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EDITORIAL

By Richard Brenner

who believes capitalism is the answer to

the world’s problems, and even worse for cap-
italism’s victims. Prices for food and fuel shot
up, threatening millions with starvation,
while America’s economy continued to stall,
raising the threat of global recession.

It’s been another terrible month for anyone

Inflation starvation

In the African state of Burkina Faso, food riots
swept the cities in February, with a huge march
on 28 February in the capital, Quagadougou,
adainst hikes of between 10 per cent and 65 per
cent in food and fuel prices. One marcher said,
“The choice is to demonstrate or to die of hunger.
We have chosen to get our voice heard.”

On just one day — 25 February — wheat prices
rose by 25 per cent, their biggest rise ever. Kaza-
khstan, a major wheat exporter, has tried to cut
exports because its own food inflation has
reached 20 per cent. Russia and Argentina have
done the same. The US, another major wheat
producer, has seen prices hit a record high.

Food prices generally have risen 75 per cent
over the last two years. Droughts caused by glob-
al warming have made things worse. China, Iraq
and Turkey were all hoping to import wheat
because their stocks are running out. Even
the USA's stacks are expected to drop to their
lowest level for 60 years.

In Indonesia in January, 10,000 demon-
strated in Jakarta, after soya bean prices
soared more than 50 per cent in a month and
125 per cent over the last year.

Wheat importers like Mauritania and Senegal
have been especially badly hit. In Egypt, the sec-
ond biggest wheat importer in the world. MP
Mohamed Abdel-Alim claimed thata majority 27
limited-income Egyptian families are suffering
and that “even a simple fuul (fava bean: sand-
wich, the staple of the average Egyptian diet. nas
become too expensive for many to afiord”.

Forty-one percent of Russians spend more
than half their income on food, and 62 per
cent have no savings. Electricity, gas anc
water prices went up 16 per cent in the :'reez-
ing January temperatures. Sergei Polyaxov. =
worker at Kaliningrad’s Balt Keramixa bricx-
works, told Bloomberg news that his 74-yezr-
old mother cannot afford to pay for both ! :cc
and heating, even with a state pension arter 32
years of work. “Everything is just getting
more expensive, fromfood to everything elsz...
I have to help her live,” The social policy chiz!
of the Russian Academy of Sciences added: "F -
many, the situation is much worse than the =72-
cial figures show. The poor are hardest niz”

What about China? Consumer prices hit an
11-year high in January, with food and fuel price
rises driven by soar-away economic growth, dis-
ease in the country’s pig farms and the impact
of the terrible snowstorms this winter. This is
bad news for hundreds of millions of Chinese
workers and peasants — especially in the inte-
rior, where wages remain low. And it’s bad news
for the world economy.

Dong Tao, an economist for Credit Suisse
explains: “We are taking for granted that
China will provide cheap products forever. But
I think we are probably about to see the end of
an era. China is exporting inflation in a big way.
The rest of the world will feel that.”

Union leaders
should demand an
equivalent pay rise

for every rise in
prices, a freeze on
food and fuel
prices, and
nationalisation of
the banks and any
company declaring
job cuts

Winter in America

Thev're 2e ...Lm feeling it in the US, the biggest
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Crisis threatens glohal poor

@® Food and fuel prices rise sharply across the world
@ Risk of hunger and starvation in Africa, Ghina, Russia
® Recession looms in USA and Britain

lent them money are writing off billions. The
“credit crunch” is spreading and getting deep-
er. Banks are lending less money to each other
and loans to businesses have fallen off sharply.
Consumer spending is down. Profits are falling,

As the US economy starts contracting, jobs
will be in the firing line. US economic growth
plunged from nearly 5 per cent in the third quar-
ter of last year to just 0.6 per cent in the
fourth quarter, with many analysts expecting
the economy to contract in the first quarter of
this year. New jobless claims rose to 373,000
in the last week in February, a surge of 19,000
over the previous week and much more than
expected. Consumer confidence fell to its low-
est level in five years.

Home Guard

The UK looks set to follow the US, House prices
fell again last month — the same process that
kicked off the credit problems in America. The
Council of Mortgage Lenders says the number
of properties repossessed by lenders jumped
by 21 per cent in 2007 to their highest figure
since 1999. 27,100 homes were repossessed over
the year, up from 22,400 in 2006 and more than
three times the 2004 figure of 8,200.

To stave off recession, the Bank of England
and its US equivalent, the Federal Reserve, have
been cutting interest rates so that people and
businesses can borrow money more cheaply.
But this bubble of cheap credit is one of things
that got us info this mess in the first place.

Now though, they have a problem. Every rate
cut leads to more inflation, and a fall in the value
of the US dollar. This makes US exports cheap-
er, but —if it goes on much further — could make
other countries want to dump their massive
holdings of dollars. This would lead to a global
currency crisis, and sharper tensions between
the great powers.

Right now one thing is certain. Capitalism
is causing this problem; but the capitalists want
the working class to pay the price.

We should refuse to accept a single pay cut,
a single jobloss, a single rise in prices for basics.
The union leaders should demand an equiva-
lent pay rise for every rise in prices, a freeze on
food and fuel prices, and nationalisation of the
banks and any comparny that declares job cuts.
A massive tax on the super-rich and an end to
the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan could be
used to fund higher benefits, pay and pen-
sions. and better services for all.

We should make the capitalists pay the cost
LL ¢ Jisis. by getting rid of their insane sys-
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Troops out of Irag and Afghanistan @
Don’t attack Iran @ End the siege of Gaza

Demonstrate 15 March

Assemble 12 noon, Trafalgar Square, London
Called by Stop the War, CND, British Muslim Initiative

is year marks the fifth anniversary of the Iraq war.

On 15 February 2003, up to two million people

marched in London, over 20 million worldwide, in
protest against the imminent invasion of Iraq.

We were right to doubt the excuse of weapons of mass
destruction. We were right to predict life would be worse
under US and British occupation. We were right to claim
that the invasion was in order to control the Middle East
and its massive oil reserves.

This year's demonstration comes when the Afghanistan
war is beginning to unravel. Despite the brief respite in the
news, caused by Prince Harry's short visit to the front,
designed solely as a public relations exercise to boost morale
in a flagging war, Britain and Nato are losing ground.

Iraq has been temporarily stabilised because of the enor-
mous surge of US troops. But their presence is unsustain-
able, and the “pacification” has come at the expense of stir-
ring up sectarian and ethnic hatreds.

Now Gordon Brown and George Bush have told their agent
in the Middle East, Israel, that it starve, bomb and invade the
Gaza Strip, in order to crush the Palestinian resistance.

The Stop the War demonstration on 15 March in Lon-
don must therefore be more militant and urgent than ever,
demanding: “Troops out of Afghanistan and Iraq now! Break
the Siege of Gazal”

Public sector workers are preparing to strike
against pay cuts; Birmingham council staff
are still in dispute. We call for unity —and to
link up with the unemployed and sick

Luke Cooper looks forward to a student teach-
in on direct action against climate change,
while Joy Macready reviews last month’s
trade union conference on the same subject

Rebecca Anderson says a migrant workers
conference comes just in time to fight new
attacks, while Kam Kumar reports on the lat-
est moves to restrict abortion rights

We print a statement from the League for the
Fifth International, calling for an global
intifada against Israel’s “holocaust” in Gaza

Pwo referenda in May will decide whether
Evo Morales’ government in Bolivia
will go on — or be defeated by the neolib-

eral right, writes Keith Spencer

A recent spate of strikes in Egypt have
shaken President Mubarak's regime,
writes Simon Hardy, but workers need

their own party to finish him off

Elections in Pakistan delievered a blow
to president Musharraf. But, asks Kaza
Ali will the PPP and PML-N now force

the dictator from office?

1968 was one of the “mad years” when
the world seemed to catch fire. Dave
Stockton starts our new historical

series by looking at the Vietnam war

SHELTER [N A STORM

Staff at Shelter, the homeless
charity, are striking on 5 March.
Management is demanding that
every worker puts in two and a half
hours a week for free. Plus pay
increases have been suspended and
dozens have been made redundant.
Most are losing £2,000 — £5,000.

One worker told The Observer:
“I'm the main breadwinner in my
household and am living in a one-
bedroom flat with two children...
it's going to be very difficult to
pay the mortgage.”

Hundreds have joined the Unite-
T&G union in order to fight back.

We say: nationalise Shelter and
the “voluntary” sector, which has
grown as council and central gov-
ernment services have shrunk. The
NGOs are no substitute for public
services, run by workers and the
community, and owned by society.

HANDS OFF VENEZUELA!

Big oil is waging an economic
war against Venezuela. A spate of
partial nationalisations in 2006
meant that Western multination-
als had to give up 60 per cent of
their shares. BP, Statoihydro ASA
and Total agreed, but Exxon refused.

Now Exxonis claiming compen-
sation from Venezuela's state-
owned PDVSA. Dutch, British and
US courts have frozen over $12 bil-
lion worth of PDVSA's assets.

Exxon is not short of money; last
year it made £20 billion profits.
Venezuelan Oil Minister Rafael
Ramirez called the action, “judicial
terrorism”, We’d say, imperialism.

Workers of the world should
stand shoulder to shoulder with the
Venezuelans' right to nationalise
their natural wealth — without
any compensation to the oil majors.

Labour MP Andrew Miller’s Tem-
porary and Agency Workers Bill has
passed its first stage in parliament
by 147 votes to 11. It calls for
Britain’s 1.4 million temps to

Afghanistan — the war that western liberals
and the European Union supported — i
becoming more indistinguishable from Iraq
by the day, argues Jo Cassidy

The race for London Mayor is hotting
up. Jeremy Dewar calls on workers to
vote for Labour’s Ken Livingstone — but
; warns that they will have to fight him

receive equal rights.

The CBI claims it would cost
quarter of a million jobs. Tory shad-
ow minister Alan Duncan called it
“unnecessary and damaging”.

TUC research, however, shows
that agency workers get paid 80p
for every pound earned by perma-
nent staff, a quarter of all “temps”
have been in post for more than a
year but can be sacked instantly, and
nearly half want a proper contract.

So, Gordon Brown and Alistair
Darling, which side are you on?

Vladimir Putin’s chosen successor,
Dmitry Medvedey, has predictably won
the Russian election. Andy Yorke sur-

veys the land he has inherited

E : ; Where we stand, contact points, activists’
diary, join us!

E 4Spoﬂight on Kosova and the right of

smalil nations to self-determination

Workers Power held its conference last
month, We publish some of the docu-
ments we passed on theeconomy, the
unions and the far left
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eachers are in the middle of

a ballot for a national one-

day strike over pay on 24
April. Teachers have had below
inflation pay rises since 2005 and
the current offer of 2.45 per cent,
then 2.3 per cent for the following
two years is well below the Retail
Price Index figure of 4 per cent.

Teachers would be mad to
accept a three-year deal with a like-
ly recession on the horizon,
Indeed, prices of food, petrol,
domestic energy, mortgages and
childcare, plus council tax bills are
already shooting up. Young teach-
ers, starting on a salary well below
that of local government gradu-
ates, are in a particularly diffi-
cult position as they struggle to
pay off student debts and get onto
the housing ladder. Schools min-
ister Ed Balls has offered us a
pay cut at a time when the work-
load of teachers is spiralling out
of control.

The NUT ballot is long overdue;
we need to strike on 24 April with
a thumping majority and a good
turn out.

We also need to win! The 24th

should not be just a protest strike,
it should be the launch of a rapid-
ly escalating campaign of action to
ensure a victory for our fight for
£3,000 or 10 per cent, whicheveris
greater. One-day action by itself will
not win our demands.

It is clear that NUT leaders do not
have a strategy for winning this dis-
pute. Their decision to rule out “dis-
continuous action” in the ballot
proves that they do notwant to see
any escalation. Under the anti-
union laws, there would have to be
another baltlot before further action
could be taken: months of delays
instead of escalating action.

Instead of defying the anti-union
laws, general secretary Steve Sin-
nott is hiding behind them!

What Next?

NUT Conference at Easter can put
maximum pressure on the exec-
utive to hold a second ballot direct-
ly after 24 April in order to esca-
late the action as quickly as
possible. Our leaders will stall and
delay over action, as they did over
the ballot. Rank and file mem-
bers must urgently insist on a

strategy to win. Such a strategy

needs to:

® Make the one-day strike a
launching pad for more action;
we need a rapid escalation of
action culminating in an all out,
indefinite strike.

® Organise democratically elected
bodies to represent the strikers

Teachers’ pay: vote ‘Yes’ for
strike, but more action needed

National Union of Teachers activist, Bernie
McAdam, outlines arguments for a strike
over pay this year — but warns it will take
more than a one-day protest

in every area; this could provide
a real basis for a Rank and File
Movement and an alternative
fighting leadership within the
union.

@® Draw in the active support of
pupils and parents, who have
been the backbone of many anti-
privatisation campaigns.

What we say

Across the public sector, the Labour government has declared
war both on the workers who provide services and on those
who use them. Brown and Darling are confident that the union
leaders will side with them and will delay, divide and divert
every attempt to defend pay, conditions and services. Left to
themselves, that is exactly what they wili do, as they did last

year. But they can be stopped.

@ Within every union, militants need to organise locally and
nationally to mobilise their memberships to force leaders to
take action or, if they will not, to take action themseives.

@ Within workplaces, joint union action committees are needed
to coordinate campaigning and prevent all attempts to divide

and ruie.

® Between the unions, rank and file organisation is necessary

at both local and national level to maximise the impact of

strikes and to counter any move towards separate deals.
Union leaders may believe that preventing an all-out battle with
Labour will improve their chances of winning some
concessions on the government's overall strategy of privatising
or withdrawing public services but, if so, they are dangerously
mistaken. Any weakness over pay and jobs will only encourage
further attacks and accelerate privatisation. But, equally, an
effective campaign over pay can be the start of a determined
offensive against the government’s whole strategy.

By a UCU activist

ecturers in the University and
I Colleges Union begin bai-
oting for strike action on
14 March. The ballot and the threat
of strike action back up an annu-
al pay claim, submitted alongside
other unions with members in the
further education sector, of 6 per
cent or £1,500 whichever is the
greater, a minimum hourly rate of
£7.38 and a commitment to nego-
tiations to establish common con-
ditions of service nationally.

The decision to ballot for strike
action was taken in the light of the
appalling results of last year's
claim. In October, union officials

College Iecturers

T

recommended acceptance of a 2.55
per cent settlement, which had been
accepted by other unions, despite
the fact that, with inflation above 4
per cent, it represented an actual
pay cut.

Although a special conference
rejected that proposal and support-
ed calls for action in support of a

vvvv

.....
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deal whlch at least matched the
inflation rate, with the other unions
having settled, no action was taken
and in a majority of colleges man-
agements simply imposed local set-
tlements. For many in the fur-
ther education sector of the newly
amalgamated union, this was not
a promising beginning.
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Unity

One lesson is clear; a unified
pay claim, submitted by all the
unions in the sector, will only
strengthen us against the
employers if it leads to unified
action. UCU’s decision, pending
the ballot, to call a first strike
on 24 April, alongside the Nation-
al Union of Teachers, is certain-
ly a step in the right direction,
but by no means a guarantee of
an effective campaign.

Within the colleges, we need to
coordinate action between all the
unions involved and to prepare
for escalating action, up to an indef-
inite closure of all colleges, until
the full claim is met.
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he Department of Work and

Pensions plans to cut anoth-

er 12,000 jobs, privatise up
to £75 billion of employment serv-
ice contracts, and close 200 offices.
This is part of a callous and blatant
attempt to force millions off ben-
efits just before an economic
downturn threatens to throw
thousands out of work.

Labour jobs minister James
Purnell said, “Our goals are ambi-
tious: one million people off inca-
pacity benefit, 300,000 more sin-
gle parents at work, one million
more older workers.”

This is coupled with investment
banker David Freud’s reactionary
agenda of getting two million
sick people off incapacity benefit,
regardless of their health. Instead,
cheapskate bosses will get a
£50,000 subsidy for every worker
they take on an 18-month contract.

Caroline Flint, the aptly-named
housing ministey, said recently that
all new council tenants will have to
find paid work to secure their flat,
and that this scheme could be rolled
out to all existing tenants. What
would happen to those who did not
get jobs? Would they be chucked on
the street?

Not to be outdone, Home Office
minister Vernon Coaker floated the
idea of withdrawing benefits from
“drug addicts”.

Class-wide response

These plans are based on Freud's
2007 report into welfare provision,
which argued for a mixture of pub-
lic, private and charity organisa-
tions to run the “welfare market”.
Contracts should go to the best bid-
der, mostly charities because they
are cheap — over £2.6 billion has
been spent on private contracts

Welfare warfare: fight
cuts to henefits, johs, pay

With a recession likely, Labour is trying to herd claimants into dead-end jobs
and training schemes, while demoralising Job Centre staff with cuts and privatisation.
Simon Hardy calls for a united fightback

already. The DWP would be mar-
ginalised and run down.

The Public and Commercial Ser-
vices union is already in dispute
with the DWP over an imposed
three-year pay deal that amounts
to just 1 per cent a year on average,
despite inflation running at over
4%: nearly half of all civil service
staff are receiving no pay increase
this year.

On 17-18 March 80,000 DWP
staff will strike against this real pay
cut. Good, every other worker — at
work or on benefits - should sup-
port them. However, the last strikes
were three months ago, back in
December. The government has
shown that it can handle one or two
day strikes every few months. The
cuts and reforms still go through

as planned.
The PCS has already failed to
stop 30,000 jobs cuts across the

DWP over the last four years, and
pay levels have sunk through the
floor —~ despite the group leadership
being dominated by the Socialist
Party. The union needs a new strat-
egy to win, one that links up the
workers with the unemployed and
incapacity claimants to expose this
Labour government. Rank and file
militants should demand a dramat-
ic escalation of the action up to and
including an all-out indefinite
strike — not just over pay, but tak-
ing up the issues of privatisation
and benefit cuts.

Claimants can play a crucial role
on picket lines, on rallies and demos
~ but also organising sit-ins at
threatened Job Centres, and visit-
ing workplaces threatened with
redundancies. What is happening
to the welfare state is a class-wide
issue, It deserves a class-wide
response!

he 20,000 strong strike on 5
TFebruary was a brilliant

response to so-called “single
status” plans to cut the pay of 5,000
employees, embodying the slogan,
“An injury to one is an injury to
alll” A second strike, due on Tues-
day 26 February, would have piled
even more pressure on City Hall
chiefs.

