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Introducing The Socialist Party
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.
If you would like more details about
The Socialist Party, complete and
return the form on page 23.

socialist
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People not Proﬁts
THINGS ARE not produced today to meet people’s needs.
They are produced to make a proﬁt. And that’s the cause of
the problems we face.
Under the proﬁt system proﬁts always come ﬁrst. Before
providing basic services like health care and transport, before
improving conditions at work, and before protecting the
environment.
It’s proﬁts ﬁrst, people second.
Under the proﬁt system production is in the hands of proﬁtseeking business enterprises—whether state or privately
owned—all competing to maximise the rate of return on the
money invested in them. Decisions as to what to produce and
how much, and how and where to produce it, are not made in
response to people’s needs but in response to market forces.
The health and welfare of the workforce and the effects
on the environment take second place. This is why at work
we suffer speed-up, pain, stress, boredom, overwork and
accidents. This is why we have to work long hours, shiftwork
and nightwork.
This is why the food we eat, the water we drink and the
air we breathe are all polluted. This is why the Earth’s nonrenewable mineral and energy resources are plundered.
This is why natural balances are upset and the environment
destroyed.
The proﬁt system can’t help doing this. It’s the only way it
can work. Which is why it must go.
What’s the alternative?
One thing is certain. The Tories, LibDems and Labour—and
now UKIP—have nothing to offer. They all support the proﬁt
system and are only squabbling over which of them should
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have a go at running it.
If we are going to improve things we are going to have to
act for ourselves, without professional politicians or leaders
of any kind. We are going to have to organise ourselves
democratically to bring about a society geared to serving
human needs not proﬁts.
Production to satisfy people’s needs. That’s the alternative.
But this is only going to be possible if we control production
and the only basis on which this can be done is common
ownership and democratic control. In a word, socialism.
We are talking about a world community without frontiers.
Only on this basis can world poverty, hunger and the
destruction of the environment be ended.
The socialist alternative to the proﬁt system is:
Common ownership: no individuals or groups of
individuals have property rights over the natural and industrial
resources needed for production.
Democratic control: everybody has an equal say in the
way things are run including work, not just the limited political
democracy we have today.
Production for use: goods and services produced directly
to meet people’s needs, not for sale on a market or for proﬁt.
Free access: all of us have access to what we require to
satisfy our needs, not rationed as today by the size of our
wage packet or State handout.
To publicise the alternative to capitalism of a world socialist
society is why we are contesting the European and local
elections this month. Our manifestos can be found on 10 to
12 and our activities in connection with them on page 6.
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Harpoons and handy gadgets
THE DEFINITION of science was brieﬂy in the dock last month
as Australia took Japan to the International Court of Justice
over its continued deﬁance of the 1986 whaling ban under
the laughable pretext of ‘scientiﬁc research’. The prosecution
argued that this whaling was not ‘scientiﬁc’ in the least, pointing
to the fact that while catches ﬂuctuated all over the place, the
stated scientiﬁc aims didn’t, suggesting that the harvest was the
main goal all along. The Japanese retorted in court that it wasn’t
for the prosecution to say what was or was not ‘scientiﬁc’, any
more than they could say what was or was not art. Unfazed
by this feeble bit of sophistry the Australian team pointed out
that 3600 minke whales had been slaughtered since 2005 and
yet not one peer-reviewed study had been published on whale
stocks, supposedly the whole purpose of the ‘research’.
Not surprisingly the Japanese case sank without trace and
m’Lud ordered Japan to cease whaling in the Antarctic forthwith,
a ruling which left Japanese ofﬁcials ‘deeply disappointed’.
But perhaps not that disappointed, given that sales of whale
meat in Japan have hit the seaﬂoor in recent years, forcing the
government to pump in subsidies to keep the ghost industry
aﬂoat, a fact that might explain the curiously crap courtroom
performance.
Just as you can’t claim things are scientiﬁc when they’re
not, you also can’t claim things are scientiﬁcally correct when
they’re not. The story last year that a Japanese team had
found a simple way to stress ordinary cells into regressing to
become pluripotent stem cells made world headlines, and no
wonder. However the follow-up story, that the research papers
turned out to contain manipulated or falsiﬁed images, didn’t
get quite so much media attention. In fact you’d be forgiven
for overlooking it altogether since it has mostly appeared in
the form of brief paragraphs on back pages. The Japanese
researchers are highly embarrassed by this turn of events
and are now embroiled in recrimination and some unfortunate
viliﬁcation. Let’s hope they don’t end up hiring the Captain Ahab
legal defence team.
In the larger picture however this is an example of science
working well, not badly. From original claim to exposure of
discrepancies took just a few weeks and other researchers were
soon loudly complaining that they couldn’t replicate the test
results. Imagine if politics worked the same way. No capitalist
politician would last more than a fortnight. They’d all be ‘struck
off’ and the Commons would be empty. Tempting thought. But
then there’d be nobody to report this remarkable state of affairs
as most of the journalists would have been struck off too.
Speaking of which, what became of the rather astonishing
claim, discussed in April’s Pathﬁnders, that a study predicting
global social collapse was funded by NASA? Our sceptical
enquiries got not a squeak out of the Guardian journalist who
was responsible for the claim. More accommodating were the
Maryland authors of the research paper, who promptly passed
on the text of a NASA press release that crossed our own
printing date and which disclaimed in clear and unequivocal
terms any involvement in or backing of the study. So, that clears
that up. It’s easy to understand why a newspaper journalist
might want to gild the lily for the sake of a headline-grabber, but
it doesn’t help socialists or anyone else building a case against
capitalism to have people on our own side of the fence dishing
out bogus information.
The researchers also kindly sent a copy of their report, from
which last month this column could only quote indirectly. We
can make this available on request if anyone wants to read
it. It’s easy to follow for the most part, though a little heavy
on equations in places. The Human and Nature Dynamics or
HANDY model is based on existing predator-prey models which
look at how populations oscillate around lines of equilibrium.
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This is straightforward enough for two variables, say wolf and
rabbit. If the wolf population goes up, the rabbits go down,
forcing the wolf population back down, which in turn encourages
the rabbit population up again, and so on. It’s like market
economics with fur and teeth.
HANDY adopts the same basic approach, using human
population as wolf and nature as rabbit, but it then introduces
the idea of stratiﬁcation by splitting population into two
independent variables, worker and elite, and also splits the
rabbit into two, giving natural resources as one variable and
labour-derived wealth as the other.
You can think of the model as a bit like an Etch-a-Sketch only
with 4 inter-related knobs. As you turn one knob up, others are
forced down. If workers are zero, wealth must be ﬂat or falling,
because only workers produce wealth. If wealth is high, nature
must be low, because the one comes from the other. If elites are
high, some or all of the others must be falling, because elites
are the non-producing predator.
The challenge is to get all parameters into a sustainable
straight line (equilibrium) but this is only possible in certain preset conditions (eg if Elite is set at zero). HANDY models four
main types of scenario, equating to soft or rough approaches
to equilibrium (a good or tolerable result), perpetual boom and
slump (not so good), and full unrecoverable collapse (deﬁnitely
bad). Collapse is due either to natural resource depletion
(Type-N collapse) or the labour force dying off (Type-L), but in
either case all variables return to zero, the statues crumble and
the desert sand blows in over the ruins.
Setting the dials how you want, you can model what would
happen if population went up and resources were exhausted
in an egalitarian society with no elite (socialism, say, with its
brains on holiday), an ‘equitable’ society with a modest elite
but broadly equal incomes (nursery-book capitalism), and
a corrosively elitist society of the type we see today. The
argument the researchers are making is that the outcomes
they can produce are generally descriptive of actual historical
collapses and also of observable traits in the modern world,
and that a model which includes social stratiﬁcation can
reproduce these collapses better than one without. If the model
can achieve a close synchronicity to the real world it can be
considered in some sense diagnostic as well as descriptive. In
other words it can predict.

Are there, or could there be other ‘dials’, factors which are
universal rather than historically contingent? The researchers
can’t think of any and neither can we, but hey, it’s a work in
progress. The equations are algorithms of ratio (eg workers also
consume wealth but at a far lower rate than elites) and these
may also be open to challenge or reﬁnement. HANDY doesn’t
and can’t ‘prove’ that our socialist case is correct, but what it
does do is take a previously unchallenged social assumption
about property ownership and elite privilege and place it
squarely on the table as an item for debate and scrutiny. And
that’s something everybody should be doing.

Socialist Standard May 2014

A return to full employment?
IN A speech on 31 March George Osborne pledged ‘today
I’m making a new commitment – a commitment to ﬁght
for full employment in Britain’ (www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk26814423). He was, however, careful not to deﬁne what
he meant by ‘full employment’.
Beveridge, of the war-time Beveridge Report, argued
that it was possible to achieve and maintain the
unemployment rate at 3 percent of the active labour
force. Keynes and the Keynesians taught that this could
be achieved by appropriate ‘demand management’ by the
government. And in fact, for most of the twenty years
after the war the rate was around 2 percent. This is what
most people will regard as full employment, taking into
account workers temporarily unemployed as they move
from one job
to another or
from a declining
industry to an
expanding one.
The
Keynesians –
and everybody
was a Keynesian
then, Tories
as well as
Labourites –
claimed that
this was a
result of their policies. Others
offered an explanation in
terms of reconstruction and
an expanding world market.
That they were right was shown
when the post-war boom came
to an end in the mid-70s and
Keynesian policies proved
unable to do anything about it,
except by adding inﬂation to the
stagnation and creating a new
economic phenomenon dubbed
‘stagﬂation’.

Reserve army
Marx pointed out that the
unemployed made up what
he called ‘the reserve army
of labour’, a pool from which employers could draw in
periods of expansion. Without it, since of course it is
workers who produce everything, the expansion would
be compromised by a labour shortage. In a slump, on the
other hand, members of the regular army of labour ﬁnd
themselves unemployed too. So, unemployment is high
or low depending on which phase of its business cycle
capitalism is in.
Full employment was achieved for most of the period
1945 to 1965 because this was the time of the post-war
boom, caused ﬁrst by reconstruction and then by an
expanding world market. When this boom began to falter
in the late 60s and burst in the mid-70s unemployment
began to rise, fairly dramatically. The ofﬁcial rate rose
from the 2 percent average in the mid-60s, passing the
million mark (4.6 percent) in 1975 and reaching a peak
of over 3 million (11.3 percent) in 1985. Since then it has
never fallen below a million, the lowest being 1.4 million
or 4.7 percent in 2005, i.e. its 1975 level. In the current
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slump that began in 2008 it reached a peak of 8.1
percent (2.6 million) in 2011. It is now about 7.2 percent.

‘Natural rate’
With Beveridge and Keynes discredited, economists
looked for another explanation for this permanently
higher level of unemployment and came up with the
theory of ‘the natural rate of unemployment’. This was
the rate below which there would be a rise in the general
price level. Which is why they also called it in their
academic works ‘the non-accelerating inﬂation rate of
unemployment” (NAIRU). It has also been called ‘the full
employment rate of unemployment’.
Although it is based on the mistaken assumption
that higher wages lead to a rise in the general price
level (whereas wages are a price which rises in line with
all other prices), this is not entirely an irrational or
ideological concept. In a boom falling unemployment puts
workers in a stronger bargaining position allowing them
to extract higher real wages, which employers can afford
because they are making quicker and higher proﬁts.
In fact a boom is a period of rising prices as demand,
and not just for labour, comes to
exceed supply.
Clockwise from left:
In this context the economists’
George Osborne, John
Maynard Keynes, and
‘natural rate of unemployment’ is
William Beveridge
the rate which would exist when
capitalism is neither in a
boom nor a slump. They
estimated that it would be
between 5 and 6 percent,
at least twice as much as
during the post-war boom.

