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Introducing

The Socialist Party is like no other
political party in Britain. It is made up
of people who have joined together
because we want to get rid of the profit
system and establish real socialism. Our
aim is to persuade others to become
socialist and act for themselves,
organising democratically and without
leaders, to bring about the kind of
society that we are advocating in this
journal. We are solely concerned with
building a movement of socialists for
socialism. We are not a reformist party
with a programme of policies to patch
up capitalism.

We use every possible opportunity
to make new socialists. We publish
pamphlets and books, as well as CDs,
DVDs and various other informative
material. We also give talks and take part
in debates; attend rallies, meetings and
demos; run educational conferences;
host internet discussion forums, make
films presenting our ideas, and contest
elections when practical. Socialist
literature is available in Arabic, Bengali,
Dutch, Esperanto, French, German,
Italian, Polish, Spanish, Swedish and
Turkish as well as English.

The more of you who join the Socialist
Party the more we will be able to get
our ideas across, the more experiences
we will be able to draw on and greater
will be the new ideas for building the
movement which you will be able to
bring us.

The Socialist Party is an organisation
of equals. There is no leader and there
are no followers. So, if you are going
to join we want you to be sure that you
agree fully with what we stand for and
that we are satisfied that you understand
the case for socialism.

®
Editorial

Know Your Enemy

Capitalism is everywhere these days.
Turn on the TV or open a paper and “cap-
italism” is being talked about. And not
just one capitalism — so many different
types !

There’s turbo-capitalism, free market
capitalism, selfish capitalism, crony cap-
italism, natural capitalism, laissez-faire
capitalism, Chinese capitalism, state
capitalism, and even disaster capitalism.

The fact that the media are increas-
ingly calling a spade a spade in terms of
the actual words they use is a positive
development to be accepted. It’s good to
know your enemy and it helps if you can
call it by its real name.

But that’s not to say all these differ-
ent types of “capitalism” don’t themselves
sow confusion. World socialists would ar-
gue that while the outward appearance
of an economic system may vary from
region to region or over time, at the level
which matters, it all comes down to the
same thing. So what is the level that mat-
ters and what does it all come down to ?

We would argue that an economic sys-
tem should be judged on how it produces
and distributes wealth to its members.
All round the world we see cast-iron evi-
dence that — whatever the supposed form
of capitalism practiced locally — capital-
ism itself is a system that is failing the
vast majority.

In the more mature capitalist areas
useless goods are increasingly produced
that workers have to be persuaded to
buy; in younger capitalist regions hu-
mans starve in their thousands because
their suffering is invisible to the logic of
the profit system. It makes no difference
whether there is a King or a President on
the banknote, it’s still capitalism, and
the banknote is the part of the unneces-
sary rationing system.

So what does capitalism all come
down to ? In a nutshell capitalism is
about wealth being produced for sale on
a market with a view to ensuring a profit
for the owner of the capital invested in the
production process (e.g. wages). All sup-
posed “forms” of capitalism must comply
with this rule to make profit. That profit
may be partially hidden in a nationalised
industry or obscure within the workings
of a co-operative enterprise, it makes no
difference. The economic system as a
whole must carry on making a profit. If
it does not, then investment stops and
production stops, and individual busi-
nesses go to the wall. For states with sig-
nificant state capitalist enterprises, the
reality may be held off for some time but
ultimately that state itself may become
bankrupt.

What we have then is global capital-
ism arranged worldwide to satisfy the
needs of the small minority who live in
various degrees of luxury, off the un-
earned labour of the large majority, who
live in various degrees of poverty. We do
not for a second deny that in terms of
standard of living there are enormous
differences between workers globally.
But that difference (caused by centuries
of unequal development across the globe)
in access to wealth is insignificant com-
pared to the gulf between the employing
class and the employed class living liter-
ally yards away from each other, whether
in Lagos or London

So forget the various versions of capi-
talism. Don’t waste time trying to work
out where selfish capitalism becomes
unselfish capitalism, or where turbo

capitalism stops and laissez-faire starts.
Look beyond the label: the problem lies
with capitalism itself.
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penned a short tale about a society at war which

agreed for humane reasons to exempt all couples
in love from military service, an infallible test for love
being available in the form of an MRI scan of the
hypothalamus. What followed was the black-market
proliferation of Cupidol, a drug to make people fall in
love with anyone. This story, as may be surmised, was
intended as futuristic comedy.

As if to prove that fiction can always be trumped by
fact, what came through the door a week later, in the
May 17 issue of New Scientist, was the story of how MRI
scans of the hypothalamus, part of the limbic system
of the brain which governs emotions, are being used to
track the neurotransmitter oxytocin, known as the ‘love
hormone’. This hormone is now the subject of intense
research as a possible new wonder therapy for so-called
people-problem mental disorders, as well as its offshoot
commercial potential as a recreational love drug that
would beat Ecstasy - pants down, presumably.

Oxytocin seems to be released in varying degrees and
pulses during social interactions, and in strong doses
during romantic and sexual encounters, it reduces stress,
aids relaxation and assists in bonding. Studies suggest
that blocking receptors of this neurotransmitter results
in the turning-off of bonding patterns in prairie voles,
and rats and mice stop nurturing their young or even
recognising their own familiars. Its function appears to be
to associate social interaction with pleasure, and it works
in tandem with the reward’ transmitters dopamine and
opioids to create a feel-good effect.

The implications, according to the article, could be
enormous for human psychological disorders that arise
from relationships with other humans, among them
depression, personality disorders, psychosis, social

I n a lighter moment the other day, the present writer

4
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phobias and autism. But before one gets
too excited, one must bear in mind the
cogent point Ed Blewitt makes in this
issue (page 9), that biology is no quick fix
for endemic social problems which are
rooted in the way society is organised,

a point doubtless conceded yet scarcely
emphasised by science-based writers.

If there was a drug for socialism, for
example, it wouldn’t work anyway.

Still, the general trend in that
perennially polarised debate between
the environmental and the biological
determinists seems to be settling on a
middle ground where cause and effect
are bound up together in a still little-
understood feedback mechanism.
Somehow, our relationships with other
people affect our body chemistry, and
in turn our body chemistry affects our
relationships with other people. What is
significant about such a recursive cause-
and-effect loop is that you can intervene
at any point, and even at all points, to
disturb or transform it.

Imagine, for example, that somebody
wrote a self-help book that actually
worked, as proposed in Will Ferguson’s
2002 novel Happiness. Would the social
institutions of capitalist coercion and wage-slavery
begin to crumble and break under the weight of joyful
anti-capitalist non-cooperation, as Ferguson gleefully
suggests? Presumably not, or not right away. If self-help
books could cause revolutions, Marx’s Capital would have
been the last self-help book in history.

But it is tempting to speculate just how close the
artificial bond of identification between system and
psyche, referred to by Peter Rigg (page 11), would
continue to be if people, either through drugs or DIY
therapy, weren’t quite so devastatingly messed up by the
social order they help maintain.

In reality, the biggest problems with any
pharmaceutical road to earthly paradise are first, that the
effects would wear off and you’d have to keep re-dosing
and second, and more to the point, that even if citizen
worker got herself loved up and liberated, the bosses still
have the loot and the law. That, and a cold and distinctly
unloving gleam in their eye. Like it or not, conscious
political action will not come out of a 30 milligram dose of
delight to the limbic system. For that you have to rely on
the more prosaic technologies of reason, democracy and
organisation.

Research into such frontier territory as neurobiology,
while not offering any magic bullet for social or
psychological disorders under capitalism, certainly
should be explored and would be pursued in socialism
too, because of its potential for insight into how our
minds work, what happens chemically when we relate to
other people, and when we don’t. And this in turn may
offer us further insights into how best to organise our
social and democratic structures, given that in socialism
we will be at liberty, for the first time, to debate such
things as a matter of conscious collective design.
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n 21 April, 2008, President
OEVO Morales of Bolivia

delivered the opening address
to the Seventh Session of the U.N.
Permanent Forum on Indigenous
Issues in New York. His speech
included the following passage:

“If we want to save the planet
earth, to save life and humanity,
we have a duty to put an end to the
capitalist system. Unless we put
an end to the capitalist system, it
is impossible to imagine that there
will be equality and justice on this
planet earth. This is why I believe
that it is important to put an end to
the exploitation of human beings and
to the pillage of natural resources,
to put an end to destructive wars for
markets and raw materials, to the
plundering of energy, particularly
fossil fuels, to the excessive
consumption of goods and to the
accumulation of waste. The capitalist
system only allows us to heap up
waste. I would like to propose that
the trillions of money earmarked for
war should be channelled to make
good the damage to the environment,
to make reparations to the earth.”

Despite the striking anti-capitalist
content of most of this passage, the
last sentence reveals that Morales
does not have a clear conception
of the socialist alternative. He still
thinks in terms of the money system.
The accurate way of posing the
problem focuses not on the waste
of money but on the waste of real
resources of all kinds — the waste
of nature and its bounty, of human
life and labour, of knowledge and its
potential. True, money represents or
symbolizes some — far from all -- of
these real resources, but in a very
inadequate and distorted manner. To
substitute the symbol for the reality
is a mystification.

Nevertheless, I would like to
argue that Morales is a good deal
closer to a true understanding of
socialism than most of the so-called
“left” in Latin America or elsewhere.
The very fact that he is addressing
a world forum about the future of
the species and the planet suggests
that he is seeking an alternative at
the global rather than national level.
Although nationalization forms part
of his domestic policy (the oil and gas

6
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Evo Morales:

A Call for Socialism?

industry in Bolivia was nationalized
in 2006), he does not equate
nationalization with socialism.

The model of the ayllu

In a number of interviews
Morales has been asked what he
and his movement — the Movement
for Socialism (MAS) — understand
by socialism. Thus, Heinz Dieterich
of Monthly Review (July 2006)
asks him what country the socio-
economic model of the MAS most

t L b IR

President Evo Morales of Bolivia

closely resembles. Brazil? Cuba?
Venezuela? Morales does not like the
way the question is put. (“[Socialism]
is something much deeper. ... It is to
live in community and equality.”) He
talks instead about the traditional
peasant commune or ayllu of the
indigenous peoples of the Andes,
based on communal landholding
and “respect for Mother Earth.” He
himself grew up in an ayllu of the
Aymara people in Oruro Province;

in some parts of Bolivia such
communities still exist.

In another interview, to journalists
from Spiegel, Morales says: “There
was no private property in the past.
Everything was communal property.
In the Indian community where [
was born, everything belonged to
the community. This way of life
is more equitable.” As the World
Socialist Review, published by our
companion party in the United

States, comments: “This is more than
just a variation on the leftist cop-

out that socialism is a goal for the
distant future; it is, on some level, an
acceptance of it as a real alternative
to capitalism” (http://www.wspus.
org/wp-content/uploads/2008/04/
wsr21b.pdf)

Rejecting vanguardism

Another indication that Morales
is closer than most of the “left” to a
genuine understanding of socialism
is his opposition to the Bolshevik
idea of the “vanguard party.” The
MAS, he tells Dieterich, “was not
created by political ideologues or by a
group of intellectuals, but by peasant
congresses to solve the problems of
the people.” It has always rejected
the pretensions to “leadership” of
Leninist groups of different varieties
-- followers of Stalin, Trotsky, or
Mariategui (a Peruvian Bolshevik who
has had great influence on the left in
Latin America).

Of course, Morales is not only a
thinker with more or less clear ideas
about capitalism and socialism. He
is also head of the government of an
underdeveloped country that has
to operate within the parameters
of a capitalist world. As such he is
no position to realize his more far-
reaching aspirations. At most, he
has been able — like Hugo Chavez
in Venezuela — to divert some of the
proceeds from the sale of oil and gas
to making some improvement to the
life of the impoverished indigenous
communities.