But union leaders suspended the
action, as both sides agreed to hold
intensive negotiations on develop-
ing a deal on a new pay and grad-
ing system. Unison regional secre-
tary Valerie Broom stressed, “The
action has only been suspended.”
Two weeks of detailed discussions

will now take place, with any new
deal put to union organised consul-
tation meetings on 12-14 March.

However, Broom “welcomes the
opportunity to have meaningful
negotiations”. Socialist Worker
even went as far as to say that
“Council bosses have been forced
into a significant climbdown... they
have now been forced to the nego-
tiating table.”

But as a GMB steward told Work-
ers Power, “The Council have offered
us nothing but talks. We did not
come out on strike to have talks.”
Absolutely right, Council workers
were striking to stop their pay cuts.
This is not up for negotiation.

Single status strike suspended

Birmingham council workers face losing thousands in pay cuts. Many are already low paid.
Lots would lose bonuses or work longer hours. Bernie McAdam reports on their strike

The council has not given in. [t
is pursuing the same goals by a dif-
ferent tack, by haggling over how
many pay cuts without the pressure
of industrial action — just like Royal
Mail got out of jail free in last year’s
postal strike. Secret talks simply
facilitate union officials to sell-out.

Watch your leaders!
It is crucial that workers control
the direction of these talks and hold
their representatives fo account.
No pay cuts are acceptable - that's
the bottom line. If this proves
impossible, then restart the strikes.
Mass meetings of workers, not
“consultations” must decide the

outcome. Rejection of likely com-
promises should be combined with
calls for a new strategy committing
workers to an all-out indefinite
strike - a tactic being actively dis-
cussed in the GMB,

The council will not roll over
on this issue. Indeed, they view the
exercise as a softening up process
for further privatisation.

The Labour government has
refused to fund single status deals
throughout the country. With a new
national pay deal up for grabs on
1 Apri! and unions demanding 6 per
cent across the board, local govern-
ment workers should campaign for
a nationwide strike.
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ENVIRONMENT

By Luke Cooper

e government has now com-

I pleted its consultation with

the public over the new run-
way at Heathrow, The government
hoped the campaign being waged in
the media by the aviation industry
and Heathrow owner, BAA, would
see a surge of support for the run-
away. But in fact they have seen a
tidal wave of opposition. So nega-
tive was the response that the gov-
ernment took the unusual step of
not releasing any of the thousands
of submissions they have received -
until after they have made a deci-
sion in the summer.

Two pieces of direct action by
campaigners have also amplified the
pressure on the government. On 25
February activists from Greenpeace
managed to breach security at
Heathrow. They climbed onto the
tail of a plane just before it was due
to leave and unfurled a banner
that read “climate emergency — no
third runway”'. While, the next

day activists from Plane Stupid man-
aged to scale Parliament and
dropped banner from the roof that
read ‘BAA HQ' — a reference to the
leaked documents that showed BAA
wrote part of the unpublished con-
sultation and that the government
has already agreed in principle to a
third runway.

Westminster Hall was also
packed at a rally on 25 February
organised by the Stop Heathrow
Expansion campaign. On the air-
line Virgin’s website, they even ran
an online poll asking people to
“support airport expansion” but
despite giving an outright endorse-
ment of the “yes” option, some 94%
of peaple voted no before the poll
was removed!

These actions - coming on top of
the successful Climate Camp at
Heathrow last summer - show
the potential for the movement
against Heathrow expansion. The
issue demonstrates the lengths the
government and big business go to

Climate action hots up!

show their “Green” credentials only
to expand the very industries
responsible for global warming.
There is no rational, needs based
argument for this expansion, but
itis all about profit — or, in the Jan-
guage of BAA et al this translates
as “maintaining Heathrow's ‘com-
petitiveness’ against its other west-
ern European rivals”.
Courageous as this weeks
protests are, direct action by small
groups of activists are not sufficient
to win on these issues -we need to
build a mass, militant direct action
movement, Young people and stu-
dents clearly have a massive role to
play in building this movement —
it is, after all, our future that is
being frittered away by the deci-
sions made by government today.
On 8th March the Red Alert!
teach inwill bring together activists
from a range of groups, parties and
campaigns discussing a whole
series of issues connected to the cli-
mate crisis. It is an opportunity to

educate ourselves and plan further
actions and campaigning — don't
miss it.

RED ALERT!

Action needed on
climate change!

A youth and student teach-in
10:30-1800

London School of Economics,
20 Kingsway, Portugal St,
London (near tube Holborn)
For more information see
www.climateredalert.com

The Campaign against Elimate
Change and the No Third
Ronway Actien Group have
called a national

demonstration at Heathrow
Airport on 31 May. For more
details go to
www.campaignec.ory

effective action, the trade union

movement must understand the
centrality that it will play in fight-
ing climate change through devel-
oping working class struggles to
halt the increase in the production
of greenhouse gases and start
reversing the damage that has
already been done.

The Campaign Against Climate
Change Trade Unionists conference
opened with a long list of union
leaders at the top table along with
Labour MP Michael Meacher and
Green Party MEP Caroline Lucas.
Most of the speakers were notice-
ably to the left, making the gather-
ing far more militant than last year's
CACC conference, reflecting the
activism and campaigns around the
country.

The six workshops focused on:
carbon trading and market mech-
anisms; greening the workplace;
alternative energy, towards a zero
carbon economy; building sustain-
able cities; towards sustainable
transport; and global treaties,

In the face of Labour’s lack of

Kyoto and beyond. The workshop
discussions were good but there
was a lack of proposals about how
we were gdoing to take the strug-

gle forward. Although an amend-
ment was accepted from Work-
ers Power calling for trade unions
to mobilise their members for the

CCCTU CONFERENCE RESOLUTION

Conference fully endorses the aims of the Campaign against
Climate Change (CCC). We recognise that trade unions have
a central role to play, both in developing just and equitable
solutions to climate change and also in building a mass
movement around the issue...As a first step, we urge all

trade unions to:

* Affiliate to the CCC and encourage members to support
and participate in its actions, particularly the National
Climate March in December 2008.

* Develop union policies on:

1 Securing effective action to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions within each industry, workplace and local area,
and across the econemy as a whole

2 Defending the interests of members during the transition

to sustainable production.

In pursuance of this aim, conference calls for the
establishment of an open, nationa! Campaign against Climate
Change Trade Union Working Group. As a first step, this
group will aim to organise CCC fringe meetings at as many
national trade union conferences as possible.

More information at www.campaigncc.org

Workers climate change conference success

More than 250 trade unionists met last month to build a campaign against climate change. Joy Macready reports

National Climate Change demon-
stration in December, the chair
only allowed four resolutions to
be motivated from the floor, with-
out any debate or vote such as a
motion calling for support in the
rail workers’ union, the RMT, in
its fight for re-nationalisation of
the rail.

After the TUC’s annual confer-
ence, the steering committee
should hold a recall conference and
open the discussion up to debate
actions and take motions.

The conference was a successful
first step in the launch of a trade
unionist wing of the Campaign
against Climate Change.

The resolution passed (see
below) lays out avenues that trade
unionists should explore such as
fringe meetings at all the union
conferences to encourage grass-
roots union activists to take action.

Our message to the bosses
should be, it is not a choice between
a job and the environment — it is
a choice between profit and the
environment,
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FIGHTBACK

Fight government attack

on migrant workers

By Rebecca Anderson

ome Secretary Jacqui
HSmith and Immigration

Minister Liam Byrne have
unveiled a raft of new attacks on
Immigrants,

First, new Australian-style points
system whereby only the most
highly-skilled workers from coun-
tries outside the EU — those earn-
ing the equivalent of £40,000 —will
be allowed ta move to Britain. This
will then be extended to lower-
skilled workers, students and tem-
porary workers and the number of
points needed will be changed
according to the demands of the
labour market.

Second, the new English tests
that immigrants face won't apply
to those who have more than £1
million to invest in UK business —
that money and the wealthy can

cross borders with ease but that
those who desperately seek asylum
and an income are judged not on
their need but that of the bosses.

Both of these demonstrate the
extent to which immigration con-
trols are failored to the demands
of big business and how they dis-
proportionately discriminate
against working class migrants,
Greater controls on poor migrants
only serve to drive them into ille-
gality where they will be preyed
upon by the gangmasters, rip-off
agencies and slum landlords, They
will be paid less than the minimum
wage, live in slum accommodation,
while the government can use
migrants as scapegoats for prob-
lems such as a lack of council hous-
ing, under-funding of the NHS and
an over-stretched education sys-
tem. These problems aren’t caused
by immigrants using these servic-
es, but by the government privatis-

ing them and spending public
funds on bombing Iraq and build-
ing more nuclear weapons.

The third element of the attacks
on immigrants is further restriction
on the rights of non-EU citizens to
marry UK citizens. The age restric-
tion on this, at 18, already stands
two years higher than the age at
which two UK citizens can marry
and the proposal is to raise it to 21.

This is being done under the
guise of preventing forced mar-
riages but is really just another
racist immigration control that
means that a person’s legal rights
in Britain depend absolutely on
where they or their family were
born - measures that attack poor,
non-white communities.

Since coming to power New
Labour has brought in bill after bill
tightening up on asylum and
immigration. It has done this pan-
dering to the racist media such

as Murdoch’s Sun and the Daily
Mail and with full support from the
Conservatives.

While there have been cam-
paigns to organise migrant work-
ers such as the London cleaners
campaign, refugee journalists and
Polish construction workers, the
trade unions must adopt a nation-
al campaign to unionise, fight for
better pay and conditions and
repeal racist legislation which only
serves to undermine and divide
workers. To help build such a
movement, come to the migrant
workers’ conference (see below).

Trade Unions and Communities
against Immigratien Contrels
Conference
10:30-17:00 Saturday 29 March

SOAS, Malet St, London
Sponsored hy Finsbury RMT
Speakers include John McBonnell

Defen

By Kam Kumar

omen'’s right to abortion
is under threat again as
the Human Fertilisation

and Embryology Bill passes
through the Commons this spring.

| Tory leader David Cameron
| declared that he will be support-

ing lowering the time limit for
abortion to 20 or 21 weeks, depend-

~ ing on the final amendments put
| forward.

Currently the latest time in

- law awoman can have an abortion

is 24 weeks, (unless there are seri-
ous medical risks to the woman).
Anti-abortionists such as Nadine
Norris MP argue that the time limit
should be lowered because unhom
babies were proven to survive out-
side of the womb after 20 weeks.

But leading medical organisa-
tions such as the British Medical
Association say that only 11% of

babies born after 20 weeks survice
and it does not support lowering
the current limit. The BMA also
calls for abortion in the first
trimester to be available without
the need for two doctors’ signa-
fures

The parliamentary Science and
Technology Committee recently
found that there were no scientif-
Ic reasons for restricting existing
time limits for abortion.

A poll last Ocotber found that
83% of respondents supported the
curent legislation.

Currently, only 2% of abortions
are carried out after 20 weeks, and
this is usually due to very excep-
tional circumstances such as late
diagnosis, illness, NHS delays or
drastic changes in circumstances
that make it very difficult for a
woman to go through with a preg-
nancy.

At the same time as the Bill pass-
es through parliament, pro choice

ion ri
groups and trade unions will organ-
ise a lobby of parliament in support
of the existing legal time limit.
On Intermational Women’s day,
8 March, there will be a demon-
stration thoroughWestminster
and this year, because of the issue
of abortion, women, trade union-
1sts, medical professionals and
other activists will be making a
giant human chain spelling out

“pro choice”.
We should support these actions,

~call for regional demonstrations,

hold public meetings in towns and
cities to explain the facts about
abortion and challenge the anti-
abortionists and organise lobbies
of MPs and ministers. The attack n
the time limit must be defeated.
Furthermore we should argue
for free abortion on demand {cur-
rently a third of abortions in the
UK are paid for), free unrestrict-
ed access to contraception, and for
the right of women to control their

ghts

bodies, not the state.

We must not rely on parliamen-
tarians to defend women's rights.

Although pro choice MPs are
seeking to propose amendments
to improve access to abortion, such
as removing the requirement for
two doctors’ signatures for permis-
sion, these measures would
Improve women's access to abor-
tion but do not establish the
unequivocal right of a woman to
control her body.

For this we need a working class
women’s movement, fighting not
only for the right to control repro-
duction but for equal pay for
women workers, free childcare and
creche —factors that contribute to
whether a wornan can have a child
or not. '

The fight for free abortion on
demand should also take up all
aspects of women’s oppression and
link the struggle for women’s lib-
eration to the fight for socialism.
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Once again the aggressive and expansion-

ist Zionist state has launched bloody

attacks on the besieged Palestinian pop-
ulation of Gaza. On March 3 Al Jazeera report-
ed that Israeli incursions and air-launched mis-
siles over the preceding five days left ‘at least
116 Palestinians dead, including 22 children
and 12 women'.

Israel’s deputy defence minister, Matan Vil-
nai, speaking on Israel Army Radio on Friday
29 February, declared that the Palestinians: “-
are bringing upon themselves a greater
shoah (holocaust) because we will use all our
strength in every way we deem appropriate,
whether in air strikes or on the ground.”

At the beginning of the attacks, on Wednes-
day 27 February, an Israeli air strike destroyed
the head office of the Palestinian Medical Relief
Society (PMRS), killing a six -month-old
baby. The PMRS head office housed the main
PMRS clinic and pharmacy in the Gaza Strip,
it was a centre for persons with disabilities.
All the medicinal supplies and most of the equip-
ment were destroyed.

Already subject to an economic blockade
which has brought mass unemployment, acute
food and clean water shortages, power cuts,
restriction of medical supplies, the destruction
of hospitals and regular terror attacks on civil-
ian houses by Israeli planes, Israel now
threatens a full- scale invasion as punish-
ment for the limited response of a few missiles
hitting Sderot and Askelon.

In fact the random and untargeted rocket
fire has killed only three Israelis in a year

Whereas the Israeli Occupation Forces have
killed 182 Palestinians in Gaza since the start
of 2008. This incredible “asymmetrical con-
flict” has nevertheless occasioned a remarkable
racist outburst from the Zionists.

The Israeli use of the term Holocaust has
shocked many in the Western media but it sim-
ply reveals the truth - the genocidal intentions
of the Zionist regime and the total fraud of
the Annapolis Peace Process.

Ehud Barak, the Israeli defence minister,
revealed the political intentions of the Israeli
attacks when he threatened “...we need to
prepare for escalation, because a broad ground
operation is real and tangible.” He claimed the
objective was to “weaken the Hamas rule ... in
the right circumstances even bring it down.”

In fact, this has been the central objective of the
Zionist regime since Hamas won the Palestin-
ian elections in 2006 - to reverse the demo-
cratic decision of the people.

The picture of Hamas as the aggressor is a
plain lie. In fact, Hamas has repeatedly indi-
cated that it would agree to a ceasefire if the IDF
stopped targeting its institutions and militants
with rocket and air attacks and entered into nego-
tiations with it as the elected authority in
Gaza, something the Israeli regime - backed
by George Bush - absolutely refuses to do.

Yossi Beilin, former government minister and
ex-leader of Meretz, a centre-left Israeli party,
said that Hamas had at least twice made requests
“via a third party” to agree a truce. A Haaretz-
Dialog poll in the week of the Gaza onslaught
showed that 64 per cent of Israelis were in favour
of such an agreement to end the rocket fire, and
secure the release of the Israeli corporal, Gilad
Shalit, who was captured by Gaza militants in
June 2006. Yet every move in this direction
has been rejected out of hand.

Instead, the Zionist regime insists that their
“precondition” is that Hamas must first “recog-
nise the State of Israel, renounce all armed strug-
gle against it and disarm its militants.” That is
to say, the precondition for ceasefire talks is total
surrender in the struggle for Palestinian rights.
This cynical call is of course supported both by
George Bush and Condoleeza Rice and byTony
Blair, the special envoy of the so-called Con-
tact Group - the forces supposed to be “medi-
ating” between Israel and the Palestinians.

It does not take any act of imagination to fore-
see what the Palestinians would be offered by
Israel under such total surrender conditions.
Even less than the nothing Palestinian President
Mahmoud Abbas was offered at Annapolis.

In reality, Israeli is not offering a negotiated
peace but the national annihilation of the Pales-
tinian People. Vilnai’s threat of a Holocaust
exposes the genocidal intentions of Zionism.
They quite simply want to make any sort of viable
Palestinian state impossible. They want to cre-
ate simply a series of open-air concentration
camps - behind their steel and concrete walls -
for a disarmed and displaced remnant of the
Palestinians. The monstrosity fully compares
with the horrors of Apartheid South Africa

Yet the Palestinians have shown that theyare
not ready to surrender. They did so in January
when they pulled down the border fence with
Egypt and for eleven days were able to get food

International Intifada
must halt the Israel
‘holocaust’ in Gaza

Statement of the League for the Fifth International

and other vital supplies. They showed this
willingness again in the north of the Gaza
Strip when they formed a human chainin a
peaceful protest against the Israeli blockade.
Israel immediately threatened to open fire if pro-
testers tried to cross the border.

In fact, these mass actions - as well as the hero-
ic resistance to the Israeli incursion of all the
resistance fighters - show the way forward. They
could be the start of a Third Intifada, this time
a mass Intifada, an Intifada without borders,
aimed at throwing back the Israelis in defeat
from Gaza and the occupied West Bank - just as
they were thrown back from South Lebanon.

The people of Gaza will need support from
their Arab brothers and sisters in Lebanon, Jor-
don and, above all, in Egypt. The mass demon-
strations, which greeted the pulling down of the
Gaza-Egypt border shows this, can be achieved.
Indeed, across the Arab and Muslim world, across
the entire world that groans under the oppres-
sion of US and EU imperialism, mass forces
should be mobilised on the streets against the
governments which back Israel and the USA and
their allies. The demand must go up to break
all military and economic ties with the racist
state attempting to inflict a Holocaust on the
Palestinians

In the Imperialist Countries - in the belly of
the beast that arms and finances the Zionist war
machine - antiwar, labour movement and anti-
imperialist militants must create a mass
movement such as they built in 2003 when faced
with the invasion of Iraq.

Around the world, in all countries, we can use
the global day of action already planned for March
15 under the slogans Troops out of Irag and
Afghanistan! Don’t attack Iran! and End the Siege
of Gaza!

