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Should socialists try to

save the

pound?

HOSE who complain that Britain
Tscrappi ng the pound and joining

the euro would mark a fundamen-
tal “surrender” of British sovereignty, are
correct. It would. The single currency ise
agiant step inthe direction of European
unity. Europe has already achieved an
large though uneven and incompletel evel
of economic integration and unity, irre-
vershble except in economic and social
catastrophe. “ Europe” dready determines
much of what happens within the mem-
ber states of the European Union. The
question is not whether there will be a
united Europe, but, what sort of Euro -
pean unity?

The creation of a properly democratic
European state would be a great step fo
ward, even under capitalism. But the
development of Europe-wide democra
tic institutions lags far behind the
devd opment of European economic
unity.

The European Paliament hasvery lim-
ited powers. Europe is governed by
haggling in the Council of Ministers.

Europe today is what it is because its
unification is historicdly bdated and
because it is being united by the bour
geoisie and not by the working dass.
During the decades inwhich the European
bourgeoisie has been integrating Europ
to the point where aEuropean stete isthe
next logicd step, goposition to European
unity, “under capitalism’ , has been oneof
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et as early as the beginning of thd

the pillars of much of the left.
Y20th century Europe needed unityin all), the Zollverein, from 1834. The
because the existing big nation

states were too small for the enormougheunificatiion of mast of Germany, under

economic dynamic which haddeveloped  Prussan predominance, in 1871. After

within the borders of the bigger ones. 1945, praddedby the US and &fraid of the
Most of the big and litle early 19th  antagonistic USSR, the bourgeoisie of

century German states had been drawWestern Europe resolved on a “Zol-

together insideacugomsunion (17 states  |verein” strategy for uniting Western

Europe. Work to create a common mar

basis was thereby laid over decades fdtet — and eventudly the rest would

follow. And so it isfollowing, slowly,
unevenly.

Half-united Europe is run by a bureau
cracy responsive to the needs of the
bourgeoisie. It is agrea catd, con-
fronting the underdeve oped countries as
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apredator and confronting migrant work-
ers from outside its wdls as “Fortress
Europ€e’. Many things about it outrage

the spirit even of serious liberal democ agan. It isnot desirabd e; andit isnot pos-

racy, not to speak of the spirit of

international socialism. It is stamped insometime concern with working class

peting and sometimes warring Europearthe economy and put it under humane,
national states. It is to want to go back taational working class control.

a decades-past stage on the road and start Historically the knitting-together of
peoplesand statesis ore of thegreat pro-
gressiveworks of capitaism. But, aswith
“globalisation” now, it proceeds univer

sible either. Despite its advocates’

the image of the bourgeoisie which haself-defence, this is a reactionary policy.sally, inhumanely, destructively — in

achieved it. The fact that the Europeantisabresk with thebeg traditions of the

working d ass, which would have unified
Europe and created a fully-democratic
Socialig United States of Europe, was
defeated in the decades beforeWorld War
Two determined that.

Thereisagrea deal to objectto inthis

short, in a bourgeois way.

workingclass movement and of Marxism. Tosay, as somedo, tha because sccial-
Theunification of Europewasapolicy  ismisnow possible, therefore capitalism

of the working class left long before anyis completely reactionary and must be

sort of union becamethe pdicy of therul-  opposed when it tries to unite Europe, is

ing bourgeaoisie. both foolish and sectarian. Who says?
Trotsky raised the call for a United  Who knowsthat?W ho deci des and how?

guasi-united bourgeois Europe. But it isStates of Europeinthe middieof theFirst  Capitalism does not come to a dead end:

whereweare. What policy will bestserve  Warld War. In 1923 the Communist Inter-  for example, the microchip revolution

working class interests within this EU of national adopted the slogan for the over the lasttwo decadesis a tremendous

the bourgeoisie? Socialist United States of Europe. copitalist-era addition to humankind' s
There are two basic lines of possible Because of the successive series of  power over naureandpotentidly over its

policy. One is to build on what the beur defeatsthe working dassmovementsuf-  own social affairs. These and other-con

geoisie has built; to unite the working
cass across the EU to fight the bour-
geoisiefor democrati c and sccial reforms
by doing that, to build towards work-
ing-class revol utionon a European scale.
That means:

« Fight to democratise the EU by waythe way that history has answered the
of scrapping existing bureaucratic strucobjective need to unite the European

turesand repl acing themw ith asovereign
elected European Parliament;

« Fight to level up working class living

standards, and for a plan to diminate

unemployment and social exclusion (cut

the working week, expand public ser-
vices);

« Fight to rebuild a European interna erful states to fight other states and their

tional socialist movement.