The fact remains that an
internationally known figure has
stood up at the United Nations and
called upon the world community to
bring the capitalist system to an end.
Morales’ concept of socialism may
be less clear than we would like, but
it does at least bear some relation
to the real thing. Viewed from the
time when the UN and its specialized
agencies are converted into the
planning and coordinating centre of
world socialism, this will, perhaps, be
regarded as a milestone in its history.
Stefan
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BIG BROTHER IS LISTENING
“Hundreds of benefit fraudsters
have been caught out by lie-detector
technology. More than 370 people
were identified fiddling their benefits
in Lambeth, South London. As part
of the pilot project, Lambeth Council
staff phoned 2,000 residents and used
Voice Risk Analysis, which picks up
tiny changes in the voice that show a
person is lying. Benefit staff then made
further checks to see if claims needed
investigation. A total of 638 people
were investigated and 377 were caught
lying and had their benifits stopped or
decreased.” (Times, 21 April)

AN EXPENSIVE TIPPLE

“While the global credit crunch has
forced many consumers to rein in
spending, one Beijing-based billionaire
has splashed out a record $500,000
on 27 bottles of red wine, London-
based Antique Wine Company said
on Saturday. The anonymous Chinese
entrepreneur bought a mix of vintages
of Romanee Conti, a Burgundy wine
and considered to be among the world’s
most exclusive with only 450 cases
produced each year. The client bought
12 bottles of Romanee Conti 1978, two
bottles of the 1961, 1966, 1996 and
2003 and single bottles of the 1981,
1990, 1992, 1995, 1999, 2001 and
2002. “It is the highest price that has
ever been achieved for a single lot,”
Managing Director Stephen Williams
of the London-based Antique Wine
Company told Reuters on Saturday.
“l don’t think he has bought this as an
investment -- he has bought it to drink,”
he added. “The fine wine industry is
completely immune from the global
credit crunch.” (Yahoo News, 19 April)

HEATHROW HOMELESS

“Each night, scores of London’s home-
less men and women take advantage
of modern travel delays by posing as
stranded passengers in order to sleep
in a warm, safe place. ... Those con-
tacted included a man sleeping under
his coat, another conspicously hid-
ing behind an open newspaper, and a
woman clutching a duty free bag, who
insisted she was waiting for a flight,
only to whisper when police were out
of earshot, “I can’t afford electricity. It's
warm here. Please let me stay.” (Times,
21 April)

100 YEARS OF POVERTY

The columnist Richard Morrison on
pensions “The old-age pension is 100
years old. When Asquith introduced it
in 1908, it was five shillings a week - a
sum that was regarded as shamefully
low by progressives in his party. But if
even that paltry figure had kept pace
with the growth in Britain’s GDP, the
state pension should now be £161
a week. The actual figure? £90.70p.

Contact Details

UK BRANCHES &CONTACTS
Lonbon

Central London branch. 2nd Weds.
6.30pm. The Shakespeare’s Head, 64-68
Kingsway, Holborn. (Nearest tube:
Holborn.) Tel: Tristan 0207 6223811
Enfield and Haringey branch. 2nd &
4th Monday. 8pm. Angel Community
Centre, Raynham Rd, NI8. Corres:

17 Dorset Road, N22 7SL. email:
julianvein@blueyonder.co.uk

South London branch. 1st Tues.
7.00pm. Head Office. 52 Clapham High
St, SW4 7UN. Tel: 020 7622 3811
West London branch. 1st & 3rd
Tues.8pm, Chiswick Town Hall,
Heathfield Terrace (Corner Sutton Court
Rd), W4. Corres: 51 Gayford Road,
London W12 9BY

Pimlico. C. Trinder, 24 Greenwood Ct,
155 Cambridge Street, SW1 4VQ.

Tel: 020 7834 8186

MIDLANDS

West Midlands branch. Meets every
two months on a Sunday afternoon (see
meetings page for details. Tel: Tony
Gluck 01242 235615

NORTHEAST

Northeast branch. Contact: Brian Barry,
86 Edgmond Ct, Ryhope, Sunderland
SR2 ODY. Tel: 0191 521 0690.

E-mail 3491@bbarry.f2s.com

NORTHWEST

Lancaster branch. P. Shannon, 10
Green Street, Lancaster LA1 1DZ. Tel:
01524 382380

Manchester branch. Paul Bennett, 6
Burleigh Mews, Hardy Lane, M21 7LB.
Tel: 0161 860 7189

Bolton. Tel: H. McLaughlin.01204
844589
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Some progress.” (Times, 30 April)

Cumbria. Brendan Cummings, 19
Queen St, Millom, Cumbria LA18 4BG
Carlisle: Robert Whitfield.

E-mail: rewcbr13@yahoo.co.uk

tel: 07906 373975

Rochdale. Tel: R. Chadwick. 01706
522365

Southeast Manchester. Enquiries:
Blanche Preston, 68 Fountains Road,
M32 9PH

YORKSHIRE

Hull: Keith Scholey, 12 Regina Crescent,
Victoria Ave, HU5 3EA. Tel: 01482
444651

Skipton. R Cooper, 1 Caxton Garth,
Threshfield, Skipton BD23 5EZ.

Tel: 01756 752621

SOUTH/SOUTHEAST/SOUTHWEST

South West branch. Meets every two
months on a Saturday afternoon (see
meetings page for details). Ray Carr,
Flat 1, 99 Princess Road, Branksome,
Poole BH12 1BQ. Tel: 01202 257556.
Bristol. Shane Roberts, 86 High Street,
Bristol BS5 6DN. Tel: 0117 9511199
Canterbury. Rob Cox, 4 Stanhope
Road, Deal, Kent, CT14 6AB

Luton. Nick White, 59 Heywood Drive,
LU2 7LP

Redruth. Harry Sowden, 5 Clarence
Villas, Redruth, Cornwall, TR15 1PB.
Tel: 01209 219293

EAST ANGLIA

East Anglia branch meets every two
months on a Saturday afternoon (see
meetings page for details).David Porter,
Eastholme, Bush Drive, Eccles-on-Sea,
NR12 OSF. Tel: 01692 582533.
Richard Headicar, 42 Woodcote, Firs
Rd, Hethersett, NR9 3JD. Tel: 01603
814343.

Richard Layton, 23 Nottingham Rd,
Clacton, CO15 5PG. Tel: 01255 814047.
Cambridge. Andrew Westley, 10
Marksby Close, Duxford, Cambridge
CB2 4RS. Tel: 07890343044

NORTHERN IRELAND
Newtownabbey: Nigel NcCullough. Tel:
028 90852062

ScorLAND

Edinburgh branch.Ist Thur. 8-9pm.
The Quaker Hall, Victoria Terrace (above
Victoria Street), Edinburgh.

J. Moir. Tel: 0131 440 0995 JIMMY @,
jmoir29.freeserve.co.uk Branch website:
http://geocities.com/edinburghbranch/
Glasgow branch. 3rd Wednesday of
each month at 8pm in Community
Central Halls, 304 Maryhill Road,
Glasgow. Richard Donnelly, 112
Napiershall Street, Glasgow G20 6HT.
Tel: 0141 5794109. E-mail: richard.
donnellyl@ntlworld.com

Ayrshire: D. Trainer, 21 Manse Street,
Salcoats, KA21 5AA. Tel: 01294
469994. E-mail: derricktrainer@freeuk.
com

Dundee. Ian Ratcliffe, 16 Birkhall Ave,
‘Wormit, Newport-on-Tay, DD6 8PX.
Tel: 01328 541643

West Lothian. 2nd and 4th Weds in
month, 7.30-9.30. Lanthorn Community
Centre, Kennilworth Rise, Dedridge,
Livingston. Corres: Matt Culbert, 53
Falcon Brae, Ladywell, Livingston, West
Lothian, EH5 6UW. Tel: 01506 462359
E-mail: matt@wsmweb.fSnet.co.uk

WaLks

Swansea branch. 2nd Mon, 7.30pm,
Unitarian Church, High Street. Corres:
Geoffrey Williams, 19 Baptist Well
Street, Waun Wen, Swansea SA1 6FB.

Tel: 01792 643624
Cardiff and District. John James, 67
Romilly Park Road, Barry CF62 6RR.
Tel: 01446 405636

INTERNATIONAL CONTACTS
AFRICA

Kenya. Patrick Ndege, PO Box 56428,
Nairobi.

Swaziland. Mandla Ntshakala, PO Box
981, Manzini.

Zambia. Marxian Education Group, PO
Box 22265, Kitwe.

Asia

India. World Socialist Group, Vill
Gobardhanpur. PO Amral, Dist.
Bankura, 722122

Japan. Michael. Email:
worldsocialismjapan@hotmail.com.
Eurore

Denmark. Graham Taylor, Kjaerslund 9,
floor 2 (middle), DK-8260 Viby J
Germany. Norbert. E-mail:
weltsozialismus@gmx.net

Norway. Robert Stafford. E-mail:
hallblithe@yahoo.com

COMPANION PARTIES
OVERSEAS

World Socialist Party of Australia.

P. O. Box 1266 North Richmond

3121, Victoria, Australia.. Email:
commonownership@yahoo.com.au
Socialist Party of Canada/Parti
Socialiste du Canada. Box 4280,
Victoria B.C. V8X 3X8 Canada. E-mail:
SPC@iname.com

World Socialist Party (New Zealand)
P.O. Box 1929, Auckland, NI, New
Zealand.

‘World Socialist Party of the United
States P.O. Box 440247, Boston, MA
02144 USA. E-mail: wspboston@
covad.net
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ries that the notion of conceiving

of distress/madness as a ‘mental
illness’ came to predominate. In par-
ticular, the work of Emil Kraepelin,
and the notion of trying to classify
distress into a number of discrete
psychiatric disorders, and that these
disorders were diseases of the brain,
and that these diseases of the brain
were categorically distinct from the
normal brain and normal behaviour.

For the last hundred years biolog-

ical psychiatrists have been looking
for pathologies in the brain to explain
the different symptoms that ‘patients’
present. What with the 1990s being
declared the Decade of the Brain,
and with the Human Genome Project,
they have had a good twenty years to
propagate their view. Indeed, for over
40 years there has been an increas-
ing movement towards the wholesale
medicalisation of human and social
problems. Virtually every problem
is conceived as something that can
come under the scrutiny not only of
medicine in general but psychiatry in
particular. Who are the gurus on TV
and the press to whom we turn to for

It was in the late 19%/20™ centu-
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For over 40 years there has been an increasing momentum to
the wholesale medicalisation of human and social problems

solutions to our personal and societal
problems—Dr. Mark or Dr. Joan! The
politics is taken out of problems. It

is not social conditions that require
changing—it is our biology. And for
‘mental illness’, this means the resort
to pills—the chemical balance of your
brain needs to be adjusted.

Today, the bible of psychiatric
approach to human misery is the
Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of
the American Psychiatric Associa-
tion (DSM-1V). When it appeared in
1994 (only 7 years after DSM-II), it
was some 900 pages long (a revision
is due in 2010 and is expected to be
1250 pages). Within DSM are over
300 diagnoses. If you feel in need of a
diagnostic label you are sure to find
one here.

Over the years of revision from
DSM in 1952 the shift has been away
from a psycho-analytic perspective
to a biological one. Now, the biologi-
cal perspective is the dominant one,
and refusal to toe the line can lead
to a psychiatric career coming to an
end—not only in terms of posts but
also any research grants. No longer is
the personal political — the personal
has become biological.

The biological approach, how-
ever, has come under attack from a
number of perspectives. The whole of
the conceptual apparatus has been
undermined by psychiatric service
users, psychologists and sociologists.
Yet the edifice still stands and may
be gaining in strength. The general
public seems to be keen on it, let
alone other professional and politi-
cal interests. It will be a tough nut to
crack.

As more mental illness catego-
ries are added because more people
are showing their misery in different
ways, this provides an ideal oppor-
tunity for the commodification of
happiness—with the solution to un-
happiness being offered by the phar-
macology industry, often referred to
as BigPharma.

No place for culture

The biological approach claims
that its diagnostic categories are
objective and universal because they
are based on the pathologies of the
brain. Schizophrenia is schizophrenia
in AD 2007 or 2007 BC, in Britain or
Borneo. The particularities of culture
have no place here.

But this is not the whole story.
There are cultural psychiatrists who

are opposed to this Western imperial-
ist encroachment. Not only are there
differences across contemporary
culture but even in the West differ-
ences are found across time. To show
the difference in how misery shows
itself across cultures consider these
examples of what are called culture-
bound syndromes.

Koko: usually Malaysian males
who believe their sexual organs are
shrinking, and is accompanied by
panic as this is an indication of im-
minent death.

Latah: experienced by Indonesians
who develop an exaggerated startle
response, which includes shouting
rude words and mimicking the be-
haviour of those nearby.

Western psychiatry tries to put
these cultural forms into its catego-
ries.

To show how even in the West
psychiatrists have changed their
mind, consider what Samuel Cart-
wright classified as “drapetomania”
in 1851. This disease was previ-
ously unknown to medical author-
ity, although its diagnostic symptom
was well known to “our planters and
overseers”. This symptom was found
only in black slaves and involved
“absconding from service”.

He concluded that what “induces
the Negro to run away is as much a
disease of the mind as any other spe-
cies of mental alienation and much
more curable”. The cause was not
pills but “whipping the devil out of
them”. The patient should be treated
like a child. But he warned against
being too lenient or overly severe
whipping—both of which would
induce “drapetomania”. The term is
derived from the Greek “drapetes”— a
runaway slave.

Even schizophrenia has been seen
as a disorder that is of recent origin,
being rarely noted before the rise of
modernity, in traditional or pre-liter-
ate societies.

The biological approach is not
only wrong, but it is also ideological.
This is not to deny that biological
factors are not prominent in certain
disorders. But whatever role bio-
logical factors play, psychological
interactions cannot be reduced to the
biological. As biological entities, all
our activities have a biological com-
ponent. But psychological activities
are constituted in the interaction or
transaction of a biological organism
and a physical social environment.
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Social relationships

A significant difficulty in looking
at the literature which makes refer-
ence to social conditions is trying to
sort out those which are capitalist
specific or class specific from those
which are a part of social life in gen-
eral.