We need to place special emphasis on the
fatter slogan this year. We need to win the forces
mobilised to take action to blockade the block-
aders, to sever all economic and military ties
with Israel, to impose workers’ sanctions at
the ports and airports, to provide aid in all forms,
medical, food, to the Palestinian people, includ-
ing arms to the Resistance.

Down with the Zionist Holocaust!

Break the Siege of Gaza!
Down with the Apartheid Wall and the coloni-
sation of the West Bank!

Victory to the Palestinian Resistance !
For an International Intifada to help free
Palestine!
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rom the gutset Afghanistan
Fwas posed as the “winnable

war”. The invasion was
underwaywithin four weeks of 9/11
with little opposition in North
America or Europe. But after seven
years of bloody fighting — longer
than World War II - opinion is now
divided as to whether the quagmire
in Afghanistan can in fact be
resolved. Gordon Brown still insists
Afghanistan is the “good war” in
the Middle East. He told Parliament
at the end of last year, “We are win-
ning the battle in Afghanistan.”

However, in his optimism, he is
swimming against a stream of
reports predicting a bleak future
for the country. The Afghanistan
Study Group, a collection of US
diplomats and military experts,
says the country is showing signs
of being a “failed state”. Reports
from Oxfam and from the coun-
try’s Nato commander are similar-
ly pessimistic.

The deepening crisis has led to
divisions within the Nato coun-
tries. Canada has threatened to
withdraw 2,500 troops from Kan-
dahar, if other western countries
don’t send more troops to support
the occupation. This is aimed
mainly at France and Germany,
which have also been condemned
by Robert Gates, US Defence Sec-
retary, for not shouldering “their
share of the fighting and the
dying”. Nice turn of phrase: he cer-
tainly knows how to sell a war!

The Canadian government is
under pressure to withdraw in the
face of mounting resistance in
Afghanistan, with 73 of its troops
killed so far. Opposition to the war
is up to 70 per cent in Quebec, and
rising elsewhere. In Britain, 62 per
cent want all 7,800 troops with-
drawn within a year.

This lack of faith in the occupa-
tion forces, both amongst the gen-
eral population in the West and
the elite, is the result of the situ-
ation on the ground. The Taliban
 fighters have adopted the most
brutal guerrilia tactics.

Karzai's regime

The US now has almost 50,000
| troops in Afghanistan: twice as
: many as in 2004. However occu-

h:%,‘

pation casualties are mounting
steadily: from 58 in 2004 to 232 in
2007. Civilian deaths have increased
74 per cent in the last year, when
400 Afghan non-combatants were

killed. Even US-installed puppet

president Hamid Karzai, has
accused the international forces of
“careless operations”.

The territory controlled by
Karzai’s government is shockingly
low. Mike McConnel!, America’s top
intelligence official, has claimed
that he runs about 30 per cent of
the country, and the Taliban 10 per
cent, with the remainder under
tribal control.

One major problem facing the
country is the rising drugs trade.
Many farmers have turned to opium
production in the destabilised post-
invasion economy, making
Afghanistan the heroin capita! of
the world. The export value of the
country’s opium amounts to near-
ly half its GDP, and more than 12
per cent of Afghans are involved
in opium poppy cultivation. The
highest estimates suggest that 40
per cent of profits, amounting to
tens of millions of pounds, go to
fund the insurgency.

Ironically, one of the reasons for
increased opium cultivation is that
the US liberalised the market, mak-
ing Western food imports far cheap-
er than Afghan grown produce.

The liberation of women was one
of the initial aims of the invasion

.
3
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Another unwinnable war

Atghanistan — the war that western liberals and the European Union supported — is becoming
more indistinguishable from Iraqg by the day, argues Jo Cassidy. The antiwar movement, here
and in the US, needs to focus on making it as unpopular, and getting the invaders out

stated by the US and British gov-
ernments. This was simply a cover-
up for their true imperialist aims
of new markets and political dom-

- ination. The lie that the invaders

had the interests of Afghani women
at heart is now being exposed.

Initial gains that were won for
women after the invasion are being
reversed, and there is spiralling rape
and violence against women. More-
aver, Sayed Pervez Kambaksh’s
death sentence for downloading
material on women's liberation
shows how empty the rhetoric
about liberation really is.

The conflict in Afghanistan does
not end at the border. In the Pash-
tun-dominated border regions
there is little distinction between
Afghans and Pakistanis, Many
Afghans displaced in the 1980s and
1990s grew up in refugee camps in
Pakistan and went to religious
schools there. The fighting has
therefare spread into neighbouring
Pakistan, whose army has already
suffered great losses.

The Pashtun tribes, for whom
war has been a backdrop to every-
day life for decades, already have a
long experience of fighting the Sovi-
ets. Securing these areas is vital for
the US in Afghanistan, as 75 per
cent of all supplies are passed
through Pakistan, but this is prov-
ing close to impossible.

The Taliban are gathering sup-
port and strength throughout the

region, and now have a presence in
over half the country. Their policies
are undoubtedly reactionary. Last
month they produced a constitu-
tion, proposing executions in
public, women being fully cov-
ered and having no right to edu-
cation, and banning all light enter-
tainment as anti-Islamic,

It would be wrong to suggest,
as the western media often does,
that there is a single insurgency
movement called the Taliban. The
resistance is in fact far more varied.

-Nevertheless, support for radical

Islamis rising. It is the force in the
region that has fought the occu-
piers most consistently.

The anti-war movement in the
West must show solidarity with
all forces fighting the occupation.
Of course, we have the right — and
internationalist duty — to criticise
the Islamists’ aims and methods.
But our anti-imperialism is ren-
dered meaningless if we do not sup-
port those fighting imperialism on
the ground in Afghanistan and
across the Middle East.

It is the duty of anti-imperialists
across the globe to turn Afghanistan
into an unwinnable war for the
imperialists, and so end the distinc-
tion between the “bad war” in Iraqg
and the “good war” in Afghanistan.
Every time Western troops set foot
in the Middle East in pursuit of prof-
it they will act against the interests
of the working class — in these coun-
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LONDON MAYOR

he notoriously right wing
TEvmmg Standard has led the

charge against the current
mayor and Labour candidate with
headlines, such as “Livingstone
allies paid thousands from the pub-
lic purse” and “Ken Livingstone’s
astonishing and shocking drinking
habits”.

The paper’s allegations against
Livingstone’s policing and equali-
ties director, Lee Jasper, led Living-
stone to suspend him and refer the
case to the Met. Scotland Yard
swiftly reported there was “no case
to answer” but by this time — and
this was theStandard's aim — the
damage had been done.

By the end of last month, Boris
Johnson, Conservative candidate
in the May poll, was five points
ahead, according to a YouGov
survey, after the mayor’s rating
plummeted 6 per cent.

Not surprisingly, a broad coali-
tion of Muslim, African Caribbean,
lesbian and gay, and trade union
forces have rallied behind Living-
stone. Confronted by the prospect
of a deeply racist, anti-working class
and pro-war Tory mayor, they want
to re-elect Livingstone as a means
of defending their communities
from racism that is on the rise on
the outskirts of London, and secur-
ing minimum living standards
for the working class.

And it is true he has carried
through some mmeasures the
Tories never would.

His Living Wage Unit has imple-
mented the union demand for a
£7.20 an hour minimum wage
within the Greater London Author-
ity. Under his ruling that half of new
homes should be “affordable” he
has sheltered some working class
families from the worst of house
price inflation.

The congestion charge has cut
London traffic - and car emissions
— by 20 per cent, while buses have
become more frequent and acces-
sible, The Oyster Card has reduced
fares for Londoners, while students
under 18 travel for free and the
unemployed half-price.

Most obviously, Livingstone has
denounced the war and spoken up
in defence of immigrants and
ethni¢c minorities. Though much
of this has been tokenistic, it has
made racially oppressed people feel

Right wing go for wounded Livingstone

The race for London Mayor is hotting up. Jeremy Dewar calls on workers to vote for Labour’s
Ken Livingstone — but warns that they will have to ftght him too

Livingstone (left) has been targeted by the right wing press, which
is rallying around reactionary Tory candidate, Boris Johnson (right)

welcome in an otherwise hostile
Labour Britain.

In the blue corner stands Boris
Johnson, a man who put the Hills-
horough football stadium disaster
down to drunken Liverpool fans
and accused their city of wallow-
ing in self-pity after it. A man
who refers to African children as
“ piccaninnies” with “watermelon
smiles” and would surely undo
Livingstone’s anti--racist reforms.

Ken: a capitalist politician

For these reasons we, along with
many militant workers who have
stopped voting Labour in general
or municipal elections, call on
workers to vote for Livingstone and
Labour in the Mayoral and GLA
polls. But we warn in advance
that Livingstone will continue to

carry out policies which pander
to the City and therefore we have
to organise to fight against him
as well.

For example Livingstone defends
Metropolitan Police Commission-
er Sir Ian Blair, from calls to resign
over the murder of Jean-Charles
de Menezes at Stockwell tube sta-
tion in July 2005, and the brutal
shooting, arrest and later defama-
tion of Mohammed Abdul Kahar
and his brother Abdul Koyair at
their Forest Gate home a year later.

He has privatised the East Lon-
don Line and called on tube work-
ers to cross picket lines. And he has
paid his political advisers, like Lee
Jasper and the shady Socialist
Action clique, grotesque salaries
upwards of £100,000.

Our support for Livingstone in

no way endarses this rotten polit-
ical record. On the contrary, we say
to those that have illusions in
Ken delivering for the working peo-
ple, that he serves the capitalist sys-
tem and its state. We will have to
pile on the pressure from the other
side to force him to deliver on his
promises and take more radical
steps. We call on Livingstone to:
@ Oppose all privatisation on the
tube
@® Stop funding and backing the
racist police
@ Force real, massive cuts in car-
bon emissions
@ Introduce swingeing taxes on the
super-rich and the corporations
@ Fund a massive programme of
cheap public housing and trans-
port
Of course, this would put Living-
stone on another collision course
with Gordon Brown and the Labour
Party. Indeed, he only won his right
to stand on a left Labour plat-
form, because he broke with the
party and stood against Labour in
2000.

That’s why we maintain our
call for a new workers party, based
on a revolutionary programme
aimed at the overthrow of the
capitalist system itself and transi-
tion to a socialist planned econo-
my. But in this instance, this can
best be fought for through putting
Livingstone back into office.
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7 , ¥ The new issue of Fifth International, the League’s English
0 - language journal, is now on sale, It focuses on the burn-

Delusion.

ing issue of climate change with two articles: one fooking
at Marxist theory and whether human development can
be environmentally stable, the other at the latest scientific
studies on global warming.

Also in the 60 page journal, we print a new article on China
and whether its economy can be “decoupled” from the USA,
an obituary of Palestinian fighter, George Habash, and results
and prospects for the French workers and youth in their
struggle against Sarkozy.

Finally, we print exchanges between the League for the
Fifth International and the Committee for the creation of
a Party of Socialist Revolution in Venezuela, and book reviews
ranging from China Miéville’s Befween Equal Rights, a Marx -
ist throry of international law to Richard Dawkins' God

To order your copy send a cheque for £3.20 to “League for the Fifth International”, BCM 7750, London WC1N 3XX
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WORKERS POWER CONFERENCE

As the USA enters its
deepest recession for
decades, almost all capitalist
economists fear Britain will
follow in its footsteps. While
we can predict neither the
full scale nor the precise
tempo of the downturn,
revolutionary socialists can
forewarn of a new offensive

from the bosses and help
prepare the working class to
resist. Workers Power, the
British section of the League
for the Fifth International,
held its conference last
month to plan our work in
this turbulent time. In the
 :following pages, we publish
§ isome of the documents that
§ we discussed, amended and
- passed

To summarise the situation we are
in, we can say the following. The
economy will slow down in 2008,
and may even enter a technical reces-
sion {two consecutive quarters of neg-
ative growth), leading to a rise in unem-
ployment, attacks on public sector jobs
and wages, cuts in public services and
benefits.

The Labour government will contin-
ue to languish behind the Tories in the
polls, although it may avoid a drubbing
in the May elections because neither the
Tories nor Liberal Democrats have a
groundswell behind them and the work-
ing class reformist leaders will contin-
ue to block the path to a new party.

The downturn will push another large
section of the working class into pover-
ty or precariously close to it, which will
increase the pressure on the union lead-
ers to mount resistance to the employ-
ers and the government.

However, the union activists remain
insufficiently independent of the bureau-
cracy to make a general counter-offen-
sive probable this year; the TUC lefts and
the main far left organisations, which
effectively shield them, will reflect rank
and file discontent, while attempting to
block it from adopting the necessary tac-
tics to win and taking steps towards the
formation of a rank and file movement
capable of acting independently of the
official union leaders.

The antiwar movement is unlikely to
grow, as the possibility of an attack on
Iran recedes, though the “war on terroy”
(setbacks in Iraq or Afghanistan, desta-

On the edge

of a capitalist
CHiSIS — prepare
for struggle!

bilisation of Pakistan, terrorist attacks)

could lead to spontanecus mobilisations
Of the other political issues that will

raise the prospect of struggle through-
out the year, the most important are:

@ Climate change (nuclear power, gov-
ernment infrastructure projects, espe-
cially airport expansion, corporate pol-
luters, floods and severe weather)

@ Rising racism and the continued threat
of fascism

@ Attacks on women's rights, includ-
ing in particular the attempt to
thwart women getting equal pay by
levelling pay down, cuts and marketi-
sation of the NHS and schools,
increasing women's' double burden,
fresh attacks on abortion and repro-
ductive rights and high levels of
domestic violence and rape not
brought to justice

® Devolution and the growth of Scottish
and Welsh nationalism

@ Global flashpoints raising the need for
international solidarity, for example,
Pakistan, Palestine, Kenya, Venezuela
and Bolivia

In these conditions, the tasks of a small
communist organisation are to explain
the roots of the crisis to the fighting youth
and militant workers, and agitate for a
programme that links the needs of the
daily struggle against capital and war to
the fight for working class power, care-
fully focusing on and prioritising the
national and international struggles fac-
ing the class as awhole, drawing a grow-
ing number of workers and youth into
our organisation.

-~
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HlIE]
capitalism:
glohal
meltdown?

he United States of America, the
Twor!d’s largest, most powerful

economy and only superpower, is
heading for recession. This will have
enormous implications for every capitalist
economy on the planet. And Britain will be
hit harder than any other advanced
country because of its close economic ties
to the USA and its shared and growing
dependence on debt and financial
parasitism. While the exact scale and
tempo of the US recession and its impact
cannot be fore cast, 2008 will be a year of
turmoil and shocks, even greater that the
second half of 2007

The credit crunch, resulting from the
collapse of the sub-prime mortgage
market in summer 2007, has revealed the
extent to which the US economy had
been maintained on high-risk personal,
corporate and banking debt. Everyone
from poor working class families, whose
homes have been repossessed, to
Citigroup, the world's biggest bank that
had to write off $18 billion, has been
caught up in it. As capitdists sought safe
havens, the stock markets across the
world coliapsed; further volatility is
ineviable.

It is now clear that this has had an
effect on the reat US economy. House
prices, housing starts and mortgage
applictions have fallen; consumer
confidence has tipped, causing a
downturn in spending; maost importantly,
US manufacturing entered a technical
recession in the last few days of 2007,
Merrill Lynch declared Wail St and the US
government to be “in denial” and that the
recession “has arrived”.

However, the escape route used in the
previous downturn, cutting Federal Bank
interest rates in order to cheapen
borrowing and investment, would
dangerously lead to inflation. Indeed, the
tentative measures taken in this direction,
which are likely to be pursued simply
because it is the least bad optien, have
already shown signs of stagflation -
slowing or negative growth combined
with inflation, the scourge of the 1970s,

in addition, the counter-cyclical boon of
cheap Chinese imports will diminish this
year. Chinese wages ~— and inflation - are
increasing; oil has reached $100 a barrel,
and this is fuelling inflation in other
commodities. The price of gold - the last
resort for capital in a serious recession —
is rising rapidiy.

ITISH CLASS STRUGGLE

It’s their system,
hut the hosses

want us to pay!

e question facing British capitalism is
whether the US crisis will lead to a slump
here — rapidly rising unemployment

and a sharp fall in living standards —or a “soft
landing” a short, shallow recession, after which
a new period of expansion begins relatively
quickly, as in the last cyclical downturn of 2001.
Will the poorest third of the working class that
did not see any real benefits from the 11 years
of “boom” be joined by the middle third being
thrown into poverty or precariously close to it?

New year results for Marks and Spencer
and Sainsbury confirm that the consumer
boomn, which was based on an expansion of cred-
it or personal debt, and key to the UK avoid-
ing serious recession in 2000-02, is under
threat.

Gross Domestic Product (GDP) is expected
to have grown by 3 per cent in 2007, but to slow
to 2 per cent orworse in 2008, Many commen-
tators now expect Britain to suffer a significant
recession this year with negative growth rates,
a contraction of industrial output, services and
retail, GDP growthwas just 0.6% in December
2007 and with the credit crunch deepening low
growth looks set to continue into 2008.

Sterling has peaked, and is “set to take a
pounding” according to David Bloom of HSBC;
this will boost exports by cheapening their price
abroad, but aggravate inflationary trends.
Britain’s trade deficit remains high, running at
£7 billion a month.

The retum of infiation
The one instrument governments have tradi-
tionally used to combat recession is control
of interest rates. The Bank of England cut its
rate in February to 5.25 per cent, a reversal of
recent policy. Its rates are still higher than
the US Federal Reserve (4.5 per cent) and the
European Central Bank (4 per cent) but the
Bank of England ~ unlike the Federal Reserve
or the European Central Bank — has an anti-
inflationary bias built in to its charter, so it is
inherently less sanguine about inflationary pres-
sures than its US or EU counterparts.
However, there is no guarantee that such a
strategy will work. If markets are contracting,
then investment will not be a viabie option, no
matter how cheap the borrowing rate is. Fur-
thermore, interest rates take 12-18 months
to have their full effect, by which time the econ-
omy may already be in recession. Finally, lower
interest rates will fuel inflationary pressures,
which could threaten any recovery. In the worst-
case scenario, the economy could experience
stagflation.

Regardless of interest rates, there are other
inflationary pressures, most importantly in
the energy and food sectors. The retail price
index puts inflation at 4 per cent, but the real
rise in the cost of living is undoubtedly much
higher. The example of Japan in the 1990s shows
that interest rate cuts are not guaranteed to stim-
ulate an economy out of recession and stagna-
tion. Instead, real negative interest rates plun-
der the savings of the petit-bourgeoisie and
deliver profits to banking capital at the savers’
expense.

