake in the system. Race now became
a broader device to give a working definition of who was
in and who was out. Citizenship was accorded only to
certain racial groups. This is clear in the mid-nineteenth
century developments in the USA, outlined in Eric
Foner’s Slavery and Freedom in Nineteenth-Century
America.

The British working class was
granted the vote at the same time as
‘inferior’ races from the colonial world
were subjugated more forcibly

Prior to the 1840°s black people, at least in the North,
were granted the vote if they could fulfil the property
gualification. The civil war of the 1860s, retrospectively
justified in terms of the liberation of the slaves, estab-
lished Northern industrial hegemony over the US
economy. It created the conditions for the further indus-
trial development of America, and so expanded the work-
ing class enormously. The loyalty of this new working
class was, as Foner tells it, bought by giving the white
workers the votes and denigrating the blacks. Blacks
were denied the vote until the 1870s—despite having had
it in the 1840s in Pennsylvania and New York states. In
Britain the expansion of the suffrage coincided with the
development of the empire as an object of pride. The
British working class was granted the vote at the same
time as ‘inferior’ races from the colonial world were
subjugated more forcibly.

[n the history of the consolidation of the racial divide
there is a great deal of evidence of the manipulation of
race by the authoritics, The racial divide was politicised
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in a way that galvanised indigenous working class
support for the status quo. But concentrating on the ideo-
logical expressions of race leads these proponents of the
theory of race as a social construction to sce it simply as
a conscious strategy on the part of the powers that be,

In fact racism cannot simply be an invention or
Machiavellian plot. The consequences of racism may be
entirely to the benefit of the ruling class—Dbut the basis of
the racial divide is the weakness not the strength of its
system. Inequalitics within the working class are not
invented by ideologues, they are real, arising out of the
uneven development of capitalism. Irish immigrants Lo
Britain and black slaves taken to Amecrica really were
inferior in social status. The ideology of race gave
a forceful expression and bogus legitimacy to those
inequalities, but did not create them. If racial ideology
did not reflect a real division it would have no more
purchase than the dislike for Jehovah's Witnesses. 1t is
because race prejudice is not a conspiracy, but reflects
real inequalities of income, mobility and employment,
that it is so deeply entrenched. Where prejudices arc
confirmed by the experience of inequality they become
more than prejudices.

If racial ideology did not reflect a real
division it would have no more purchase
than the dislike for Jehovah's Witnesses

Writing about India, Allen says ‘racial oppression [was]
introduced as a deliberate ruling class policy where it
was not originally intended’ (The Invention of the White
Race, p23). But the British Raj was not capable of
‘inventing’ Pakistani nationalism or Sikh separatism.
It was the weakness of the colonial economy that led
them to endorse segregation in a crude attempt at con-
tainment. The fashion, therefore, for the idea of “con-
structed” identities, preoccupied with the success of the
tactic, ignores the weakness of the strategy. It is a theory
that only sees the last move in the consolidation of divi-
sion, the institutionalisation of sectarianism, without
understanding that these divisions were already implicit
in the uneven development of the Indian economy under
British rule.

The foundations of racism within the structures of
society are not, however, the real subject matter of the
‘social constructionists’. Today's theorists who claim
that race is an invented identity are more interested in
showing how it is justified and articulated, than how it
arises out of the limitations of capitalist society. The
differences between these authors is who they think did
the inventing. Allen thinks the ruling class did it for the
purposes of social control. David Roediger thinks the
ruling class did it to make the white workers loyal.
Winston James. Clive Harris, Peter Jackson, Jan Penrose
and Paul Gilroy, by contrast, put the stress on the way that
black people invent their own identities.

To these latter, more radical proponents of the theory
of the social construction of race the idea that the ruling
class can simply impose ‘divide-and-rule’ identities is
demeaning to black people. presenting them only as
victims. Instead they presume that people must create
their own identifiable groups. For example, Winston
James and Clive Harris argue that: ‘Like all nations,
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nationalitics and ethnic groups, Afro-Caribbean people in
Britain have erected boundaries in relation to those with
whom they identily.” (fnside Babylon, p266)

This more extreme version of the theory only draws
out the consequences of sceing racial division solely in
terms of cultural exclusiveness. Considered apart from
the social force of capitalist domination, the defensive
strategy of black separatism is put on a pur with while
racial identity.

It is true that young blacks use rap slang to hide their
rage in a form inaccessible to white teachers. But the
black people living in Stonebridge Park, Moss Side or
Broadwater Farm did not ‘erect boundaries’; they were
driven into ghettos and policed into sceing “differences’
by the presence of riot vans and early morning “visits”.
To suppose that black people in Britain are responsible
for their own isolation and segregation is to turn reality
upside down,

James, Harris, Jackson, Penrose, Gilroy, Roediger.
Allen and Goldberg all claim to be on the side of
the oppressed, But endorsing difference is a difficult
operation if it is not to sound like apartheid, Their resolu-
tion of this problem is to bolster the case for difference
with a phoney celebration of the identities of the
oppressed.

