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WORLD CAPITALIST CRISIS WILL HIT WORKING CLASS HARDEST

Opponents of capitalism are never happy when the system goes into crisis, because they know that hardest hit will always be the working class. This is definitely the case with the current crisis, which is engulfing the capitalist system on a global scale, and which is widely regarded as the most devastating since the Great Depression of the nineteen-thirties.

Impact on Employment

According to estimates by the International Labour Organisation (ILO), the global unemployment toll is set to rise by 20-million to a record high of 210-million by late 2009. Almost daily, there are announcements in the media of new rounds of retrenchments across all sectors of the economy. In the US, the number of private sector jobs has fallen for the past 11 months straight, with some 533 000 jobs lost in November alone – the worst since December 1974. In Japan, it was reported that 10 000 temporary workers were dismissed in October 2008, and that the figure would rise to more than 30 000 by March 2009. In the UK, official figures show that the number of people registered as looking for work rose by 140 000 in the three months to September 2008, to reach 1,86 million. Since then, there have been widespread announcements of job losses in the financial sector, construction, and estate agencies, with many firms announcing a second or third wave of layoffs. Concerning China’s labour-intensive economy, it is estimated that every one percent fall in growth translates into a loss of 8 million jobs. The GDP growth rate in the third quarter of 2008 was down by approximately 3 percent, which means job losses in the vicinity of 24 million.

No country in the world is immune. Even though President Motlanthe assured Parliament on November 7, 2008 that “We are not going to enter a recession, and indeed we expect our economic performance to be better than that of many of our peers,” the reality is that 74 000 South African jobs were lost in the second quarter of 2008, with economists warning that “holding on to jobs in 2009 will be one of the toughest challenges facing South Africans,” and “The current wave of mass retrenchments in the domestic job market is expected to continue – and even worsen – closely following trends abroad.”

Millions and millions of people around the world are threatened; even though they might have little to do with the causes of this “financial tsunami.” Even though they might have no idea how or why it arose, they will nevertheless be ruined by it, or at least suffer untold misery as a result of it.

Underlying Cause of the Crisis

The core, underlying cause of the crisis can be found in the (mis)use of debt to finance profit-driven speculation. As an example, consider the following:

You buy an asset for R100, and it realizes a profit of 10 percent. This means that its value rises to R110. If you financed the purchase of this asset with, say, R10 of your own money plus R90 of borrowed funds at an interest rate of, say, five percent, it means that you make a profit of R10, for a cost of R4,5 in interest. In other words, you have scored R5,5 for an investment of R10 – a profit rate of 55 percent.

Now, let’s add a few zeros to the above example. Imagine a profit of 55 percent on, say, R100 000-million – yes, you would have made R55 000-million (or R55-billion)!

So, provided you can borrow funds cheaply, and always invest them so that the income exceeds the cost of interest, you are assured of making a profit – and the bigger the amounts involved as well as the bigger the difference between income and cost, well, then, just think about it. . . 

This is what has been happening over the last three decades. A company like Goldman Sachs, for example, was able to invest $40 billion of its own money alongside borrowed funds of $1.1 trillion. Because trade surpluses being made in low-cost production countries like China were pouring into US treasury bonds, the US was able to keep domestic interest rates low. This meant that credit was cheap and freely available, which in turn fuelled a lending-and-spending spree.

The whole house of cards started to come tumbling down in spectacular fashion about eighteen months ago, when housing prices in the US began a downturn, pulling with it the whole mortgage financing industry. Then companies like Goldman Sachs, that had huge investments in the subprime mortgage market, began to make irrecoverable losses running into vast billions of dollars. 

Of course, this catastrophe was self-inflicted by the “wily masters of high finance”
, and as is usually the case, their governments were quick to act to rescue them with various so-called bail-out packages that involved buying up with public funds what had effectively become worthless (“toxic”) assets. As Joseph Edozien puts it, “the innocent are once again being made to pay for the sins of the guilty,” and “the profits have been privatized, while the losses are being socialized.”