Record high oil prices will raise transport costs.
npower raised electricity and gas prices by 12.7
per cent and 17.2 per cent respectively in Janu-
ary (on top of a 53 per cent rise in 2006), which
The Economist and others point out will mean
up to 27 per cent hikes for some households. EDF
has now followed suit. Inflation in basic food-
stuffs (cereals, rice, dairy products, meat) reached
5 per cent in October 2007 and will persist.
Also the rise in Chinese inflation to 5.6 per
cent and the strong pound will feed through into
more expensive imports. While economists are
divided as to what extent these factors will
push overall inflation up, they will obviously
hit working class standards of living.

Workers should not rely on the bosses’ figures
and demand their own trade union price watch
committees to calculate the real rise in the cost
of living, and their wages rise accordingly.

Povery, deht and unemployment

The economic downturn of 2001-02 was offset
in large part by cheapening credit, leading to
historically high levels of corporate and person-
al debt. More than 9 million people {23 per cent
of the adult population) have “unmanageable”
credit card and mortgage bills, as the average
household debt stands at £33,000 (over £8,000
excluding mortgages). Britain's aggregated per-
sonal debts now total £1.4 trillion.

While the house prices fell during the last
quarter of 2007 and will probably fall by between
10 and 30 per cent in 2008-09, this will not nec-
essarily lead to lower mortgages or more peo-
ple being able to afford to buy houses. On the
contrary, The Independent reports that 1.4 mil-
lion households will come off fixed-rate deals
and experience a serious hike in their mortgage
bills. Also mortgage application refusals are ris-
ing, as lenders are wary of taking on “sub-prime”
customers., Mortgage approvals fell by 40 per
cent in 2007.

Meanwhile, falling house prices will leave
many with diminishing assets, against which
they will no longer be able to borrow., Home
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repossessions will continue to rise from
30,000 in 2007 to around 45,000 in 2008 (they
reached 70,000 during the last housing slump
in 1991). A Royal Institute of Chartered Survey-
ors survey reported the worst outlook for the
market since 1992.

The Joseph Rowntree Foundation reported
that one in three (3.8 million) children in Britain
live in poverty, a rise of 200,000 in the past three
years. Given that Labour chose to focus on the
fight against child poverty, as opposed to all peo-
ple in poverty, this is a real indictment. The min-
imum wage — especially in London — is widely
perceived to be so low that it actually encour-
ages poverty wages. The same Rowntree report
recommended raising public sector wages in
order to take more children out of poverty.

In the past year, workers’ living standards have,
on average, fallen, as wages have risen at a lower
rate than retail prices. Disposable incomes are
also at their lowest level since 1997, according
to uswitch.com. While the entrenched poverty
of the bottom fifth of the population (or, approx-
imately, the poorest third of the working class)
has been written off by Labour (they don’t vote
and are not in fighting unions}), an increasing
number of workers are now looking poverty or
the real possibility of poverty in the face.

The bourgeoisie’s threat to Gordon Brown
and Alistair Darling is: if you can't get us out
of this mess by offloading the costs of the down-
turn onto the working class, we'll find someone
(David Cameron and George Osborne) who can.

Officially there were 1.61 million unemployed
(5.2 per cent} in January 2008. This will rise over
the year, rather than fall, as it did in 2007. As
well as the continuing decline in manufactur-
ing jobs, the financial sector will also contract.
A crisis in public sector finances will lead to a
more rapid rate of job cuts there, too.

While the Chartered Institute of Personnel
and Development predicts the number out of
work will rise modestly to 1.8 million (5.8 per
cent), it reports that the jobs market is at its
“worst for a decade”, and the Institute of
Directors said the economy was “entering the
most uncertain economic period for 15 years”.
John Philpott of the CIPD said 2008 would be
“easily the worst since the Labour Govern-
ment came to power in 1997", that a downward
trend in public sector employment over the last
two years “has in turn been more than offset
by rising numbers of private sector jobs. But
2008 will be the first year for a decade that the
engine of job creation will be spluttering right
across the economy.”

However, the number of claimants is less than
half the number of unemployed. This is the result
of forcing the jobless off the books. Now the gov-
ernment will go for the 2.7 million people on
incapacity benefit and the long-term unem-
ployed. Those that refuse to go on “training”
schemes will lose benefits, while employers will
be subsidised by the taxpayer for offering such
schemes, and be able to set their parameters.
The training on offer is minimal; the scheme
is a poorly disguised state subsidy for low-paid,
unskilled work with no incentive for it to lead
to permanent contracts. Tougher disability tests
will also be introduced in October.

Now is the time to claim what is rightfully

ours. Our hard work created Gordon Brown’s
“longest boom” but the poor never saw the ben-
efits. Raise the minimum wage to £3 and hour
now!

Millions, with nowhere else to live, were forced
to take out unsustainable mortgages. The gov-
ernment should nationalise and amalgamate all
the mortgage lenders and fix repayments at 2007
levels, or convert them into rents, set at coun-
cil house rates. No one should have their
home repossessed.

Work or full pay for alll No one - council ten-
ants, drug “addicts” — should lose benefits for
refusing fake training or poverty wages! Any firm
threatening redundancy should be nationalised

without compensation and placed under
workers’ control - by force of strikes and occu-
pations where necessary. We say, cut the work-
ing week to 35 hours, not the jobs!

The public sector

There will be enormous pressure on Gordon
Brown and Alistair Darling to cut public spend-
ing. The slowdown is “certain to increasingly
undermine VAT and corporate tax receipts”
(Howard Archer, Global insights). Moreover, “the
main effects of the credit crunch on City-relat-
ed income tax and corporate profit revenues
have yet to come through” {John Hawksworth,
PwC). ...continued on page 14

e A AT

. Qeaalyy 0 0 oA MAemee e

a political crisis. A run on a British bank,
something that had not occurred for 140
years, caused the government to intervene to
prevent it collapsing and the “contagion” spread-
ing. Chancellor Alistair Darling pumped billions
into Northern Rock, but failed to find a buyer.
Should Labour and the Bank of England have
let the Rock fall and serve as a warning? Shouid
they have intervened earlier and more decisive-
ly to halt the run? Should they have waited till
all market solutions had been tried (Tories) or
nationalised it straight away (Liberal Democ-
rats)? The prudence of the Treasury, and
hence Gordon Brown, himself, is being called
to account.,

Labour has now naticnalised Northem Rock,
underwriting its losses with £55 billion of tax-
payers' money. The Office of National Statistics
has acted swiftly to shift the failed bank’s whole
£100 billion debt onto the government’s balance
sheet. In addition, the government is now

The collapse of Northern Rock has provoked

Rock falls, no h

e —

responsible for calling in bad debts, repossess-
ing people’s homes and the probable sacking of
3,000 workers in the Newcastle area. It has
appointed Ron Saunders on £90,000 a month do
oversee all this —and he is a “non-domicile” who
doesn’t have to pay taxes!

This news also came on the same day that Bar-
clays announced £7 billion profits; why, many
workers will ask, don't they nationalise that? It
all goes to prove that nationalisation is not, in
and of itself, a socialist measure.

Obviously, revolutionaries will point out these
contradictions, make propaganda for socialism
as a more rational system of production and dis-
tribution, and agitate for a working class solu-
tion to the economic crisis: for nationalisation
of Northern Rock and the whole banking sector
under working class control and with no com-
pensation, and for the aggregation of their funds
so that the unemployed and under-employed can
be put to useful work on social projects, earn-

ing decent wages.
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It's their system, hut the
hosses want us to pay

... contined from page 13

In other words, the government, which
was already planning fo drastically cut spend-
ing onwelfare services this year, will have even
iess money to spend than it thought a year ago.

Added to this, the bourgeoisie believes that
Gordon Brown has already overspent during the
years of economic upswing. “The 2007 Budget
looks to have been oo expansionary” (Howard
Davies, LSE). Public sector borrowing is fore-
cast to reach £38 billion at the end of the cur-
rent financial year (April 2008). To abide by its
own “golden rule” (zero net borrowing over the
business cycle, except for long-tenm investment),
the Treasury will have to make serious cuts in
the budget.

Raising taxes is both politically dangerous,
as it will allow the Tories to pose as the real
party of big business, and economically dou-
ble-edged, as it will deter investment during a
slowdown. So the working class will be the tar-
get: public services, public sector jobs and
wages, welfare benefits. .

The government's comprehensive spending
review in October 2007 anticipated annual real-
term increases of 4 per cent in the NHS budg-
et (from£90 billion to £110 billion) and 2.8 per
cent in education (around £78 billion) over the
next three years. Not only will these rises be
under pressure because of falling revenues and
inflation, but the increases will be swallowed
up by existing and projected PFI payments.

In 2006, the public sector paid £7.5 billion
servicing PFI projects worth £53 hillion. Not
only that, but the projects only amounted to
£8 billion of investment, The annual rate of
return is approximately 15-20 per cent. Not
only that, three PFI schools closed last year due
to falling pupil numbers, but the local author-
ity still has to make repayments. The scheme
is proven to be more expensive than govern-
ment direct spending and to transfer all the risk
back to the public sector.

But the PFI snowball, whereby more proj-
ects come on stream, while existing ones still
have 25-30 years to run, is set to roll on and
accelerate. According to Allyson Pollock, the
NHS spent £470 million in 2005-06 on 53
schemes, but wiil spend £2.3 billion a year by
2013 servicing 126 schemes. There are 350
schools in the first wave of the Building Schools
for the Future renewal and refurbishment plan
and 47 academies, all of which have to use PFL
The targets are for 3,500 schools to go through
BSF and for 150 academies by 2009: £45 hil-
lion worth of PFI projects.

There will be many more local campaigns
against these rip-off schemes, closures and cuts
made in other services to afford them, and
the inevitable financial and operational failures
that have and wili continue to accompany them.

All these schemes should be nationalised
without compensation to the fat cats. Tax the
corporations and the rich, and nationalise the
banks to pay for schools, hospitals, homes
and recreational facilities, built and designed
under community control!

Will the
unions fight?

rade union membership in Britain is

still suffering from the destruction of man-

ufacturing and the neoliberal assaults since
the 1980s. Only about 29 per cent of workers
are in a uniort: in the public sector just under
60 per cent, while in the private just under 17
per cent. This in itself is not a barrier to action
as the strikes by French workers have showed
(where union density is far lower), particular-
ly in the public sector.

The union bureaucracy has pursued methods
of overcoming this decline. The preferred strate-
gy in the recent past had been to merge. The cre-
ation of bigger unions may appear to members
to offer opportunities for greater action by remov-
ing some harriers to inter-union rivalry and pro-
moting unity. However, the main driving force for
mergers is to safeguard the bureaucracy’s privi-
leges and remove democratic structures.

While mergers may still occur, the Offshore
Industry Liaison Committee joining with the
Rail Maritime Transport union, the removal of
unions’ influence within the Labour Party and
the failure to carry out consistent recruitment
campaigns means that mergers are no longer
a panacea for union woes.

The only sure way for unions to be stronger
is to recruit members - especially the low paid
and migrants - by fighting for better terms
and conditions. This has been pursued to an
extent by GMB, Unite-T&G and some of the
smaller unions, But for the decline to be reversed,
the unions must take national economic and
political action that can challenge the bosses and
their government. This is unlikely, However, we
can expect the bureaucracy to be forced to take
some action, although this will probably fall short

of a nationa! offensive.,

Pressure mounts

The pressure on the union leaders to mount
effective resistance to the bosses’ attempts to
offload the effects of the slowdown on the work-
ing class will be a major feature of 2008, whether
or not the economy tips into recession. Indeed,
this was already the case in 2007, which is why
the number of strike days rose significantly
last year to over one million.

The indefinite strike has made a limited return,
as more workers have been prepared to go out
and stay out (Glasgow social care, Manchester
mental health, sections of ppstal workers), and
strikes lasting more than one day. Some of which
won quite spectacularly, although others went
down to defeat because they were isolated and
the bosses were able to sit them out. Their
willingness to sacrifice was tremendous, though
strikers have to spread the action and break
the anti-union laws when necessary.

One thing is clear; failure to resist will not just
be a missed opportunity, but will tip the balance
of forces, in the workplace and society at large,
further in favour of the bosses. To lose because of
the union misleaders’ sabotage, or worse still to
lose without a fight would make the working class
weaker in its coming battles, whoever eventual-
ly wins the next election.

This year, anger in the public sector will grow
over job losses, wage restraint and cuts to servic-
es. Just because workers reluctantly accepted
last year’s cuts does not mean they will be prepared
to do so again. Gordon Browr’s announcement of
another 2 per cent pay limit, and insistence on
three-year settlements has provoked alot of anger
from the union leaders. Unison and the GMB imme-
diately submitted 6 and 7 per cent pay claims. Jack
Straw’s imposition of a ban on the Prison Offi-
cers Association from taking any industrial action
(i.e. it will be a criminal offence) was likewise seen
as an aggressive warning of things to come.

The government, of course, is confident. It
took the London underground off the pay bat-
tleground in February 2007 with a three-year
deal worth 4 per cent in the first year and
inflation-proof rises for 2008-09; then it took on
and defeated the postal workers. It is banking
on bureaucratic inter-union rivalry, poor rank
and file organisation among local government
workers, professionalism in other parts of the
public services and a craven bureaucracy in
the big three unions (Unite, Unison and GMB)
to win through.

Widespread strikes possible

But it could be surprised. The call for co-ordinat-
ed strike action and local co-ordinating commit-
tees will have a resonance, But it will take a van-
guard section of public sector workers to seize
the initiative by breaking with the bureaucrats’
strategy and rallying others behind it.

We saw a glimpse of what this would be like
at the critical moment of the Communication
Workers Union strike last year. The rolling wild-
cat moved like a wave of autonomous action down
the UK., Its spread threatened not only the
defeat of Royal Mail but of the union bureaucra-
cy’s hold over the workers and the continuing
ideological hold of “obey the law” over the pub-
lic sector workers facing pay restraint. This ter-
rified the union leaders as much, if not more than
it scared the bosses. They panicked, rushed into
a deal as fast as they could.

This experience, despite ending in defeat,
showed us something of vast importance: that in
the course of even limited national action, the
objective needs of the struggle can and will impel
workers into self-activity without the union lead-
ers’ approval; that the struggle for a rank and
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file movement will win or lose on this terrain; and
that even the left wing of the trade union bureau-
cracy today will stand four square against such
a development.

In addition, private sector workers will face a
squeeze on pay, and redundancies will mount.
Moreover, the pro-Labour union leaders will be
less inclined to hold back struggles in the private
sector, where the government is not the imme-
diate target. They need to be seen to lead (not sab-
otage) some struggles, in order to maintain the
allegiance of workers. There could be more walk-
outs and unofficial strikes, as the bosses spring
attacks on their workforces as soon as they
finally make up their minds to take their capital
out of production.

On the other hand, however, we cannot sim-
ply chart a continuing upward curve of strike
activity because of this. The CWU defeat could
prove to be serious not only for the postal work-
ers themselves, but across the public sector, where
the militants rightly acknowledge the posties as
a vanguard section.

Also if the downturn takes hold, reformist trade
unionism could prove by and large ineffective,
i.e. incapable of protecting jobs or defending wages
and conditions. Anger can, under these circum-
stances and in the absence of a revolutionary inter-
vention, turn into resignation.

For these reasons, we cannot predict a con-
tinuing upward curve of industrial struggles. But
we can expect agitation over economic issues to
resonate among a wider layer of workers. Reces-
sionary pressures will push more workers, even
some on good incomes, into desperation, We warn
that the union leaders will limit their struggles:
keeping them within the law and refusing to call
for solidarity strike action, calling off strikes for
“talks”, making deals behind their backs, trad-
ing off jobs, wages and conditions, even sacrific-
ing the jobs of trade union militants, as Tony Wood-

ley did at British Airways in 2005.
We will intervene quickly into workers’
struggles as and when they occur. We will agitate
for a fightback in the public sector, not least
because this is where the unions are strongest.
® Rank and file control of strikes and negotia-
tions through elected strike committees
@ All-out indefinite strike action and occupations
of workplaces threatened by closure

@ Solidarity committees to organise collections
and spread strikes where necessary

® Withdrawing funding from Labour during dis-
putes

® Action committees where several strikes
coincide

® A rank and file movement to oust the bureau-
cracy and transform the unions: workers in
struggie

Workers will need all these tactics in various com-

binations. As we did in the CWU strike, we will

put some factics to the fore —not all will be equal-

ly important all of the time. We will focus on

the task of the day, while explaining a strategy

to win.

In these struggies, we believe frank criticism
of the leaders’ waverings or sell-outs is a vital duty.
This is particularly important with regards to the
TUC lefts. Mark Serwotka and Janice Goodrich
have led the PCS to a series of defeats and pan-
dered to the least conscious sections, instead of
rallying the whole union behind a fighting lead-
ership. Bob Crow refuses to call for political strike
action to stop privatisation on London Under-
ground or to win re-nationalisation.

Above all, we will fight for a new political
leadership in the unions, one that will break from
Labour and form a new working class combat
party, based on a revolutionary action programme.
We need this party, not only — not mainly — to
stand in elections, important though that is,
but to lead today’s struggles.

The uni

either Organising For Fighting Unions

nor the National Shop Stewards Network

will act independently of the TUC lefts
(Mark Serwotka, Bob Crow, Matt Wrack, Jere-
my Dear, etc.) Because of this, they are a
block to the formation of a rank and file move>
ment.

The Socialist Workers Party will resist any
attempt to set OFFU on such a course. Both it
and the NSSN are little more than a series of
one-off rallies. Convergence of the two organ-
isations would be an obvious step forward, yet
the leaders of these cross-union initiatives have
no interest in uniting them.

Of the two, the NSSN is looser, and could see
rank and file initiatives emerge from within its
ranks, like we saw at the tail-end of the postal
strike. However, it is controlled by the Social-
ist Party and the Rail Maritime Transport union
bureaucracy. It could not be transformed into
a rank and file movement without a struggle
against its current leaders.

The various left groupings in the unions — PCS

n lefts?

Left Unity, Socialist Teachers Alliance, Unison Unit-
ed Left, Post Worker — are also blocks to such a
rank and file movement, They put winning union
positions above organising the members for strug-
gle. Post Worker did not publish a single issue dur-
ing an entire, five-month national strike!