Empty promises
So, what rate of
unemployment has Osborne
promised to target? Is it
the ‘natural rate’? Or is he
promising to engineer a
boom in which it will fall
below this? Most probably
the former, as in the
same speech he showed
that he had learned from
the mistake made by
his predecessors Nigel Lawson and Gordon Brown of
promising a permanent boom, when he said:
‘You can’t abolish boom and bust. There are always
going to be ups and downs to the economic cycle.’
The 5-6 percent rate of unemployment Osborne seems
to be promising is not full employment. In which case he
will be envisaging a permanent pool of over one million
unemployed workers, which exposes the hypocrisy of
the government’s claim to be forcing people off disability
and incapacity beneﬁt as a prelude to ﬁnding them a job.
They know most of them never will. But unemployment
‘beneﬁt’ is cheaper.
In any event, permanent full employment is not
possible under capitalism because a permanent boom
isn’t either.
ADAM BUICK
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Angels and Demons
UNLIKE BIRDS, bats, bugs or any other ﬂying creatures, of
which there are numerous varieties, no in-depth study seems
to have ever been carried out on the various species of angels
which, according to the Catholic Church, ﬂutter around us on a
daily basis.
Our scanty knowledge of angels comes mainly from the
renaissance painters and their masterpieces which indicate that
there are, indeed, several kinds. The tall blond ones with what
appear to be sleek, aerodynamically perfect, goose feathered
wings which, in the paintings, they wrap protectively around
weeping women in distress; the chubby little four-winged ones,
whose wings have evolved, perhaps, to enable them to hover
at low altitude and feed in mid-ﬂight; and the biblical ones (see
Isiah 6:1-2) which have six wings, two of which they use to
cover their faces, two to cover their feet, and two more for the
actual job of ﬂying. (Although, as there have been no reported
sightings of these for many years, we fear they may now be
extinct). Apart from this we know very little, and nothing of their
natural habitat, their feeding patterns or their mating habits.
Fortunately a conference on angels has recently taken
place in Rome, and one of the Vatican’s angel experts, the
knowledgeable but unfortunately named Fr Renzo Lavatori
has brought us up to date with the Church’s latest thinking on
the subject. And he started by dropping a bombshell. ‘Angels’,
he told us, ‘may not have wings at all’. They may actually be
more like ‘shards of light’. ‘You do not see angels so much as
feel their presence’ he reported, ‘they are a bit like sunlight that
refracts on you through a crystal vase’. Well, that’s all very nice
but he didn’t really go much further. What most of us would like
to know, for example, is what do they actually do all day?
Fr Lavatori, who is also a ‘demonologist’ did, however, add
that ‘we need them now more than ever before. This is because
increasing secularisation and materialism in society have left
an open door for the devil’ he explained. ‘There is a lot more

interference from diabolical forces. That is why you see queues
of people outside the exorcist’s ofﬁces in churches’.
Well yes, that is very worrying. It was only a couple of years
ago that Rome’s chief exorcist, Fr Gabrielle Amorth, explained
to us that practicing yoga and reading Harry Potter books was
satanic and would lead to evil. And his predecessor, Fr Candido
Amantini, was said to have spoken to, and battled with demons
for 36 years. And now a Polish priest, Fr Slawomir Kostrzewa,
has identiﬁed the latest satanic scare –Lego bricks.
Lego, he explained, is all about ‘darkness and the world of
death’. (And there was us thinking that that’s what the Catholic
Church was all about). In a move that might, we must assume,
enable toddlers to unleash satanic forces against their parents
Lego have extended their range of happy little interlocking
characters with a series of ‘monster ﬁghters’ one, of which, is
‘Lord Vampyre’, a Dracula-like character with fangs.
It’s their little, moulded facial expressions that Fr Kostrzewa is
concerned about. They show ‘satisfaction with their evil deeds’
he says. Although to be honest, that could also be said about
the toddlers who play with them. But no, this is serious. It will
‘destroy their souls and lead them to the dark side’ he insists.
And in case you think Fr Kostrzewa may just be one brick short
of a plastic house, rest assured. He also warned us about the
spiritual dangers of ‘Hello Kitty’ and ‘My Little Pony’.
NW

Catholics will be bricking it

Euro Election Activity
Thursday 1st May

Party Head Ofﬁce, 52 Clapham High Street, London SW4 7UN

12 Noon - Literature stall outside Marx Memorial Library,
Clerkenwell Green, London EC1R 0DU - Assembly point for
London May Day procession to Trafalgar Square

Saturday 17th May

Saturday 3rd May

From 12 Noon - Election/Literature stall outside Socialist Party
Head Ofﬁce, 52 Clapham High Street,
London SW4 7UN

From 12 Noon - Election/Literature stall outside Socialist Party
Head Ofﬁce, 52 Clapham High Street, London SW4 7UN

Saturday 17th May

Monday 5th May
12 Noon - Election/Literature stall- Tonbridge, Kent - On the
pavement in the High Street in front of the old castle, close to
the River Medway.

10.30am - Election/Literature
stall at Levellers Day Festival,
Burford, Oxfordshire, OX18
4QU

Wednesday 7th May
Election leaﬂeting in Hersham, Surrey - meet 11am Hersham
BR station

Saturday 10th May
12 Noon - Election/Literature stall - Canterbury, Kent In the pedestrian precinct close to Marks & Spencer
From 12 Noon - Election/Literature stall outside Socialist

6

Socialist Standard May 2014

PUBLICATIONS ORDER FORM

Capitalism and inequality
THE OBSERVER (13 April) carried an interview by Andrew
Hussey with Thomas Piketty, a French economist whose
views on capitalism are, apparently, the talk of the town
amongst economists. He is the author of a book Capital in
the Twenty-First Century which is said to show that growing
inequality is a built-in feature of capitalism.
In the interview Piketty says that, going through the data
from the 19th century for Britain and other countries, ‘I saw
a pattern beginning to emerge, which is that capital, and
the money it produces, accumulates faster than growth in
capital societies.’ What he is saying he has discovered is a
tendency for a larger and larger proportion of new output to
be accumulated as new capital. As a result, over time, the
income from capital (property incomes such as proﬁt and
interest) grows faster than other incomes (mainly wages
and salaries). The rich get richer. He claims, ‘I have proved
that under the present circumstances capitalism simply
cannot work.’
The key phrase here is not the claim that capitalism cannot work (it clearly can, even if this involves the rich getting richer) but the ‘under the present circumstances’ which
suggests that under other circumstances capitalism could
work. That this is his view can be seen by his proposal in
the interview for ‘a progressive tax, a global tax, based on
the taxation of private property.’
However unlikely it might be that any government would
adopt what he calls in French a ‘révolution ﬁscale’ and impose high taxes on property and property incomes – Will
Hutton in a comment in the same paper on the interview
writes of ‘a top income tax rate of 80%, effective inheritance tax, proper property taxes and, because the issue is
global, a global wealth tax’ – the implication must be that
Piketty thinks that, if ever this was done, it would stop the
rich getting richer.
It is not clear from the interview how Piketty deﬁnes
capitalism. He seems to mean what the French call capitalisme sauvage, or unregulated, wildcat capitalism. If so,
then his claim to have shown that ‘capitalism simply cannot work’ is reduced to the lesser claim that unregulated
capitalism cannot work. This is a powerful refutation of the
free marketers but is still suggesting that capitalism can be
reformed ‘to work’.
The similarity between Piketty’s view and that of Marx
on how capitalism works to make the rich richer is obvious
but there is a difference. Piketty is more concerned with the
distribution of the income from capital while Marx was concerned with the accumulation of capital itself irrespective of
who owns it (whether individuals, corporations or the state)
or who beneﬁts personally from it.
Piketty claims in the interview that the data his research
uncovered ‘contradicted nearly all of the theories [of inequality] including in Marx and Ricardo.’ He doesn’t say in
the interview what he thinks Marx’s theory was, but elsewhere he has made it clear that he is criticising the theory
of the long-run tendency for the rate of proﬁt to fall (a position held, in different forms, by both Marx and Ricardo). He
doesn’t think that there is any such tendency.
And of course, unlike Piketty, Marx never advocated trying to stop or reverse capital accumulation and/or the rich
getting richer through legislation or government action.
The distribution of property income amongst the rich can
be changed, but that would make no difference to those
whose income is derived from working. The way out is to
get rid of capitalism.
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Paciﬁc
but not Peaceful
LAST YEAR the California-based Oakland Institute revealed
Development Foundation, agrees that better land administration
the escalation of land grabs in Papua New Guinea (PNG)
is required, but rejects easier options for foreign investors or
over the past decade, amounting to 5.5 million hectares, or
the state to acquire customary land. ‘Customary land ownership
12 percent of the country, due to fraudulent manipulation of
to our livelihoods, income and food security is very important
Special Agriculture and Business Leases (SABLs), government
because without it we would not survive,’ Linibi declared.
administered schemes whereby customary owners lease their
Factors in landowner distrust of state land reform include
land to the state for a title which can be used for leasing to a
state corruption and failure of large export oriented projects to
third party. SABLs have been exploited by international logging
raise human development or living standards for the majority of
companies, aided by corrupt state ofﬁcials, resulting in rising
Paciﬁc Islanders.
deforestation, and many customary owners losing control of
‘The prevalence of fraud and corruption within the land
their traditional lands. Ofﬁcial catch-phrases of ‘freeing up land
administration system [of PNG] means that titles can be easily
for development’, have masked ‘daylight robbery, the betrayal of issued, tampered with or destroyed,’ Aidwatch reported in 2010.
people’s constitutional protections and the loss of heritage and
Their report added that formal land titles were ‘a recipe for
land for millions of Papua New Guineans’ says the institute’s
failure’ in countries where local landowners are not empowered
report, On Our Land.
with education and legal knowledge. Thus, in PNG, where
Customary tenure applies to 80-90 percent of land in Paciﬁc
rural illiteracy is as high as 85 percent, ‘top-down’ land leasing
Island states. Unwritten customary law determines land and
programmes have the potential to exacerbate inequality.
inheritance rights for members of clans or extended families.
This problem of land-grabbing, of course, is not unique to the
Traditional tenure
Paciﬁc but is taking place
plays a vital role in
in many parts of the world:
the Southwest Paciﬁc
in Africa, Asia and South
countries where the
America. It is a process
formal sector provides
that Marxists call primitive
as little as 15 percent
capital accumulation
of employment, and
(the economist David
most people are reliant
Harvey opts to use the
on subsistence and
term ‘accumulation by
small-holder agriculture
dispossession’ because
for livelihoods and
he ﬁnds it odd to call
income. Evidence
an ongoing process
suggests that, in PNG,
‘primitive’) and which in
small-holder fresh
English history is known
food producers can
as the Enclosures –
earn more substantial
common land being either
incomes than people in
privatised or nationalised.
formal employment. A
Primitive accumulation is a
2008 study of women
historical process whereby
roadside sellers in
a separation is created
Madang province
between producers and
concluded that 50
their means of production
Dancing for the tourists on Vanuatu
percent earned more
or subsistence, i.e. their
than three times the
land. Subsequently, the
minimum wage.
producers without means of production are left with little choice
Joel Simo of the Melanesian Indigenous Land Defence
but to join the industrial army working in urban factories while,
Alliance (MILDA) in Vanuatu claims that customary tenure is a
freeing up the land and resources for commodity production and
‘system of sharing’ that ‘caters for everyone’s needs.’ he said.
capital accumulation.
‘Land in most Paciﬁc countries is for public access for survival
Land acquisition is increasingly occurring across the globe
and not fenced off by the legal system.’ MILDA’s commitment
over the last few years as capitalism further integrates the
to protect Melanesian values, which promote long-term
peasant economy more fully into its world-system. Development
sustainable land use, includes opposition to customary land
banks have identiﬁed large sections of sub-Saharan African
registration or leasing, perceived as serving the interests of
countries as unused and ‘reserved’ for investment. Yet, as
foreign and local elite. ‘People can register their land and still
investors acquired the land they met resistance from peasants
remain poor,’ Simo said.
that were already using such land for their livelihoods.
However, in the 21st Century land is subject to increasing
Communal land is being turned into capital and indigenous
global economic pressures, the greater dependence of
peoples transformed into wage labour:
islanders on the cash economy, rapid population growth and
‘In actual history, it is a notorious fact that conquest,
urbanisation. Many Paciﬁc Island states are grappling with
enslavement, robbery, murder, in short force, play the
identifying effective land dispute resolution mechanisms.
greatest part … As a matter of fact, the methods of primitive
Reconciling tenure security under informal customary law and
accumulation are anything but idyllic’ (Marx, Capital Vol 1)
modern judicial legal systems presents ongoing challenges.
Proliferating disputes between customary groups, and with
ALJO
external parties, over rightful land ownership, development
beneﬁts and environmental damage remain a factor in
Sourced from:
continued rural impoverishment.
http://www.ipsnews.net/2014/03/paciﬁc-islands-sea-land-rights/
Maria Linibi, president of the PNG Women in Agriculture
ﬁle:///C:/Users/user/Downloads/Miles%20Kenney-Lazar.pdf
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Tony Benn - getting it wrong
IN THE matter of political
funerals and their selectively
phoney eulogies, Tony Benn
had to be outdistanced by
Margaret Thatcher, which should not obscure a few
signiﬁcant similarities between them because after all
they were both in that same business of politics. In their
time as back benchers they each cosseted an intention
to rule as much of the world as possible starting with a
considered process of undermining their party leaders
by an implicit claim to represent a simpler, clearer, more
effective style of managing this chaotic social system.
They were bolstered by a conviction that they would
leave a non-fading mark on history which in itself, as an
implacable reality reduces them, will provide material
enough to keep a tribe of biographers at work. There
were of course some divergences between them; for one
thing Thatcher chose to pass into the ermine comforts
of that same House of Lords that Benn had devoted so
much energy to escape from. And he remained active to
the end, passing on his delusions to others rather than
endure their exposure. He died as President of the Stop
the War Coalition, with an established reputation as ‘...
one of the few politicians to have become more left wing
after holding ministerial ofﬁce’.