The collapse of the US subprime market triggered a drying-up of credit to business across the board and to a subsequent contraction of consumer spending throughout the globalised economies of the world.

The “American Way” of responding to recessionary pressures, has, since at least 1987, been to cut interest rates and ease credit availability. As Nick Beams tells us
,

. . . the Fed's policy, under Alan Greenspan and now Ben Bernanke, has been monetisation. This began in 1987, when Greenspan, shortly after his appointment, reacted to the October stock market crash by opening up the Fed's credit spigots. In every succeeding financial crisis—the Asian crisis of 1997-98, the Russian default of 1998, the collapse of Long Term Capital Management through to the collapse of the tech.com and share market bubble in 2000, and the subprime crisis of 2007—the same policy has been pursued. Interest rates have been cut and credit conditions eased.

In other words, the strategy has always been to stimulate consumer demand so that the economy could spend its way out of the recession. The current crisis is so deep that this approach is no longer workable. This situation is not unlike the one that confronted the world economy in the nineteen-thirties. And, it should be remembered that that situation led to war. . . 

The present economic crisis is expected to have political consequences. For example, there is a prognosis of the current situation which holds that various national governments will turn inwards to defend and regenerate their own domestic economies at the expense of globalization. This will bring them into conflict with those countries that have the most to lose by the erosion of neoliberal free trade policies. Signs of this kind of disunity among the leading capitalist countries of the world were sharply in evidence at the last G20 conference held in Washington in November 2008.

The Solution

Is the solution to the present crisis “more/different/better” capitalism? Will a reformed variant of capitalism be the answer?

The current crisis has done much to discredit Friedmanist neoliberalism, and the search is on for a “better” (but nevertheless capitalist) alternative. Early indications are that there will be a drive to reign in the more laissez faire aspects of neoliberalism, and that, consequently, there is likely to be a move to greater regulation of capitalist markets, in general. This could signal calls for an international body like the UN to be more prominent in regulating global economic relationships, and also, for a stronger role by national governments in the regulation and direction of national economies. 

The left is divided on this question. One stream of thought is roughly as follows: the workers should play an active, aggressive role in ensuring that the package of reforms adopted for the “new” capitalism favour working class interests – that job creation, decent pay and working conditions, and social welfare benefits be prominently factored in. This view will essentially leave the structure of capitalist power and ownership intact. The idea is that capitalism should “get its house in order,” and in the process, put “caring” measures in place for the workers.

The second view is that a revolutionary situation has arisen, and that the historically correct approach should be to drive for change that goes beyond the bounds of capitalism, that is, for change that results in socialism. Even though the working class in most countries and at the international level is weak and disorganized, the objective, historical situation is in their favour and must therefore be exploited.

Perhaps Trotsky offers the clearest guideline:

It is necessary to help the masses in the process of the daily struggle to find the bridge between present demands and the socialist programme of the revolution. This bridge should include a system of transitional demands, stemming from today’s conditions and from today’s consciousness of wide layers of the working class and unalterably leading to one final conclusion: the conquest of power by the proletariat.

Thus, the single most important task facing us at this juncture is to find the “bridge” to socialism. This will require the following:

· That we take into account the existing levels of consciousness of the working class in our country

· That we show how their current disabilities – growing impoverishment, criminal violence, ignorance, disease, lack of housing and other basic needs – are directly the result of the capitalist system. In other words, we must link the “bread-and-butter issues” of the day to the wider struggle to change society.

· That we show that capitalism is not the answer – that its “laws of motion” (that is, its internal dynamics) result in a concentration of wealth in few hands, and lead to periodic cycles of boom and bust, and thus to the continuous immiseration of the working class.

· And that, equally, important, we link our domestic struggle to the international struggle of the working class. Given the interconnected, global nature of capitalism, the only way to end the dominance of this pernicious system is through the united action of the working class at an international level.