Moreover, it is difficult to sort out
those sites where capitalist social
relationships have direct effect on the
conditions occurring there, such as
work and unemployment, from where
they have a mediated effect. That is,
where capital does not directly cre-
ate that site but works through an
already existing institution, such as
the family, gender relations, ‘racial’
relations, and personal relations.

In addition to those, there is the
problem that capitalism has with the
notion of class. Capitalism likes to
think that class problems are a thing
of the past or is a subjective matter.
Therefore, it is reluctant to fund re-
search which looks at this as a vari-
able. It will accept an occupational or
educational definition of class but it
will not accept a Marxian definition.

Psychiatric research relating to
class seems to have gone through
three phases:

First, from the Victorian period
up to the Second World War. Un-
like mainstream medicine which
was very much concerned with the
environmental and social conditions
of the poor—important public health
measures, e.g. sewerage and water,
were the focus in trying to improve
the physical health of the working
class—the focus of psychiatric epide-
miology was on the identification of
types of mental disease and (because
of the brain pathology notion) localis-
ing the source of these in the consti-
tution of the person and their family
inheritance. This was the period of
tainted genes and eugenic solutions.

Second, from the Second World
war to the 1970s. The period of the
long boom and of social reconstruc-
tion, of making capitalism modern,
saw an interest in the social condi-
tions of the working class. With the
rise of the community health move-
ment, the sources of mental health
problems were seen to be, at least
in part, those of poverty. Eugenics
had of course lost all credibility. So,
instead of segregating the mentally
ill, the issue was to ameliorate social
conditions. Studies showed that
schizophrenia was more common in
the poorer communities, as well as
depression and anxiety.

Third, from the 1970s to the
present. With the end of the post-war
boom and the crises of the 70s and
80s, the social reformism came to
an end. Community care was found
to be too expensive and so cuts were
made. Once again identification of
problems, rather than sources of
problems, became the main issue.
With the introduction of new diag-
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nostic practices and pharmacological
treatments there was a return to the
biological, and there was a strong
bias against showing the effects of
social conditions on the origin and
development of the disease. There
were exceptions, but that is what
they remained. If you wanted large
research grants from the biologically
dominated institutes you put in a
biological proposal.

Because of this state of affairs,
it is difficult to identify clear-cut re-
search studies which put social class
in the forefront. But those few that
are available all show that the ‘lower’
the social class and degree of urban
poverty the greater the incidence of
mental health problems. However,
the relationship is not always clear-
cut. For example the chronically
unemployed are less distressed than
those who are poorly employed (i.e.
those in stressful, badly paid and
insecure jobs).

In dealing with this distribu-
tion of mental health problems two,
antagonistic, hypotheses have been
proposed. The first assumes that
social stress causes mental health
problems. The second assumes that
inherited or acquired causes lead to
the patient being socially disadvan-
taged, and this leads to a downward
social drift.

The emphasis on social stresses
points toward a change in social
conditions, whereas the social drift
model with the emphasis on genetic
faults or self-induced damage, such
as alcohol or drug abuse, points to-
ward blaming the person and the use
of individual treatments.

Psychic reformism

Throughout the 20th century
there have been movements that
have promised happiness to us: Dale
Carnegie, Norman Vincent Peale,
“Every day in every way I am getting
better and better”, Gestalt Therapy,
EST, self-actualisation, the hu-
man potential movement and so on.
They’ve come and they've gone. They
fail to meet the hype because in part
they are confined to merely individual
happiness—I'm OK. They argue that
if you sort your head out you can be
happy. But it ignores the nature of
the society in which we live. Unless
this necessary condition for being a
human being—miserable or flourish-
ing—is taken into account, any hope
for change is doomed to failure—yet
another form of reformism. But we'’ve
had enough of reformism dangled in
front of us, promising this time that
things really will be different.

But is there anything to think
that socialism has something to offer
as an answer to the problem of hu-
man misery? In socialism we will still
have some of the problems that make
you feel miserable, scared, depressed
or demented. Socialism is not a solu-
tion to all mental health problems,
it is a solution only to those created

by capitalist conditions of life, or to
class conditions of life. While some of
the problems are due to being human
beings living within a social setting,
others are due to being biological
organisms, and as such will break
down if we are damaged or just get
old (e.g. aphasia, epilepsy, anger
management problems, Alzheimer’s,
front lobe syndrome, pharmacologi-
cally induced psychosis). While there
could be a reduced use of medication
and an increased use of social thera-
py, the power to detain people whose
condition renders them dangerous to
others will still be needed.

Socialism involves the abolition of
the wages system. This entails that
our ability to use our labour power is
no longer subjected to the power of
the capital social relationship, to be
used only when capital sees a profit.
Rather our labour power becomes
ours, to be used voluntarily as part of
our relationship with others, working
in association towards our goals—to
production for use to meet our needs.

Socialism also involves:

The abolition of useless produc-
tion, freeing up of millions of people
from producing products and serv-
ices necessary only for capitalism.

Social decision-making on what is
useful—no tat, built-in obsolescence
or environmental damage.

Breaking up of the division of la-
bour, having multiple roles in society.
Voluntary work—from each ac-
cording to their ability; less emphasis
on efficiency so people can work as

much as their competence allows

Co-operation between user and
provider: not a commodity relation-
ship; providers doing it because they
want to—so less likelihood of abuse;
no power differential between provid-
ers and users but partners; emphasis
on building competencies

The case for socialism as more
than an opposition to the economic
exploitation of the working class.
Throughout their writings, Marx and
Engels criticised capitalism because
of its effects on the working class as
human beings, as more than mere
economic agents.

In arguing against capitalism
there was a positive model of hu-
man being set up in opposition, and
as a position from which to evaluate
capitalism. This positive possibility
of human socialism needs to be put
forward. Socialism is about establish-
ing a mode of society which allows
individuals to develop their powers
to be more than mere producers or
consumers. Capitalism has long pro-
duced the potential for such individ-
ual development, the task now is to
realise it, to persuade working people
that there is more to living than the
shit of capitalism—we are more than
pigs, content with mere physical
satisfaction.

ED BLEWITT
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The happy slave syndrome

We’re H.A.PPY. ...

Why do we so doggedly embrace the wages and money system

when it openly makes use of us?

or some of us our wage slav-
Fery can buy us a comfortable,

prosperous lifestyle and per-
sonally rewarding work; for others
it means being discarded; for most
of us perhaps it’s something in be-
tween. But in any event, the sole
purpose of the capitalist system is
to make a profit out of us and to ac-
cumulate capital, and no amount
of TV property programmes, cars,
foreign holidays, latte coffee, or shop-
ping makes any difference to that.

A certain proportion of us are able
to believe that ‘we’re all middle class
now’, because some of us at least
can afford to accumulate a certain
amount of stuff. But this is an illu-
sion; there is no middle class. We’re
all working class in the economic
sense that we have to sell our labour
in order to live, with the exception,
of course, of the small number of
capitalists who can live entirely on
the labour of others. The rest of us
are all, economically speaking, work-
ing class by virtue of the fact that we
have to let ourselves be used, to sell
our labour power, to live.

And yet, how readily we embrace
the illusion! From the ‘minnows’ of
the Wall Street stock boom in the
20’s to Margaret Thatcher’s new
homeowners and the ‘Sids’ of work-
ing class share ownership, and now,
in Russia, China and India, we reach
out again and again in individual
aspiration, setting aside the hope
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of banding together and ending our
exploitation. We try to win in the
rat race instead of trying to abolish
it, thereby ensuring that the capital-
ist class goes on mining our lives

for profit. We are like the credu-

lous ‘natives’ of imperial mythology,
marvelling at our handful of pretty
beads while the white man robs us of
everything.

Our hope has been dashed in
so many ways. Hitler, Stalin, Mao
and Pol Pot have poisoned our
understanding by pasting the word
‘socialism’ onto the very opposite,
their barbarous tyrannies. Labour
movements have been disabled by
the capitalists’ increased ability to
move capital and workers round the
world. Reformist parties have caved
in to the needs of capital to the point
of embarrassment. We find dumb se-
renity staring at a screen or through
a windscreen.

Nevertheless, beyond this, I think
that we ourselves have been struc-
tured to accept this system. One way
of looking at the way capitalism has
formed us and we form it in turn, is
through a consideration of our psy-
chological defences, a psychological
term for the means we use to manage
our lives in the face of threats to our
stability.

We all try to find ways of defend-
ing ourselves psychologically. It’s
natural and necessary. We couldn’t
get through the day if we were con-

[}

stantly overwhelmed by the world,

if we were totally impressionable.
However, a defence can distort our
awareness of reality, in this case,

of how we are made use of, and so
we shape ourselves to the economic
circumstances, in order to be able to
tolerate them.

The first means of defence I want
to look at is ‘projection’. To project
can be to imagine that some outside
figure or power possesses something
that is part of ourselves. For exam-
ple, a woman who had an unfriendly
piano teacher as a child, might
project her love of music into her
daughter, and want her to do well.
Both she is impoverished by her pro-
jections, missing out on an opportu-
nity to be creative herself.

In a similar way, I think that we
project our capacities into money, we
imagine that money holds great pow-
ers, although in reality those powers
belong to us.

We have the ability, all of us,
working together as citizens of the
world, to run the world together
democratically, as equals, with no
need for money or other forms of
domination. But we act as if we
don’t. We project our own functions
and capacities into money, we at-
tribute those qualities to money and
deny them in ourselves. Money is
endowed with the same sort of status
as a god, it seems to be the source of
everything; but of course we are, as
the people of the world, self-evidently,
the source of everything. Nothing
comes from money; money is an
agreed convention; it’s a fiction that
holds and wields all the power we
can’t bear to own. We are like our
fictitious piano woman — she could
play the piano but she sees all of that
in her daughter. The analogy is that
we could run the world, but we let
money run it instead.

We also project into money our
adult capacities and onto money
the status of a parent on whom we
depend. In relation to money it is as
if adults are babies or small children,
unable to judge whether we need
something or not. It is money, the
stern parent, that tells us we can’t
have things. This parent can be so
stern that for many of us money
refuses us enough to eat, refuses
us medical care. It can deny us the
barest dignity in old age, or even life
itself. When we can’t have something
we need, we say ‘Where’s the money
going to come from?’ And this can
apply equally to goods which are, in
reality, either plentiful or scarce.

It works the other way too. We
assume that our wants are limitless
and that, if money weren’t an ob-
stacle, we’d just accumulate things
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endlessly and not know when to stop.
Money then can be an overindulgent
parent, that lets us be completely
spoilt, that offers us no limits. Mon-
ey can give us victory over the social
and human limitations that come
from considering others. If you've
got enough money you don’t have

to give any thought at all to other
people, and in this society that’s just
about the highest form of freedom
we can imagine. When we are living
in a wasteful and reckless way, we
say ‘We are prosperous now and this
is what we want! Nobody can tell us
what to do!’

So the centre of decision making
is located outside ourselves. If we
can’t afford it we can’t have it, and if
we can afford it we have to have it.

Money starves us or it fattens us
up, but either way, it is money that is
in control, enabling our labour to be
siphoned off and gathered together
as profit.

This oppresses us, but it also
frees us of responsibility. If we
project our power elsewhere then
we are excused the work of taking
responsibility for it. Living in a social-
ist society, having assumed our own
power, will indeed be hard work and
a lot of it will unfortunately be the
boring slog of going to meetings and
trying to sort out our relationships
with each other socially, and make
decisions. In a sense, we don’t want
to grow up - far better to leave it to

®

the parents to tell us what to do,
while we just gripe from the sidelines.

The second defence mechanism
I'd like to discuss is that of identifi-
cation’. To ‘identify’ means we fuse
or confuse our identity with that of
another. For example, I might watch
a Clint Eastwood film and feel, for a
while at least, as if I too am hewn
from granite. But it also means the
taking in of another person, so that
I might recognise enduring traits in
me that are like my own father or
mother, for example.

In this case of our adjustment to
capitalism, we identify with the pow-
erful. We prefer to imagine that we
are all pocket capitalists. Instead of
recognising that the owners of capital
might be using us, we imagine our-
selves to be in control, and the own-
ers of capital to be our servants. We
think we are sophisticated, knowing
consumers who know a bargain when
we see one, and companies exist to
meet our every caprice and whim,
rather than the reverse.

Campaign groups try to publicise
the exploitation of suppliers that is
the cost of low prices to ‘the con-
sumer’. I wonder whether, identified
with the capitalist class, we in some
way enjoy supermarkets acting as
our agents in pushing other work-
ing class people to the limit so we
can feel we’re getting a bargain. Isn’t
there a seductive joy in being able to
feel like the oppressor, like a proxy

slave owner with all these poor little
people slaving away so we can pick
our week’s shopping off the shelves?
And what about the fast food cus-
tomer bullying and patronising the
person serving the burgers? Isn’t
there an element of acting like the
lord of the manor in that behaviour?
Isn’t that part of the deal, that you
get to boss somebody about?