David Roediger implies that blackness is better
because in contrast: ‘It is not merely that whiteness is
oppressive and false: it is that whiteness is nothing but
oppressive and false.” (Towards the Abolition of White-
ness, pl3, although Roediger never specifies what
exactly makes black culture more thun oppressed and
false.)

Peter Jackson and Jan Penrose have decided static
identities, like whiteness, are the problem ones. Whereas
others identities are ‘dynamic and plural® (Construction
of Race, Place and Nation, p207). As Paul Gilroy sees
it, the experience ol the black diaspora has created
an open identity that is valuable precisely because it is
not exclusive. Gilroy celebrates:

‘the value of mutation, hybridity, and intermixture
en route 10 better theories of racism and of black political
culture than those so far offered by cultural absolutists of
various phenotypical hues.” (The Black Atlantic, p223)

Of course migrations can be a great force for optimism
and change. But the conditions of insecurity and brutali-
sation of the black migrations across the Atlantic are no
cause for celebration.

The *invented race’ school, however, appears to have
forgotten about the reality of social power. For David
Theo Goldberg we need merely the power to speak:
“To control the conceptual scheme is thus o command
one’s world.” (Racist Culiure, p9) Goldberg’s thesis is
to give up on all the promises of equality from the
Enlightenment since their fulfilment has been denied.
Instead of striving for equality in the real world.
Goldberg looks for a conceptual freedom through the cel-
ebration of ‘particular historical, social and cultural
differences’ (p3).

Jackson and Penrose also find solace in their
academic studies when theyv say: ‘From this perspective,
social construction theory can be seen to offer a radical

form of analysis and exciting possibilities for envisioning
societal transformation.” (p3) The way that they pereeive
change coming out of ideas is through a process of
analysis followed by letting the ideas take over:

‘As all of this suggests, the social construction
perspective works by identifying the components and
processes of category construction. The resultant knowl-
edge can then be used to reconstruct categories in ways
which allow their inherent power to be used in the pursuit
of equality.” (p3)

The implication in this is that there will be equality in
a ‘category’, And presumably there will be pic in the sky
when you die.

To demand nicer academic categorics in the hope
of ending racism really only succeeds in putling an
altractive gloss on racial division. Just as racism is
not simply invented, so we cannot sit around and invent
a better identity, Dreaming up non-racist nationalities is
not an option. Indeed it can only succeed in providing
a more beguiling apology lor racism than the white
supremacists could hope to produce.

If the idea that race is social were developed to its
real potential it would be a brilliant guide to challenging
racism on the ground. But the fashionable theory of race
as a social invention reduces society to the operation of
prejudices and restraints between groups and individuals.
To properly address racial division it has to be located not
in society in the abstract. but in the forms of organisation
and control prevalent in this society, capitalist sociely.
It is only by challenging the divisions created by capitalist
society that racism can be effectively challenged.

The black people living in Stonebridge
Park, Moss Side or Broadwater Farm
did not ‘erect boundaries’; they were

driven into ghettos and policed into
seeing ‘differences’

Roediger cites Dan Scully the Irish American head
of the longshoremen’s union, teslifying before the
Louisiana legislature during a strike in 1907, Scully’s
terminology would not endear him to today’s politically
correct anti-racists, but more clearly expresses an opposi-
tion to the racial divisions society has created than
any of them:

“T guess before long vou’ll be calling us nigger-
lovers, too. Mavbe vou want to know next how I would
like it if my sister married a nigger?....I wasn’t always
a nigger-lover, 1 fought in everv strike to keep black
labour off the dock. I fought until in the while-supremacy
strike your white-supremacy governor sent his white-
supremacy militia and shot us white-supremacy strikers
full of holes, You talk about us conspiring with
niggers...but let me tell you and your gang, there was
a time when I wouldn’t even work beside a nigger.... You
made me work with niggers, cat with niggers, sleep
with niggers. drink out of the same water bucket with
niggers, and finally got me to the point where il one
of them blubbers something about more pay, | say, ‘Come
on nigger, let’s go after the white bastards.”” (p26)
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On Foot Through Africa, nyona Campocll
Orion, £1699hbk ...

Ffyona Campbell’s walk from Cape Town to Tangier,
chronicled in On Foot Through Africa, and for the BBC,
avoids the two traditional ways of travelling to Africa—
the ‘Mad Dogs and Englishmen’ package tour with
the nomadic Aussies suffering from sunstroke and the
Oxbridge graduates taking a year out, and the “craft and
textile holiday” with bronzed hippies whose only conver-
sation is about how dope should be legalised. Instead
Campbell’s journey is an eclectic mix of uscful insights
into the problems a Western walker might face crossing
Africa on foot, a smattering of the beliefs of Africa’s
old colonial masters and the prejudices of a politically
correct, eco-friendly upper class crusty.