PROMISED LAND OR STOLEN LAND?

THE EPIC TRAGEDY OF THE PALESTINIANS

At a meeting called by the Palestinian Solidarity Group in Cape Town on 9 January 2009, in solidarity with the people of Gaza, members of the audience burst into song. They sang the moving South African freedom song “Senzani na” – What have we done?

As we witnessed the savagery of the Israeli attacks on a defenseless people in the “open prison” of the Gaza Strip, the Gazans’ cry of Why? Why? found resonance in South African hearts. What have the Palestinians done? What sins have they committed that they should be punished in this way? They have committed the sin of claiming the land, in which they have lived for 2 000 years, as their own. They have committed the sin of resisting when it was being taken away from them. They have committed the sin of just being Palestinians.

Palestine in the world

When one looks at an historical map of the lands surrounding the Mediterranean Sea in the days of the Ottoman (Turkish) Empire (1517 – 1923), one notices a small country called “Palestine” on its eastern shores. A map of 1923 still shows the country “Palestine”, but now it is designated as “British Mandate”. (For “mandate” read “colony”.) But on a map of the area after the Second World War (1939 –45) this same country is called “Israel”. How has it come to pass that a whole country has been wiped off the face of the earth?



Here – we have a past




a present




a future.



Our roots are entrenched



Deep in the earth



Like twenty impossibles



We shall remain.





Tawfig Zayyad

Palestine, at the crossroads of three continents (Europe, Africa and Asia), is the “Holy Land” of three major religions of the world: Judaism, Christianity and Islam. In the Middle East empires have come and gone, but for centuries people in the land they called “Palestine” tilled the soil, grazed their animals, traded, raised their children and buried their dead. The land was theirs. Who would dare to want to take it away from them? From the 7th century onwards they developed a common culture and spoke the same language. Most Palestinians converted to Islam, but small communities of Christians and Jews remained. For centuries they lived together in peace. For four centuries after 1517 Palestine was under Turkish rule as part of Greater Syria which became Palestine, Lebanon and Syria in the 20th Century.

British Imperialism

As a result of the Industrial Revolution in the 19th century, the Middle East became of great importance to the British; not only was it strategically situated on its trade routes, it could also provide markets for British industry. Trade routes to the “jewel in the British crown” (India) crossed Palestine. It became necessary for Britain to extend its political influence in the Middle East. After the First World War, Britain was strong in the Middle East. Tanks, planes and ships used during the war demanded secure sources of oil, and the Middle East was rich in oil. An oil pipeline would be built to the port of Haifa on the Palestinian coastline along the Mediterranean Sea. The Zionist idea of founding a European Jewish settler colony in Palestine found favour with the British. And so the embryo of the Zionist state of Israel was planted in the womb of imperialism.

Zionism

By 1914, because of British pressure on the Sultan of Turkey, Jewish immigration to Palestine had increased to such an extent that Jews made up 10% of the population of Palestine. Jewish immigrants established agricultural colonies, and started gaining control of trade and commerce.

Jewish settlers came to Palestine under protection of the Zionist Movement, which had its origins in Czarist Russia. Young Jews in Russia at the beginning of the 20th century were anti-Zionist, for they regarded themselves as citizens of Russia, and joined the revolutionary movement there. Those Russian Jews who fled from Czarist oppression preferred to go to Western Europe or the USA. Similarly, during the Second World War, “the heroic men and women who died on the barricades of Warsaw belonged to a section of the Jews who held their home was in the countries where they had been born, had worked and had contributed to wealth and culture”.
 (From an American Jewish Newsletter, 1946)

The Zionists claimed that there was no longer a Palestine after the Roman conquest of 70 AD! In other words, 2 000 years of Palestinian history had been erased from the pages of history! The rightful owners of Palestine are the Jews, they said, and they have the right to return to the Promised Land. But was it God’s interest in his Chosen People that motivated the Zionists, or was it their class interests?