The Alliance for Workers Liberty is at least pre-
pared to criticise the TUC lefts, though in prac-
tice they only counterpose a more left variant
of the same strategy. In the postal strike the AWL
openly criticised Dave Ward and Billy Hayes for
their betrayal, but they promoted “their” friend-
ly left wing bureaucrat, Pete Keanleyside — who
then turned his coat and backed the sefl-out!

In the PCS, the AWL supported a left split from
Serwotka’s Left Unity bloc, but Independent Left
has failed to call for a rank and file movement,
for the right to instantly recall and replace
officials, or for strike action without and against
the officials, where necessary — the bare bones
of a communist strategy in the unions.

However, none of this makes the need for a
rank and file movement less urgent. On the con-

, Bob Crow
trary. But it does mean that it will be newly rad-
icalised workers and mass strikes that will pro-
vide the basis for such a movement ~ not left
critics, who have accommodated to various parts
of the bureaucracy.
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Labour’s strategy: hug

the Tories, hit the workers

the Tories surge ahead in the polls.

However, while yet another wave of vot-
ers are turning away from Labouyr, including now
a section of the petit-bourgeoisie returning to
the Tories after the long years of Blairism and
economic expansion, the majority of disillu-
sioned workers are not yet flocking to the Tories.

Therefore 2008 will see intense political com-
petition between the bourgeois parties, as a strug-
gling Brown governiment fights it out with a Tory
party that has turned the corner, but whose
future growth will be rocky due to the contra-
dictions of the Cameron leadership, not least
with sections of its own party. Meanwhile the
Liberal Democrats have stabilised under Nick
Clegg, and will attack Labour from the “left”
on issues such as the environment and pover-
ty.

In the context of an economic slowdown, this
competition and public debate will intensify and
turn nastier. All this points to a year of politici-
sation and debate in the working class and social
movements, regardless of the sectional defeats
ot climbdowns of 2007,

Labour has been behind the Tories in the polls
for 12-18 months, except for a three-month hon-
eymoon when Brown took over. The decision
not to hold a snap election in October 2007, and
the onset of the economic downturn soon
after mean that Labour will not now go to the
electorate before May 2009, and maybe not until
June 2010.

Gordon Brown’s fall from grace has seen

Who can serve the bosses best?

Labour strategists know that the Tories will main-
tain their lead in 2008, but they believe that they
can still gain re-election if the government can
prove it knows how to handle the economy in
a recessionary phase.

If Labour can, on the one hand, target spend-
ing on infrastructure projects, boosting invest-
ment, and maintain low taxes on capital (or even
lower them) and, on the other hand, ensure that
the working class pays for the downturn with
lower wages, the unemployed being forced out
of benefits and into low-wage jobs or training
schemes, and cuts in public services, it could
regain the initiative and force the Tories onto
the defensive. After all, what would David
Cameron's team do that’s different?

This strategy could work. Why? First, the
Tories, despite their lead, are still shy of the per-
centage of votes they need to win, because the
unfair first-past-the-post electoral system 13 cur-
rently weighted in Labour’s favour.

Second, the Lib Dems have fo target the Tories
if they are to win their key marginals, and they
are likely this year to regroup and be a stronger
force behind Nick Clegg’s leadership. Clegg is
on the pro-neoliberal “Orange Book” wing of the
Lib Dems, and used his first policy speech of the

year to advocate private sector control over schools
and hospital treatments, and to rule out any tax
rises,

Third, the bourgeoisie is not yet convinced
about the Tories’ team. True, they put the skids
under Gordon Brown in the autumn: they
wanted to see if post-Blair Labour would grant
more favours to the unions. Those fears could
diminish, depending on how Brown tackles the
slowdown. Meanwhile, the Tories do not have
strength in depth. After all, fook at Boris John-
son, their candidate for London Mayor.

Finally, the Tories’ appeal has its own limits.
On the NHS and education, they demand more
devolution, fewer national targets and standards,
more independence from LEA control. It favours
removing unemployment benefit after a set peri-
od, or if training or jobs are turmed down. Union-
bashing is not a burning necessity. Green taxes tin-
ker around the edge of the problem and in any case
are not popular. Labour is already focusing on the
“winnable” war in Afghanistan and drawing down
troops in Irag, so there is no advantage for them,
there either. In otherwords, the Tories have no real
alternative vision that could produce a groundswell,
like Margaret Thatcher and Tony Blair did in 1979
and 1997 respectively. -

In this context, Labour is not likely to precip-
itate any move to break the union link. Further
moves to gain serious bourgeois backing are
blocked because of the Abrahams fiasco; any
attempt to divert taxpayers’ money towards polit-
ical funding of parties would be deeply unpopu-

lar during a recession; Labour will lean on the
union leaders to help them discipline the work-
ers; and of course Labour is heavily in the red.

Corruption rampant :

Indeed, all the parties are bankrupt - financially
and politically. That's why Labour in particular
and British bourgeois politics in general are mired
in endemic corruption. Following the Scotland
Yard investigation that plagued Tony Blair's last
months in Downing Street (inconclusive, but
damning in terms of the culture of cover-up it
reported), and the furore over businessran David
Abrahams’ secret and proxy donations, Peter Hain
is the latest Labour leader to be caught taking
undeclared money and in danger of prosecution.
Labour’s only defence is to point to Tory back-
handers and to blame the system, whereby MPs
have to fill in registers.

These scandals will rumble on and multiply,
because bourgeois democracy has been “hol-
lowed out”: fewer activists join and campaign for
the main parties; fewer vote, or have votes that
count; so the price of chasing votes has rocketed.
It appears that even Respect, under the SWP's lead-
ership, took money from a Dubai company involved
in PFI deals, and channelled it towards Organis-
ing for Fighting Unions, before returning it.

Workers and youth are rightly disgusted by
such sleaze. We call for a new workers party, fund-
ed entirely through workers’ subs, democratical-
ly agreed union affiliation fees and political
benefit events.
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e far left has been through a period of

I great opportunities. During ten years in

government Labour has lost 200,000
members and five million voters. In 2003-04
the mass rebellion against the “war on terror”
was of truly historic proportions. In the same
period an “awkward squad” of union leaders
were elected promising to stand up to Labour.

Despite this, the far left has stagnated and
declined. The “awlward squad” has moved right-
wards and sold out key struggles, with each ~
except Mark Serwotka — making it clear that, to
different degrees, they are not in favour of an
immediate alternative to Labour. Not one of
them has lifted a single finger to put their union
behind the call for one,

Nevertheless, last autumn various figures
among the Labour left and Morning Star dis-
cussed the question of a break with Labour. This
followed Gordon Brown’s serious attacks on
Labour Party democracy, which went as far as
withdrawing the right of unions and constituen-
cies to put proposals to conference, and also
as the split in Respect came into the public
domain.

Open letter
We published an open letter at this time,

iarguing that the split in Respect was an
. opportunity for a new party. But as the split in
{ Respect unravelled, and Brown ruled out an
. early election, these forces pulled back. The
Labour Representation Committee announced
its meaningless “united front for socialism”,
which, concretely simply meant the old Labour
fefts {John McDonnell et al) would continue
' to work with forces outside the party. Morn -
| ing Star’s editor John Haylett summed up their
refreat:

“Will [the five million voters who have desert- -

ed Labour] flock to a new left-of-Labour party,
either one already constituted or currently on
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the drawing board? There is little evidence for
this... the failure of both SSP and Respect to
maintain their unity in face of intermal divisions
does not inspire confidence in any project as
yet to replace Labour as the mass electoral vehi-
cle of the labour movement.” (Morning Star,
31/12/2007)

We were correct in assessing the objective and
subjective possibilities in September and Octo-
ber. Besides the continuing Communications
Workers Union strike and the possibility of unit-
ed action by public sector unions, another major
opportunity opened for a new workers party. This
was presented by the Rail Maritime Transport
union’s decision (since reversed) to stand candi-
dates in the London elections, the Morning Star’s
declaration that the Labour Party conference was
devoid of democracy (Rob Griffiths — the Final
Crisis 1s Near), the large scale disillusion with
Labour expressed on the picket lines by CWU
militants, and last but not least the smash-up
of the Respect, an obstacle to a class-based break
from Labour.

This could have led to standing explicitly work-
ing class candidates or even laid the foundations
of a new working class party. In short, there
was a powerful objective basis for all these forces
to unite in a call for a conference to debate the
basis for a new party.

However, this enormous potential was not
realised. Unsurprisingly, the left reformist and
“revolutionary” (in fact, centrist: revolutionary
in words, reformist in deeds) forces once again
totally missed the opportunity, passing back the
initiative to the moth-eaten forces of the cryp-
to-Labourite wing of Stalinism and the histori-
cally weak forces of the Labour left,

This whole fiasco did not show the objective
strength of Labour loyal reformism; rather it
showed the pusillanimity of the “union lefts”,
like Crow and Serwotka, and was a self-inflict-
ed defeat by the two largest far left, i.e. centrist

The far left in crisis and the
question of a new workers’ party

organisations, the Socialist Workers Party and
Socialist Party. The former were crippled by
the collapse of their populist adventure with the
imams, Muslim businessmen and George Gal-
loway, the latter by their slow motion left
reformist Campaign for a New Workers Party.

In short this was once again an example of
where the crisis of [eadership frustrates the will-
ingness of the rank and file and the vanguard
to fight. The same phenomenon on the indus-
trial terrain (the CWU defeat plucked from the
jaws of victory) plus the SWP’s unprincipled brawl
with Galloway undoubtedly demoralised and dis-
oriented those who were looking for a new polit-
ical initiative in September.

While the immediate prospect of an initia-
tive to rally the vanguard militants in the unions
around a new workers party has been off the agen-
da since November, and may well continue to be
so for a few months longer, Labour’s attacks on
the public sector, its unloading of the effects of
the oncoming crisis on the working class in terms
of cuts and unemployment will open up once
again the contradiction between the worker mil-
itants and the Labour Party, possibly as early as
the union conference season and almost certain-
ly by the TUC and Labour conferences.

Therefore our call for a new workers party
retains all its relevance until the next general
election — unless working class fighters flood
back into Labour, because of defeats and
betrayals by the union leaders, combined with
a fear of a more openly right wing Tory govern-
ment. However, we do need to stress the revo-
lutionary content needed for a new working class
party and its programme. |

SWP: biggest crisis since 1970s

The split in Respect has thrown the SWP into its
biggest crisis since the faction fights of the 1970s.
It emerged into the 21st century at the forefront
of new anticapitalist ...continued on page 18
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question of a new workers’ party
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and antiwar movements and with 8,000-10,000
members, but today its active membership prob-
ably numbers around a thousand at most. The
split in Respect has left it wounded.

It appeared to temporally overcome the cri-
sis at its recent conference, only to be hit by fur-
ther scandal in Tower Hamlets. One of their four
remaining counciltlors, Ahmed Hussain, defect-
ed from the SWP (not just Respect) to the Tories:
a tremendous blow to the SWP, right in Respect’s
heartland. This will further demoralise the SWP’s
ranks, and intensify the internal debate in the
party. The major crunchis likely to come when
its inactive members start cancelling their reg-
ular payments to the party, thereby precipitat-
ing a financial crisis that could see the back-
hone of the party - the army of fuli-timers —
heading for the door.

In the unions the SWP encouraged its mem-
bers to stand for the highest positions. It won
a number of seats on executive committees and
even, with Jane Loftus, the presidency of the
Communication Workers Union. It has already
had a high profile defection among its mem-
bers on the PCS NEC, when Martin John pre-
ferred Mark Serwotka’s line on pensions to
the SWP’s. It has only refained Loftus’ loyalty
by allowing her to accommodate shamefully to
Billy Hayes and Dave Ward. This year could
see further embarrassments for the SWP inside
the unions.

In Scotland, it joined the Scottish Socialist
Party, which enjoyed electoral success on a
left reformist programme and media attention.
The SWP became the biggest cheerleaders for
the charismatic Tommy Sheridan; however, a
jeaked SWP memo revealed that it is ready to
jettison Sheridan, just as it ditched Galloway
last year, if Sheridan, Rosemary Byrne et al are,
as seems quite possible, found guilty of perjury.

In the antiwar movement, SWP leaders
refused to embarrass their allies among the
union bureaucracy, and demand they call strike
action to stop the 2003 invasion of Irag, then
joined in denouncing and booting off the steer-
ing group Workers Power representative, Kuldip
Bajwa, for publicly denouncing the Iraqi
Communist Party’s role in collaborating with
the US/UK imperialist administration. Indeed,
the mass anti-war movement was an enormous
test of its politics, a test it cornpletely failed, as
it adopted the maxim “unity at all costs”.

What united all these high profile projects
was an uncritical alliance with reformist lead-
ers, trading on their supposed connection with
the masses by trading in their own principles.
The SWP leaders never mentioned a word of
criticism of George Galloway or Salma Yacoob
inside Respect — until they decided to go for a
split. Not surprisingly, this led some of their
members to remain loyal to the previous tac-
tic, rather than go with the party. The policy
of the “united front of a special type” was for-
mally new but the tailism —adapting to the exist-
ing ideas of the movement, rather than giving
a revolutionary lead — was familiar from ini-
tiatives like the Anti-Nazi League.

There could be a right wing split from the

SWP led by those that think the {eadership should
have made more concessions to Galloway and
have been “sectarian”. But more likely, the SWP
will continue their slow decline focusing on prop-
aganda meetings and keeping the anti-war move-
ment ticking over. -

The real test will be whether they can sur-
vive the inevitable drubbing Lindsey German will
receive in the London Mayoral elections. The
defection of Hussain makes this campaign all the
more tenuous, demanding an enormous amount
of energy and finances. If German is humiliated,
then it will further demoralise the ranks and mas-
sively increase the pressure on the leadership.

The Respect split has disproved the SWP's
opportunist arguments, that a newworkers party
tactic would block the potential to organise a
political project out of the anti-war movement,
and that it was necessary instead to adopt a cross-
class populist alliance with the Muslim petit-
bourgeoisie {with some not-so-smali capital-
ists in tow) in order to make quick electoral gains.
In fact its three years of growth has been cata-
strophically reversed with the split — how could
the SWP's wing of Respect, shorn of Galloway,
trade union officials and Muslim community
leaders, possibly be worse off than it is now if it
had instead started out with a principled new
workers party tactic?

CNWP: sutfocated by Sociallst Party

The Socialist Party, and their “alternative” to
Respect, the Camnpaign for a New Workers Party,
adopts essentially the same tailist method. As the
left wing of the trade union bureaucracy - the
“awkward squad” — moved rightwards, the cen-
trists tailed them.

On the question of the fight for a new party
they always had the utopian view that it could be
formed following a backroom deal with these left
union leaders. They never saw the fight for a new
party as a struggle closely connected with the
need for rank and file organisation in the unions
and a militant fightback. The reformist pro-
gramme they advanced as its basis reflected this
approach; they never saw the need to fight open-
ly for a revolutionary programme. For these cen-
trists, it is always “too soon” for revolutionary
politics.

The CNWP has stagnated under the dead hand
of the Socialist Party. A signatory campaign (with
over 3,000 signed up) has not been translated
into independent activists or CNWP branches.
The 2007 conference was no farger than the 2006
conference and was predominantly SP, which
voted through a left reformist mini-programme,
with the aim of sealing off any debate about
revolution, while paving the way for the forma-
tion of a small party, in reality a propaganda
group, which would prove no more seductive
to real reformist leaders, nor more stable than
the SSP.

While SP members in the CWU did get a new
workers party resolution tabled.at the 2007 CWU
conference, in the PCS where the SP is strongest
and part of the leadership, they have not pushed
the CNWP in order to avoid alienating bureau-
cratic allies {especially Serwotka} and losing sup-
port. Indeed, the SP rejected our open letter —or
indeed any public approach — to the reformist
left at the November steering committee meet-

ing of the CNWP for fear of putting Bob Crow
and co. on the spot.

This tailist method has remained the norm for
the CNWP in the unions. The CNWP has won no
organised forces other than the Walsall Democ-
ratic Labour Party (with one councillor) and
fragments from the Socialist Alliance. To hide its
opportunism, while still claiming to be “Marxist”
and “revolutionary” in front of leftwing audiences,
the SP uses the signatories as an alibi for their
reformist practice in the CNWP. Their aim for
the CNWP is to build in the long term a mass
reformist party which would allow them to reac-
tivate the failed Militant strategy of entering it per-
manently as its “Marxist” (in reality centrist) wing.

But this project looks some way off. The SP
has failed to win supporters in the left wing of the
trade union bureaucracy to the project of a new
party beyond Mark Serwotka, who is also “rid-
ing” the SWP (he is a member of Respect), and the
PCS and TUC left bureaucracy. Hence, his support
for John McDonnell to appease the Labourites, and
blocking of the PCS fund from being used to
affiliate to any party to appease the syndicalists. He
is, in short, a classic left Bonaparte.

Meanwhile, their opportunism in the unions
holds back and obstructs the rank and file devel-
oping as an independent opposition to the
bureaucracy, which looks increasingly like a pre-
condition for the formation of a new workers’
party. The Socialist Party promised to make a
breakthrough two years ago, but they have since
stagnated. They remain wounded by the damage
to party morale from the support they gave to
the seil-out on pensions in 2005.

Sifll time for a break from Labowr

For Workers Power, the new workers party slo-
gan is neither timeless nor strategic. It is always
related to a specific conjuncture, in which work-
ers are losing their illusions in Labour and rev-
olutionaries could unite with these forces around
the need for a working class alternative. Unlike
the centrist left, we always argued that any new
party should not repeat the mistake of the past,
and should therefore be founded on a revolution-
ary programme from the start,

Now we face the likelihood of a recession, and
while predicting its political fallout is difficult,
there is no doubt that the party question will con-
tinually arise, while the obstacle to its solution
— the crisis of leadership — still remains.

The coming stowdown will see the rise of the
Conservative Party and increased arguments to
“vote Labour to keep out the Tories”; at the same
time it will drive forward massive attacks on work-
ers, first and foremost by a Brown government
desperate to prove its “electability” to the capi-
talists. This will repeatedly push workers into
opposition, if not struggle, against the govern-
ment and capitalism. So the question of a
working class alternative to Labour will remain
a live question for the most politically aware work-
ers, the vanguard.