Liberals
It was not always like this. Benn came from a family
well established in politics with both his grandfathers
elected as Liberal MPs as was his father, before 1929
when he crossed to the Labour benches under Ramsay
MacDonald. This did not, apparently, quell his political
appetite because in 1941 he reluctantly agreed to
augment the Labour Party in the House of Lords by
accepting a peerage, making him Viscount Stansgate
and a member of the Attlee government. So in 1950
when Stafford Cripps MP – who had his own reputation
for being disruptive of party discipline – had to retire
through ill health there was a vacancy in Bristol SouthEast and, with the help of his friend Anthony Crosland,
Tony Benn was selected as the Labour candidate. To
begin with Benn was an unremarkable back bencher,
taking a place in the political centre with a leaning
towards the right wing and critical of the restless
Bevanites. He was a follower of the party leader Hugh
Gaitskell, a leader who after an aberrant phase of
opposing the Suez invasion was nervous of further
damaging the party’s electoral chances, and pursued
a noisy campaign to revise the worrisome Clause Four
of the party constitution with its policy of widespread
nationalisation and warned that he would ‘...ﬁght, ﬁght
and ﬁght again’ to overturn a conference decision to ban
nuclear weapons.

Wilson
The image of a party persistently at war within itself
was not voter-attractive and among the candidates
offering a more peaceable and seductive style was
Harold Wilson with his strategy of soothing the edges
of inconvenient policies rather than abandoning them.
Benn transferred his allegiance to Wilson and Gaitskell
retaliated by no longer actively supporting him as a
Labour MP. The matter was temporarily resolved in 1960
with the death of Benn’s father which transformed him
into the new Viscount Stansgate, thereby disqualifying
him from the Commons. Nevertheless he grimly
contested the resultant by-election in Bristol – which

Socialist Standard May 2014

made the case for changes in the honours system, but
inevitably he was again disqualiﬁed. He then resorted to
a long, determined campaign to change the law which
eventually, in August 1963, resulted in the Peerage
Bill and after yet another by-election he won his way
back into the Commons. (There were other results of
that Bill, for example it allowed the excessively wealthy,
heavily aristocratic, massively land-owning Lord Home
to change into Alec Douglas-Home and to succeed that
other Old Etonian Harold Macmillan as a Conservative
Prime Minister).

Technology
Gaitskell died suddenly in January 1963 and the
following year Wilson led the Labour Party to victory,
on some vague assumptions about a Britain fed,
cared for and stimulated by something he had called
the Technological Revolution. By this time Benn was
occupying a niche as an untiring advocate of a ragbag
of superﬁcially attractive policies. In his ﬁrst ministry
as Postmaster General he covered the opening of the
Post Ofﬁce Tower and then, more memorably, he had to
compromise on his proposal to remove the Queen’s head
from all postage stamps, instead using a miniaturised
version of it. As Minister of Technology he recommended
to patriotic British workers the supersonic Concorde
airliner, which was promoted as a knock-out blow to
the American company Boeing. As part of the process of
getting the Concorde into service it was decided to run
trials of the effect of its supersonic booms on the general
population. It did not take long for this to be assessed as
too much by way of pollution and misery inﬂicted on the
people below and Concorde had to be conﬁned to going
supersonic over oceans or deserts or the like.

Leadership
In 1974 when Labour came back to power Benn
reacted with the assumption that the establishment
of socialism was purely a technological process. As
Secretary for Industry he operated a policy of industrial
rationalisation leading to the merging of large companies
with all that entailed by way of a better organised and
applied exploitation of the labour force. In the miners’
1984/5 strike there was some residual resentment that
the miners’ cause was actually damaged by the effect of
such policies. But Benn’s typically obscure justiﬁcation
was that ‘We are not just here to manage capitalism but
to change society and to deﬁne its ﬁner values’. In the
background to this there was the recurrent struggle for
leadership of this disgraced and ﬂoundering Party. In
the 1981 contest for Deputy Leader Benn lost by 0.5 per
cent to Denis Healey and in 1988, against Kinnock for
the Leadership, he was defeated by a large majority. He
eventually gave up, with his well-publicised declaration
that he was ‘leaving parliament in order to spend more
time on politics’. If nothing else, this gave him more
time to amass his archives – his diaries, newspaper
cuttings, and minutiae of correspondence. Like all
Labour politicians, his career can be summarised as
an unremitting distortion of the meaning of the word
socialism and all that implies, confusing socialism with
state capitalism. In spite of all his obsessive energy,
sadly he died leaving capitalism as brutal and wasteful a
system of human affairs as it ever was.
IVAN
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The Socialist Party is contesting two regions, South East and Wales, in the elections to the
European Parliament on 22 May and also wards in two London boroughs. We reproduce
below our various election addresses, beginning with the one for the Wales region.
Wales Region

It’s election time again
The Socialist Party/World Socialist Movement is standing
in the elections to the European Parliament on 22 May and
we are presenting a full list of 4 candidates for Wales.
Our case, we are sure, you will ﬁnd completely and
refreshingly different from what all the other parties are
offering. It should also cause you to see the world and its
problems in a radically different way from anything you have
come across before.

How much does it say about the subservience of most of us
that we vote for politicians who support a system which keeps
us exploited and struggling to survive?

Employment, one of the least democratic
situations
It’s said we live in a democracy, but the only real decision we
are called on to make democratically is which political party will
impose this system upon us for the next 5 years. Everything

What we propose
What do we in the Socialist Party propose can be done? We
propose the establishment by peaceful, democratic means
(i.e. voting) of a truly direct participatory democratic society in
which the majority determine how human needs are met.
This means a society without rich and poor, without owners
and workers, without governments and governed, without
leaders and led. Where buying and selling and money are no
longer necessary.
In such a society people will cooperate to use all the world’s
abundant natural resources in their own interests. Production
will be freed from the artiﬁcial dictate of proﬁt and everyone
will have free
access to the
beneﬁts of
civilisation.
It will mean
an end to
borders and
frontiers,
an end to
organised
violence and
coercion, to
waste, want
In socialism, natural resources and
and war.
technology will be used in our own
It really will be a
interests
civilised society
where technology
will be used to
satisfy human
needs and not
proﬁts.

A radically
different way
Every few
years groups of
politicians compete for your vote to win themselves and their
parties positions in the European or national parliament.
Yet you must have noticed that − once the dust has settled
− there is no signiﬁcant change to the way things are for the
majority of people − except sometimes for the worse. Promises
are made and broken, targets are set and not reached,
statistics are selected and spun.
Any promises kept only represent minor changes to the
way things are and none even touch the fundamental inequity
of a society (not just in Wales or the UK but in all countries)
in which the vast majority of the population have to sell their
energies, mental and physical, to a tiny handful of privileged
beings who effectively own the planet.
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else is shop window dressing and the activity which dominates
our lives, employment (if we can get it), is, as no one can fail to
notice, one of the least democratic environments that can be
imagined.
It’s also said we live in a meritocratic society. But if that
means anything, it means that the more dog-eat-dog, the more
selﬁsh we can be, the more we can maybe gain at the expense
of others.
Despite politicians’ rhetoric about us ‘all being in it together’,
at bottom everyone knows that the reality that really applies is
much closer to ‘greed is good ‘.
Nor is that actually surprising given that the society we live
in, often referred to as capitalism, is based on institutionalised
selﬁshness, i.e. the making of proﬁt. It breeds inequality,
enmity, rivalries and, sometimes, the mass violence called war.