Theodore Herzl, one of the founders of Zionism, appealed to middle class Jews to support the movement. The Jewish state would have to be built, not “on old religious claims”, but “under the wing of one of the powerful European countries”. At the same time the British realized they could use Zionism in their imperial interests. By means of the Balfour Declaration they promised Palestine to the Zionists. But they had also promised the Arabs support for their independence, because of their assistance in the war against the Turks.

The British Mandate

At the end of the First World War (1914-18) Britain and France divided the spoils of war between them. Palestine became a British mandate (colony). From the very beginning the mandate of Palestine seethed with conflict: Palestinians were being pushed off their land as Jewish immigration increased dramatically, and the Arabs were outraged at the British betrayal. With Palestine in a state of “incipient rebellion”, and another war looming in the 1930s, Britain would again need Arab assistance. Britain once again made promises to the Arabs and put a ceiling on Jewish immigration. This soured relations between the Zionists and Britain.

The Second World War, the Holocaust and Palestine

In October 1979 Fidel Castro, as leader of the Non-Aligned Movement, addressed the United Nations. On the holocaust and the dispossession of the Palestinians, he said: “From the bottom of our heart we repudiate the merciless persecution and genocide that the Nazis once visited on the Jews, but there is nothing in recent history that parallels it more than the dispossession, persecution and genocide that imperialism and the Zionists are currently practicing against the Palestinian people.”

The propaganda of the Zionists and their allies in the West has been of such a nature that people in the West tend to view the “Palestinian question” from the perspective of the Zionists. This view is consistently promoted by journalists of the Western media, with a few notable, courageous exceptions. Any journalist in the latter group is branded “anti-Semitic”, though Palestinians are Semites too! As Edward Said has said: “(But) the systematic continuity of Israel’s 52-year oppression and maltreatment of the Palestinians is virtually unmentionable, a narrative that has no permission to appear.”

This is all the more inexcusable in the light of the way in which the suffering of the Jews in the holocaust is used to evoke sympathy for the Zionists in Israel. According to Uri Avnery, a former Israeli politician and member of the underground Stern Gang
 in Palestine, “Throughout the war, nothing much was done by the Zionist leadership to help the Jews in conquered Europe about to be massacred.”
 They gave priority to their quest for a Jewish “homeland”.

The United Nations and American Imperialism

During the Second World War and after the United States replaced Britain as the imperial power in the Middle East. The United States also thought that a Jewish settler state would serve their imperial needs better than an independent Arab State in Palestine. The Zionists started a campaign to drum up American support for their cause. They openly declared their aim of establishing a Jewish state in Palestine and claimed the “right” of all Jews to return to the “Promised Land”. The British, caught between the two fires of Arab nationalism and Zionist pressure, took the “problem of Palestine” to the United Nations, which was dominated by the United States.

On the night of 29 November 1947 the United Nations announced the partition of Palestine. The partition plan gave 55% of Palestine to the Jews whose numbers, because of immigration, had increased to 30% of the population. They owned 6% of the land. There would be 10 000 Jews and 725 000 Arabs in the remaining 45% “Arab” part of Palestine. And so began the “epic injustice”
 visited on the Palestinian people.

That same night Ben Gurion was already planning the military operation to seize much more of Palestine.
 On 15 May 1948, he proclaimed the State of Israel. The Palestinians call it the “Nakbah” – the catastrophe.

“There is no word to describe our plight”

“When there was a siege, we kept talking about a catastrophe. Then the air strikes began, and now we don’t know what word to use. There’s no word in the dictionary to describe our plight,” said a 24- year- old Palestinian during the Israeli war on Gaza, January 2009.
 (The siege to which he referred is the 18- month- long blockade by Israel of the Gaza Strip, cutting off all contact of Gaza with the outside world by land, sea and air, preventing even food and medical supplies from getting through.)