Therefore, in the coming period Workers
Power will ceaselessly stress the need for a new
working class political party in our agitation and
be open to any serious initiatives taken on the
question, while making clear such a party needs
to be based on a revolutionary transitional pro-
gramme.
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BOLIVIA

n 4 May, Bolivians will go to

the polls to vote on the new

constitution and land
reforms. Those voting “Yes” will
be the indigenous peoples, the peas-
ants, the poor and the workers:
those voting “No” will be the rich
landowners and businessmen,
fascistic gangs, such as the Santa
Cruz Youth Union, and supporters
of the previous discredited neolib-
eral governments.

The referenda will take place with
the country on the brink of break-
ing in two. Already rich landown-
ers and businessmen - the oligarchs
- of the states of Santa Cruz, Pando,
Tarija and Beni, which between
account for two-thirds of the coun-
try's economy, are organising their
own referenda to decide on near-
total autonomy - de facto secession.
In this they have the encourage-
ment of the US ambassador Philip
Goldberg - who oversaw the break
up of Yugoslavia.

The right are in fact demanding
that Morales abandons the poli-
cies on which he was elected:
nationalisation of the hydrocarbon
(oil and gas) wealth of the coun-
try; its use, as Hugo Chdvez has
done in Venezuela, to improve the
desperately impoverished condi-
tions of the majority of Bolivians;
and major land redistribution to the

indigenous rural population.
- But in the face of the threat to
. secede, Morales and the Movemnent
. Towards Socialism (MAS) govern-
: ment have spent the past two
- months trying come to a compro-
mise solution with these people.

Unsurprisingly the oligarchs just
took this as a sign of weakness and
organised a boycott of the constitu-
tional and land reform referenda,
instead making further moves for
their own referendum on autono-
my. One of their supporters,
-:andowner Ronald Larsen, even
ordered shots to be fired at the
deputy minister for land and the
head of the National Institute for
Agrarian Reform at the end of
February.

Right wing eppesitian

The oligarchs oppose the new
constitution because, in however
imited a way, it hands electoral

Two referenda in May will decide whether Evo
Morales’ government will go on — or be defeated
by the neoliberal right, writes Keith Spencer

power and some of their property to
the indigenous and working class
masses they have excluded for
centuries. They oppose land reform
because the bill promises to limit
the number of holdings to between
5,000 and 10,000 hectares (i.e. the
large ranches owned by the likes of
Ronald Larsen) and hand nearly
two million acres (about 830,000
hectares) of unused or illegally
occupied land to indigenous
communities and  peasants,
particularly the Guarani people,
who have been held in conditions of
near slavery on the big ranches.

This threatens the economic
power of the oligarchs. The United
National Programme for Develop-
ment estimates that just 100 fami-
lies own 25 million hectares of the
best land - about a quarter of the
whole country.

The right particularly loathes the
new pension law that would give
700,000 Bolivians over the age of 60
a pension of $26 a month. Morales
and the MAS have made impor-
tant concessions by introducing
individual contributions. But even
this wasn't enough for the racist
white oligarchs, who still complain
that “their money” is going to the
"Indians”,

Already one opposition leader,
Oscar Ortiz, has complained about
the "MAS dictatorship” to European
Union and Latin American ambas-
sadors. This is preparing the way for
international support for a coup, or
the break-up of the country.

Morales attacks the left
While Morales was negotiating with
the right wing, he was also
attacking the feft. He denounced
the Revolutionary Workers Party
(POR), Bolivia's oldest Trotskyist
organisation, as the “best
instrument for imperialism and the
oligarchs” because it dared to
criticise  the  government's
conciliation with the right.
tHe went on the offensive against
the Bolivian miners' union, the
FSTMB, saying that the idea that
it should play a [eading role in the
Confederation of Bolivian Work-
ers (COB) was wrong because the
CoCoa growers were more militant.
This was both an attack on the COB,

Take the land and the power
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which has sponsored a new pen-
sions bill in the National Assembly,
criticising the compromises made
by the MAS, and also an attack on
the Pulacayo Thesis (1946) the
founding programme of the COB,
drafted by Trotskyists, which recog-
nises the leading role of the work-
ing class, calls for arming the work-
ers, aworkers' government and the
overthrow of capitalism in a perma-
nent revolution,

Morales, like Chavez in Venezuela,
is slandering the left to prove to sec-
tions of the “patriotic” bourgeoisie
that he can govern in the interests
of national unity. While he carries
out important measures such as
land reform, he and the MAS gov-
ernment vacillate and stop short,
preferring to build what vice presi-
dent Garcia Linares openly calls
“Andean capitalism”.

What is to he done?
Workers and Peasants must
mobilise the biggest “Yes” vote in
the referendums and organise the
defence of polling stations,
especially in the southern states.
They must arm themselves to
defend their meetings and
demonstrations.

Peasants and workers' unions in

the state of Santa Cruz are planning
a month of protests in March. But
if the oligarchs are willing to shoot
at government ministers they will
they do the same to the masses,
uniess they are armed. They must
therefore demand weapons from
Morales and, in any case, take them
from the police and army arsenals.

Workers, peasants and indigenous
peoples must organise councils of
delegates in every town and city and
in the countryside where they do not
already exist. Such councils should
occupy the land and enterprises of
the Ronald Larsens right away.

Any attempt to secede must be
met by a general strike, by win-
ning over the armed forces, by occu-
pying the main cities and towns of
the seceding states.

It is time that the COB, the unions
and militant community organ-isa-
tions pass on from resolutions
calling for a “political instrument”,
and take concrete steps to build a
revolutionary workers' party that
will lead the masses to power.

For more on Bolivia go to
hitp/Avvewe. fifthintemational.org/
index.php?analysis-hy-reglon and
click on “Latin America”, then
“Bolma!!
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By Simon Hardy

ince 2006, there has been a

dramatic resurgence of the

workers’ movement in
Egypt, the largest Arab country
with a population of over 80 mil-
lion and where industrial workers
account for 17 per cent of the
whole workforce. President Hosni
Mubarak has held the country in
an iron grip since 1981, using
emergency laws to ban opposition
parties and independent unions.
Egypt is a key US ally in the region,
second only to Israel in the sup-
port it receives. Since 1979, US
economic and military aid has
totalled $60 billon.

Since the first multi-candidate
presidential elections in 2005,
which Mubarak won with 88 per
cent of the vote, there has been
something of a relaxation of the
dictatorship and various opposi-
tion forces have emerged. These
include a democratic movement,
involving leftists and Islamists,
called Kifaya, (“Enough”) with
an offshoot called Youth for
Change. In fact, youth and stu-
dents have been in the forefront of
a series of protests in the univer-
sities and on the streets that
have been vigorously repressed by
the police. Their leaders have been
imprisoned for months and mis-
treated, if not tortured, but the
resistance to Mubarak keeps break-
ing out afresh.

The other location for resistance
has been in the factories and other
workplaces. Egypt’s unions remain
state controlled and strikes and
workers’ protests are usually
harshiy suppressed. However,
strikes involving tens of thousands
of workers have rocked Egypt
recently. They began with the
strike and occupation of the Misr
Helwan Spinning and Weaving
Company by over 20,000 work-
ers in December 2006. Police inter-
vention brought thousands of
other workers out in solidarity,
some staging mock funerals for
the boss of the factory. The strike
| was victorious and was followed
by action in other industries: rail-
- ways, car plants, construction sites,
| bakeries, food processing factories

and rubbish collection.

Another huge strike in the pri-
vate sector took place at the Kafr
el-Dawwar Textile Company early
in 2007 invelving over 10,000 work-
ers. The Misr Helwan factory went
on strike again in September 2007,
employing the same tactics as
before, mass strike, occupation and
staying out until they won. The sec-
ond strike was even more militant,
according to Middle East Report
Online: “Workers established a
security force to protect the facto-
ry premises, and threatened to
occupy the company’s adminis-
trative headquarters as well”.

Importantly, women have been
at the forefront of many strikes.
In the textile industry, they make
up 75% of the workforce in some
factories, are particularly badly paid
and suffer from discrimination by
managers and supervisors. The
strikes that have been led by women
have been particularly militant.
In the Misr Helwan strike, the
women came out first and demon-
strated outside the factory, shout-
ing: “Where are the men? Here
are the women!” When the man-
agement tried to negotiate a com-
promise deal, one onlooker
described the response, “The

......

women almost tore apart every rep-
resentative from the management
who came to negotiate.”

In February, the day before the
National Council for Wages met,
10,000 textile workers from Ghazl
el-Mahalla demonstrated, demand-
ing that the national minimum
monthly wage be raised. The Cen-
tral Security Forces attempted to
prevent the demonstration, but
were defeated by the workers,
raising slogans like “Down Down
Hosni Mubarak!”; “They are eating
chicken and pigeons, while we are
sick of eating beans!” and “You, who
are ruling us from Abdeen, your
rule is shit!”

Egypt is a state with only a facade
of democracy; the state is notori-
ous for arresting oppositionists and
torturing detained suspects. When
George W Bush visited in January,
he praised Egypt's “vibrant civil
society”. The day after his visit,
protests against cuts in government
subsidies were banned and pro-
testors were rounded up in the cen-
tre of Cairo. Bush was right about
the vibrancy, but he forgot to add
that, at any one time, hundreds of
the activists who make it vibrant
are in prison without charge or
on some bogus accusation.
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Strikes in Egypt open
cracks In the

Lk

“Kifaya™ - Enough!

The Economist reports that Egypt
has a GDP growth of 7.1%, and
claims that this should provide
“steady but unspectacular” changes
to the economy. However, with infla-
tion running at 12.3%, the popu-
jation of the country suffers from
terrible poverty, high unemploy-
ment and a growing gap between
rich and poor. The scale of
Mubarak’s election victory in 2005
was only possible because the main
opposition force, the Muslim Broth-
erhood, was not allowed to stand.

In fact, it is the state's obsession
with the Muslim Brotherhood
that has allowed the workers’ move-
ment to revive, according to social-
ists in Egypt. The Brotherhood is
a Jarge and well-organised force that
was founded in the 1920s as a resist-
ance movement against British
occupation. Whilst many on the left
carry out joint protests and actions
with them against the government,
the strike wave has thrown up the
inevitable contradiction that exists
between the cross-class Muslim
Brotherhood, whose leaders are rich
or come from the middle classes,
and the bulk of poor, working class
Muslims. One strike, in particular,
pitted 250 workers against a boss
who was a member of the Broth-
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erhood. In such situations, it has
been less than enthusiastic as an
organisation about the strike wave,
but some of its members have been
involved in strikes and attempts to
organise independent unions.
The current strike wave is a
major political development
amongst the working class, Already
militants from across the country
have met to discuss how to break
the power of the government-run
General Federation of Egyptian
Trade Unions that has members and
spies in every plant. There are exam-
ples of collusion between state
unions and management to sack
militants and break industrial
actions. Now, even the BBC reports
that workers are discussing how to
build independent trade unions in
Egypt, something that they certain-
ly need and that could become a

Will the winning
parties force
Musharraf out?

Last month’s elections in Pakistan delievered a crushing blow to
president Musharraf. But, asks Raza Ali, will the PPP and PML-N
have the courage to force the dictator from office?

powerful political instrument for
the working class.

Towards the end of 2007, the
strikes spread to the public sector,
with over 50,000 real estate tax col-
lectors on strike. Theywere out for
11 days and won significant con-
cessions from the state over pay and
bonuses. By November, thou-
sands were on strike with 33,000
threatening to take action. Accord-
ing to government figures,
647,133,637 days were lost through
industrial action last year. In 2008,
the doctors have begun to protest
against their working conditions
and pay. One was guoted as saying
“Twas working 12-hour shifts,
which left no time for outside work
in private clinics. My wage - LE 180
per month - didn’t even cover trans-
port costs. Wages are so low they’re
a joke. A new graduate doctor
receives LE 150 per month, mean-
ing that he’s torn between working
with dedication and integrity, and
trying to survive financially”.

The task now is to continue and
deepen the action, appealing for
active international solidarity from
other workers and socialists. Work-
ers need not just independent trade
unions but also a political party to
struggle for power against Mubarak,
whose regime, by all accounts, is
growing weaker. A socialist party
with a revolutionary programme
‘or power, based on the most mili-
-ant workers and young people, can
act as a new leadership in the work-
ng class and begin to re-forge the
solitical landscape in Egypt. Egypt
5 the proletarian heartland of the
Hiddle East, if workers there can
-uild a powerful socialist move-
~ent, it will act as a beacon of hope
zr the impoverished millions
=2ross this politically crucial region.

he victory of the Pakistan
TPeOple’s Party (PPP) and the

Pakistan Muslim League -
Nawaz (PML-N), in parliamentary
elections was a severe blow for
President Pervez Musharraf and
a demonstration of the strength
of feeling against him. A L5I sup-
porter in Pakistan reports on
the election, looks to the future,
and asks will the PPP impeach
Musharraf?

The whole situation in the coun-
try is now more than ever marked
by the war on terror. It has been
truly terrible for Pakistan. The war
in the border regions continues,
while terrorist attacks threaten the
cities. The country is also now
gripped by the beginnings of a
severe economic crisis, as food and
fuel prices rise dramatically. The
people are angry and want a
change - even if there were only
the bourgeois PPP and PML-N par-
ties to vote for. The tumn out was
not high because people were
scared about violence. On the
streets, the Army was a further
intimidating factor because it
remains fully behind Musharraf.

The two main parties will now
try to form a coalifion to estab-
lish a national government. How-
ever, even 1f they do come to an
agreement, they will not repre-
sent a radical break from the poli-
cies of the previous government.
They are both in favour of the war
on terror {(although the PML-N
less openly so) and tied to the
imperialists in the West. Indeed,
Benazir Bhutto had several high

' level meetings with leaders in

Washington and London before
her return as they primed her for
carrving out their dirty work in

Pakistan. They also have funda-
mentally the same neo liberal eco-
nomic policies. This means they
have no way to solve the eco-
nomic crisis except by attacking
the working class and reducing
their living standards. It is only a
matter of time before they begin
to struggle against the left and pro-
gressive movements.

Many progressive forces, inciud-
ing supporters of the League,
called for a boycott of the elections.
Clearly, it was not possible for rev-
olutionaries to vote for these
capitalist parties. But, in addition,
these elections were held in the
shadow of the state of emergency,
which Musharraf used to sta-
bilise his personal power and to
purge the judiciary of any forces
that questioned him. Rather than
corrupt, sham elections while this
military bonapartist was still in
power, we said, “Down with
Musharraf! For an immediate con-
stituent assembly!”

In all the enormous revolution-
ary crises of the last year - the
last of which was the five days of
riots following Bhutto's assassina-
tion - the PPP, in particular, have
sought to derail the mass move-
ment into compromise with
Musharraf and the military. Now,
the PPP face an enormous test.
They have said they will form a
government with the PML-N and
not with Musharraf’s supporters
in parliament. However, they are
now playing down calls for the re-
instatement of the judiciary, and
for the repeal of the constitution-
al changes that Musharraf brought
in during the state of emergency
to centralise power in his own
hands.

The real issue now, whatever the
constitution says, is that
Musharaf’s party PML-Q, was
resoundingly defeated. The voters
rejected Musharaf and he must go.
It is vital that all progressive, work-
ing class and leftist forces in Pak-
istan now demand that PPP and
PML-N use their parliamentary
majority to force him from office.
The PPP, in particular, are reluc-
tant to do this, knowing that a con-
stitutional crisis could quickly
develop into a revolutionary crisis
that would challenge the very sta-
bility of bourgeois class rule.

One of the few left groups that
participated in the elections was
the Class Struggle group (part of
the International Marxist Tenden-
cy). They stood three candidates
as PPP candidates, including Man-
zoor Ahmed who was previously
an MP. All three candidates lost the
vote, and Ahmed lost his seat in
parliament. They maintained their
misleading analysis, which is
increasingly exposed by events in
Pakistan, that the PPP are a work-
ing class party with a programme
for socialism. In truth, the PPP i3
a party of the landowners, small
traders and capitalists. It is true
that it is supported by many poor
peasants and some workers, but
only because there is no real work-
ing class party.

Supporters of the League in Pak-
istan continue to make strides for-
ward. Despite being a very new
group, we are already becoming
a national organisation. We will
continue to campaign amongst the
working class and progressive
movements for a new working
class party, won {o a revolutionary
socialist programme.
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THE VIETNAM WAR

1968: the year the
world caught fire

his is the first in a series of articles about
T‘t 968. This year has gone down in history

as one of the “mad years”™ - like 1848,
1819, 1936. In such years, conservatives of all polit-
ical colours believe that some terrible infection
takes hold, as a result of which unconnected issues
and grievances spark off one another, producing
a series of explosions. A second feature of such
“mad years” is that they seem to fail to achieve
what they promised - they are not years of suc-
cessful revolutions, like 1789 or 1917. As such they
are jeered and mocked by relieved reactionaries
and patronising liberals. 1968 is no exception.

At its root, 1968 was the key year of the war in
Vietnam. The strains and pressures this put on the
world economy led to the end of the “long boom”
and a decade of sharp crises. It witnessed the rapid
growth of a mass antiwar movement. It was the
year that the US Civil Rights Movement turned into
“Black Power”, triggered by the assassination of
Martin Luther King. This rising of the oppressed -
those denied equal rights, jobs and wages -
inspired women to demand their rights as well. it
was the year of hundreds of student occupations,
of barricade fighting in Paris, which turned intoa 10
million strong general strike.

These events helped put the prospect of
revolution on the agenda again, even in the
imperialist heartlands. With the Prague Spring in
Czechoslovakia, despite its brutal suppression by
Soviet tanks, it brought the ferment of “socialist
democracy” to Eastem Europe.

The inspiration of ’68, embodied in a generation
of young militants, was to be felt right through the
1970s, boosting a radical youth culture, a
combative rank and file workers’ movement, and a
militant Black movement. It revived cold, and
launched new national liberation struggles. It
created a “second wave” of the women’s
movement, and a new movement for lesbian and
gay liberation. It privileged “direct action” - sit-ins,
demonstrations, riots and barricades - over
elections.

Of course none of these developments emerged
out of nothing but '68 was a year of enormous
interaction and lesson learning, a year when the
post-war capitdist boom was already beginning to
falter, and the cold war all but disintegrating. Above
all, it was a vear of internationalism, when the
response to militant struggles in different parts of
the world was: “We can do that here... and we will’

In this first article of the series Dave Stockton looks
at the event that started it all, the Vietnam war. The
most bloody colonial war of the twentieth century saw
some 1.4 million military personnel killed, though only
6 per cent were members of the United States armed
forces, while estimates of civilian deaths range from
two million to five million.