However, the supermarkets’
own marketing patter describes our
slavery accurately enough, though
they put it in advertising code. They
describe us as ‘discerning consumers
with an eye for price’; decoded, that
means that we’re broke and over-
whelmed with debt. They say we are
leading today’s high pressure, busy
lives’. That means we’re overworked,
sweated labour just like in Dickens’
time, but repackaged as living some
kind of exciting fast-lane lifestyle.
We’re not even consumers, not re-
ally. The capitalist is the ultimate
consumer. The cost of our labour is
the total value of keeping us going,
keeping us fed, housed, entertained
and all the rest of it, so low prices in
the shops means that we are cheaper
too. The rich are sophisticated
consumers of our labour and they
certainly know a bargain when they
see one.

My argument, in short, is that
we are characterologically adapted
to the capitalist system; that we feel
no need to get rid of it because of

continued page 22

feed itself

The way the world can

high prices.

could be increased and, indeed, will be increased in response to

David Smith made the same point we made here in February:
“Set-aside subsidies have been an important part of the com-

That was the headline of an article
in the Sunday Times (27 April) by their
Economics Editor David Smith. The way

Cooking

th e he endorsed was allowing “large, techno-

logically sophisticated agro companies” to
BOOkS 1 take over food production from peasant

farmers in Africa and elsewhere. Yes, but
what will happen to the millions of dispossessed peasants this
would create? How will they be able to get money to buy food?
But at least he conceded that it is technically feasible to produce
enough food to feed the world’s population.

It might have been expected that the recent increase in the
world market price of wheat and rice and the resulting food riots
in Haiti and other countries would lead to a revival of the views
of the Reverend Thomas Malthus, the 18" English parson turned
economist, who argued that world poverty and starvation are due
to overpopulation, to not being able to produce enough food for
everyone. But no. All the pundits and all the spokespersons of
international capitalist institutions such as the World Bank and
the UN World Food Programme (WFP) seem agreed that the
problem is not that enough food cannot be produced to feed the
hungry, but that the hungry cannot afford to pay for the food that
has already been produced. As Peter Smerdon, Africa spokes-
man for the WFP put it in an interview with the Times (8 April):

“it is not a question of availability as one saw in previous
drought-induced famines. ‘People can suddenly no longer afford
the food they see on store shelves because prices are beyond
their reach. It is about accessibility . . .””

In fact, it seems to be generally admitted that food production

mon agricultural policy. Farmers have been paid not to produce.
Last September, however, EU ministers agreed on a zero set-
aside rate for 2007-8, to boost grain production by 10m tons”.

Meanwhile in rice-growing Thailand:

“Fields that have lain fallow are being ploughed and planted;
in wet and fertile central Thailand . . . farmers are contemplating
three or even four harvests a year, beyond the usual one or two”
(Times, 28 April).

This raises the question of why in a world where there is
mass hunger in some parts — 1 billion in “absolute poverty” and a
further 854 million who are “food insecure” (Times 8 April) — this
land wasn’t used before to produce more wheat or rice. The an-
swer is obvious: it wasn’t profitable, the price wasn’t high enough.

The ironic thing is that this extra food production will not ben-
efit those in “absolute poverty” since they still won’t be able to af-
ford to buy it. And if prices fall again, as they might well do since
the rise is partly due to a speculative boom amongst commodity
traders, then the land will be taken out of production again. That's
the way the market works. But what a way to run the world.

There is an obvious solution: produce food directly for people
to eat. But, first, the land and all the rest of the world’s resources,
industrial as well as natural, will have to stop being the private
property of rich individuals, multinational corporations and states
and become the common heritage of all humanity. On this basis
enough food could rapidly be produced to eliminate starvation im-
mediately and, within a few years, to provide every man, woman
and child on the planet with an adequate diet.
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on recently when the English Football Association
appointed an Italian, Fabio Capello, as manager of
the national team. Capello, in turn, brought with him
a bevy of besuited Italian colleagues to help him to en-
sure that England qualify for, and preferably do well
in, the next major tournament, the 2010 World Cup.

Most football fans, including large sections of the
press, have been tearing their hair out in frustration
because the England team hasn’t been doing too well
recently in comparison with the top national sides. (Let’s
leave aside the fact that England isn’t strictly speaking
a nation and that the United Kingdom actually has four
‘national’ teams). The crunch came when the previous
manager, Steve McClaren, failed to lead’ England to the
2008 European Championship finals this coming sum-
mer. He was considered not to have enough charisma or
technical know-how for the job. Capello was seen as the
best qualified manager to take over. The only fly in the
ointment was his nationality, but for the sake of getting
the right man, this was overlooked and those who would
have preferred an Englishman breathed a collective sigh
of resignation. At least this foreigner, with his no-non-
sense approach and impressive managerial CV, might
knock a bunch of spoiled, overpaid players into shape
and win something.

This is not the first time a foreigner has been involved
in English football, although based on the press coverage
and fan reaction, we’d have been forgiven for thinking so.
Only a few years ago, the England team was managed by
a Swede, Sven-Goran Eriksson, but, perhaps because he
spoke good English and was temperamentally more like
an Englishman than Capello, he was more readily ac-
cepted. More significantly, there is now a proliferation of
non-English players in professional English club foot-
ball, to the extent that some sides rarely field an English
player at all. In this sense, the game in some quarters is
truly cosmopolitan.

Looking farther back, the reality is that there has
always been a foreign or non-local element in English
football. Almost from its inception as an organised sport,

F ootball fans were given something meaty to chew
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Football;

a capital idea

Football is now a commodity packaged and sold
to make money for the clubs’ shareholders.

in the late nineteenth century, players moved around
from club to club if their services were required. Thus we
had, firstly, northerners playing for southern clubs and
vice versa, then Scots playing for and managing English
clubs, then English players and managers moving abroad
to foreign clubs as their overseas counterparts came in
the opposite direction, only more recently in far greater
numbers. At every stage of increasing “foreignness”, there
were many objectors.

But after the inevitable cries of horror, each encroach-
ment of foreigners’ into the game is accepted as long as
it helps ‘your’ team to win. For the fans, winning is an
end in itself, a kind of vicarious success and reflected
glory. For the players, it means a better living (sometimes,
in the case of the top players, dramatically so). For the
clubs, it is a means of making profits, or at least avoiding
losses and staying in business. So if foreign players and
managers can help in the process of winning, most people
involved in the game are satisfied, albeit grudgingly in
some cases.

The other side of the coin is that employing foreign
players and managers is regarded as a failure for the na-
tional game. The general view is that the England team is
not good enough because, as a result of the foreign influx,
there aren’t thought to be enough good English players or
managers bubbling up through the system.

Shame, we are told, and we hear players saying that
to play for their country is the greatest honour. But in-
terestingly, club managers aren’t so patriotic — they don’t
like ‘call-ups’ for fear their players get injured and reduce
the chances of winning for their club.

The issue of club versus country or national versus
foreigner in football is a reflection of the confused attitude
to nationalism in capitalist society in general. After all,
organised football is entirely a product of capitalism. The
same is true of all modern professional sport. Its increas-
ingly ruthless and competitive nature is a direct result
of the increasingly ruthless and competitive society it is
a part of. Here are some more examples which show the
increasing pervasiveness of capitalism into sport as in
everyday life.
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1 Sponsorship is a big money-spinner: thus we see
a proliferation of company logos on team kit and perim-
eter fencing. ‘Lesser’ sports get away with even more
crass commercialism, such as the large RBS logo painted
into the centre of rugby pitches and angled directly at the
camera such that it is almost constantly in view.

2 Merchandising is an integral aspect of any foot-
ball club’s everyday activities: typified by the annual in-
troduction of new strip to keep up sales of replica shirts.

3 Pressure to succeed becomes ever greater: at
some clubs, huge sums are paid for what are seen as star
players and managers (regardless of nationality), who are
then discarded almost as a matter of routine after a year
or less if they don’t bring instant success.

4 As in many other areas of capitalism, the top
strata of football are awash with money while there’s pre-
cious little to spare lower down, with many of the smaller
clubs are living from week to week.

S  We have the absurd situation of millionaire play-
ers bullying referees who until recently didn’t even get
paid to do the job.

6  There is regular tinkering with the laws of the
game to make it a more entertaining, and thus saleable,
‘product’.

7 Clubs are now known as brands — even some
players such as Beckham.

8 Returning to the nationality issue, the increase
in foreign ‘trade’ reflects the increasingly global nature
of capitalism: witness the recent proposal of the Premier
League for an extra match per team each season, to be
played at various venues around the world — there can be
no other reason than that of generating more profit.

9  The game is ultra-competitive: mistakes by play-
ers or referees are more and more costly; at a far lower
level we have pushy parents on the touchline at school
matches bullying their children to play harder and be

®

more like the heroes they worship.

10 So much rides on success that you have to have
a winner. This is particularly ironic in football when
roughly 25% of matches are drawn. The draw is increas-
ingly unacceptable, hence the increasing number of pen-
alty shoot-outs to replace replays.

11 The desire to win also perversely means a fear of
losing — for many decades the game has been over-defen-
sive, with too few goals.

12 Teams are run on almost military lines, with the
players being routinely drilled like soldiers by their coach-
es and disciplined by referees and organising bodies.

13 Football is now a so-called ‘middle class’ game
and lower-paid fans are being priced out. To watch even
a modest club play can cost three times as much as a
cinema ticket.

Most of the above observations are commented on
weekly in the national press. Most football fans agree
that money coupled with the overweening greed of the
big clubs is spoiling the game. Alas, lasting solutions are
never suggested since most fans and journalists are as
blinkered by the constraints of money-based society as
the sport’s practitioners.

The only way to stop the rich clubs getting richer and
the poor clubs getting poorer is not to limit the amount
of money in the game or to distribute it more evenly — a
virtually impossible task anyway — but to take the money
out of football altogether. And that in turn means abol-
ishing money in all other areas of life. And how do we
stop foreigners being brought in to manage the national
team? Well, why don’t we try abolishing nationality? The
national football team is a product of the nation as a
competing political unit in capitalism, and in a nationless
society would have no role.

ROD SHAW

The nature of
business

Remember the scenes in Janu-
ary last year when hundreds flocked to
Branscombe beach in Devon to scavenge
for the cargo of a beached container
ship? Some saw this as confirmation of
the popular prejudice that it is “human
nature” to grab, grab, grab. Actually, it
was a manifestation of human behaviour
in a society where normally everything has to be paid for when
something becomes unexpectedly and temporarily available for
free.

But that’s not the main lesson of the incident. This April the
Marine Accident Investment Branch (MAIB) of the Department
for Transport published its report on what happened (www.maib.
dft.gov.uk/publications/investigation_reports/2008/msc_napoli.
cfm). The report didn’t just deal with the technical aspects of why
the hull cracked and why the ship had to be beached to avoid a
serious oil spillage but looked at the wider context too.

In section 2.10 on the “Container Ship Industry”, the MIAB
observed:

“Without the ability to quickly ship large quantities of contain-
ers across the oceans, containerisation would be generally
constrained within the continents. However, the commercial ad-
vantages of containerisation and intermodalism such as speed
and quick turnarounds appear to have become the focus of the
industry at the expense of the safe operation of its vessels. The
industry is very schedule driven, and operators inevitably have
an eye on the timetable when making key decisions”.

On the particular accident last January, the report went on:

Cooking
the
Books 2

“In this case, the decisions to sail: without an operational
governor; sail in excess of the maximum permissible seago-
ing bending moments in order to allow greater flexibility for the
time of departure; to operate at near maximum bending mo-
ments when underway; and to keep the ship’s speed as fast as
possible when pounding into heavy seas, were symptomatic of
the industry’s ethos to carry as much as possible as quickly as
possible”.

This wasn'’t the first time the MAIB had pointed this out. The
report quotes from a previous report put out in September 2007
on another accident:

“Working practices relating to the planning, loading, transpor-
tation and discharge of containers are largely unregulated and
have been understandably focussed on the need to maximise
efficiency and speed of operation. While key industry players will
attest that safety is of paramount concern, evidence obtained
during this and other MAIB investigations into container shipping
accidents suggests that in reality, the safety of ships, crews and
the environment is being compromised by the overriding desire
to maintain established schedules or optimise port turn round
times”.

Something will no doubt be done to tighten up the regula-
tions — or rather the unenforceable “code of best practice” — if
only because accidents cost the shipping companies money. But
the real question is why weren’t proper safety measures already
in place? The answer is the commercial pressures that all firms
are subject to under capitalism. The shipping companies are all
in competition with each other for business, and those who can
deliver quicker get the contracts.