Writers who have written about the latest carnage in Gaza (27 December 2008 to 18 January 2009) all seem to be at a loss for words. They have used words such as “bloodbath,” “holocaust,” “genocide,” “disaster,” “catastrophe,” “massacre,” “shock and awe.” Now “there are no words left.” One turns one’s eyes away from the written word in indescribable horror, even as one turns one’s eyes away from the television screen. “We, the people of Gaza, are collectively experiencing a kind of terror and violence no human being should ever endure.”
 Those words could have been said as well of the holocaust, visited on the Jews of Europe by the Nazis.

The history books written after 1948 refer to the “wars” which have been fought by Israel in the Middle East since then: 1948, 1956, 1967, and 1982. . . now 2008, 2009. But it is in fact one continuous war of Zionist Israel against the dispossessed, victimized, traumatized, exploited, impoverished, deprived and betrayed Palestinians. There are no words to describe their plight. Each “war” is really a phase in the “Sixty Years’ War.” Will it eventually become another Hundred Years’ War in world history? How long, Robert Fisk has asked, must the Palestinians be brutalized before they gain their freedom?

Writers have compared the latest war in Gaza with 1948 and 1967, and they, as well as Palestinians themselves, say it is the worst. And yet one could not have thought that anything could be worse than 1948 and 1967. In 1947-48 there were the night raids on Arab villages by Haganah
 and Irgun
 soldiers, there was the terror of the Deir Yassin massacre by Irgun soldiers; there was the flight, in terror, of thousands of Palestinians. “Wherever the Israeli troops advanced into Arab country, the Arab population was bulldozed out in front of them,” said the British Major Edgar O’Ballance. The wealth of the exiled Palestinians – 80% of the land, 50% of the citrus groves, 90% olive orchards, 10 000 shops had to be taken over (stolen) in order to build Israel. Those Palestinians who fled in terror in 1948 (and again in 1967) now live in the refugee camps in Lebanon, Syria and Jordan, where they have been waiting for 52 years to return to their homeland. Ben Gurion stated in 1948: “We shall do everything possible to ensure that they never return.” 
 (But any Jew anywhere in the world has the right to “return” to Israel!)

Teach the night to forget to bring

Dreams showing me my village

And teach the wind to forget to carry to me

The aroma of apricots in my fields!

And teach the skies, too, to forget to rain,

Only then, may I forget my country

(Rashid Hussein)

Palestine was never “partitioned” (in 1948). Israeli troops were victorious over the Arab League troops which tried to secure those parts of Palestine designated as Arab. The UN peace envoy was murdered by the Stern Gang,
 and under pressure from the UN, Israel agreed to a ceasefire: they held almost 80% of Palestine! Kind Abdullah of Trans-Jordan annexed Palestinian West Bank, and Egypt took over the administration of Gaza. The state of Israel was born out of terror and violence, and Palestine disappeared off the face of the earth.

You may take the last strip of our land

Feed my youth to prison cells

You may plunder my heritage

You may burn my books, my poems

Or feed my flesh to the dogs

You may spread a web of terror

On the roofs of my village

O ENEMY OF THE SUN

But

I shall not compromise

And to the last pulse of my veins

I shall resist

Resistance

After the war over the Suez Canal (1956) an organized liberation movement of the Palestinians was established in Gaza. Ordinary people in the Arab lands surrounding Palestine began to realize that the rulers of their states had betrayed the Arab cause, and were in cahoots with Western imperialism, the Zionists and the rich landowners. The Palestinians soon took the lead in the Arab resistance movements.

Fatah (acronym for Palestine Liberation Movement) decided to take up arms against the imperialists and the Zionists to recover their homeland, Palestine. In response Arab leaders created the Palestinian Liberation Organization to control the guerrillas who were feared as much by the leaders of the Arab states as by the Zionists.