Such an approach does not commit
socialists to support, or forbid us to
Qppose, any speci fic bourgeois meagures.
Supportfor European unity does not have
to imply backing what thedominant cap-

fered at the hands of fascism, Stalinismtemporary technologicd advances will
and putocratic” democracy” we havenot  betaken over by theworking dass which
the Socidist United States of Europe  devdopsand redevelopswith and within
advocated by revolutionary socidists, but  capitalism and its constantly changing
the quasi-democratic bureaucratic Eurotechnologies. Capitdism devdops and,
pean Union of the bourgeoisies. That isn its own bourgeois way, continues to
socialise production. It continues to-cre
ate the material basis for socialism.
economy. Socialists now start from that. Though it will always remain itself,
We cannot start from anywhere else! capitaism will go on deveoping until
the working class, led by the socidist
undamentdly the sme issuesarose  movement, overthrows it.
Fat the start of the 20th century.
Imperialism bestrode the world. t is nonsense to sloganise “No to
Great trusts and cartels united with pow I Europe”, “Noto Maadricht’,“Noto
theeuro”, or whatever, and link such
industries for markets and colonies. In  sloganswith “Yesto the Socialist United
resporse, there aosea movemert egainst ~ Statesof Europe’. Theroadto the Social-
these “unacceptable” manifestations of  ist United States of Europe has to be the
capitalist development. road of building European working-class
Proposals were made to break up thanity, the road of class struggle, the road
giant industries, to unscramble and undaf fighting one’s own bourgeoisie and

italists and their servants do, or the wayvhat the organic evolution of capitalism on€'s own nationdismandchauvinism, in
that they do it — for example the Maas was doing. In America, such ideas werdhe spirit of Karl Liebknecht and Rosa

tricht Treaty. It does not commit us to
voteyesin the referendumthet the British

bourgeoisie may hold on the question obped into giant corporations... It was,

made law, and Standard Oil was brokerLuxemburg, who raised the cry in 1914:
into parts — most of which then devel “The main enemy is at home.” Anybody
who thinks that “Britain out of the euro”

a single currency. It does commit us taeven if desirable, simply not possible tomeans the Socialist United States of

European unity and to opposing peliti roll the film of capitdist development

cdly dl those who advocate the break
wp of the EuropeanUnion and the restora-

tion of the old, long-bankrupt, Europeanwhole generation of revol utionary Marx-
bourgeois national-state system. It doessts mocked at the ideas of the

Europe or can be part of the struggle for
the Socialist United States of Europe is a
fool or a liar, or both. The notion that
these British nationdist ideas can play
ary positive rolein rousing British work-

backwards.
Lenin, Luxemburg, Trotsky and that

commit us to counterpose working classtrust-busters” and denounced their pro ers aga nst either the British or the

meadures on a European scd eto the bour-
gea s yystem. Itdoes commit us to making
aur answer to theregimeof theunelected
European Centrd Bank one of cross-
Europe workers' unity, not of keeping
the pound.

The alternative is to respond to the
bourgeoi s character of the existing
process of Eur gpean unification by advo-
caing regression to an outlived earlier
gage of bourgeoi s rule — the era of com-

gramme as a pety-bourgeois utopian  European bourgeoisie has been shown

agirationto “devolve’ cgpitdisnbackto by decades of bitter and shameful expe

astageit had long passed, never toreturn  rience to be utter nonsense. The right,

to. and the forces of working-class disunity,
Lenin saw the gigantism of capitalistgain from such nationalism, not the left.

organisation as a potentially progressive

work of social integration and organisa

tion: the answer to its exploitative and

brutally capitalist character was for the

working class to win politi cal power, and

by expropriatingthe bourgeoisi e take over