It’s absolutely possible
You may think socialism sounds great, but that it’s a bit of
a utopia. But we would say that it is absolutely possible once
the idea takes hold and that the real Utopia is the belief that by
supporting the conventional politicians with their old tired ideas
and promises the world can be a truly better place.
One way to begin is to use your vote in these elections not
to support candidates who you can be sure will give you the
same old system but to show that you want to overturn it and
end the problems it causes once and for all.
When enough of us join together, we can transform elections
from a means of keeping a society of inequality, wealth
monopoly and very limited democracy to a means of doing
away with it in favour of a society of real democracy and social
and economic equality.
If you agree with the idea of a society of free access and
common and democratic ownership where no one is left
behind and things are produced because they are needed not
to make a proﬁt, we would call on you to join with us by voting
for the Socialist Party/World Socialist Movement list in Wales.
In this way we can begin to make a difference.
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South East Region

Make this world ours
In socialism the planet will be like the one you know,
but also very different. There is no money. There is
no war. There are no rich people. There are no poor
people. There are no leaders. All decisions are shared.
All responsibilities are shared. Instead of competing to
survive, people cooperate to live.
This is Earth, under new management. Ours.
You now have no bills to pay, no rent, no mortgage, no
debts. Everything is
free, nothing is for sale,
and neither are you.
But you want to help,
just like others do.
There are a hundred
things you could do,
a thousand more you
could train to do.
You might have
chosen to drive a bus
or a train, ﬁx plumbing,
coordinate a data
network, plough a
ﬁeld, teach a child,
organise an event,
study engineering,
cure a disease, brew
beer, rehearse a play.
There are a hundred things you could
You might choose
do in socialism, from brewing beer to
rehearsing a play
to work four hours a
week, or fourteen
or forty. What you
do makes everyone
better off. That’s
your recompense,
and it’s better than
money. It’s job
satisfaction. It’s
fulﬁlment. It’s a life
on your own terms,
a life worth living. It’s
why you make the
commitment to work.
This is Earth, as
it could be in the

near future. It won’t be created by the
politicians of capitalism. It will created
by us, all of us who now produce
everything, working together. We can
say ‘We want this’. Then we organise to
make it happen.
Against our combined communications
the billionaires can do nothing. Together
we can force referendums, elections,
votes and take control of nation states.
Then abolish property laws and the
agencies that enforce them and take
control of factories, land, services. It can
be democratic, peaceful, and effective.
We take control. We take our lives back.
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This new Earth is not Utopia. There are problems, issues,
arguments, accidents, mistakes, false starts or blind alleys.
But cooperative management solves the problems as today’s
arrogant leaderships never did.
If you agree with this you can let others know that this is
what you want by voting for the Socialist Party/World Socialist
Movement list.

London boroughs

We need to change
things
If you work hard, play by the rules, you’ll get on. So they
say. We do all the hard work. Tidy the ofﬁces, ﬁx the cars,
ﬁle the paperwork, make the dinner, change the bed pans,
teach the children. We work for the best hours of our days,
the best years of our lives.
But we don’t get on.
If we’re not in work, we spend our time looking for work,
training for work, applying for work. But we don’t ﬁnd it.

Time to take a new direction?

Across Europe millions who have played by the rules to
produce more and more wealth ﬁnd themselves getting a
smaller and smaller share of it.
Over the last four years our pay has fallen in real terms: we
are being paid less for our work than we were. Yet that work
needs to be done. At the same time, the people who don’t

Thought About Joining
The Socialist Party?
For further information about about The Socialist Party of Great Britain,
return this form to:
The Socialist Party, 52 Clapham High street, London SW4 7UN.
NAME.........................................................................................................................
ADDRESS..................................................................................................................
...................................................................................................................................
...................................................................................................................................
...................................................................................................................................
...................................................................................................................................
POSTCODE...............................................................................................................
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need to work, who get their money just
because they are “the 1 percent“, are
gaining more than ever.
We, the people who do the work, who
make the whole of our society go round,
are punished rather than rewarded. We
ﬁnd it increasingly hard to make the
rent or mortgage and other household
bills. We ﬁnd our slight protections being
taken away from us with attacks on
beneﬁts. They shackle our unions. We
ﬁnd ourselves last in every queue to the
wealthy who waltz in to the front and get
the best.
We work hard. We play by the rules.
But we don’t get on.
We need to show solidarity, and ﬁght
for a change that will enable us to get
on. As long as we don’t own what we
produce we will continue to be second
class citizens. We need to organise to
take control of the productive wealth of
the world so we can use our own work
to better our lives, instead of making the
rich richer.
We can use these elections to show
that we won’t take this lying down. That
we can organise for common ownership
of the world.
We can vote for the Socialist Party
candidates, as a way of letting our fellow
workers know: things need to change.
Lambeth: Clapham Town: Oliver Bond.
Ferndale: Danny Lambert. Larkhall:
Adam Buick
Islington: Junction: Bill Martin.
Elections to the European Parliament
are being held the same day. As there
are no socialist candidates standing in
the London Region you can show you
reject the proﬁt system and want a world
of common ownership and democratic
control by writing “WORLD SOCIALISM”
across your ballot paper.
And then get in touch to help bring
an end to the system that can never be
made to work in our interest. For an
information pack and free magazine,
write to: The Socialist Party, 52
Clapham High Street, London SW4
7UN.

If we wanted
IN THE world today, we have the resources, technology and ability to
feed, clothe and house every man, woman and child on Earth. Enough for
everyone to live in comfort.
So, why are so many people these days wasting their breath and time
arguing about nations and borders?
The vast majority of people in this country don’t own it. We just live and
work here. It’s the same in other countries.
Working people
everywhere already
run society from top
to bottom, but we
run it for the people
who own it, rather
than for ourselves.
The government,
the police, courts
and army exist to
defend the people
who own the world.
That depends on us
complying but, if
we wanted, we could
The
choose to run the
government,
world for ourselves.
the courts
and the army:
If we want, we can
defending the
use our votes to take
people who
control to end this.
own the world
If we wanted, we
could organise in
our workplaces and
communities to abolish poverty and
inequality.
If we wanted, we could plan to
abolish poverty and inequality as
our priority, instead of the proﬁts of
the wealthy.
If we owned the world, in common,
we could provide plenty, for
everyone. There’d be no more need
for buying and selling, just sharing
and free access. Instead of spending
our time ﬁghting over scraps,
we could work together to make
life better for everyone. No more

unemployment. No more working for
an employer.
If we wanted we could bring about
a society where people not markets
matter, where goods are produced for
need not proﬁt and where we all share
on an equal basis in the fruits of our
common efforts.
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Zambia
– The Copper Elephant

Z

ambia has been
mining copper for
almost a century. In
1889 the British South African
Company was granted a Royal
Charter to exploit minerals in
Southern Rhodesia. Cecil Rhodes,
founder of the De Beers Mining
Company, had a vision to build a
Cape-to-Cairo railway line, allowing
minerals to be transported from
Cape Town in South Africa to Cairo
in Egypt – en route to Europe.
Massive copper ore deposits were
only discovered in the Copperbelt in
1920. During the 1940s there was
a tide of nationalism in the mining
towns of the Copperbelt Province
characterised by strikes that were
organised by the Mine Workers’
Union, led by Lawrence Katilungu.
This prompted the British colonial
government of the day to pass a
Public Order Act to stem the tide of
African political consciousness on
the Copperbelt mining towns. The
Public Order Act still remains in
force today and the PF government is
widely criticised for enforcing the act
to prohibit political demonstrations
of any kind.
Zambia became a member of the
IMF and World Bank in 1964. The
ﬁrst republican president Kenneth
Kaunda nationalised the privatelyowned copper mines in 1968. This
was followed by the forming of
Zambia Consolidated Copper Mines
in 1972 (ZCCM). In 1973 CIPEC
was inaugurated in Lusaka
with the major copper-
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producing
countries, namely
Chile, Zaire and
Peru. But CIPEC the
intergovernmental
council of copperexporting countries
failed to contain the
falling prices of copper
on the international
commodities markets. The
Unilateral Declaration of
Independence (UDI) by
Ian Smith in Southern
Rhodesia (Zimbabwe)
meant that Zambia had
to ﬁnd another trade
route for the exports and
imports. Kaunda invited the
Chinese Peoples’ Republic
to build a railway line from
Kapiri Mposhi in Zambia to
Tundunia in Tanzania. Tazara
Railway Authority was created
to manage the jointly-owned railway
company. This was followed up by
the construction of a pipeline to
transport crude petroleum from Dar
es Salaam in Tanzania to Indeni
Oil Reﬁnery in Ndola. This was the
beginning of what has been dubbed
a ‘Socialist Economy’ in Zambia.
In 1973 Kaunda declared Zambia
a one-party state and passed the
Emergency Powers
Act that
prohibited the
formation
of

Chinese industrial zones in
Africa
1: Chambishi, Zambia - copper and copper
related industries.
2: Lusaka, Zambia - garments, food,
appliances, tobacco and electronics. Is
classiﬁed as a subzone of the Chambishi zone.
3: Jinfei, Mauritius - manufacturing (textiles,
garments, machinery, high-tech), trade, tourism
and ﬁnance.
4: Oriental, Ethiopia - electrical machinery,
construction materials, steel and metallurgy.
5: Ogun, Nigeria, - construction materials,
ceramics, ironware, furniture, wood processing,
medicine, and computers.
6: Lekki, Nigeria - transportation equipment,
textiles, home appliances, telecommunications,
and light industry.
7: Suez, Egyp - petroleum equipment,
electrical appliance, textile and automobile
manufacturers.
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political parties. The ideology of
Humanism was promulgated on
the premise that it was going to
unite the people of Zambia.
But falling copper prices and
increasing production costs
in the state-owned mines
posed economic and social
problems – the breakingapart of Soviet ‘Communism’
in eastern Europe led to
incessant demands for
political pluralism.
In 1980 there
was an attempted
military coup-d’état
against Kaunda. In
1983 he was forced
to seek economic
aid from the IMF. The
ofﬁcial Economic Structural
Adjustment Programme was imposed
by the World Bank in 1983. These
structural adjustment programmes
gave rise to food shortages, a black
market, work stoppages and student
demonstrations which forced Kaunda
to pull out of the IMF. This period
was characterised by political
detentions, and many dissidents
disappeared under unexplained
circumstances.
When the MMD came to power
in 1991 Zambia was subjected to
Economic Liberalisation Measures
that have continued today.
The legacy of extractive colonialism
and the recent far-reaching economic
liberalisation reforms is what has
come to characterise the Zambian
state today.
The state remains corrupt and
misinformed. Political consciousness
grounded on regionalism alongside a
concerted effort by mining companies
to hide data – leaves the government
with scanty information on the
ownership and mining activities.
Tax evasion, fraud, environmental
damage and human rights abuse are
rarely punished even if discovered
by the government.
The most striking
example of this was
when two Chinese
managers at
Collum Mine shot
and wounded 13
Zambia workers
during a strike in
2000.
Today, copper
leaves Zambia
loaded on trucks
and trains bound for
Dar es Salaam and
ports in South Africa. The
increased copper exports to
China is attributed to the opening
up of new copper mines owned
by the Chinese government in the
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Copperbelt
Province
(Chambishi
Metals, Non-Ferrous Copper Mines,
Chambishi Copper Smelter). A
detailed report into the operations of
Mopan Copper Mines revealed that
cobalt extraction rates were twice
inferior to that of other producers of
the same mineral.
A glance at the top shareholders of
the largest copper mining companies
is revealing. Prominent shareholders
in Vedanta Resources, First
Quantum Minerals and Glencore
are Black Rock Asset Management,
Standard Life, Capitol Group and the
government of Singapore.
Black Rock, J.P. Morgan and
Goldman Sachs currently buy
around 80 percent of
the available copper in
Zambia. Zambia
produces 16 percent
of the world’s copper
and it has the
richest copper ore
deposits in the
world. However,
copper mining
only contributes
2 percent of
government
revenue. Koukola
Copper Mines
was