The Six Day War of 1967 broke out between Israel on the one side and Syria and Egypt on the other. The new left-wing government of Syria started supporting the guerrillas, declared it would no longer look after the interests of the American oil companies, and criticized the right-wing rulers of the Arab states. Arab nationalism was on the rise. The Americans were alarmed because they were dependent on Middle Eastern oil in their war in Vietnam. The US needed a watchdog in the Middle East and the Arab boycott adversely affected the economy of Israel. Israel was only too willing to fight the US’ proxy war; it would also fit in with its expansionist plans.

The victorious Israelis took over the old city of Jerusalem, and the Syrian Golan Heights, and occupied the Egyptian Sinai Peninsula, the Gaza Strip and the West Bank. The Zionists claimed that the West Bank, the old Biblical lands of Judea and Samaria, were theirs, and this “justified” Jewish settlements there. The war had swelled the ranks of Palestinian refugees. The United Nations Resolution 242 called for the withdrawal of Israel from the Occupied Territories and recognized the right of return of the Palestinian refugees. The Arabs, including the Palestinians, refused to recognize the state of Israel. Resolution 242 became the basis for all later peace initiatives.

The Israeli victory of 1967 did not break the Palestinians’ will to fight. The Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine (PLO) joined the struggle. Fatah condemned racism against Jews in these words: “On the day the flag of Palestine is hoisted over the freed, democratic, peaceful land, a new era will begin in which the Palestinian Jews will again live in harmony side by side with the original owners of the land, the Palestinian Arabs.”
 The Fatah also rejected the leadership of the PLO figurehead Ahmed Shukeiry, condemning his racism towards the Jews. The fedayeen emerged as the real leaders of the Palestinian resistance. After Amos Kenan, an Israeli writer, had witnessed the destruction of a Palestinian village during the war, he wrote to the Israeli parliament: “The chickens and doves were burnt in the rubble. The fields were turned into wasteland in front of our eyes. The children who went crying on the road will be fedayeen in nineteen years. Thus we have lost the victory.” How prophetic!

In 1969 Fatah and the guerrillas took over control of the PLO, which now emerged as the representatives of the Palestinian people. They proclaimed that

· Israel (not the Jews) was the enemy of the Palestinians;

· The ultimate goal of the organization was a democratic, secular state in all of Palestine;

· In this state there would be no racism, no Zionism and no religious persecution;

· Muslims, Christians and Jews would live together as equal citizens, as they had previously through the ages.

The Oslo Accords and the “Peace Process” (1990 – 2000)

From 1973 onwards the ongoing war against the Palestinians weakened the PLO, as did the betrayal by Yasser Arafat, who by 1988 was accepting the “two state solution” which recognized the state of Israel and its ownership of 78% of Palestine. After that only the remaining 22% of Israel was in dispute. When the PLO was weak enough, the Israelis could negotiate a peace on their own terms. Because of US support, Israel could ignore resolutions of the UN and international agreements with impunity.

John Pilger has pointed out that Israel has defied 246 Security Council resolutions and more than twice that number of the UN General Assembly resolutions. “Israel is the undisputed world champion violator of international law – an international law founded as a consequence of the crimes of the perpetrators of the Jewish holocaust.”

This “peace process” had nothing to do with peace, and everything to do with extending Israel’s control over the whole of Palestine. The “peace process” would result in a neo-colonial system over Palestinian Bantustans. Israel would have the right of veto of Palestinian legislation. By the year 2000 Palestinians were left with 10% of Palestine, with no sovereignty, no independence of economic and political policies, no capital, and no borders. The illegal settlements more than doubled during the “peace process.” The Occupied Territories became a maze of settlements and military bases. (A map of the West Bank showing the settlements looks much worse than the former South African Bantustan of Bophuthatswana.)

The signing of the 1993 document was a betrayal of the Palestinian cause by Arafat. Yet when the “peace process” broke down by the year 2000, Arafat was accused of having “rejected” Israel’s generous offers – the “generous offers” described earlier in this article.