‘ 71etnam had already waged one war
for its independence, against the
French colonialists between 1946
and 1954. As the Second World War
ended and the Japanese surrendered, in
Augusta mass movement erupted in the
cities and countryside of Vietnam. This
was initiated in large part by a peasant
based guerrilla movement - the Viet-
minh, led by the Vietnamese Communist
Party. But in the cities and mining dis-
tricts, it was spearheaded by significant
Trotskyist-led forces, who organised pop-
ular committees and workers’ militias.
Together these forces helped seize con-
trol of the country from the disintegrat-
ing Vichy French colonial administration
and Japanese occupation forces, as the
war in Asia ended. But a British expedi-
tionary force under General Gracey was
preparing to occupy the country and hand
it back to its French colonial masters.
Ho Chi Minh and the Vietnamese Com-
munist Party (VCP) were, in these years,
still operating a strategic bloc, a popular
front, not only with the Viethamese capi-
talists and landowners {and therefore
defending their ownership of the fields and
factories) but also with the “democratic
imperialists”, i.e. the British, the Ameri-
cans and General De Gaulle’s “Free
French”. The leader of the Vietnamese
Communist Party (VCP), Ho Chi Minh,
believed hie could negotiating independ-
ence from the French. If this meant allow-
ing British and French forces back into
Vietnam this was an unpleasant but tem-
porary necessity. Their policy was, while
trying to hold on to their governmental
power, to negotiate with General Gracey
and the British forces, which they allowed
to occupy the cities without opposition.
The French colonialists soon arrived, and
to no one’s surprise except the Vietnamese
Stalinists, promptly kicked them out of
government restoring colonialism. Only
after the deep freeze in relations between
the Kremtin and the White House, which
setin in 1946, turning into the Cold War
in 1947, did Ho Chi Minh and the VCP
return to armed resistance to the French.
The Trotskyists strongly criticised the
welcoming of General Gracey. But, Stal-
inists as they were, Ho and the VCP had
no intention of tolerating any criticism
from within the anti-colonial movement.
In September angd Qctober Vietminh fir-
ing squads liquidated, hundreds of Viet-
namese Trotskyists. They were sacrificed
on the altar of class collaboration inan
act of treason to the anti-colonial and
anti-imperialist cause.
The Stalinists reactionary utopian
project — a democratic capitalist repub-

Vietham: where the

lic with the Stalinists in power — failed,
just as it failed in Europe and elsewhere
in Asia. Only in countries where the Stal-
inists already had total military power
and where the hostility of the imperial-
ists forced them to liquidate capitalism
was the result a bureaucratically ruled
workers state.

But in Vietnam the CP had to take up
the armed struggle even to survive. This
turned into the First Indochinese war
(1946-54) and then info the Vietnam war
(1960-75). the results were millions of
deaths and untold suffering; a direct
result of handing back power to the impe-
rialist in 1945. This crime of Vietnamese
Stalinism and its Chinese and Russian
backers needs to be remembered, even
whilst recognising the incredible hero-
ism of the militants of the VCP in these
wars.

The Indochinese War broke out in
December 1946, culminating in the
humiliating defeat of the French expedi-
tionary force at Dien Bien Phu in May
1954, where nearly 12,000 French
paratroopers surrendered. This was a cat-
astrophic defeat for French colonialism;
their casualties in the war totalled 94,581
dead, 78,127 wounded, with 40,000 taken
prisoner. But victory for the Vietnamese
too came at a terrible price. They lost over
300,000, with half a million wounded.

Worse still, they were robbed of much
of the fruits of victory at the Geneva Peace
Conference. The Communist-led Viet
Minh forces were militarily well able to
take control of the whole of Vietnam.
But the Soviet and Chinese put heavy pres-
sure on their delegation to be satisfied with
only the northern half of the country
and the northern city Hanoi. The country
was duly divided at the 17th parallel and
a fiercely anti-Communist regime, under
Ngo Dinh Diem, established itself in South
Vietnam with American support, violat-
ing the Geneva agreement, which prom-
ised elections within two years.

Ho Chi Minh and the VCP loyally
restrained themselves from taking any
military action, even withdrawing many
VCP cadres from the South. For five years
Diem conducted a ferocious witch-hunt,
which drove Communist and Buddhist
nationalist oppositionists out of the cities.
The Communists formed the National
Front for the Liberation of Vietnam (NLF),
involving other nationalist forces, and
finally launched a guerrilla war with the
aggressive Diem regime in 1959-60.

Their forces grew by leaps and bounds
in the rural areas, where they fought the
rich landlords and moneyienders tied to
the Diem regime, which viciously exploif-
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ed the peasants. By 1963 Diem's
forces were already shaky. There was
a Buddhist rebellion against his pro-
Catholic policies, and the dictator
was considering some sort of peace
overtures to the NLF, even floating
the idea of neutrality for the South,
i.e. taking it out of the anti-commu-
nist alliance the US was busily
constructing in South East Asia.

United States fears ‘domine’ effect
The CIA and the Pentagon’s
response was, with a powerful
clique of South Vietnamese gener-
als, to engineer a coup against Diem
(though without notifying the
Catholic president John F
Kennedy). This led to a rapid dete-
rioration of the situation, with two
further coups against Vietnamese
puppet leaders, when they in turn
tried to open secret negotiations
with the Communists. Eventually
Air Vice-Marshal Ky provided a sub-
servient regime as the numbers of
US troops, as a opposed to advisers,
increased. By 1964 there were
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200,000. Meanwhile the numbers
of NLF guerrillas rose from 5,000
in 1959, 100,000 in 1964.

The decision to send large num-
bers of US troops to South Vietnam
was taken not by President Lyn-
don Baines Johnsorn (“LBJ”), but by
his supposedly more liberal prede-
cessor, Kennedy. He, like other US
presidents, regularly talked about a
domirto effect whereby country after
country in the Third World might
“go communist”, following the lead
of China (1949), North Korea
(1951), North Vietnam (1954)
and, most recently, Cuba (1959),

For Kennedy, Cuba was the big
bugbear — a state going Commu-
nist right in the USA’s Latin Amer-
ican “backyard.” He launched the
Bay of Pigs invasion on 19 April
1961, using 1,500 CIA-trained
Cuban exiles, hoping to depose
Fidel Castro. Within 24 hours they
had all surrendered, and a humbled
Kennedy had to negotiate the
release of the survivors,

InAugust 1961, in the wake of the
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East German regime building the
Berlin Wall to stem the flow of its
citizens, especially professionals and
skilled workers, towards the boom-
ing West, Kennedy launched a new
ideological assault on communism.
In October 1962, discovering that
the USSR had stationed long range
missifes in Cuba, 90 miles from
the US, Kennedy threatened to take
the world to nuclear war. The Rus-
sians eventually agreed to remove
the missiles, if Kennedy guarantee
the US would abandon all attempts
to invade Cuba, and remove its mis-
sile bases from Turkey.

When the US Administration
turned its eyes fowards Asia, here
too it could imagine the Reds were
on the march, especially since it saw
any sort of anti-American national-
ism as tantamount to communism.
If the South Vietnamese domino
were allowed to fall then Malaysia,
Indonesia, Thailand... the whole of
South East Asia would crumble.
From 1954 onwards, the US tried to
build a South East Asian alliance on

il
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the model of NATO, called SEATQ,
an action that prompted the forma-
tion of the Bandung Conference,
which later became the Non-Aligned
Movement.

But the USA regarded attempts
at neutrality in the Cold War as lit-
tle better than disguised support
for Russia and China. Hence,
throughout the 1960s and well into
the 1970s, the CIA engineered or
supported a whole series of right-
wing military coups in Latin Amer-
ica, Africa, Asia, and even Europe
(Greece). Most horrific was the
1965 Indonesian massacre of
between 500,000 and 1 million
Communists and their supporters.
Thus for the US ruling class the
Vietnamese domino could not be
allowed to fall. In large measure,
the US imperialists fell into a trap
of their own making

In January 1965, following a bogus
North Viethamese attack on US war-
ships in the Gulf of Tonkin, the air
attacks on North Vietnam started.
Between March 1965 and November
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1968, operation “Rolling Thunder” del-
uged the north with a million tons of mis-
siles, rockets and bombs.

The Americans, then as now, imag-
ined that their enormous superiority in
air power and weaponry was bound to
tell and quickly at that. US ground forces
too began to pour. In 1961-62, the
Kennedy administration authorised the
use of chemicals to destroy rice crops.
Where NLF guerrillas were active, cor-
porations like Dow Chemical and Mon-
santo developed virulently toxic herbi-
cides and defoliants, most infamously
Agent Orange, which involved dioxinin
its manufacture.

About 12 million gallons (45 mil-
lion litres) of it were sprayed over South-
East Asia during the war. In some
areas of southern Vietnam, 40 years on
dioxin levels remain at over 100 times
the accepted international standard.
In 2006, the Vietnamese government
estimated that there are over 4 million
victims of dioxin poisoning in Vietnam.
Effects included various types of cancer
and genetic defects. The United States
government, despite being forced to
compensate US veterans (very miser-
ably), still denies “any conclusive scien-
tific links” between these victims and
the use of Agent Orange.

General William Westmoreland , US
commander in chief in Vietnam, was
typical of his class and generation, a
racist through and through. He devel-
oped his so called attrition strategy —
to kill the maximum number of guerril-
la fighters, and civilians in their support-
jve milieu. To those who objected to
the savagery of his “kill ratios” he
famously observed: “The Oriental does-
't put the same high price on life as does
a Westerner. Life is plentiful. Life is cheap
in the Orient.” For this reason the US
placed great emphasis on statistical indi-
cators of progress, like “kill ratios” and
“body counts,” numbers of villages “paci-
fied”, all of which was fed to a gullible
media and Congress.

The Tet Offensive
By the end of 1967 Westmoreland was
commanding 485,000 troops in Viet-
nam. He famously told the National
Press Club in Washington: “We have
reached a point when the end begins
to come into view,” though he added
modestly, that “mopping up the enemy”
might take another two years. The
Washington Post headlined his speech:
“War’s end in view — Westmoreland.”
When Time Magazine asked whether the
NLF might try anything, the he feisty
general replied, “I hope they try some-
thing, because we are looking for a
fight.” They did indeed but the outcome
was not what he expected

In 1968, 30 January was New Years
Day in the Vietnamese; it was also the
first day of the Tet offensive. Much of the

Napalm, a
gasoline
gel, was
widely used
in Vietnam.
It sticks to
flesh and

is usually
fatal. Kim
Phuc, the
young girl
pictured
above, sur-
vived and
became a
peace
activist.
She recalls:
“Napalm

is the most
terrible pain
you can
imagine.
Water boils
at 100
degrees.
Napalm
generates
tempera-
tures of
800 to
1,200
degrees.”

large-scale mobilisation by NLF forces
was carried out under cover of people
returning to their homes for the celebra-
tions. Indeed the initial explosions of the
offensive were mistaken for fireworks.
The NLF carried out a diversion, attack-
ing the huge US airforce base at Khe
Sanh. President Johnson and Westmor-
land were obsessed with defending it. “I
don’t want any damn Dinbinphoo!” yelled
LBJ down the phone. Yet this was not the
real target. A year before, the VCP had
decided on a general offensive to be com-
bined with a mass uprising in the cities
of the South. This had met strong resist-
ance in discussions from General Giap
the VCP’s veteran stratedist.He was
opposed toa major change of strategy for
the NLF guerrillas and North Vietnamese
regulars, from small-scale mobile war
to a fullscale offensive to take the South’s
cities. He was over-ruled.

In more than 100 cities and towns, sur-
prise attacks, like the one that broke into
the compound of the US Embassy in
Saigon, were followed up by waves of sup-
porting troops. The most ferocious bat-
tle was fought in Hue in central Vietnam.
There the NLF’s red and blue flag with its
yellow star flew over the old citadel for
three weeks. In Saigon too, a thousand
NLF troops held a major part of the city
for a similar period against a combined
force of more than 11,000 US and South
Vietnamese troops. But the urban upris-
ing that the VCP had been expecting did
not occur, and this eventually doomed the
offensive. The reason was straightforward
enough. The VCP had drawn nearly all its
cadres into the rural guerriila struggle.
It had ceased to be (if it ever was) a party
of the working class in the cities and the
mines.

Once the assault on the cities was
repelled the Americans took a terrible
revenge on the civilian population in the

areas they thought supported the “Viet-
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cong”. The village of Ben Tre in Kien Hoa
Province was wiped from the face of the
earth, occasioning the infamous excuse
given at a press conference, “We had to
destroy the town to save it.” In another
filmed incident South Vietnam’s police
chief summarily shot an NLF fighter in
the head. But the most horrific inci-
dent took place in a village called My
Lai in March 1968, when an American
patrol, led by Lieutenant William Calley,
massacred more than 300 unarmed men,
women, and children in ditches.

By the end, some 37,000 guerrillas and
North Vietnamese regulars had been
killed. Casualties included most of the
NLF’s best fighters, political officers and
underground organisers. Militarily speak-
ing, Tet was a terrible defeat for them.
Their objectives had not been met and
their finest forces decimated.

Yet for the American,s it was a victory
that began the complete unravelling of
their “empire” in South East Asia. Amer-
ican casualties in the fighting in 1968 —
14,592 killed and 35,000 seriously wound-
ed — were less than half those of the
NLE but of the 543,000 American troops
in Vietnam that year only 14 per cent, i.e.
80,000, were combat troops. This is a stag-
geringly high percentage of seriously
injured and killed, when compared with
the other wars the US has been involved
in. It rapidly and disastrously affected
morale amongst the troops and thus con-
stituted a turning point in the war.

In short, the Tet Offensive constitut-
ed an almost classic Pyrrhic victory ~a
victory won at irreplaceable cost to the
victor, but where the vanquished can
more easily resume the combat. For
the Americans, it was one that fatally
undermined the capacity of the victors
to carry the war to a successful conclu-
sion. To this effect on its ground troops
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South Vietnamese troops into the front
line and switching to even more massive
bombing, which spread to Laos and Cam-
bodia in a vain but bloody attempt to cut
the enemy's supply lines. In effect, from
1968 the White House and the Pentagon
were looking for ways to get the bulk of
US forces out of Vietnam itself without
losing the war. The long protracted Paris
peace negotiations which lasted, on and
off, frorn May 1968 to 1973 ended with the
complete withdrawal of US forces.

must be added the enormous effect that B
the Tet fighting had around the world — comparlsons
particularly in the USA itself, The prop-
aganda about winning the war, mopping RIS UEIMRC e Rl LR LR T
up, etc. was blown away by the pic- FIEIR =R RORI N Vi il R
Ll e YO SRR LRV e Il 2,000,000 in the North, and 2,000,000 in the South.
for by veteran journalists like Walter RIsTEer RVl litary casualties were 1.1 million killed
Cronkite, anchorman for CBS news. The |[ElRAt i R el o represent a good 12-
effect this had on the antiwar movement [REU R R T 0 population.
will be the subject of a future article in The total casualties of the US and its allies were:
the series, butitis noteworthy that this  JUSR e R VA A I e R T e Army,
was not the intention of the VCP lead- 231 Xele o] %I =LA
ership. The North Vietnamese General To measure the scale of human destruction for Nixon and his Machiavellian Secretary
Tran Do later recalled: Vietnam, we should look at what the casuaity level of State Henry Kissinger also took advan-
“Inall honesty, wedidn'tachieveour RN LR e Jeleled (o110 tage of the 1969-79 border clashes
RE LTI AR TV AT XS TGSl cleath toll. Out of a popuiation of 220 million during the between Soviet and Chinese troops and
ings throughout the South. Still, we  RUIEN G RE ALt R e e ! friction between China and Vietnam
inflicted heavy casualties on the Amer- US planes dropped over 8 million tons of (which included the Chinese impeding
LR RO g db ) TR R TRl explosives, three times the tonnage dropped by all the transit of munitions and other war
big gain for us. As for making an impact Bl CRURI et R Z aIER- R TR power of the materiel to Vietnam from Russia) to

in the United States, it had not been our
intention — but it turned out tobe a for-
tunate result.”

Many statistics confirm the shatter-
ing effect of the 1968 fighting on the
morale of US troops. Desertions
increased fourfold within a year. In 1969,
- an entire company of the 196th Light
Infantry Brigade simply sat down on the
battlefield and refused to move; a rifle
company of the crack 1st Air Cavalry
Division — right in front of CBS cameras
+~ simply refused to advance. Over the

' next year, this same division saw 35 fur-
[ ther combat refusals. By 1970, the Army
} had 65,643 deserters, roughly the equiv-
'alent of four infantry divisions. To this
must be added “fragging”, the killing of
disciplinarian and gung-ho officers,
using fragmentation grenades. Congres-
sional hearings held in 1973 estimated
that roughly 3 per cent of officer and
NCO deaths in Vietnam between 1961
and 1972 were a result of fraggings.

Marine Colonel Robert D. Heinl Jr, a
veteran commander with over 27 years
experience, and later a historian of the
Marine Corps, wrote at this time:

“Our army that now remains in
Vietnam is in a state approaching col-
lapse, with individual units avoiding
or having refused combat, murdering
their officers and noncommissioned offi-
cers, drug-ridden, and dispirited where
not near-mutinous. Conditions [exist]
among American forces in Vietnam that
have only been exceeded in this centu-
ry by...the collapse of the Tsarist armies
in 1916 and 1917."” Armed Forces
Journal 7 June 1971

: Consequences
| i 1968 — the Tet Offensive, in particular —
~was a turning point in the entire Vietnam
. war, or American War as the Vietnamese
‘ naturally call it. This American war
i lasted 10 years (1963-73), when US forces
. were the core of the anti-NLF combat-
§ ants. Between 1964 and 1972 the war cost
| US $133 billion—or $5.1 billiona month

atom bomb dropped on Hiroshima.

at present-day values. The rocketing costs
helped bring to a grinding halt the wel-
fare reforms carried out by the Johnson
administration (hyped as the Great Soci-
ety) — partly to stabilise the inner cities,
wracked by rioting and the Black rebel-
lion of the mid-to-late 1960s.

The Vietnam war enormously acceler-
ated inflation in the US, and the country
began running a trade deficit for the first
time in the twentieth century. This put
the dollar under enormous pressure as
the world reserve currency —“as good as
gold” because of the huge deposits of the
precious metal in Forth Knox The Fed-
eral Reserve issued dollars in increas-
ing excess of these reserves, dropping
from a ratio of 55 per cent to 22 per
cent in 1970 alone. In August 1971 Amer-
ica was finally forced off the Gold Stan-
dard and the whole Bretton Woods post-
war international monetary order was
soon abandoned, adding to the stormy
recessions of the 1970s and early 1980,
when the “long boom” definitively ended,
and with it the low levels of the class
struggle in the imperialist heartlands.
Here too then the effects of the Viet-
nam war were epoch changing.