ﬁrst sold to Anglo-American Mining
Corporation for a paltry $90 million
in 2002. But in only a few months
Anglo-American pulled out of KCM.
The MMD president Levy Mwanawasa
sold 5 percent of shares in KCM
to Vedanta Resources in 2002.
The deal was facilitated by
Clifford Chance and Standard
Chartered Bank.
When Vedanta bought
KCM it inherited many of the
concessions enjoyed by AngloAmerican Mining Corporation
– tax dividends, interest on
royalties and management
fees. But KCM’s reputation
in Zambia sank to a new
low in 2012 when it announced
that it was going to mechanise
its underground operations: this
entailed retrenching 2000 workers.
President Sata threatened KCM with
revoking their mining licence if KCM
retrenched the workers. But KCM’s
chief executive Kishor Kumar went
ahead and dismissed 54 workers.
Sata was furious, so much so that
Kishor Kumar was served with a
deportation order and ﬂed from
Zambia in 2012.
It is common to hear conventional
politicians often describe foreign
companies as investors whose
presence in the country helps create
employment even at the cost of
making proﬁts. This misconception of
capitalism could not be further from
the truth.
To quote from Walter Rodney’s
book How Europe Underdeveloped
Africa:
‘The question as to who and what
is responsible for the economic
underdevelopment of Africa can
be answered at two levels – ﬁrstly
the answer is that the operation
of the imperialist system bears
responsibility for
the economic
underdevelopment
of Africa by
draining African
wealth and
making it
impossible to
develop more
rapidly.
Secondly one had
to deal with those
who manipulated the
system and those who are
either agents or unwitting
accomplices of the system. The
capitalist nations of western
Europe were the ones who actively
extended the exploitation from inside
Europe to cover the whole of Africa.
In recent times they were joined by
the government of the USA..’

K. MULENGA, Kitwe, Zambia
Socialist Standard May 2014

A rant
about
the
‘right
to
food’

I

n a report
in January
this year
the UN Special
Rapporteur on ‘the
right to food’, Olivier
De Schutter, claimed
that, ‘Most of the food
systems we have inherited
from the 20th century have
failed.’ If those systems have failed, could
it not be because they were not suited
to succeeding within the global capitalist
system?
The report’s basic assumption is not
that this system is fundamentally ﬂawed
but it’s just that things have got out of
kilter and need reforming to bring matters
back into an acceptable state. But it’s not
as if there is just one particular disaster to
be dealt with suddenly and immediately
since world hunger and malnutrition
is a disaster that has been ongoing
for decades. A disaster created by the
world capitalist system that requires, nay
demands, proﬁt from every transaction.
How many reports do we need to read
regarding the amount of available food in
the world? The amount of food dumped
or wasted in countries around the world?
Of food not being distributed because
there is no market – ie insufﬁcient funds
to buy it?

Empty rights
The report declares the rights of all
people to this and that, but this doesn’t
translate into people getting those rights.
This is not a problem restricted to the
‘underdeveloped world’, the ‘third’ world,
whatever label you choose. It is also
happening in your world, my world, your
country, my country – everybody’s, rich or
poor. Poverty occurs in all countries and
is rampant in many developed countries,
a fact to which the report refers (in
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Limited choice
particular
food
stamps and
poverty in the US).
The report points out that
the ‘exclusive focus’ on increasing
agricultural production has had severe
environmental impacts including global
warming. Whilst true, this clouds the
reality that it is not the amount of food
that is lacking but the distribution and
availability of it. Remember, food is
for paying customers not for hungry
people. The report also mentions the
unsustainable, destructive practices
and the distorting subsidies of industrial
agriculture. There is some emphasis
on the contrast between high and low
income countries regarding consumption
and emissions; ‘there is no doubt in the
scientiﬁc community that the impacts
of livestock production are massive,’
because production of grains for animal
feed is diverted from human needs.
Connections are made between the
methods of large scale agriculture,
putting small scale farmers out of
business or off their land, and a return to
subsistence farming or urban migration
followed by forced reliance on imports.
This, coupled with IMF loans or similar,
has increased the indebtedness of states
without stopping the impoverishment
of their populations. De Schutter takes
to task the ‘weak accountability of
governments to the rural poor’ – foreign
debt leading to the focus on cash crops
for export, not food for locals. Note,
none of these circumstances have
been a result of the personal choice of
individuals but of a policy imposed: cause
and effect.

Choice in our democracies is limited.
With regard to food, for those in the rich
world choice should surely go beyond
what’s put on the supermarket shelves by
large corporations. And for those in the
poor world, who willingly chooses to give
up their land, to be urbanised, to be tied
to the market, to aspire to the rich world
supermarket model? Have they been
consulted? Will they ever be consulted
while this money/proﬁt system persists?
If, individually, or even collectively
as a minority, one prefers the mass
produced, chemically-rich foods of the
major corporations, how legitimate is it
to attempt to force it onto a majority too?
Whose legitimacy will win out? If world
trade agreements and international laws
serve the corporations above the vast
majority of the world’s population can
they not be regarded as illegitimate? The
market approach seeks to impose an
alien process of food production which,
for solely proﬁtable economic reasons,
completely changes the traditional way of
life for many and totally disenfranchises
others. The issue is heavily weighted
against people in favour of capital. That
is the norm in capitalism. But it doesn’t
make it right. And it isn’t written in stone
that it will always be so.
So, here we have a report from
a world institution, part of the UN,
dedicated to investigating (over a six year
period) the problems of the world food
supply, production and distribution with
recommendations and demands which
most of us should be able to recognise
will not be acceptable to those in charge
of the system we live in.
In one paragraph, ‘The Way Forward’,
there are calls for a change of strategy,
different ways of organising, investing,
diversifying, creating opportunities for
income-generating activities and social
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protection schemes ‘to ensure that all
individuals have access to nutritious
food at all times (even if they have
access neither to productive sources
nor to employment).’ Now, this seems
like a mighty big ask from a rather hazy
conglomeration of trans-national entities
and national states spread around the
world currently immersed totally in the
‘free market’ principle. That is why the
problems are as they are now. The
best we could hope for from such a
call is yet another voluntary agreement
internationally which would have no
credibility and no teeth.
In reality the majority of the world’s
population would cooperate gladly to the
beneﬁt of all – if they were only allowed
to voice their collective opinion and be
heard. It is those who currently beneﬁt
from controlling the methods used, those
for whom the system – the capitalist
system – works perfectly well, who will
remain unconvinced by such arguments
and turn a deaf ear to the call. It is
against the logic of their system to be
inclusive, to ‘take care’ of unfortunates,
those who are deemed surplus to
requirements.
The fact that vast numbers of
people are involved in communitybased initiatives, with a strong social
participation component, demonstrates
that people can and do know how to
make things better for themselves and do
want to live in harmony and cooperation
in their communities. It also reinforces
the fact that they prefer doing things this
way rather than accepting the free market
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system of everything being a commodity.

Fatuous consensus
Apparently, there is now an international
consensus in favour of making the full
realisation of another abstract right, that
to social security, a priority. This since 12
June 2012 when the International Labour
Conference adopted Recommendation
no. 202 with 453 votes in favour and
1 abstention. But again, how realistic
is such a consensus? When many
individual countries can’t get political
consensus for adequate social security in
their own country, when even the richest
countries of the world have many people
homeless, living below the breadline,
unemployed and hungry? It is far from
likely, impossible even, however many
delegates’ heads nod in agreement,
for this to become a reality within this
system.
Remember the Rio+20 Conference –
‘The Future We Want’? Another talking
shop. But who now believes anything
they say? Who, if anyone, believes that
those ‘leaders’ putting their names to the
document actually believe they are going
to do anything more about it than simply
agree it’s a good idea? The whole thing is
totally fatuous.
It will be the same with the UN food
report’s ‘right of everyone to have access
to safe, sufﬁcient and nutritious food,
consistent with the right to adequate food
and the fundamental right of everyone to
be free from hunger.’
The big question is how to move from
a model in which everyone recognises

the proﬁt imperative whether they love
it or hate it; proﬁt on a large scale or
small, proﬁt from agribusiness or market
stall, from pure accumulation to simple
survival, from the greedy to the needy,
proﬁt which favours minority over majority
in all areas. Everyone recognizes this
but far fewer question the possibility, the
sense, the imperative of implementing a
different model, not a few reforms here
and there to give temporary help to this
sector or that, but one which takes into
consideration the needs, aspirations,
ideas and ideals of the many rather than
the few.
Genuine food security involves the
democratisation of food production. It
has to be about meeting the self-deﬁned
needs of people, not a proﬁt-motivated
venture for corporations, agribusinesses
and their boards and shareholders. Food
security is about meeting the dietary
needs of all people, at all times, enabling
them to live a healthy life and not to
be constantly in fear of the vagaries
of the market. Only by eliminating the
money and buying and selling element,
by coming to terms with the absolute
necessity of removing any proﬁt motive
from the food supply (and from every
area of life) will farmers, peasant or
otherwise, consumers and all the peoples
of the world have the security of knowing
that sufﬁcient food is available to all, at all
times and in all situations. Food security
for all the world’s people is just not
possible in a capitalist system.

JANET SURMAN
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War
W

on the Nile?

hen Egypt’s now deposed
president Mohamed Morsi
said in June 2013 that
‘all options’ including military
intervention were on the table if
Ethiopia continued to develop dams
on the Nile River, many dismissed
it as posturing. But some experts
claim Cairo is deadly serious
about defending its historic water
allotment, and if Ethiopia proceeds
with construction of what is set to
become Africa’s largest hydroelectric
dam, a military strike is not out of
the question.
Last May some Egyptian
parliamentarians were calling for
sending commandos or arming
local insurgents to sabotage the
dam project unless Ethiopia halts
construction of its £2.9 billion ($4.2
bn) Grand Renaissance Dam in 2011.
Former president Hosni Mubarak
made plans for an air strike on any
dam that Ethiopia built on the Nile,
and in 2010 established an airbase
in southeastern Sudan as a staging
point for just such an operation,
according to emails from Wikileaks.
Sudan however now backs Ethiopia’s
plans so that military option is no
longer available.
‘It is a matter of life or death, a
national security issue that can never
be compromised on,’ says foreign
ministry spokesman Badr Abdelatty
(www.bbc.com/news/worldafrica-26679225).
Egypt is totally dependent on the
Nile. Without it, there effectively is
no Egypt. To Ethiopia, the new dam
is a source of national pride and the
hydro-electric power it will produce is
essential to its economic future.
‘Ethiopia’s move was
unprecedented. Never before has
an upstream state unilaterally
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built a dam without
downstream approval,’
Ayman Shabaana of the
Cairo-based Institute
for Africa Studies had
told IPS news agency
last June. ‘If other
upstream countries
follow suit, Egypt will
have a serious water
emergency on its
hands’ (www.ipsnews.
net/2014/03/egyptprepares-force-nile-ﬂow)
Egypt fears that the
new dam, which will
begin operation in
2017, will reduce the
downstream ﬂow of
the Nile, on which 85
million Egyptians rely
for almost all of their
water needs. Citing
a pair of colonial-era
treaties, Egypt argues
that it is entitled to no
less than two-thirds
of the Nile’s water and
has veto power over
any upstream water
projects such as dams
or irrigation networks.
Accords drawn up by
the British in 1929 and amended
in 1959 divvied up the Nile’s waters
between Egypt and Sudan without
ever consulting the upstream states
that were the source of those waters.
The 1959 agreement awarded Egypt
55.5 billion cubic metres of the
Nile’s 84 billion cubic metre average
annual ﬂow, while Sudan received
18.5 billion cubic metres. Another
10 billion cubic metres is lost to
evaporation in Lake Nasser, which
was created by Egypt’s Aswan High
Dam in the 1970s, leaving barely a
drop for the nine other
states that share the
Nile’s waters.
The desire for
a more equitable
distribution of Nile
water rights resulted
in the 2010 Entebbe
Agreement, which
replaces water quotas
with a clause that
permits all activities
provided they do not
‘signiﬁcantly’ impact
the water security of
other Nile Basin states.