It is not human nature to grab, grab, grab, but it is the nature
of capitalist businesses to take risks and cut corners with safety
to win the battle of competition and make more profits.
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. 'Q a Tory mayor of London
1‘: ‘hl'lisation as we kl?ow it?

’

London elections count on the 2™

of May, to find the following letter
on my welcome mat, from a Labour
Party member of my acquaintance.

Dear Pik,

As 1 write, Tories overhead are
taking over my city. Otherwise
civilised people, with a knowledge
of Beethoven and Shakespeare, are
trying to enact Tory policies. [ am
currently cowering in my cellar, with
my Grandad’s old steel helmet on my
head, and a phrase book of how to
speak Tory. I have stockpiled on bul-
ly beef and powdered egg, and with
my knife tied to a broomstick [ am
prepared to last out the rule of Boris
Karloff — or whatever his name is.

I remember our conversations, in
those now far-off days of Labour rule,
in which the sun always seemed to
shine. You said, if I recall, that Boris
is just a saloon bar bore — heartland
Tory who believes in small govern-
ment and just letting the rich get on
with running their lives. Just look,
you said, at his housing policy, he
wants to end the requirement to have
50 percent affordable housing (and
no, I still don’t know what “afford-
able” actually means in practice, nor
for whom they are supposed to be

I came back from attending the
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affordable) on all new building proj-
ects. Instead he promised to “work
with the boroughs” in order to build
the same 55,000 such new homes.
In other words, he was going to al-
low Tory boroughs to refuse to allow
low cost housing in their halcyon
areas that might attract the likes
who might vote Labour. Likewise
his promise to promote building that
won'’t spoil existing views — protect
the rich and drive the poor into al-
ready ugly ghettoes.

I know I've spent the last few
years talking up Labour’s increase in
policing, and how that has cut crime.
You said that crime always falls while
the economy grows, and showed me
graphs and stuff to prove it (do you
always carry those round in your
pocket?); but Boris wants to cut the
cost of policing, while at the same
time putting more police on the tubes
and buses. He wants to cut and cut
taxes, and the expensive part of the
mayoral budget is the police part. I
know you said “how can Boris be
tough on crime if there isn’t plenty
of crime to be tough on”, and I agree
that the Tories do try to have it both
ways, but I was shocked when you
said “look, the root cause of crime
is free enterprise — so long as there

[}

are profits to be made, and entre-
preneurs ready to enter the crime
market, there will be blood.” How
can you say such things when, under
Labour, free enterprise has brought
us such prosperity?

I know Ken Livingstone almost
said as much, blaming the rise of
teenage violent crime on his success
in smashing the drugs networks (ap-
parently, he reckons, with their foot
soldiers in prison, the drugs barons
just started recruiting a new genera-
tion). But, really, how could you pos-
sibly equate the likes of Shell or BAE
with a bunch of violent hoodlums
using violence to make money?

So what that Karloff will surround
himself with are advisers he can
delegate to — just like the way he ran
the right-wing rag The Spectator. So,
you reckon, that means that they’ll
ensure that he stays within the law,
and doesn’t do anything so disas-
trous that the profit of the people
who own London will be threatened.
Most of what will change will be the
mood music from city hall — even if it
will be the harsh sounds of the right-
wing dog whistle.

You'll miss Ken now he’s gone. He
fought for a living wage in London
£7.20 an hour, the European decency
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threshold. He won awards for equal
opportunities — the most gay friendly
workplace in the country and using
the London Development agency to
promote Black and Minority Ethnic-
ity businesses. OK, a lot of that was
compliance with national law, so
Boris will hardly be unable to undo it
all, but he will say mean things, and
upset a lot of people — you just watch.

I mean, you said, “Livingstone
hasn’t got rid of poverty, and can’t
— he’s consciously working within the
capitalist system. Look at his argu-
ments over the Public Private Part-
nership — he wasn’t against capitalist
finance, he just thought the state
should borrow on the open market,
and pay profits in the form of interest
on that debt.”

And you said “he didn’t use his
position to call for radical change,
instead he used machiavellian tactics
to hold on to power while working
behind the scenes to secure his basis
of support That’s why he lost, he
just strung workers along with a few
paltry promises — and when a better
snake oil salesman came along, they
buggered off and voted for him in-
stead. Selling promises isn’t democ-
racy, it’s the politics of the market
place, and Ken was just out-entre-
preneured by Karloff.”

So, you reckon Ken lost because
the workers preferred what the Tories
had on offer and wanted that. I don’t
believe it, I think their minds were
warped by the Evening Standard
using mind rays or something. How
could they possibly want to vote for
someone who will allow them to drive
gas guzzling cars, opposes a 24 hour
freedom pass for pensioners and who
will doubtless cut back on free bus
travel for school kids?

Next you'll be telling me that the
fact that the BNP won a seat isn’t
a cause for concern. I know what
you’ll say, that they just got one of
the seats that went to UKIP at the
last election (the Tories got the other),
and so that just means that the
anti-immigration rightwing majority
on the GLA will be maintained (yes, I
know the fact that under PR the right
predominated previously shows that
there is mass support for such views
in London, and that Karloff’s victory
is just a reflection of this).

Of course, the three seats for the
Liberals make them decisive, but giv-
en that they’'ve tacked onto the cost
cutting message of the Tories, and
ran on a platform of tax cuts they’ll
back the Tories on crucial votes to try
and woo the latter’s supporters. At
least you and I agree on this, that the
Lib-Dems are yellow Tories, people
who just can’t admit to themselves
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that they are Tories.

But the BNP are fascists — I know,
they’re mostly ageing suburban
cockney’s who are deeply confused.
What was that you were telling me
about the BNPer you overheard talk-
ing about why he believed his “mixed
race” grandson that he was rais-
ing should be allowed into the BNP
(despite understanding the need to
“protect the species”)? I know “its
irrational” and that they’re clinging to
this sense of identity. Of course, the
Tory party has long contained such
people, and if the workers come to
believe such nonsense there’s noth-
ing we could do to stop them.

Except, you were there when we
both heard Frank Dobson MP sug-
gesting we should just change the
electoral rules to keep the BNP out.
That seems fair to me — these people
are opposed to democracy anyway, so
we need to take away their votes in
order to save voting. After all, if we
can point to the BNP we can per-
suade people to vote for us to keep
them out. I know you keep saying
that unless we give people something
to be for, and actively try to change
their minds, then the BNP is what
you get. I know that Brown shame-
lessly pandered to their prejudices
with the slogan “British jobs for
British workers” that the BNP then
prominently displayed on their elec-
tion material. But trying to change
people’s minds is a way to lose
elections, unless we tell them what
they want to hear, we’ll never get to
get into government and enact our
programme.

So, the “socialism” you talk about
sounds lovely. It’s a great idea, but
no-one will ever go for it. In the
meanwhile we’ve got to try and run
capitalism as it exists. We don’t have
time for changing minds, for educa-
tion, for the hard slog of building up
a clear line of advance, we just need
to adjust how we sell our product
better. Brown will try and make out
that he has gifts to give the electors
in return for their votes, and if we
overcome this mid-term blip, then, at
least, we might hang on, or at least
deny the Tories a majority.

Anyway, I must go now, I think I
heard Tories trying to sniff me out.
I'll come out of my bunker when its
safe, until then, here’s a record of me
chanting “Boris, Boris, Boris, out,
out, out.” Hey, back to the good old
days under the Tories, stormy meet-
ings, out on the streets. We can do it
all again!

Yours,

L. P. Hack.

Sigh.

Nigeria,
Biafra
and Ol

Oil was a major issue in the
Nigerian civil war forty years
ago.

N igeria is a country that was
created artificially by British
colonialism. It has a complex
ethnic mixture of groups, with a divi-
sion between the North, inhabited

by Muslim Fulani-Hausas with a
rigid feudal system, and the South
where a number of different ethnic
groups co-existed loosely, the largest
of these groups being the Christian
Igbos and Yorubas. The trick of Brit-
ish colonialism was the divide and
rule system. They knew the nature
of Nigeria; that it is a country that
doesn’t have the same climate, not
the same religion, not the same men-
tality, not the same food, not the
same dress, not the same dialect,
and not the same culture. They used
their military might to force Nigeria
to be one by the amalgamation of the
southern and northern protectorates
of Nigeria. They gave the Fulani emirs
political prominence at the expense
of the Southern population and left
a time bomb with the fuse burning.

Prior to independence, and after-
wards, many threats of a Northern
secession were made by the Northern
politicians because they did not want
to be part of Nigeria. But in realty
these Northern political kangaroos
called leaders did not want to lose the
benefit of Southern oil and indus-
tries. Nigeria was supposed to get its
independence before the Gold Coast
(now Ghana) did in 1957 but, be-
cause Northerners were not prepared
to be part of the new country, Nige-
ria lost many years in debate and
compromise until the North agreed to
be part of it. It was only in 1960 that
independence came.

But the new Nigerian constitution-
al framework did not resolve every-
thing, it being clear that Nigeria was
sitting on a time bomb that would
explode and cause real dangerous
harm to all Nigerians.

The constitution did not change
the relative cultural backwardness
of the North compared to the South.
What the Northern leaders wanted
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was a guarantee that they would re-
tain their dominant political position
after independence. If not, they would
pull out and form an “Arewa Repub-
lic” for the interest of the Fulani-Hau-
sa. British imperialists taught that
the North were fools to be used, and
stole the resources from the South.
But, the North got their way in politi-
cal domination in Nigeria.

Military rule

In 1966, a group of
young officers assassinated
the Northern leader Bello,
the federal Prime Minister
Tafawa Balewa and the
Western leader Akintola
who had become discredit-
ed in the eyes of the popu-
lation. The coup leader,
Major Kaduna Chukwuma
Nzeogwu (now dead) broad-
cast the following reasons
for the coup on radio:

“Our enemies are the
political profiteers, swin-
dlers, men in high and low
places that seek bribes and
demand ten percent, those
that seek to keep the coun-
try permanently divided so
that they can remain in of-
fice as Ministers and VIP’s
of waste, the tribalists, the
nepotists, those that make
the country look big for
nothing before internation-
al circles”.

In the North, jubilant
masses ransacked the gov-
ernor’s palace and cheered
the coup leader, despite his
Igbo origin.

The coup did not
succeed. In Lagos, Gen-
eral Thomas Umunnakwe
Aguiyi Ironsi had restored
peace and order in the
name of the old government
with British backing. He
placed himself as the first
army general at the head of
the federation and declared
Nigeria under military rule.

Despite opposition from
Northern politicians, General Ironsi
announced his “Unification Decree”
which although it changed little but
names — regions became provinces,
the federation became a Republic
— caused a series of the most violent
massacres of Southerners yet seen
in the North. “Armed thugs moved
across the space between the city
walls of Kano and the Sabon Garis
where the Easterners lived, broke
into the ghetto and started burning,
raping, looting and Kkilling as many
men, women and children from the
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East as the could lay their hands on”.
It is without doubt that these mas-
sacres were deliberately planned by
Northern politicians using their own
armed gangs to whip up local feelings
against the Igbos and other South-
erners.

General Ironsi then went on a
tour to Ibadan, Western region, to
promote the “ One Nigeria” ideal.

While he was on this tour another
coup was staged, by Northern army
officers. General Ironsi and two of his
commanding officers were stripped,
beaten, tortured and then shot. With
taking over command, the coup lead-
er, led by a young British trained of-
ficer, General Gowon, issued instruc-
tions for Igbos in the army — many
off them formed the majority of the
technical corps — to be rounded up
and imprisoned. And Gowon declared
himself the supreme commander of
the Nigerian armed forces. During

[}

September and October 1966, three
months after Gowon’s takeover a
large scale massacre of Southerners
was reported again from the Northern
region.

The British High Commission in
Lagos after meeting with the coup
leaders came out in their full sup-
port — including their demand for
recognition of the dominance of the
North in any political
process. All the regions
except the South Eastern
region — where the former
governor, colonel Chuk-
wuemeka Odumegwu
Ojukwu, remained in
command with his troops
and refused to recognize
the new dictatorship. This
Ojukwu, son of a million-
aire who had been knight-
ed by the British, had
been educated in Oxford
Universty and Sandhurst
college, saw the atrocities
of Gowon and decided to
lead the South-East to
secession and war.

Gowon taught that
British imperialism liked
him and that was why
they would support him
to fight a war against
Ojukwu. But he failed to
understand that Britain
and America were only
interested in stealing Nige-
rian oil.

The Biafra War

On 30 May 1967, Colo-
nel Ojukwu proclaimed
the independent Republic
of Biafra. Biafra fought a
war against Britain, the
United States of America,
the Nigerian federal army
and the River State mi-
litia. The actual fighting
lasted for 24 months and
took the form of an initial
conquest of towns and a
whole region to the west
of Biafra by the Biafran
Army and then the slow
re-conquest of this region and Biafra
itself, town by town, with the Nige-
rian Federal Army with its imperialist
backers pushing the Biafran troops
further back.