Even Israel’s “disengagement plans” announced in 2001 were designed to distract attention from the building of the apartheid wall in the West Bank. In the end (2005) Israel seized more land in the West Bank than it gave up in Gaza – which was turned into a huge concentration camp.

Hamas, suicide bombing and the “War on Terror”

The terrorist attack on the World Trade Centre in New York in September 2001 was a blow to the Palestinians as well, because it gave the Israelis the opportunity to link Palestinian resistance to Bush’s “War on Terror.” Members of the PLO had always been referred to as “terrorists,” but now the Israelis could “justify” their label of “terrorists” regarding Hamas.

What is never ever mentioned in the Western press is the fact that Israel had assisted in the establishment in 1987 of Hamas in a typical strategy of “divide and rule” – Hamas would be a religious alternative which could weaken the more secular PLO. What is also not mentioned is that “90% of Hamas’ work and resources are spent on social, welfare, cultural and educational activities.
 These activities of Hamas account for the strong support Hamas has among Palestinians, hence their vote in 2006 for Hamas to run the Palestinian Authority in the West Bank and Gaza. Hence, also, their collective punishment by the West for exercising their democratic right.

The Palestinian poet Mahmoud Darwish said “We have to understand – not justify – what gives rise to this tragedy”
 (i.e. suicide bombing). It is a tragedy for both the Israelis and the Palestinians. Israeli parents of victims of suicide bombings have tried to reach out to families of suicide bombers; a Palestinian woman has said: “I will teach my child not to hate the Jews.”

In the First Intifada there were no suicide bombings, yet Israeli soldiers shot at the heads of stone-throwing Palestinian children. The first suicide attack occurred in 1994 as a direct response to the massacre by the Zionist fanatic Baruch Goldstein of 29 Muslim worshippers at the Cave of the Patriarchs in Hebron. Hamas pledged revenge, and so began what Edward Said has referred to as the horrible “response of a desperate and horribly oppressed people.”

Pilger has quoted examples of how Israelis have used suicide attacks to promote their agenda. For example, in 2001 they were aware of a secret agreement between Arafat and Hamas that suicide attacks would stop, because they played into the hands of Israel. Then, in that year, Israeli agents assassinated the Hamas leader, Mahmud Abu Hunud. This inevitably led to the resumption of suicide attacks.

Who are the barbarians; who are the terrorists?

As one viewed the horror of the Israelis’ attack on the defenseless Palestinians in Gaza (80% of whom are refugees) one could not but think of the words of Theodore Herzl on Palestine at the end of the 19th century: “We should there form a portion of the rampart of Europe against Asia, an outpost of civilization as opposed to barbarism.”
  Did he not reflect on the incongruity of his words, for the alphabet he was using in writing his book was the priceless gift of his Semite “brothers’, the ancient Phoenicians, to “Western” civilization which he claimed to be defending? (The ancient Phoenicians lived in the land now called “Lebanon.”)

At the same time as the latest phase of the war on Gaza (27 December 2008 – 18 January 2009) Professor Marcus du Sauntoy of the United Kingdom was telling “The Story of Maths” on BBC World. He traced the history of mathematics from ancient Egypt, to Damascus and thence to the ancient Babylonians who, he said, “spearheaded intellectual progress in the ancient world.” The founding principles of mathematics were developed in Egypt, Damascus and Babylon in the interests of the essentially human activities of agriculture, trade and commerce. What would the great African and Asian mathematicians (“barbarians” Herzl called them) have said if they could  see how the “civilized” West is using these same mathematical principles to develop a technology used in the destruction of people and their culture?

What Pilger has called “an ideological shift” has occurred in the organization of Hamas. They have for a while expressed their willingness to consider a ten-year ceasefire; they have veered towards acceptance of the sovereignty of Israel based on the “parameters” of the (1991) Madrid Conference and UN resolutions. In 2008 they formally announced that they would accept the “Prisoners’ Initiative” – the two-state solution.