Most of the immediate problems which Campbell
faced are the direct result of wealthy Western travellers’
arrogance. The normal behaviour of packs of overlanders
travelling through Africa is 1o abuse the locals, speed
through villages leaving mangled crops and dead
chickens in their wake. get involved in fights and
insult Africans by offering money for simple advice and
hospitality. These short-term visitors are, however, only
doing what aid agencies have turned into a way of life.
Campbell describes how in Burkina Faso aid workers
lived in fine houses with air conditioning and servants,
living off the situation [drought] and playing along with
Westerners views on what Africa needed. The result is
hostility towards the whites who follow, even well-
meaning travellers. Campbell and her travelling team
mates spent a lot of time stumbling over these legacies,

But On Foot Through Africa reveals some insights
into Campbell’s own motivations and preconceptions,
tov. She expresses many of the contemporary Western
prejudices about Africans who, she confirms for those
who have not been to Africa or met any, are unsuited Lo
Western ways. Campbell believes she has solved the
riddle of why Alrica is in its current predicament:
“That’s the problem with Africans handling Western
bureaucracy: they've had the system hammered into
them but they don’t know whal it means.” If you missed
the point, Campbell believes Africans belong in the past.
It is in this vein that she applauds Raymond, her horribly
self righteous ex-boyfriend, as he discusses local herbal
remedies and demonstrates long and best-forgotten
traditional fire-lighting methods to villagers in Zaire.
‘He’d become a caretaker of these traditions and was
returning them to their rightful owners’, she coos.

For Westerners travelling around Alfrica today it is
more or less compulsory to discover something dark and
dangerous about Africans and humanity more broadly.
If you are a liberal-minded Westerner you don’t talk of
untrustworthy blacks, although Campbell does tend to
find superstitious Africans in most villages and corrupt
officials in every town, As befits the politically correct
traveller of the 1990s, Campbell discovers that African
men (Campbell refers to them as ‘dodgy brothers’
and has a gencrally low opinion of them) are the heart
of darkness of the African continent. In Zaire she
suggests that drunken wife-beating is a national pastime.
Belore she gets to her final destination, Alrican men have
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intimidated and harassed her, and generally behaved in
a manner closer to animals than human beings.

This caricature of African men is confirmed at the end
of her journey when she reached Morocco. She imagines
that nearly all the Moroccan males she meets are driven
to masturbate as soon as they clap cyes on her. As she
tells it, motor cyclists drive by wanking and Mercedes
drivers stop to have a ‘Moroccan piss’ every time they
catch sight of her. This unending criticism of the
behaviour of African males gradually becomes a moral
condemnation of Africa. In fact, Campbell toys with the
idea of launching a campaign against sexual harassment
in Morocco. The risk of not being allowed to complete
her walk seems to have prevented her from doing so.

Although Ffyona Campbell has undertaken a mam-
moth journey of 16 088 kilomelres over two years,
On Foot Through Africa reads like a small step of
self-discovery for one woman. Campbell believes there
is nothing on Earth left to explore: “What remains is
an exploration of sclf.” Most writers on Africa claim
to give us greal insights into African socicty bul end
up telling the reader more about their own fears and
preoccupations. At least Ffyona Campbell is honest
cnough lo say that On Foot Through Africa is a study
of herself rather than Africa.

Emmanuel Oliver

O T
War of the Words: The Political COrrectness
Debate, Sarah Dunant (Ed), Virago Press, 799 pbk

Offered up as a debate, this collection should be called
Political Correctness: A Defence. “What's all the fuss?’,
is the complaint of the lion’s share of the contributors,
‘political correctness is just a right-wing caricature, and
where it does exist it’s just common sense, like not being
gratuitously offensive to minorities’. A handful of safe
critics like Christopher Hitchens score some good points
about intolerance in universities, but these criticisms only
serve (o isolate the more extreme expressions of the
phenomenon, the better to save its core.

As it happens, political correctness does not need
defending because today it is so much part of the main-
stream that most people will say there really is no such
thing. All the old right-wing prejudices about 4 woman’s
place being in the home and the glories of the British
Empire are painfully transparent the more redundant they
become. But the new PC prejudices are so commonplace
that they do not seem to be prejudices at all. It is readily
assumed that working class men are violent, and
too macho to get used to their share of unemployment
without counselling; that gay-bashing is rampant among
the sexually insecure black males of Brixton; that civil
servants are incapable of behaving humanely without
race-awareness training. Once upon a time, the virtues of
good breeding and chivalry emphasised the superiority
of the genteel classes over the oiks. Today it is mastering
the etiquette of the equal opportunities policy and

the anti-harassment code that elevates the politically |

correct over the underclass. The contributors to the War
of the Words cling on to the idea that they are the victims
in the debate about PC. In reality they are the new elite.
James Heartfield
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