What the Nigeria and Biafra civil
war did achieve was hatred, tribal-
ism, nepotism, marginalization,
ethnic inquisition, killings of 2 mil-
lion innocent Nigerians who did not
know anything about politics nor the
oil in their region by Gowon and his
capitalists backers, i.e. Britain and
US. It also resulted in the reinforce-
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ment of the Gowon regime as the
military dictatorship was to remain
in power for a further six years before
being kicked out of power by another
brutal military dictator Major General
Murtala Mohammed in 1976.

Rivalries for Oil

The BBC journalist Frederick For-
syth, who reported from Biafra dur-
ing the war, later highlighted a major
factor precipitating the war:

“It has been postulated that if
the Biafrans had had their way as a
republic of semi-desert and was al-
lowed to separate from Nigeria, there
would have cries of ‘Good Riddance’
in their ears. One foreign business-
man said that ‘it’s an oil war’ and felt
obliged to say no more.”

Biafra was not a semi-desert,
beneath it lies an ocean oil. Approxi-
mately one tenth of this field lies in
neighbouring Cameroon, three tenths
in Nigeria. The remaining six tenths
lies under Biafra.

Gowon and his ruling bandits and
Ojukwu’s Eastern interest group had
attempted to make an agreement over
the terms of their relationship with
the British and US oil companies
in New York in June 1967. Ojukwu
claimed the right to the royalties
paid in Lagos by Shell/BP. Up until
June 1967, £7 million due to Nige-
ria in oil royalties had not yet been
paid. It was discussed that Biafra
should receive 57.7 percent of the
royalties and the rest be put aside
until there was a political settlement.
Gowon vehemently refused to pay
and threatened to extend the anti-
Biafra blockade to the Bonny Island
oil terminal. Without respecting the
agreement, Gowon’s troops launched
their attack and captured the termi-
nal at Port Bonny.

As soon as the Nigerian army took
the oil terminal, the British and US
oil companies arrived behind them
building new oil installations as fast
as they could while war was still rag-
ing a few kilometres away.

The Gowon regime represented
by proxy the interests of Britain, the
US and Muslim countries including
Egypt whose pilots flew the Ilyushin
jets provided by the USSR. The
important imperialist interests at
work were those of the oil companies
owned by the British, Americans and
French and backed by their respec-
tive governments in the way they
lined up for and against Biafra.

Shell/BP was the biggest exploiter
of Nigerian oil. This Anglo-Dutch
consortium held the major conces-
sions for oil in both the Biafran and
Niger delta region where oil had more
recently begun to be pumped. When
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Biafra was blockaded all oil ceased
to flow — because the oil from out-
side of Biafra, from the Niger Delta’
was conveyed to Port Harcourt, now
in Biafra, via a large pipeline. The
US companies were also exploiting
Nigerian oil but their interests were
mainly in the Niger Delta region.

As to France, since all oil conces-
sions in the Biafran region were not
yet taken by super imperialists, they
had been planning to expand their
own concession already operating in
Biafra in the name of the state-owned
company ELF. Because of that they
were in direct rivalry with Shell/BP
and hope to gain something at their
expense.

The President of France, General
Charles De Gaulle kept his options
open. Though he never formally
recognized Biafra, he did support
Biafra’s “right to self-determination’
and gave aid through France’s colo-
nized states like Ivory Coast, Camer-
oon and Gabon. Biafra also got sup-
port from South Africa, and Israel.

In 1970, after the genocide, a
series of peace talks were held and a
settlement was reached and Gowon
made his famous speech that there
were no victors, no vanquished in
this war. Of course, this was true.
Both sides had suffered severe losses
and part of the country had been
devastated. But there was one victor
not only in Biafraland but, also in the
whole world. Imperialism had estab-
lished a number of new oil terminals
and ensured the stability of its oil
profits thanks to Gowon.

The “unity” of Nigeria in reality
disappeared because of the mistrust
built up during the war and the
atrocities perpetrated against Bi-
afrans by Gowon and his imperialist
backers.

Every war fought in the world is
at the advantage of capitalism. The
Nigerian-Biafran war, Rwandan geno-
cide, Liberia war, Sierra Leone war,
Democratic Republic of Congo war,
Ivory Coast war, Uganda war, Eritrea-
Ethiopia war, Darfur conflict, Angola
war, Iraqi war, Palestinian-Israeli
war, Afghanistan war, India-Pakistan
war, Somali war, Zimbabwe conflict,
Senegal-Cassamace war, Guinea Bis-
sau war, Chechnya-Russia war. All
wars to the advantage of capitalism.
Beware and be warned.

Do not say that you did not know
or hear about socialism and what we
do. The choice is yours. Enough is
enough - we must work together and
join hands and cast capitalism and
imperialism to burn in the abyss of
everlasting fire.

CEBILOAN HYACINT

”

Las Vegas
andﬁhe
environment

country in the world”, millions

are so desperate for more money
(and/or are bored to tears with their
lives) that gambling is a major in-
dustry. Las Vegas in Nevada grew
up to supply this demand. Now
no one in their senses - if human
considerations were the only is-
sue - would think of siting a city in
the Mojave Desert, 22,000 square
miles of desolation in the south of
California and Nevada, and the west
of Arizona and Utah. Much of it is
elevated: its highest peak is 11,918
feet, but it also descends to 282
feet below sea level, in Death Valley,
where temperatures range from be-
low freezing on winter nights, to 130
degrees Fahrenheit (54 centigrade)
on summer days. The Mojave Desert
has less than ten inches of rain per
year. But this is where get-rich-quick
entrepreneurs - and they did get
rich quick - built Las Vegas. (And ac-
cording to some accounts, much of
the money came from the Mafia.)

With monumental disregard for
the environment, they built enormous
casinos and hotels and entertain-
ment palaces all dedicated to a single
end - sucking in many thousands of
hopefuls from all over the US (and
abroad), and encouraging them to
lose their money twenty-four hours
a day. The whole place is ablaze with
lights; great fountains shoot into the
sky; in the “Venice” complex, gondo-
las travel down wide canals; lawns
are supplied by endless irrigation. It
now houses 1,900,000 people, and of
course water has to be pumped in, 90
percent of it from Lake Mead, a man-
made reservoir on the Colorado River
thirty miles away. (Several small com-
munities were drowned when the lake

I n the US the so-called “richest
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was flooded.) In February this year
the reservoir stood at only 50 percent
of capacity. University of California
researchers have concluded that if
present climatic trends continue,
Lake Mead will be empty in 2021.

However, building in Las Vegas is
going ahead at frantic speed to make
the city still bigger, the profits still
fatter, and the water problem still
greater. Despite the current worsen-
ing economic conditions, a number
of prestige projects - hotels, casinos,
plazas, apartment blocks - are going
ahead so fast that a Times reporter (8
April) said there were fears that “all
this financial pressure is resulting
in sloppy construction practice. Over
recent months nine workers have
died in eight accidents at various
sites: one man was cut in half when
a counterweight” for a lift fell on him.
(There would no doubt have been an
outcry if this had happened to an
owner instead of to a worker.) But be-
side all that, another gigantic project
is going forward called “the City Cen-
tre”. The journalist said a local told
him it was “a city-within-a-city. They
say it’s gonna cost more than $8 bil-
lion: the most expensive private land
development in American history.
Only in Las Vegas, huh?”

Well, just before you put all this
down to the boneheaded Americans,
rather than to boneheaded capital-
ism, here’s another item in the very
same paper - this time from Spain.
Catalonia (the north-east part, round
Barcelona) and Valencia, just south
of it, including the Mediterranean
coast down to Alicante, have had less
rain than at any time since 1912.
Farmers fear for their crops; “water
reserves there are at 19 percent of
capacity - they must be shut down
when they reach 15 percent because
there is too much sediment near the
bottom”; and Catalonia is consider-
ing bringing in water from elsewhere
by boat or train. It is also think-
ing of a new desalination plant (to
take the salt out of seawater), but it
seems that such plants produce a
lot of carbon dioxide, held respon-
sible for feeding global warming, so
that would make things worse in the
long run. Catalonia wanted to take
more water from the River Segre; but
Aragon, on the other side of the river,
refuses to let it. “Catalonia accuses
its neighbour of hoarding water for
unsustainable developments, such as
a ‘European Las Vegas’ with seventy
hotels, five theme parks and several
golf courses planned for a desert re-
gion.” Only in capitalism, huh?
ALWYN EDGAR
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Relearning history

Don'’t believe what you were taught in school or hear from the
media about benevolent Britain. We look at some books that

give the other side of the story.

or those caught in their long-
F held conviction of the benevo-
lence of British history, of the
goodwill and generosity extended
by successive governments to sub-
jects of colonial conquest around
the world; for those whose history
books told stories of great white
men’s great adventures into dark-
est Africa, of fantastic voyages to
unknown shores lasting years and
necessitating the loss of many lives,
of returning heroes laden with treas-
ure and tales of faraway cornuco-
pias; for those who retain romantic
visions of countries conquered and
occupied for reasons of honest trade
and incidentally to improve the lot
of indigenous populations, to bring
them civilisation and democracy; for
those who considered the invasion
of Iraq an aberration, an atypical
intervention, something outside the
realms of normal government pro-
cedure, blatant lies deliberately told
to the populace as a cover-up for an
illegal act; for those who cling to the
fallacy of their leaders being beyond
reproach because it’s not “British” to
collude behind the scenes or to ma-
nipulate events. They always play the
game by the rules and British jus-
tice is known to be above reproach.
After all, didn’t we invent cricket?
For all those — it’s time to re-learn
history, this time the real history,
to have the scales removed from the
eyes, to be confronted with the hard
evidence, undeniable facts revealed
from previously secret documents
painstakingly investigated and com-
piled by those who seek the truth for
humanity’s sake. This time to have
the courage to question one’s endur-
ing beliefs in the light of authentic
revelations. This time to see through
the obfuscation and downright lies
that have been the staple diet fed to
us by our elected representatives,
generation after generation, with the
purpose of pursuing their own secret
agenda, extending personal inter-
ests and cementing alliances with
powerful allies often with complete
disregard for international law,
agreements and that detail of small
importance, public opinion.

The following are a sample from
investigative journalists and his-
torians known as tenacious and
imperturbable individuals resolutely
determined to get the truth out into
the public domain.

Birth of the corporation

The history of the East India Com-
pany, a forerunner of the modern
shareholder/corporate set-up is a
story of ‘executive malpractice, stock
market excess and human oppres-
sion.’ Nick Robins says in The Cor-
poration that Changed the World that
he set out to address the issue of the
company'’s social record as a corpora-
tion, something which he believes no
other history of The Company does.
Compared with today’s “corporate
leviathans” the East India Company
“outstripped Walmart in terms of
market power, Enron for corrup-
tion and Union Carbide for human
devastation.” From its origin in 1600
as an aggressive spice trader, using
guile, bribery, mercenary armies, pi-
racy and plunder it moved on to take
control of Bengal and Bengal’s cotton
fabric industry. Robert Clive (of India)
decimated the weaving industry and,
as an eerie precursor to current day
India’s farmers’ suicides as a result
of impoverishment by transnation-
als, weavers amputated their own
thumbs rather than be forced to spin
thread for less than starvation wages.

Later came Warren Hastings,
responsible for pushing opium into
China (illegally), causing the later
“Opium Wars” and eventually forcing
Chinese ports to open to trade. De-
spite the British government’s initial
protests at the opium trade they were
soon persuaded by the company’s
Governor General in India that the
revenue was growing too quickly to
be abandoned. Nick Robins shows
only too well that “a peculiar amnesia
continues to hang over the role that
corporations such as the East India
Company had in the creation of the
modern world.”

Public statements; Private

record
Covert military action, support of
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military dictators, direct and indirect
responsibility for millions of deaths
around the world since the end of
World War Two, support for various
regimes that would surprise a lot of
the British public. From previously
secret files, now released into the
public domain (even if still partially
censored) Mark Curtis, in Unpeople.
Britains Secret Human Rights Abuses
reveals that “British ministers’ lying
to the public is systematic and nor-
mal”, that “the culture of lying to and
misleading the electorate is deeply
embedded in British policy making”,
that “the policy makers are usually
frank about their real goals in the
secret record” and that “humanitar-
ian concerns do not figure at all in
the rationale behind British foreign
policy.”

A strategy beyond propaganda,
‘perception control’ (thought con-
trol to you and me) “is designed to
counter the major threat to Brit-
ish foreign policy: the public.” How
many in Britain know — that British
forces fought in Vietnam? And that
in breach of the Geneva Accords also
supplied arms to the US for use in
Vietnam? About Britain’s support
for Idi Amin? Support for Pinochet?
About the “dirty war” in North Yemen
in the 1960s where the British en-
gaged with the wrong side for purely
political reasons?