Five upstream countries – Ethiopia,
Kenya, Uganda, Tanzania and
Rwanda – signed the accord. Burundi
signed a year later. Egypt rejected the
new treaty outright. Cairo now ﬁnds
itself in the uncomfortable position of
watching its mastery over the Nile’s
waters slip through its ﬁngers.
While the treaty’s water allocations
appear gravely unfair to upstream
Nile states, analysts point out that
unlike the mountainous equatorial
countries, which have alternative
sources of water, the desert countries
of Egypt and Sudan rely almost
entirely on the Nile for their water
needs. But upstream African states
have their own growing populations
to feed, and the thought of tapping
the Nile for their agriculture or
drinking water needs is all too
tempting.
As we said in an earlier article:
‘Scarcity of any resource that is vital
for the production of proﬁts could
be, and has been, seen by states
as a reason to go to war’ (Socialist
Standard, December 2012). The
waters of the Nile may well be the
cause of another conﬂict.
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Summer School
Harry Graeber and the magic wand
THE BANK of England Quarterly Bulletin published in March carried two articles on money which were received with delight by
currency cranks. They were further comforted by an article by David Graeber in the Guardian (18 March) headed ‘The truth is out:
money is just an IOU, and the banks are rolling in it. The Bank of
England’s dose of honesty throws the theoretical basis for austerity out of the window.’
He interpreted the main article as saying that ‘there’s really no
limit on how much banks could create, provided they can ﬁnd
someone willing to borrow it’ and that the money a bank lends
mortgage holders ‘is not, really, the life savings of some thrifty pensioner, but something the bank just whisked into existence through
its possession of a magic wand.’
The Bank of England article does repeat the old but ambiguous
bankers’ saying that ‘loans create deposits’ (which could mean
merely that a loan made by one bank will, when spent, become
a deposit in some other bank or even that, by facilitating an expansion of production, a loan will lead to more deposits). It does
indeed say that bank loans are essentially circulating IOUs. It does
not, however, say that banks can issue these in unlimited quantities. Quite the contrary. Much of the article is devoted to describing
in detail what the limits to banks’ lending are.
The section headed ‘The limits on what banks can lend’ begins:.
‘Figure 1 showed how, for the aggregate banking sector, loans
are initially created with matching deposits. But that does not
mean that any given individual bank can freely lend and create
money without limit. That is because banks have to be able to lend
proﬁtably in a competitive market, and ensure that they adequately
manage the risks associated with making loans. Banks receive
interest payments on their assets, such as loans, but they also
generally have to pay interest on their liabilities, such as savings
accounts. A bank’s business model relies on receiving a higher
interest rate on the loans (or other assets) than the rate it pays out
on its deposits (or other liabilities). (...) The commercial bank uses
the difference, or spread, between the expected return on their assets and liabilities to cover its operating costs and to make proﬁts’
(emphasis added).
It goes on:
‘In order to make extra loans, an individual bank will typically
have to lower its loan rates relative to its competitors to induce
households and companies to borrow more. And once it has made
the loan it may well ‘lose’ the deposits it has created to those competing banks. Both of these factors affect the proﬁtability of making
a loan for an individual bank and inﬂuence how much borrowing
takes place. (...) Banks therefore try to attract or retain additional
liabilities to accompany their new loans. In practice other banks
would also be making new loans and creating new deposits, so
one way they can do this is to try and attract some of those newly
created deposits. In a competitive banking sector, that may involve
increasing the rate they offer to households on their savings accounts. (…) Alternatively, a bank can borrow from other banks or
attract other forms of liabilities, at least temporarily. But whether
through deposits or other liabilities, the bank would need to make
sure it was attracting and retaining some kind of funds in order to
keep expanding lending.’
This is a good enough description of how modern banks work.
Graeber, however, is the victim of his own delusion that banks
can lend whatever people want to borrow when he claims that
this ‘throws the theoretical case for austerity out of the window.’
This would seem to imply that the Bank of England and the banks
could, if they wanted to, create substantially more money for investment and spending than they currently do. But if they tried, the
result would be roaring inﬂation and/or widespread bank failures.
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20th - 22nd June 2014
Fircroft College, Birmingham
Capitalism causes war. In the last hundred years there
has been a proliferation of war: two world wars, countless
other conﬂicts and civil wars, the Cold War with its threat
of nuclear armageddon, and today the ‘War on Terror’.
Socialists do not support capitalist wars, which veil the
class struggle by developing a false sense of identity
between the working class and the capitalist class. The
interests of the two classes are always antagonistic,
and that is why as socialists we speak of the class war.
Socialism means, among other things, internationalism,
rather than nationalism which always contributes to war.
Our weekend of talks, workshops and discussion
will examine the role of war in capitalism and how only
socialism can abolish war from the Earth.
Friday evening: Adam Buick: Marx’s attitude to war in his
time: was he right or wrong?
Saturday morning: Gwynn Thomas: In whose interests? The
Outbreak of the First World War
Saturday afternoon: Steve Clayton: ‘The working class was
in the saddle’ Social revolution in The Spanish Civil War
Saturday afternoon: Richard Field: workshop on class war,
gender wars and the war of all against all Saturday evening:
Bill Martin: Here come the WAR! robots - technology and
warfare in capitalism
Sunday morning: Mike Foster: Life in the Cold War
Full residential rate: £80
Concessionary residential rate: £40
Day visitors are welcome, but please book in advance
To make a booking, send a cheque (payable to the Socialist
Party of Great Britain) to Summer School, Sutton Farm,
Aldborough, Boroughbridge, York, YO51 9ER
e-mail spgbschool@yahoo.co.uk with any enquiries

South London
meeting
Sunday 1 June 1.00pm 3.00pm
‘The real 19th Century
prophet was Dostoyevsky,
not Karl Marx: Why socialists
should read Dostoyevsky’
Guest speaker: Dave Flynn
The Socialist Party’s
premises, 52 Clapham High
Street, London SW4 7UN.
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MIXED
MEDIA

The British Black
Panther Movement

IN OCTOBER 2013 during Black History month, the
Photofusion Gallery on Electric Lane in Brixton, South London,
put on a photographic exhibition about the British Black Panther
Movement. The exhibition was an oral history and photography
project with archive photographs of protests, debates, parties,
and key members by Neil Kenlock, ofﬁcial photographer of the
British Black Panther Movement.
The British Black Panther Movement was active in the early
1970s, had several branches but Brixton in South London was
the centre. Its key members were Barbara Beese, Kenrick
Goppy, Darcus Howe, Farukh Dhondy, Linton Kwesi Johnson,
Altheia Jones-LeCointe, Danny Da Costa, Liz Obi, Leila Howe,
Olive Morris and Neil Kenlock. It had a HQ at 38 Shakespeare
Road, off Railton Road, which was bought for them by art
critic John Berger. The British Black Panthers were inspired
by Black Power in the USA although they were different from
the American Black Panthers: ‘they were a Party seeking
political power, the American Constitution allows people to carry
guns, so they were policing the Police’
(Kenlock).
Malcolm X’s speech at the LSE
in 1965, Stokeley Carmichael’s
appearance at the ‘New Left’ event
Dialectics of Liberation Congress in
1967, and Black Panther Angela Davis’s
visit to London inspired the movement.
If They Come in the Morning: Voices
of Resistance (1971) by Angela Davis
was very inﬂuential along with other
Black literature such as The Black
Jacobins (1938) by CLR James, George
Jackson’s Soledad Brother: The Prison
Letters (1970) and The Souls of Black
Folk (1903) by WE Du Bois. Reggae musician Linton Kwesi
Johnson said: ‘Joining the Black Panthers was a life-changer for
me because for the ﬁrst time I discovered Black Literature.’
The exhibition includes material on the Black People’s
Alliance demonstration against Racialism during the
Commonwealth Premier’s Conference in January 1969, the
National Conference on the Rights of Black People in Britain
in May 1971, and the ﬁre-bombing of the Unity Centre at 74
Railton Road in March 1973. There is a focus on the trial at the
Old Bailey of the Mangrove 9 in October 1971. The Mangrove
was a West Indian restaurant in Notting Hill that was repeatedly
raided by the Metropolitan Police, and at a subsequent protest
march 9
people
including
JonesLeCointe,
Beese and
Darcus Howe
were arrested.
A signiﬁcant
ﬁgure in the
British Black
Panther
Movement
was Olive
Morris (1952Olive Morris
79), born in
Jamaica who
was a feminist, black nationalist, campaigner against private
property rights and for the rights of squatters, a founding
member of the Organisation of Women of African and Asian
Descent, and co-founder of the Brixton Black Women’s Group.
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In 1972, 121
Railton Road
was squatted
by Olive Morris
and Liz Obi
and was later
home to Black
organisations,
feminist and
anarchist groups
which were
only evicted by
Angela Davis meeting
Lambeth Council
Erich Honecker, 1972
in 1999.
In 1973, the
Brixton Black Women’s Group was set up at 65 Railton Road
by Morris and Obi, though it later moved to Stockwell Green.
The Lambeth Women’s Project was established in 1979 at
166a Stockwell Road and would be evicted by Lambeth Council
in November 2012. In 1986 Lambeth Council named one of
its buildings on Brixton Hill after Olive Morris. The Lambeth
Council leader at the time was Labour Councillor Linda Bellos,
a black radical feminist. It is with grim
irony today that Lambeth ‘New Labour’
Council operates its housing department
and beneﬁts from Olive Morris House,
the same Council notorious for evicting
‘squatters’ and tenants from long-life
housing and those who cannot afford to
pay the ‘bedroom tax.’ This is in sharp
contrast to Linda Bellos who said in 2006:
‘I think class remains a key element
in people’s life chances which is why I
remain a socialist.’
The British Black Panther Movement
was a reformist strategy in capitalism,
CLR James, 1988
as conﬁrmed by the following statement:
‘I seriously believe that the methods
we learnt, the ideology we imbibed and then the campaigns
that we participated in gave rise to legislation which outlawed
discrimination in housing and employment. We couldn’t make
a Marxist-Leninist revolution but we did establish the right of
blacks to become proper citizens of Britain’ (Dhondy).
Today in capitalism ‘Black youth unemployment nationally is
now pushing 65 percent and rising, in some local wards this
rises as high as 75-85 percent’ (Lee Jasper 8 July 2013). Today
there are a disproportionate number of deaths of black men
in police custody, a disproportionate number of black men in
the prison population, and a disproportionate number of black
people subject to stop and search by the police.
Black American novelist Alice Walker said ‘The most common
way people give up their power is by thinking they don’t have
any.’ Socialists agree
with this and when the
united black and white
working class recognise
their own immense
potential power they
can transform society
through conscious unity
by abolishing capitalism.
Capitalism promotes and
aggravates conﬂicts such
as racism. Socialism will
be a world free of social
conﬂict in which human
beings live and work in
unity without distinction
of race.
Linton Kwesi
STEVE CLAYTON
Johnson, 2008
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Book Reviews
Workers’ education
Luke Fowler’s The Poor
Stockinger, the Luddite Cropper
and the Deluded Followers of
Joanna Southcott, contributors
Tom Steele and Owen Hatherley,
published by Film and Video
Umbrella, The Hepworth Wakeﬁeld
and Wolverhampton Art Gallery,
2013, 80 pages, £7.50
This short booklet accompanies Luke
Fowler’s ﬁlm of the historian EP
Thompson as a champion of workers’
education. The booklet contains
the essay ‘EP Thompson, the WEA
and Radical Workers’ Education
in Yorkshire’ by Tom Steele.
Steele’s essay covers ‘The WEA and
University Education for Workers
and George Thompson – Rebellion in
Yorkshire’. The WEA had its origin in
1903 as the Association to Promote
the Higher Education of Working Men
set up by Albert Mansbridge.
Steele writes about an important
ﬁgure in WEA history, a George
Thompson (no relation to EP),
a carpenter and WEA Yorkshire
District Secretary from 1914-45
who was supported by Arthur
Greenwood, Labour Party politician
who would later hold Cabinet
positions in MacDonald’s and
Attlee’s Labour governments.
George Thompson believed ‘the aim
of workers’ education should be
to enable the student to raise not
rise out of his class. The education
he received was not intended for