But on 9 January at the Palestinian Solidarity Group meeting referred to earlier, the spokesperson for the (South African) Muslim Judicial Council criticized the South African rulers for supporting this two-state solution. “For,” he said, “we did not support Bantustans in South Africa, why should we support them in Palestine? There should be one state in Palestine, in which Muslims, Christians and Jews live in peace and equality” which is what the Palestinian Liberation Movement has been striving for all along. Moreover, how would this “two-state solution” affect the approximately one million Palestinians living in Israel? Are they to be deported, as leader of the Kadima Party in Israel, Tzipi Livni, has hinted?

“In this century, the Palestinians, like other Arab peoples, have fought for the right to nationhood – the right to determine their own future in Palestine. In this era of national liberation, the fight of the Palestinians for their homeland is both just and irreversible. There can be no other solution to the problems facing the Palestinians. They are at the heart of the whole crisis in the Middle East. Until they gain their national rights, there will be no peace in the area.”
 These words were written in the 1970s; they are still true today.
WE MOURN THE DEATH OF MRS IRIS DUDLEY

We were greatly saddened by the death of Iris Dudley on 12 November 2008, at the age of 84 years.

While not unexpected, her death, coming as it did after a long period of illness, was nevertheless painful to all of us who knew her as a lifelong dedicated and loyal member of the Teachers’ League of South Africa (TLSA), of the New Unity Movement, and as the beloved wife of our Life President, Cde RO Dudley. 

While some might say that she lived her life in the shadow of a great man in the person of her husband, we know that she too spent much of her life in dedicated service to the causes they both so passionately believed in and espoused.

We know that while RO was obviously attracted by her feminine charms when they were both students at Livingstone High School in the 1930s, he was attracted to her also because of her being an activist in her own right. For example, she became a member of the TLSA before he did, having qualified as a teacher while he still pursued his studies at UCT.

She established a great reputation as a teacher at the Delta Primary School in Steenberg, where she taught from 1963 until 1983, when she retired from teaching.

RO became a leading figure in both the TLSA and the NUM but was forced to retire from active political work in 1996 owing to ill-health, having served as NUM president since its founding in 1984. Given the huge workload he had to carry, Iris Dudley’s role became a heavily supportive one. It was here that she excelled and we as RO’s comrades, knowing the huge volume of work he undertook, acknowledge publicly our gratitude to Iris Dudley.

When he made his farewell speech at the NUM Annual Conference in 1996, President RO Dudley acknowledged the vital role his companion had played in making it possible for him to achieve all that he had.

But in her youth Iris Dudley also played an important behind-the-scenes role in the Non-European Unity Movement (NEUM). For example, she was involved in the production of the Torch, the weekly NEUM newspaper. She was involved in the typesetting and editing of the paper. She was then part of a band of women who played leading roles in the NEUM and the TLSA – women like Joyce Meissenheimer and Joan Kay, who worked as editors of the Torch.

Some further insight into the supportive role Iris Dudley played can be gained from the following: when the leadership of the NEUM and the TLSA, including her husband, were banned by the apartheid government in 1961, she showed her mettle by refusing to be cowed by the harassment of the Special Branch police at the family home in York Street Claremont. Their home was literally an extension of Livingstone High School. She became warmly appreciated for the hospitable atmosphere she created there.

When RO became ill in 1996 on the eve of a TLSA conference Iris Dudley was heard to remark that it would be the first occasion that they would not attend a TLSA conference together.

In our mourning the death of Iris Dudley a challenge is placed before a new generation of young men and women to take up the struggle for a progressive, free, compulsory education system and to rid this country of the racial oppression and economic exploitation that still blights the lives of millions of our compatriots. This is the cause that we in the New Unity Movement are dedicated to, inspired by the example that comrades like Iris Dudley has set for us.
May the memories we have of Iris Dudley inspire us to re-double our efforts to attain what we are striving for – a country free from racial oppression and class exploitation. 
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