With enormous discrepancies be-
tween public statements and private
files in both Labour and Conserva-
tive terms of office it is shown quite
clearly that successive governments
have nothing but contempt for their
electorate. Curtis recommends the
reader to undergo “a personal trans-
formation, decolonising the mind of
accepted truths and received wis-
dom.”

Media and government united
in deceit

The role of the media, controlled
by monopolies of multinational com-
panies, requires ever more scrutiny;
however, much of the public still
tends to take their pronouncements
at face value. Within the world of
the media, integrity and the search
for the truth is the main motivator
of only a minority. It is interesting
how mud tends to stick though, even
when thrown at the innocent. People
remember the breaking of a story but
are often more unsure or forgetful
about the outcome. The “no smoke
without fire” syndrome. Take, for
instance, the Scargill affair in 1990
when Maxwell’s Mirror launched an
all-out attack on Arthur Scargill.
According to Seumas Milne (at the
time a journalist with the Guardian
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and author of a subsequent book
The Secret War Against the Miners),
Arthur Scargill and “Scargillism” were
and had been “the enemy within” to
Maxwell’s media empire, the “mod-
ernising” Labour Party leadership
(Kinnock et al), the Conservative
government and Thatcher in particu-
lar (she had voiced this comparison
of the miners with the Argentinian
junta that had invaded the Falklands
two years earlier) and to British se-
curity and intelligence agencies. The
two year smear campaign against
Scargill came close to the end of two
decades of determined effort by the
Tory party “and Margaret Thatcher
above all — to avenge absolutely and
unequivocally their double humilia-
tion at the hands of the miners in the
historic strikes of 1972 and 1974.”

A vendetta against the miners which
was aimed at destroying the NUM
and, as collateral damage if neces-
sary, the British coal industry too.
Maxwell’s Daily Mirror smear cam-
paign, Milne asserts, would never
have taken off had it not been for
“the monopoly ownership grip of
multinational companies on great
swathes of the media” and too many
compliant journalists happy to report
what they knew to be fabrication as
fact. It was the perfect distraction of
public attention from Scargill’s warn-
ings of the government’s intention

to bring down the coal industry. The
campaign worked as planned except
that ultimately Scargill was acquitted
of all and any crimes and the corrupt
were only found to be amongst his
accusers. Ironic, but another result
for a government against its people.

The Chagos Islands (inc. Diego
Garcia)

A tiny archipelago, home to some
2000 people living in “conditions
most tranquil and benign” (1950s Co-
lonial Office film), a group of islands
so small as not to warrant a place
on a page of the 2002 Peters World
Atlas. It can only be found like fly
droppings inside the back cover. But,
starting with Harold Wilson’s, seven
successive governments have clung
together around a huge lie — a lie they
fabricated and used against the is-
lands’ inhabitants since they started
removing them from those islands in
1968 — that they were merely tran-
sient workers. In fact they were first
taken there as slaves by the French
in the eighteenth century and be-
came British in 1815 after Napoleon’s
defeat. Now the islands are home to
around 4000 US troops plus all their
support personnel and parapherna-
lia, swimming pools, golf course, two
of the longest military runways in the

world (used for bombing Afghanistan
and Iraq) and suspicions that cap-
tives are being “rendered” there for
“serious interrogation.” The US are
seeking to extend their current lease,
which expires in 2016, for another
ten years at least, for islands which
are deemed too risky (with spurious
claims about climate, water shortag-
es etc.) for the original British inhab-
itants to return to, even though there
have been two High Court rulings
allowing them to do so. (See Freedom
Next Time by John Pilger).

To compare and contrast the
forced removal of these British citi-
zens (compensation of about £1,000
GBP per person) with Britain’s resist-
ance to the Argentinian invasion of
the Falkland Islands (also with a
population of about 2,000) in 1982 at
a cost of £2 billion pounds is poetic
irony; an order-in-council agreed by
the Queen in 2004 to ban the island-
ers from ever returning home for one
population, for the other a Christmas
broadcast by Tony Blair in 2006 tell-
ing them, “It is your right to deter-
mine your future.”

Why must these atrocities be
kept secret from the public? Simply
because if too many of us get too
angry for a sustained period and
decide collectively to get active it’s
all over for them. Justice and moral-
ity; values we have been tricked into
believing are at the core of the leader-
ship of our society, propaganda of the
most despicable kind used against
the very people they are mandated
to represent. They may be immoral
and pervert justice but that doesn’t
negate our individual humanity
and desire for honesty. It may even
strengthen our resolve in the search
for the truth. It reveals the rotten-
ness of the establishment, not of the
people. We, the people, can decide to
reject that establishment and work
together towards a truly representa-
tive democracy.

What has to be remembered and
given serious consideration is this;
if we do nothing after being party to
such a revelation in a book, credible
newspaper account or reliable TV
documentary the atrocity, injustice,
inhumanity, chauvinism or deceit
will still be there and will continue to
affect those afflicted by it and the lie
will still be a lie and we will still be
the recipients of the lie. When these
shameless lies are put firmly into
the public domain it is the public’s
responsibility to guard against col-
lective amnesia, to constantly remind
ourselves and each other of the ac-
cumulation of crimes committed in

our name.
JANET SURMAN
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OBITUARIES

Ron Cook

Members were saddened to
hear of the death of Ron Cook,
of Birmingham branch, at the
beginning of May. He was born in
1927 and joined the Party in 1948
while he was a student at Ruskin
College from where he won entry to
Cambridge University. At the end of
the war he had been a teenage sailor
on the battleship HMS Illustrious.
He worked as a teacher and later as
a tutor for the Open University.

He was an active member both
at local and national level, a regular
delegate to Conference until recent
years. He had his own viewpoint
on a number of issues. A keen
student of Marxian economics,
—and the writings of Paul Mattick
in particular—he argued that
crises under capitalism tended to
get worse and worse. He was also
impressed by Herbert Marcuse’s
1955 work Eros and Civilization and
was inclined to be take on board
more of Freud’s theories than most
members. In 2001 he published
a book Yes Utopia! We have the
Technology in which he presented
the case against capitalism and for
the sort of society he would like to
see established, (including some of
his personal preferences, such as
that people in socialism would live in
something akin to hotels).

Besides being a speaker and
debater for the Party, he wrote for
the Socialist Standard (sometimes
under the pseudonym of S. Stafford)
and drafted pamphlets including the
latest edition of Socialist Principles
Explained. In 1994 he represented
the Party in the elections to the
European Parliament, standing in
the Birmingham East constituency.
Until last year he organised the
annual Party summer school at
Fircroft College in Birmingham.
Members were expecting to meet
him there this year but his friendly
and encouraging presence is going
to be missed from now on. A party
representative spoke at his non-
religious, humanist funeral where
John Lennon’s song Imagine was
played.

Our condolences go to his wife
and family.

Robert Russell

Robert Russell joined the
Socialist Party during the second
world war. He was born in 1925
and came from a deprived area of
Glasgow called Anderson but despite
an impoverished background he
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managed to obtain a bursary grant
and attended the fee-paying Allan
Glen’s school. He was an extremely
intelligent man and after some time
working in the shipping trade he
qualified as a Chartered Accountant.

Bobby, as he was known to his
friends was to become something
of a Marxist scholar inside the
Glasgow branch of the SPGB. He
was particularly adept at conveying
this knowledge to younger members
of the branch. I for one am grateful
for the time he took encouraging me
to read the Marxist classics and for
his arguments and discussion.

He was a very active branch
member and during his membership
he must have held about every
post in the branch. As a regular
branch attender he could always
be relied upon to make worthwhile
contributions to the branch’s
activities. He was a modest sort
of man and could often be self-
depreciatory about his abilities as a
speaker.

Despite this he was a regular
indoor speaker and an excellent
tutor at many of Glasgow branch’s
study classes. During the sixties
when Glasgow branch conducted
many electoral campaigns he stood
as a candidate for the SPGB at local
elections.

Bobby was an extremely kind
and generous person and when
he married later on in his life he
was especially kind to his new
adopted family. When he retired
from work he was the Managing
Director of a Glasgow Iron Works
and used his pension with great
generosity towards his family. He
was especially good at dealing with
children as many of the young in his
family can attest to.

Bobby was in many ways the
embodiment of what is called a
“self-educated” man. He took a
lively interest in politics, science
and language, but what he will be
remembered for by his Glasgow
comrades was his friendliness and
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Swansea

Monday 9 June, 7.30 pm
IMMIGRATION: CAN IT CARRY ON?
Unitarian Church, High Street.

London

Saturday 14 June 11am to 5pm
SOCIALIST PARTY OPEN DAY

Book, pamphlet and back numbers
sale, exhibition of historical
documents, free socialist literature,
questions and answers on socialism.
Free light buffet and refreshments
Socialist Party Head Office, 52
Clapham High St., SW4 (nearest tube:
Clapham North)

Chiswick

Tuesday 17 June, 8pm

CLIMATE CHANGE

Open discussion

Committee Room, Town Hall,
Heathfield Terrace, W. 4 (nearest tube:
Chiswick Park).

Manchester

Monday 23 June, 8.30pm
CAPITALISM VERSUS NATURE
Unicorn, Church Street, City Centre.

Summer School
Friday 18 July to Sunday 20 July
RELIGION
Our weekend of talks and discussion
will explore socialist views on religion
and its impact on society. How does
faith relate to other aspects of capital-
ism, such as relations between coun-
tries or between communities? How
does a religious outlook differ from a
socialist or humanist one?
The venue for Summer School is
Fircroft College, which offers excellent
facilities within easy reach of Birming-
ham city centre.

Full attendance (including accom-
modation and meals Friday evening
to Sunday afternoon) costs £120 per

Send a £10 deposit (cheques made
payable to the Socialist Party of Great
Britain) to Summer School, flat 2, 24
Tedstone Road, Quinton, Birmingham,
B32 2PD. Enquiries to Mike at spgb-
school@yahoo.co.uk.

person, or £60 to those on low incomes.
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from page 12

the firmness of our defences against
knowing just how merciless it really
is. How could it be otherwise, when
we have created it and lived in it for so
long? This view has the virtue of ex-
plaining why we stubbornly hold onto
this exhausting, murderous society

of rich and poor, user and used; but

I can see how it might appear to be a
pessimistic outlook.

However, I don’t think it is. It
seems to me that that hope lies in a
paradox here; paradoxically it is in
admitting our slavery that our freedom
lies.

®

no matter how seductive the consumer
society is, we are still wage slaves,

and our lives are lived, as Fromm
says, for purposes outside ourselves’.
And it seems to me that if enough of
us were to face up to that seemingly
unbearable fact, and start to take back
our capacities and set about using
them, then that could be the beginning
of the end for capitalism. It could also
be the beginning of a completely new
system, where our common purpose is
the fullest development of every single
person in the world.

PETER RIGG

Our difficulty is in realising that,

THE LIBERAL REVIVAL

The managers of the Tory and La-
bour Parties, during the past year,
‘| have had to endure a nagging
s worry of a kind they both thought
had gone for ever, the revival of
the Liberal vote. To make it worse
they see that it has happened not
because voters particularly like the
Liberals, but because the voters
in increasing numbers have had a
lively urge to register their dislike of
Labour and Tory.

The suffering Labour and Tory
leaders, as if by agreement, jeered
at the Liberals for having no policy,
“* until Lord Rea, Liberal Leader in
the House of Lords, undertook to
tell the readers of the Daily Tele-
graph (18" March, 1958) what that
policy is.

He did not make a very good

SOCIALIST

TTAYEARD

e
Ao,

T* One green

; L Pl the two big rival parties, he had
the delicate task of steering be-
Lo tween the fault of saying too little

to please anyone and the risk of
saying too much and scaring off
some potential voters. In this coun-
try, with wage and salary earners
making up nine-tenths of the elec-
torate, competition for their votes
is a tricky business and the three
parties have given much thought to
working out the best tactics. What
has evolved is the situation in
which the Tory, Liberal and Labour
parties each has a list of vague
general principles, and the three
lists are almost identical, except
for small differences of emphasis.
Thus they all say they are work-
ing for Peace, Disarmament, low
prices, high wages, and making
everybody happy, and all declare
themselves to be not a class party,
but a party of the nation.

(From editorial, Socialist
Standard, June 1958)

Socialist Ramble

A RAMBLE along the Green Chain
Walk in South-East London, approx
6 miles. Sunday 8 June, meet
Falconwood station 11am.

This is open to members,
supporters, non-members, etc.

- anyone interested in finding out
about socialism and the Socialist
Party in a relaxed informal setting.
We shall stop at a pub for lunch.

If you would like to know more
about the route in advance, contact
Richard Botterill on 01582-764929.
On the day, phone Vincent Otter’s
mobile 07905-791638.
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Declaration of Principles

This declaration is the basis of

the emancipation of the working

7.That as all political parties

our organisation and, because
it is also an important historical
document dating from the
formation of the party in 1904,
its original language has been
retained.