EP Thompson

personal advancement but as
trust for the good of others, and
workers’ education was not to declass the student but to deepen his
understanding of class solidarity’
(JFC Harrison). However in Steele’s
essay we can see the reformism of
the WEA. The WEA Yorkshire District
Commemoration Souvenir (1935)
by Arthur Greenwood ‘could list no
fewer than 350 past and present
members of WEA classes currently
holding public ofﬁce, from the parish
council to the House of Commons.’
Steele conﬁrms that ‘the function
of trade union education was to
prepare organised labour for a role in
government.’
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It is with grim irony that ‘the more
open form of class-sensitive cultural
studies’ such as Culture and Society
(1958) by Raymond Williams, The
Uses of Literacy (1957) by Richard
Hoggart, and The Making of the
English Working Class (1962) by EP
Thompson appeared at ‘the pivotal
historical moment when Thompson’s
digging into the historical origins
of the working-class, and making
a compelling narrative of its worldhistorical success in becoming a
‘class for itself’, tragically occurs just
when working-class self-belief seems
to be waning, and the WEA nationally
had all but given up on the workingclass.’
It is instructive to recall George
Thompson who wrote in A Socialist’s
View of the WEA: ‘Workers will only
achieve emancipation when they are
capable of thinking out issues for
themselves and have the capacity
and sufﬁcient tolerance to achieve
the ends collectively.’
SPC

Still the State
Life After the State. Dominic
Frisby. Unbound. £9.99.
The best part of
this book is the
title, and even
that is not totally
accurate. Frisby
in fact advocates
capitalism with a
much smaller state
apparatus than
now, combined
with a so-called
free market, and where the only tax
is on land values. In the last few
pages he does say he leans towards
‘anarcho-capitalism’ (capitalism with
no state at all, supposedly), but he
says nothing about how this would
work and it is not his main focus, so
we will ignore it here.
Frisby’s strategy is to blame nearly
all the problems of society on the
state. He deﬁnes capitalism as a
system where prices and a business’s
success or failure are determined by
the market. What exists now is not
real capitalism but something called
crony capitalism, where success
is determined by the privileges a
business is granted by the state, in
the form of subsidies, regulation,
etc. Mysteriously, this is claimed to
have existed only since the days of
Thatcher and Reagan. Under crony
capitalism, a person who beneﬁts
from the privileges granted by
governments is a rent-seeker, deﬁned
as ‘Somebody who does not himself

create new wealth, but appropriates
that wealth from other people after
it has already been created’. This is
not a bad deﬁnition of a capitalist,
but alas Frisby has no idea that the
capitalist class do not themselves
produce but exploit the rest of us.
He wants the state to do no more
than defend property rights, which
means there would still be police
and armies. This is what the state
exists for now: it is ‘a coercive
machine (police, judiciary, armed
forces, schools, etc.) for conserving
the monopoly by the capitalist
class of the wealth taken from the
workers in a geographical area’ (www.
worldsocialism.org/spgb/education/
z-marxism).
The book has many shortcomings,
one of which is that often only part of
an argument is made. For instance,
Frisby does not even try to argue
that capitalism was wonderful before
its crony variety developed. Further,
he begins by discussing Glasgow,
once a major port and centre of
entrepreneurial activity (in the 18th
century it controlled the tobacco
trade with the US), and contrasts
this with its current situation: high
unemployment, low life expectancy,
high murder rate. As with many
things, this decline is supposed to
have started with the First World
War, when the state began to
intervene much more in daily life.
But he makes no attempt to describe
the lives of Glaswegian workers in
the 18th and 19th centuries, such
as the appalling living and health
conditions (life expectancy of 42
years for men and 45 for women in
the 1820s, for instance). Of course,
acknowledging this would have
completely undermined the point he
wishes to make.
Frisby claims that capitalism
‘exalts peaceful co-operation between
producers and suppliers, without
coercion, theft, and rent-seeking’.
What is missing from this idyllic
picture is the employer, and there
can be no co-operation between the
capitalist and the workers who are
forced to sell their labour power.
He sees socialism as involving a big
state and high levels of taxation, yet
mystifyingly he refers a couple of
times to his own system as ‘socialism
without the state’.
The book’s general level of
reliability is illustrated by its author
not even being able to cite the
principle ‘From each according to
ability, to each according to need’
correctly, mangling it as ‘From each
according to their means, to those
according to their needs’.
PB
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Alternatives
S.O.S. Alternatives to Capitalism.
By Richard Swift. New
Internationalist. 2014. £9.99
Swift surveys
the various
movements and
schools of thought
which, over
the years, have
seen themselves
as being anticapitalist:
reformist Social
Democracy (which
he recognises has come to accept
capitalism), Russian, Chinese, etc
state capitalism (which he calls
‘state socialism’), anarchism (whose
anti-election dogma he criticises),
Green parties (which he sees as
going the way of Social Democracy),
‘ecosocialism’ (with which he
identiﬁes), the ‘commons’ movement,
and the Italian ‘autonomists’.
His treatment is readable and
perceptive, even if open to challenge
on some points. He would probably
classify us as old-fashioned Marxist
‘technological optimists’ and
‘economic determinists’. He himself
is the opposite, seeing capitalism’s
built-in drive to ‘growth’ as leading to
ecological disaster in the fairly near
future.
He opposes not only ‘growth’
in the capitalist sense of capital
accumulation but also any increase
in overall productive activity; in

fact he wants a decrease in this –
‘degrowth’ – in order to save the
planet. This may or may not be
necessary in the long run but in
the short run, to eliminate world
hunger, ill-health and shanty towns,
the production of useful things will
surely need to be increased.
In any event, society won’t be
able to control the amount and
kind of production as long as
productive resources are owned and
controlled by a minority. Replacing
this by the common ownership of
the Earth’s natural and industrial
resources under various forms of
democratic control is an essential
ﬁrst step before anything lasting and
constructive can be done.
Swift makes the valid point that it
is not enough to criticise capitalism
but that its critics must put forward
a realistic alternative. But it is
disappointing to ﬁnd him advocating,
in the concluding chapter, a form of
that contradiction in terms ‘market
socialism’ and ‘putting ﬁnancial
capital at the service of people, and
providing a universal basic income’.
Both are impossible reforms to
capitalism and would be meaningless
in a world where the Earth’s
resources had become the common
heritage of all.
ALB
Books received: The No-Nonsense
Guide to Degrowth and Sustainability
by Wayne Ellwood

Mythtaken
Identity
WHEN WERE ‘the Olden Days’?
Between 10,000BC and when your
parents were children, suggests Ian
Hislop in his documentary series about
history. In The Olden Days: The power of
the past in Britain (BBC2), he examines our
need for a belief in a ‘heightened, idealised,
imagined past’. ‘The Olden Days’ is history as
what we want to believe happened, rather than
what really happened.
The ﬁrst episode describes how Dark Ages
kings Arthur and Alfred have been invoked as
national heroes at different times. Ninth Century cake-burner King Alfred has been portrayed
as the founding father of various British legal,
military and educational institutions, regardless
of his actual involvement. King Arthur, who probably never existed, has been romanticised as a
mighty, mystical monarch by groups as disparate as
Henry VIII, the Pre-Raphaelites, Welsh industrialists and
New Agers. Over the centuries, the legends of both rulers
have been used by institutions to get credit. Alfred was spun
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The Pervert’s Guide to Ideology

The Pervert’s Guide to Ideology directed
by Sophie Fiennes is written by and
features Slavoj Žižek, the Hegelian
and Marxist philosopher, Lacanian
psychoanalyst, and leftwing political
activist. For Žižek a fundamental area of
social and political struggle is ‘culture’,
and cinematic art ‘raises serious
ideological and political issues.’ Žižek
wrote ‘my principal task as a philosopher
is to analyse ideology particularly as
this is bound up with the formation of
individual and social identity through
language and discourse.’
The ﬁlm opens with They Live by John
Carpenter which Žižek describes as ‘a
forgotten masterpiece of the Hollywood
Left’ and he discusses Marx’s line ‘sie
wissen das nicht, aber sie tun es’ (‘they
do not know it, but they are doing it’) from
Volume I of Capital. Ideology relies on
a collective naiveté; that people accept
a set of illusions that obscure how the
system really works, capitalism persists
because of this false consciousness.
Marx wrote in The German Ideology
that ‘the ideas of the ruling class are in
every epoch the ruling ideas.’ For Žižek,
ideology is an unconscious fantasy that