The political effects were immediate.
As a direct result of media revelations
of the scale of the Tet fighting and its
casualties, President Johnson’s popular-
ity collapsed so totally he was obliged to
announce he would not run for re-
election that November. The Democra-
tic Party — revealing its imperialist nature
— chose a pro-war candidate, Hubert
Humphrey, while the Republicans’ cyn-
ical candidate, Richard Nixon, claimed
he had a plan to end the war and bring
“our boys” back home. Of course, once
in office, he tried all he could to shore up
the US empire in the region.

The result of the collapse of the morale
of US ground troops led Nixon to attempt
to plug the gap with his policy of “Viet-
namisation,” direct ancestor of today’s
“Afghanisation”. This meant pushing

achieve a major strategic turn —a de facto
alliance with China against Russia, Again
US strategic weakness, revealed by the
collapse in Vietham, had a double effect
in terms of world politics.

In the short to medium term, it mas-
sively raised the prestige of Stalinism
in the Third World and led to a series of
victories for national liberation strug-
gles, pro-Soviet military coups or out-
right revolutions: Pakistan (1969),
Bangladesh (1971), Portugal (1974),
Angola, Mozambique and Ethiopia
{1974), Cambodia, Laos and South
Vietnam (1975), Afghanistan (1978), Iran,
Grenada, Nicaragua, and Zimbabwe
(1979). It led to the tactical retreat by the
USA between known as “détente”, which
lasted roughly from 1969 to 1979,

In the longer term this in trun led to
Reagan’s counter-offensive in the 1980s,
which Stalinism proved unable to resist, .
the consequences of which we are still
living with today —neoliberalism and the
world order of the single superpower.

Thus the economic and military effects
of the Vietnam War, which reached a tip-
ping point in the year 1968, set new
trends going, which massively affected
the class struggle in the 1970s and 1980s.
Vietnam helped raise the leve! of this
struggle around the globe—even in those
countries where the reformist leaders
had no sympathy with the NLF, and
activliey supported the US war effor.
Indeed, it took until the new miltenni-
um for the US to shake off the Vietnam
Syndrome and undertake another major
foreign ground wat.

Vietnam was the first war the US lost
but it will not be the last. The US is
repeating its 1960s errors and bringing
down upon itself similar consequences,
for all the many circumstantial differ-
ences, This should alert us to the enor-
mous possibilities which a defeat for
imperialism can open up in the years
ahead. This time we must not squander
them, as the 68 generation all too
often frittered away those given them by
the heroic Vietnamese fighters.
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RUSSIAN ELECTIONS

adimir Putin's goal, when he was elected
president in 2000, was to strengthen the
Russian state and create stability after the
cowboy capitalism of the 1990s ended in eco-
nomic collapse. He struck lucky.

First he brought a bloody conclusion to the
Chechen war - then after 2001 he managed to
rebrand it as part of George Bush's global “war
on terror”. The world economy bounced back
from the recession of 2000-01 on the back of
credit expansion and a huge military spending
spree in the USA, and the Chinese boom after it
entered the World Trade Organisation (2001).

Concentration of economic pawer...
Economic expansion, including rocketing Chi-
nese demand, drove the price of oil from $40 a
barrel in 2000 to over $100 today. With Russia
the world's second largest exporter of oil, Putin
was able to expand the economy with a flood
of petrodollars, at the same time re-national-
ising key oil and infrastructure companies so
that the state derived a huge income from,
and could control these crucial sources of weaith.

In the 1990s the natural resources and state
industries had fallen into the hands of a small
circle of billionaires, like media tycoon Boris
Berezovsky and oil magnates Mikhail Khodor-
kovsky and Roman Abramovich. While some of
the capitalists were very close to the Kremlin,
the central state experienced enormous diffi-
culties trying to get their corporations to pay
anything like the taxes needed to maintain a
strong state.

Not only were the Russian people desper-
ately poor as a result of the hyperinflation and
mass unemployment that came with restored

capitalism, but also the Russian federal state
was near bankruptcy. Powerful elected gover-
nors in the provinces kept much of what tax rev-
enue there was. Putin's project was to change
all this by taming and then milking the tycoons,
and making sure he appointed the governors.

In the early years of Putin's presidency
some big bourgeois, or oligarchs as they are
known, like Berezovsky and Khordakovsky, made
the mistake of trying to use their billions to
finance media critical of the president, and to
form a “democratic opposition”. Berezovsky was
forced to flee to London in 2001.

In 2003 the tax authorities bankrupted Khor-
dakovsky's oil company Yukos for failing to pay
taxes, sold it to the state-owned company Ros-
neft, then merged it with state-owned Gazprom,
forming the largest oil and natural gas compa-
ny in the world.

... and palitical might

The economic concentration of power went
hand in hand with increasing the executive's
power at the expense of the Russian parliament,
called the Duma. Putin defeated the governors,
who packed the seats of the Russian parlia-
ment's upper chamber, by making them sub-
ject to presidential appointment rather then
popular election.

He imposed national party lists for Duma elec-
tions to eliminate the possibility of independ-
ents being voted in. Since 2001 most independ-
ent TV stations and newspapers have been shut
down or bought up by the state, so that now
more than 90 per cent of Russia's media assets
are in the hands of the state.

For the 2 December 2007 Duma elections,

Rubber-stamping Putin’s successor

The outcome of presidential elections in Russia was completely predictable once Vladimir
Putin had named Dmitry Medvedev his successor. Andy Yorke reviews the Putin years, and
argues that the foundations of the new “Strong Russia” are neither solid nor stable

many parties were deregistered while those on
the ballot faced a new rule, where they had to
win 7 per cent of the vote or get no seats, giv-
ing Putin's United Russia party a 64.3 per cent
majority.

Western commentators admit that the social
stability, economic growth, and increased
assertiveness against the USA made Putin pop-
ular, while the various Liberal parties, such
as the Union of Right Forces and Yabloko
(Apple), supporting the US and European Union
are fatally compromised by their leaders' (Yegor
Gaidar and Grigory Yavlinsky's) involvement
in 1990's “shock therapy” and responsibility
for handing over the economy to the billion-
aire oligarchs. But if United Russia and
Medvedeywould win in a straight contest, why
all the skulduggery?

Working class resistance

The top 10 per cent of Russians earned 10 times
as much as the bottom 10 per cent in 2001. By
2007 that figure has risen to 16.3 times as much.
Russia is second only to the US for the num-
ber of hillionaires it has.

Now this same oil wealth has begun to drive
inflation into the double digits, squeezing the
poor further, while corporate and state debt is
rocketing in the context of a looming global eco-
nomic slowdown that will hit Russia at some
point. Russian workers are on a short fuse,
and inflation could be the spark that ignites it.

While oil wealth has fuelled the growth of the
Russian economy, and with it a new middle class,
who pack the new shopping malls of St Peters-
burg and Moscow, the much-vaunted “trickle
down effect” has not reached the working class,
the city poor and the farmers.

It is the working class that has recently shown
that a growing awareness of the economic, social
and political injustices of Putin's order. In 2005
the attempt to “monetise” social benefits, in one
swoop enacting huge cuts to welfare pay-
ments and pensions, provoked a series of demon-
strations and protests.

On 14 December 2007 a three-week-long
strike at the Ford car plant in St. Petersburg
ended in a partial victory. It was the longest strike
since 1991, The fact that the workers actually
won a wage rise, and the state did not dare inter-
vene points to a potential renewal of the
labour movement in Russia.

Yet only if the workers build not just new
unions and mass campaigns in defence of
their welfare and rights, but a new political party,
one committed to overthrowing the mafia
capitalism that has bled Russia since 1991,
will they end the austerity and oppression
they have suffered under decades of Stalinism
and capitalism alike.
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WHAT WE STAND FOR

Workers Power is a revolutionary com-

munist organisation. We fight to:

» Aholish capitalism and create aworld
without exploitation, class divi-
sions and oppression

» Break the resistance of the exploiters
by the force of millions acting togeth-
er in a social revolution smashing
the repressive capitalist state

s Place power in the hands of councils
of delegates from the working class,
the peasantry, the poor - elected and
recallable by the masses

¢ Transform large-scale production and
distribution, at present in the hands
of a tiny elite, into a socially owned
economy, democratically planned

¢ Plan the use of humanity's labour,
materials and technology to eradi-
cate social inequality and poverty.

This is cormmunism - a society with-
out classes and without state repres-
sion. To achieve this, the working class
must take power from the capitalists.

We fight imperialism: the handful
of great capitalist powers and their cor-
porations, who exploit billions and
crush all states and peoples, who resist
them. We suppott resistance to their
blockades, sanctions, invasions and
occupations by countries like

Venezuela, Iraqor Iran. We demand an

end to the occupation of Afghanistan

and Iraq, and the Zionist occupation
of Palestine. We support uncondition-
ally the armed resistance,

We fight racism and national oppres-

Activists’

Saturday 8 March

Teach-in for students and youth
10:30 - 18:00

London {nearest tube: Holborn)
For more information see
www.climateredalert.com

Saturday 8 March
Million Women Rise
Intemational Women’s Day

- 12:00 march from Hyde Paik, London

.15:00 raily in Trafalgar Square

Sunday 9 March
Revolution conference
11:00 - 16:30

London School of Economics, Portugal St,

London (nearest tube: Holborn)
For more information see
www.woldrevolution.orguk

Red Alert: action needed on climate change

London School of Economics, Portugal St,

sion, We defend refugees and asylum
seekers from the racist actions of the
media, the state and the fascists. We
oppose all immigration controls. When
racists phystcally threaten refugees and
immigrants, we take physical action
to defend them. We fight for no plat-
form for fascism.

We fight for women’s liberation: from
physical and mental abuse, domestic
drudgery, sexual exploitation and dis-
crimination at work. We fight for free
abortion and contraception on demand.
We fight for an end to all discrimination
against lesbians and gay men and
against their harassment by the state,
religious bodies and reactionaries.

We fight vouth oppression in the fam-
ily and society: for their sexual freedom,
for an end to super-exploitation, for the
right to vote at sixteen, for free, univer-
sal education with a living grant.

We fight bureaucracy in the unions.
All union officers must be elected,
recallable, and removable at short
notice, and earn the average pay of the
rmembers they claim to represent. Rank
and file trade unionists must organise
to dissolve the bureaucracy. We fight for
nationalisation without compensation
and under workers control.

We fight reformism: the policy of
Labour, Socialist, Social-Demaocratic
and the misnamed Communist parties.
Capitalism cannot be reformed through
peaceful parliamentary means; it
must be overthrown by force. Though

diary

these parties stitl have roots in the work-
ing class, politically they defend capi-
talism, We fight for the unions to break
from Labour and form for a new work-
ers party. We fight for such a party to
adopt a revolutionary programme and
a Leninist combat form of organization.

We fight Stalinism. The so-called
communist states were a dictatorship
over the working class by a privileged
bureaucratic elite, based on the expro-
priation of the capitalists. Those Stal-
inist states that survive - Cuba and North
Korea - must, therefore, be defended
against imperialist blockade and attack,
But a socialist political revolution is the
only way to prevent their eventual col-
lapse.

We reject the policies of class collab-
oration: “popular fronts” or a “demo-
cratic stage”, which oblige the working
class to renounce the fight for power
today. We reject the theory of “social-
ism in one country”. Only Trotsky’s
strategy of permanent revolution can
bring victory in the age of imperialism
and globalisation. Only a global revo-
lution can consign capitalism to
history.

With the internationalist and com-
munist goal in our sights, proceeding
along the road of the class struggle,
we propose the unity of all revolution-
ary forces in a new Fifth International,

That is what Workers Power is fight-
ing for. If you share these goals - join
11S.

Wednesday 12 March

Wo Hers Power meeting -~ The Vietnam War

19:30: indian YMCA, Fitzroy Square, London

Saturday 15 March

Stop the War/CND /BMI demonstration
12:00 Trafalgar Square, London

Monday - Tuesday 17 - 1.8 March
Department of Wo s and Pensions strike
Picket lines at Job Centres and other offices

Friday - Tuesday 21 - 25 March

NUT annual conference

Manchester

Saturday 29 March
Trade Unionists and Communities against

Immigration Controls Conference

10.30 - 17:00 SOAS, Malet St, London

Tueday — Thursday 1 - 3 April
National Union of Students Conference
Winter Gardens, Blackpool

Workers Power is the British
Section of the League for the
Ffth international

Workers Power
BCM 7750
London

WCTN 3XX

020 7708 0224

workerspower@
btopenworld.com

ON THE WEB

www.warkerspower.com
www.fifthintermational.com
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Spotlight on communist policy &

Kosova and the right of
nations to self-determination

By Martin Suchanek

O n 17 February the parliament of Koso-

va declared the province an independ-

ent state. The declaration was imme-
diately recognised by the US and the leading
European Union powers, Germany, Britain,
France and Italy. They claimed they were sim-
ply recognising the Kosovars’ right to self-
determination. What attitude should com-
munists take towards the secession of national
minorities from larger states? Surely, some
Marxists have argued, the slogan of “workers
of all countries unite” means we should be in
favour of the breaking down of borders that
separate the global working class, not setting
up of new ones.

With cynical friends of “self-determina-
tion” like the USA, Britain, Germany and
France the right to secede does not need more
enemies. The imperialists had no problem
encouraging the break up of Yugoslavia, lead-
ing as it did to a series of bloody wars and eth-
nic cleansing, so long as it increased their
influence in the region. If this can only be
achieved by invasion and occupation, as in
Afghanistan a few years later, these “Great
Powers” ignore the principle.

Unsurprisingly the declaration of independ-
ence was rejected by the by the Serbian
government, i.e. the state from which
Kosovawas breaking. The Serbs claim Koso-
va as the heart of Serbia, despite having
only a small minority Serbian population.
The response of Russia, China, Spain, Roma-
nia, Cyprus and Greece, which also objected,
is not just indignation at the supposed viola-
tion of international law by the “unilateral
declaration”. A real motive for most of
them was to give no precedent to the
oppressed national minorities imprisoned
within their own borders.

National oppression

Communists recognise that the oppression
of one nationality by another is one of the
most stubborn barriers to international work-
ing class unity, the prerequisite for the social-
ist transformation of society.

Albanian speakers have been a majority in
Kosova for centuries. Indeed, it seems cer-
tain that Serbs were never a majority of its
population. The importance of Kosovo to
Serbs was that the modern Serbian nation
built into its mythology the supposed sacri-
fice for Christendom of the Serbian King,
defeated by the Ottoman Turkish Sultan at
the battle of the Blackbirds Field in 1389. His-
torians have pointed out that the armies

involved were not national ones but feudal
coalitions. Thus Serbs fought for the Sultan
and Albanians for the Serbian King. But in
any case the claim that this gives the Serbs
the right to rule the Albanians of Kosova is
aright no democrat let alone a socialist should
recognise,

It was the denial of democratic rights to
the Kosovars, the attempted suppression of
their language and culture, and finally the
brutal attempt to expel over a million of the
ethnic Albanian population by Serbian state
and paramilitary forces in 1999 that finally
led Kosovars to demand complete independ-
ence from Serbia.

This expressed will to be rid of cruel nation-
al oppression is why we recognise the right

Only by recognising the
right of nations to self-
determination, up to
and including
secession, can we
undermine capitalist
nationalism and
strengthen working
class internationalism

to self-determination of the Kosovars, includ-
ing their right to form their own state. So too
we recognise the right of the Serbian minor-
ity in northern Kosova to secede and join Set-
bia if they so wish.

Only by opposing all violations of nation-
al rights, supporting the right to learn and
use one’s own language, struggling for equal
rights in education and at work, equal rights
of citizenship, can we expect to win support
for the socialist transformation of society.

The Serbian workers and peasants, like any
other nation in the Balkans, have nothing to
gain from opposing the right to self-determi-
nation of the Kosovars. Indeed, they have only
to lose from this. Firstly, it drives the
Albanian workers and peasants into the hands
of the bourgeois and petit bourgeois Koso-
var nationalists and their Western imperiat-
ist masters. Moreover, secondly, it ties the
Serbian working class itself to their “own”
rulers — the Serbian capitalists and their Russ-

ian imperialist backer.

However the declaration of independ-
ence by Hashim Thaci's government is a
fraudulent one —not because the great major-
ity of Kosovars do not want this, but rather
because they have not actually got it. In fact
what has been issued is a declaration of
dependence on the European Union,

Sovereignty is effectively handed to the EU,
backed by 20,000 Nato troops, with an EU
High Commissioner in the country, who can
veto and overrule all decisions of the govern-
ment and parliament. The free market is
enshrined as the economic foundation of the
country, and all remaining state owned com-
panies are placed under control of an EU run
privatisation agency. The European Central
Bank will run economic policy and its cur-
rency will be the euro.

In short, the Kosovar nationalists of the
ruling parties have sold their country to the
imperialists of the EU and the United States.

This proves once again that, in small coun-
tries like Kosova, capitalist politicians and
their business backers are tied by a thousand
strings to imperialism. Only the working class
has the interest and ability to fully break
the chains of national oppression in semi-
colonies like this.

The way to freedom for the Kosovar peo-
ple, social as well national, lies in the strug-
gle against EU and Nato occupation. Just as
in Iraq and Afghanistan, the working class
must fight for the expulsion of ail these armed
forces, installations and advisers. It necessi-
tates, too, the abolition of the standing army,
trained by and loyal to imperialism, and its
replacement by an armed workers and poor
peasants’ militia.

This road must lead to a final struggle for
a workers and peasants’ government in Koso-
va based on workers’ councils, which will
expropriate the capitalists, institute workers’
control, and a plan to rebuild and reorganise
the economy. Such a workers' state would
immediately call for a voluntary socialist fed-
eration of the Balkans, as the only way to over-
come nationai antagonisms and the imperi-
alist dominance of the region.

The working class is an international class
— a class with no motherland. The commu-
niist programme is not for the creation of ever
more nation states, or the breaking up of large
“multi-national” states into their national
constituent parts, as long as their peoples
wish to remain within them. But only by
recognising the right of nations to self-deter-
mination, up to and including secession, can
we undermine capitalist nationalism and