Object

The establishment of a system
of society based upon the
common ownership and
democratic control of the
means and instruments for
producing and distributing
wealth by and in the interest of
the whole community.

Declaration of Principles
The Socialist Party of Great
Britain holds

1.That society as at present
constituted is based upon the

ownership of the means of living
(i.e., land, factories, railways, etc.)
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by the capitalist or master class,
and the consequent enslavement
of the working class, by whose
labour alone wealth is produced.

2.That in society, therefore, there
is an antagonism of interests,
manifesting itself as a class
struggle between those who
possess but do not produce and
those who produce but do not
possess.

3.That this antagonism can
be abolished only by the
emancipation of the working class
from the domination of the master
class, by the conversion into the
common property of society of
the means of production and
distribution, and their democratic
control by the whole people.

4.That as in the order of social
evolution the working class is the
last class to achieve its freedom,

class wil involve the emancipation
of all mankind, without distinction
of race or sex.

5. That this emancipation must
be the work of the working class
itself.

6.That as the machinery of
government, including the armed
forces of the nation, exists only
to conserve the monopoly by the
capitalist class of the wealth taken
from the workers, the working
class must organize consciously
and politically for the conquest
of the powers of government,
national and local, in order that
this machinery, including these
forces, may be converted from an
instrument of oppression into the
agent of emancipation and the
overthrow of privilege, aristocratic
and plutocratic.

are but the expression of class
interests, and as the interest of
the working class is diametrically
opposed to the interests of all
sections of the master class,
the party seeking working class
emancipation must be hostile to
every other party.

8.The Socialist Party of Great
Britain, therefore, enters the field
of political action determined
to wage war against all other
political parties, whether alleged
labour or avowedly capitalist,
and calls upon the members of
the working class of this country
to muster under its banner to the
end that a speedy termination
may be wrought to the system
which deprives them of the fruits
of their labour, and that poverty
may give place to comfort,
privilege to equality, and slavery
to freedom.

Socialist Standard June 2008

20/5/08 10:39:44



June 08.indd 23

Pole

hen they woke up on 2 May, did the electorate re-

alise what they had done with their votes on the

day before? Were they alert to the fact that they had
encouraged David Cameron’s party to an excited optimism
that, after all those agonised years of Blair’s Britain, they had
been brought to the threshold of again being accepted as The
Natural Party Of Government? (The capital letters are used
in acknowledgement of how vital such concepts are to the
well-being of the Conservative mind). The experience of La-
bour government, particularly since their last election victory
in 2005, went a long way to persuade many of their previ-
ous supporters that, apart from anything else, it was time
for a change even if the only other choice was a Conservative
government. Gordon Brown has not helped his party by be-
ing such a tormented gift to the slick operators of the Tory
propaganda machine. So it came to pass that people whose
daily life is continually threatened with being little short of a
wretched struggle to balance their income against what they
need to get by were narcotised into opting to be ruled by a
government led by an Old Etonian whose great achievement
has been to re-fashion his party’s image by blanketing its
disreputable past.

History

Panic-stricken Labour MPs, as they contemplate an ap-
proaching electoral massacre, may take some misguided
comfort from their history. In the 1968 local elections, when
the standing of the Wilson government was at rock-bottom
after the devaluation climb-down and the imposition of “nec-
essary austerity measures” (for which read “wage cutting”
and “reduction in working class living standards”) they man-
aged only a 30 per cent share of the vote — a little more than
their 26 per cent this year. However they staged something of
a recovery so that when Wilson called the 1970 general elec-
tion they were the pollsters’ favourite. The snag, however, was
that they still could not avoid defeat by Ted Heath’s Conserv-
atives. This might have taught their successors something
about the volatility of voting intentions which are not based
on an understanding of capitalism and its destructive machi-
nations. But in the 2005 general election, when Labour’s ma-
jority was slashed from 161 to 67, the response of MPs was
predictably chaotic, as they queued up to lay the blame at
the door of their then leader. “You can’t beat about the bush”
said one of them “Blair was a negative factor on the doorstep,
time and time again”. Another plunged hastily (too much so,
in view of recent events but in any case he has announced
that he will not be standing again and the local Labour Party
have selected his successor) into: “It would be nice to see
Brown crowned as early as the next party conference”. In a
moving display of grief at losing her seat, a former Blair Babe
speedily adapted her alleged principles and applied to join
the Conservative Party. We are witnessing a similar reaction,
as the promised post-Blair revival fails to materialise and the
Tory threat gets ever more menacing. Brown’s response was
as exhausted and as unhelpful as ever:

“Of course we can recover from this position...by sorting
out the immediate problem of the economy and showing peo-
ple we can come through, as we have in the past..,.by show-
ing people that we have the vision of the future that will carry
this country...into its next phase.”

Once again, Labour have no more to offer by way of ex-
plaining their defeat than to blame the shortcomings of their
leader. Only hours after the results had been declared on May
2, the calls for Brown to go began, with a desperate search
for an acceptable alternative. Should it be ex-postman Alan
Johnson? Cadaverous John Hutton? Already discredited Jack
Straw? Head Prefect David Miliband? Risibly callow James
Purnell? There is no cause to believe that any of these would,
in the face of capitalism’s anarchy, succeed where Blair and
Brown failed. And while Labour commences yet another civil
war the Tories have time to wallow in their victory and plan
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reasy 1iMer for a change?

“There is nothing to hope for from a clutch of privileged Tories”

the campaign to take the greater prize whenever the govern-
ment dares to take their chance in another general election.

London

In this it could not have turned out better for the Tories
than for Boris Johnson to be elected Mayor of London, even if
they had to bring in some expensive manipulators to persuade
this irritatingly professional buffoon to look a little more cred-
ible as someone to be trusted to manage a city with a budget
of £12 billion and to throttle off his more oafishly empty at-
tempts at humour. There will now be a period during which
Johnson’s mayoralty is taken as a measure of the likely suc-
cess or failure of a Cameron government. It is not only on his
avowed intention to replace the lumbering bendy buses with
Routemasters with conductors and to ban alcohol on public
transport that Johnson will be judged. He has also promised
that all Londoners will actually be able to live in homes which
they can afford (while accepting that what he can afford is
rather better than anything available to most Londoners).
There will be special attention given to the problem of youth
crime and particularly to the fearful procession of youngsters
being murdered in the capital. To this end Johnson has ap-
pointed as his Deputy Mayor an admirer of his — Ray Lewis,
who was once governor of a Young Offenders Institution and
who now runs something gloriously called a Young Leaders
Academy in London. Lewis advises the parents of the boys
attending his Academy that they should remove the TV from
their bedroom and stop any listening to “dirty music”. His
boys are taught to march and to salute: “When we go out,
they walk in line, they walk in time, they catch the eye”.

Johnson’s approval of the “boot camp” style of dealing
with young delinquents conveniently overlooks his history
of (suspiciously unrecorded) offences. He did not report to
the police an approach from his Old Etonian friend Darius
Guppy, asking him to arrange to have a journalist beaten
up who was investigating Guppy’s record as a fraudster too
closely. During his time at Oxford Johnson (with Cameron
and Shadow Chancellor George Osborne) was a member of
the Bullingdon Club which, although it claimed to be a sport-
ing and dining club, devoted itself to serious vandalism. One
of their achievements was to hire a string band to play at a
garden party and then to destroy all the instruments, includ-
ing a Stradivarius. In a recent outing involving Johnson they
wasted a beautiful cellar in a 15" Century Oxfordshire pub.
The pub owner called the police — which the club members
dismissed as due to his lacking “a sense of humour” — and
Johnson remembered their arrest:

“The party ended with a number of us crawling on all
fours through the hedges of the botanical gardens and trying
to escape police dogs. And once we were in the police cells we
became pathetic namby-pambies.”

To the fury of the pub owner, the police did nothing more
than impose a few on the spot penalties — rather different to
how they would have reacted if the damage had been caused
by youngsters from Oxford’s Blackbird Leys estate. But the
Bullingdon is rather more exclusive — to begin with the tra-
ditional dining suit costs three thousand pounds and there
is a need for a rich relative to smooth things over and avoid
calling the police by paying generously for the damage. This
is the background of the man elected by the people to rule the
heaving, tempestuous city of London.

So is it time for a change? Ten years of Labour rule have
shown that party quite unable to prevent, or even interfere
with, the crises and malfunctions of capitalism. There is
nothing more to hope for from a clutch of privileged Tories.
But rather than dither in a futile panic between one bunch of
hopeless careerists and another, why not use the vote prop-
erly and effectively and opt for a real alternative?

IVAN
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“This year global production of biofuels
will consume almost 100 million tons of
grain — grain that could have been used
to feed the starving. According to the UN,
it takes 232kg of corn to fill a 50-litre car
tank with ethanol — enough to feed a child
for a year. The UN last week predicted
‘massacres’ unless the biofuel policy is
halted. Jean Ziegler, the UN’s special
rapporteur on the right to food, said
biofuels were ‘a crime against humanity’,
and called for a five-year moratorium.”
(Independent, 16 April) The UN can issue
all sorts of pious resolutions, but if is more
profitable to produce bio-fuels than food,
then that is what capitalism will do.

THE NAME IS BOND - CAPITALIST
BOND

Capitalism pervades everything in modern
society. If you buy a football shirt it will
advertise a beer or a soft drink. Formula

1 car racing would
be impossible

if advertising

logos didn’t cover
every space on
the cars and the
drivers. Itis in

the entertainment
business though
that this pervasive
influence is
growing at an
astonishing speed.
“The name is
Bond, James
Bond. And he likes
his Martinis shaken, quantity of solitude
not stirred. That is,

as long as they are Smirnoff. Product
placement is playing an increasingly
important role in Hollywood blockbusters.
The last Bond film bore a string of high-
end sponsors, such as Omega, Sony,
Ford and Sony Ericsson. Television
shows have also lured advertisers,

often preferring product placement or
sponsorship over traditional advertising.
.. The expectation is that television

Free Lunch

L 4 T
Daniel Craig enjoying a

advertising will become more about the
30-minute sponsored advertisement than
the 30-second shot.” (Times, 21 April)

DIGNITY? NO WAY

“Eight out of 10 nurses say they have left
work distressed because they have been
unable to treat patients with
the dignity they deserve, a #&
poll suggests. The Royal
College of Nursing (RCN)
poll of more than 2,000

UK nurses cited washing
and privacy as key issues.”
(BBC News, 27 April)

The NHS is provided for
members of the working
class. They are the class
that produce all the wealth
of the world but being poor can ill afford
the best of housing, food or even medical
care. Dignity for the only worthwhile class
in capitalist society is an impossibility.

THE KILLER SYSTEM
Supporters of capitalism claim
that it is the most efficient way to
run society, but that is a claim that
rings hollow to millions of hungry
people today, as even one of
capitalism’s stoutest supporters
is forced to admit. “Giant
agribusinesses are enjoying
soaring earnings and profits out
of the world food crisis which is
driving millions of people towards
starvation, The Independent

on Sunday can reveal. And
speculation is helping to drive the
prices of basic foodstuffs out of
the reach of the hungry.” (4 May)

PRIMITIVE ACCUMULATION

“In the semi-arid forests of the Chaco
region of Paraguay, where summer
temperatures top 40C (104F), the
continent’s last uncontacted Indians
outside of the Amazon basin are on
the run, their traditional forest home
increasingly encroached upon by
ranchers. ... These formerly nomadic
tribes people struggle to maintain a

semblance of their traditional way of life

in camps on the edge of the agricultural
colonies that invaded their territory.”
(Times, 6 May) This process called

by Karl Marx the so-called primitive
accumulation of capital was dealt with him
in his Das Kapital (1867) mirrors what had

The Amozonianwrainforest, or what’

happened in Europe at the beginning of
capitalism. “In actual history it is notorious
that conquest, murder, briefly force, play
the great part ...As a matter of fact, the
methods of primitive accumulation are
anything but idyllic.” A view echoed by
one of the Indians in the Times: - “The
whites are violent. They just want land.
We are afraid of them, they are very
aggressive.”

BUSINESS AS USUAL

“Burma is still exporting rice even as it
tries to curb the influx of international
donations of food bound for the starving
survivors of the cyclone that killed up to
116,000 people. Sacks of rice destined
for Bangladesh were being loaded on
to a ship at the Thilawa container port
at the mouth of the Yangon River at the
end of last week, even though Burma’s
‘rice bowl’ region was devastated by the
deadly storm a week ago. The Burmese
regime, which has a monopoly on the
country’s rice exports, said it planned to
meet all its contractual commitments”
(Observer, 11 May). Inside capitalism
business is business, and the fact

that millions of Burmese risk death by
starvation is of no concern. That is how
capitalism operates. During the Irish
potato famines foodstuffs were still being

exported from Ireland.

by Rigg
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