into being the creator of Oxford University to gain the favour
of Richard II, and a bunch of twelfth century Glastonbury
monks turned their supposed discovery of Arthur’s bones into
a moneyspinner for their monastery. The Arthurian myth still
helps draw in the dosh, now from visitors to Glastonbury’s
t r i n k e t shops and Tintagel Castle. Alfred’s popularity has declined, perhaps because the
institutions he represents are trusted
less these days. The future will see
different interpretations of Alfred and
Arthur, hopefully in the direction of
stripping away the myths.
Hislop could just as easily have focused on Che Guevara, Jesus or
even Father Christmas, whose personalities have also been reinvented
according to changing ideologies. The
Malleable: King
malleability of historical ﬁgures demonArthur and Che
strates how unreliable the ‘Great Man’
Guevara
theory of history is. Hislop’s examples
show how economic forces help shape our views of ﬁgureheads like Arthur and Alfred, usually by invoking them to attract power and money. The programme usefully reminds us
that our view of the past isn’t set in stone; it’s carved out
again and again according to contemporary tastes, especially
those of the ruling class.
MIKE FOSTER
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Meetings
structures reality, even in dreams we are
in ideology.
Žižek’s analysis of the Rodgers and
Hammerstein song Climb Every Mountain
in The Sound of Music is exquisite as
he identiﬁes ‘the afﬁrmation of desire,
the cynical power of the Roman Catholic
religion resides in hidden, obscene
permission to do whatever you want,
enjoy it all as it is covered by God.’ Žižek
says ‘underneath the message of selfdenial there is the opposite message:
pretend to abstain and you can have
what you want.’
Žižek dissects James Cameron’s
Titanic as ‘Hollywood Marxism, fake
sympathy with the lower classes’ and
sees ‘Winslet as an upper class woman
in psychological distress, the function
of DiCaprio is to help her to reconstitute
her ego. A new version of the imperialist
myth of when upper class people lose
their vitality they need to ruthlessly exploit
in a vampiric way, suck the life out of the
working class. Rich people have the right
to revitalise themselves by ruthlessly
appropriating the vitality of the poor
people.’
Žižek sees Martin Scorsese’s Taxi
Driver as an ‘unacknowledged re-make of
John Ford’s The Searchers and is linked
to American liberal interventionism while
Stanley Kubrick’s Full Metal Jacket is
related to the Abu Ghraib prison in Iraq
which saw ‘the staging of the obscene
underside of American military culture.’
Depressingly he is correct when he
says ‘it is easier to envisage the end of
the world in such ﬁlms as I am Legend
than a modest change in our economic
order.’ Žižek adds that ‘right dreams
point towards a dimension beyond our
existing society, wrong dreams idealise
the consumerist reﬂection of our society,
the aim is to change the way you dream

For full details of all our meetings and events see our Meetup site:
http://www.meetup.com/The-Socialist-Party-of-Great-Britain/

Glasgow Day School
Saturday 10 May 1.00pm - 5.00pm
THE SCOTTISH REFERENDUM: AN
EXERCISE IN FUTILITY.
Speaker: John Cumming
THE GROWTH OF RUSSIAN
CAPITALISM
Speaker: Brian Gardner
A WORLD BASED ON CO-OPERATION
Speaker:Jacqueline Shodeke
Maryhill Community Central Halls, 304
Maryhill Road, Glasgow G20 7YE.

East Anglia
Saturday 10 May 2.00pm
FREE ACCESS: HOW WOULD IT
WORK?
Open forum with Richard Headicar
making the opening contribution
The Nelson Hotel, 120 Prince of Wales
Road, Norwich NR1 1DX.

which will change reality.’ He asks us to
‘set our possibilities straight and become
realists and demand what appears as
impossible in the economic domain.’
Žižek’s analysis is rich, detailed,
complex but always interesting and
thought-provoking. He quotes Walter
Benjamin at the end: ‘the authentic
revolution is not only directed towards
the future but it redeems the past failed
revolutions. All the ghosts as it were; the
living dead of the past revolution, which
are roaming around, unsatisﬁed will
ﬁnally, ﬁnd their home.’
SPC

London
Sunday 18 May 3.00pm
‘Socialism and sudoku: possible methods
for organising a society of common
ownership’
Speaker: Bill Martin
Socialist Party Head Ofﬁce, 52 Clapham
High Street, London SW4 7UN.

London
Tuesday 20 May 8.00pm
THE EUROPEAN ELECTIONS 2014
Speakers: Adam Buick & Steve Clayton
Chiswick Town Hall, Heathﬁeld Terrace,
London W4 4JN.
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Declaration of Principles
This declaration is the basis of 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.)
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
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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, the emancipation of the working
class will 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.
7.That as all political parties 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.
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50 Years Ago
City & Labour Party
IT IS a popular misconception that a Labour victory in the Autumn will be bad for
the capitalist class; that production, investment, and so on, will be less proﬁtable
and that business will, therefore, be in the
doldrums.
It is true that the City generally prefers a
Conservative government, but this is not
to say that their professed fear of a Labour government is sensible. Business
men, after all, are as capable of misjudgement as anyone else. And, anyway, there
are plenty of industrial and commercial tycoons who support the Labour Party.

Citymen

Robert Heller, the Business Editor of
The Observer, has polled what he calls
‘inﬂuential City men’ on their reactions to a
possible Labour government. He reported
the comments of seven of them on April
12th last.
Two of them thought that a Labour victory would be bad for business; two thought
that it would have little or no effect. The
other three thought that the policies of a
future Labour administration would depend upon the conditions under which it
took power—in particular, on the size of
its majority.
Three said that investment was being
held back by the prospect of a Labour
government. The other four said that this
prospect was having no real effect on investment.
(…)
But, as Robert Heller comments: —
‘With certain extremely forthright exceptions, they don’t regard the prospect as
very dreadful. . . . Some top boardroom
names not only hope but expect to carry
on business as usual. (Under a Labour
government).’
A Wilson administration may bring some
superﬁcial differences in the overall pattern of commercial, industrial and investment affairs.
But the City still expects to be able to
carry on and to show some nice proﬁts for
the shareholders.
And the City is right.
Because under a Labour government
capitalism will still be there.
(Socialist Standard, May 1964)

ACTION
REPLAY

iticians such as Helen Grant and Tessa
Jowell. A number are vocal supporters of
greater involvement by women at the top
of sport, with Jevans for one calling for
quotas.
But step back a bit and think about
what it all means. You might expect top
athletes to be inﬂuential and act as role
ON INTERNATIONAL Women’s Day the models (like ﬁlm stars and singers). But
Guardian provided a list of the ‘50 most why should there be powerful people,
inﬂuential women in British sport’, who whether men or women, who are in a
were supposedly ‘leading the battle for position to decide what happens to so
equality’.
many others? Decisions about funding,
The list was a very mixed bag, and the involving sanctions and incentives, inpaper admitted that it was
evitably help to determine
all pretty subjective. Top
developments, at both elite
of the list was the ‘leading
levels and the ‘grass roots’.
lady of British sport’, DebCareers in sports admin
bie Jevans, CEO of Engoften require a degree in
land Rugby and former
business or marketing, for
boss of the 2012 Olympics
that after all is what running
and Paralympics. She used
sport is really about.
to be a professional tennisJust as a tiny minority of
player, and a number of
capitalists rule society as a
the executives and adminwhole, so a small number
istrators listed were former Top 50: Clare Balding
of people exercise enorathletes themselves. Those
mous power in professional
still active in sport included
and amateur sport. Whether part of the
swimmer Ellie Simmonds and Jessica media or the sporting or political estabEnnis-Hill (who’s now a millionaire).
lishment, they wield inﬂuence that affects
The list featured broadcasters such the lives of others in myriad ways. And,
as Clare Balding and Jacqui Oatley (‘the despite what the Guardian says, this has
ﬁrst woman to commentate on Match of little to do with equality.
the Day’), media ﬁgures such as various PB
sports editors, a football referee, and pol-
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Capitalism In Europe
Despite press reports of some sort of
economic recovery the job situation
is still grim for millions of unemployed
workers. Greece, of course, has been
hit the hardest: Its unemployment rate is
still hovering above 27 per cent, but the
whole European situation is still dire. ‘In
the broader 28 nation European Union,
25.9 million people remain jobless, out
of a potential labor force of about 244
million. Data released last week showed
no change in the euro zone’s 11.9 per
cent unemployment rate in February.
Spain’s jobless ﬁgure was 25.6 per
cent, and Italy’s was at a new high of
13 per cent’ (New York Times, 8 April).
This so-called efﬁcient social system is
denying potential productive workers of
contributing to society.

Asian Billionaires
Every day on the TV and press we are
made aware of the appalling poverty
that exists in Asian countries, but that is
only part of the picture. ‘There are three
times more Asian billionaires in Britain
than there were ﬁve years ago while total
wealth of the 101 richest Asians in the
country has risen 14pc to £51.5bn over
the past 12 months alone. The latest
Asian Rich List is topped by the Hinduja
brothers, Gopichand and Srichand,
who have added £1bn to their wealth
over the past year and now estimated
to be worth £13.5bn’ (Daily Telegraph,
12 April). Millions starve in Asia
but Asian billionaires increase
their immense wealth − that is
capitalism worldwide.

A Poverty-Stricken Society
Politicians are quick to assure
workers that either we are
experiencing an economic
recovery or that good times are
just around the corner, but a
YouGov poll suggests otherwise.
‘Millions of families are in such
a perilous ﬁnancial state that
they are just one pay cheque
away from losing their home,
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research shows. Nearly four
million families who pay rent
or a mortgage have so few
savings that it would take
only a month’s missed salary
to lose their home, YouGov
polling for Shelter reveals.
Of these, 2.4 million have
no savings whatsoever and
would not be able to survive
a full month’ (Independent,
14 April). Hardly an economic
recovery, is it?

A Belligerent
Society

A Brutal Society
It is common for the media
to depict the USA and its
allies as always behaving
in a humane fashion unlike
its evil opponents who
indulge in torture and other brutal tactics.
Recent events seem to give the lie to
such a notion. ‘Senate committee found
CIA interrogations and detentions to
be ‘brutal’ and urges administration to
release the report as quickly as possible.
A leak of the major ﬁndings of a landmark
Senate inquiry into the CIA’s post-9/11
torture of terrorism detainees led, on
Friday, to intensiﬁed pressure on the
White House and the CIA to release the
inquiry speedily and with a minimum
of redactions’ (Guardian, 11 April).
Capitalism is a brutal competitive society
and all its governments reﬂect that
brutality in their actions.

Of all the millions
of words that have
spewed from the
mass media about
the centenary of the
First World War it
is probably those
of the humorous
writer of the Horrible
Histories Terry Deary
that get nearest
the truth. ‘Soldiers
on both sides were
brainwashed by
propaganda. They
were told to go out
and kill for their
country. All these arguments over who
started it are pointless − they all joined
in enthusiastically’ (Sunday Times, 13
April). The inevitable outcome of a social
system based on economic competition
is military violence.

The Big Con Trick
Politicians have a very good opinion
of themselves but the Prime Minister
has excelled himself here. ‘David
Cameron has claimed his concept of a
‘Big Society’ is merely following in the
work of Jesus, more than 2,000 years
ago. The Conservative leader’s vision
of Big Society was a cornerstone of
his 2010 General Election
campaign. But, speaking last
night, he said the idea was
just a continuation of Jesus’s
work. ‘Jesus invented the Big
Society 2,000 years ago,’ the
Prime Minister told Downing
Street’s Easter reception. ‘I just
want to see more of it’’ (Daily
Express, 10 April). Certainly
the British unemployed would
be delighted if Cameron could
perform that biblical trick of the
multitude with a few loaves of
bread, perhaps to supply his
Big Society’s food banks.

Socialist Standard May 2014

Produced and published by the Socialist Party of Great Britain, 52 Clapham High Street, London SW4 7UN

