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Responses to globalisation:
class struggle or Yankophobia?

the 16th century. There is a lot of exag  Firgly, the economic crisssofthe 1970sand  and 1990s A push towards inequality, destruc-

geration and hype in the talk about  ‘80s. The period from the Second World War  tion of socia provison, ecological damage
globalisation today. But there are four develtothe ealy 1970swas oneof the gradual knit-  and mass pauperisation is endemic to capital,
opments which are relatively new in the lasting-together of world trade, the gradual  but the working-class setbacks allowed the

I nmany wayscapitd hasbeenglabal since  pened mainly through two processes. how ‘globali sation’ has proceeded i nthe 1980s

10 years or so. development of autonomous capitalist cen-  capitalist classes to add extra bite and sharp
The first is that we have a world made uptres in many of the ex-colonial countries, andness.
almost entirely of capitalist states integratedhe gradual rise of transnati onal corporations. Capitalis globali stionis capital writlarge.

into the world market. In the whae of the  From the early 1970s there opened up an etais not a number of other things which it is
previoushi gory of capitalismthere havebeen  inwhich therelationsof capitalist statestothe  saidtobe. Itisnot capital ismturned financial .
meny countrieswhich have been dominatedby ~ world market became a cause of tremendou$he financial markets have expanded enor
pre-capitalist ruling classes and pre-capitaliseconomic crises for them. The ruling classesnously, but all the essential devel opments
modes of production, and tied into the eapiwere faced with options. They chosetheoption  were well in train before that expanson of
talist world market in very limited and  of reorganisng their affairs to attune them  thefinancial markets They have proceededin
specialised ways. And, of course, for much of  better to the gradually-more-powerful world the last 20 years in close intertwining with
the 20th century there was the Stalinist blocmarke, insesd of theone of raising edonomic  the expansion of financial markets but that is
But now, in amost al countries, there are  barriers and erecting siege economies on theot to say that finance was the essential dri
true-blue capitalist states well integrated intanodel followed by capitalis states in the  ving force.
the world market. 1930s. Itis not capitalism turned stateless It isnot
Secondly, almogt all countriesare integrated The interests within the ruling classes whoa capitalism where the nation-state is wither
intotheworld market incomplex ways. They  looked towards the world market turned outing away and markets, or transnational
include subgantial sectorsintegratedintocom-  to have hegemony, and to be prepared to pagorporations, decide everything. Although it
plex production networks stretching over  a high price, not only in working-class suf isacapitalisn much more attuned to theworld

several countries. feringbut dsointheruinationof largesections market, that attuning is carried out by the

Thirdly,there hasbeenanenormous cheap-  of capital. nation states. Capitalis globalisation is a
ening and speeding-up of transport and Alongside the response to economic criseprocess largel y carried out by capitalist sates.
communications. of governments in West and South, the otheA precondition for its development is the

Fourthly, the wage-working class, definedessential process was the collapse of the Statmergence in less capitalistically-developed
as those who sell their labour-power to eapiinist bloc and of the Stalinist model for  countries of capitalist states of a weight that
tal and are exploited by capital, together with ndustrial development. Thatinturnwasvery  they did not have previously, which have the
thechildrenandretiredpeople of that class is  muchtied up withtheinvolvement of theEast  power and confidence to carry through the
probably the majority of the world’s popula European states, in particular, inthe world  policies of globalisation.

tion for the first time ever. Indonesia, whichmarket from the 1970s onwards. Itisnat capitalismturned American. Itis not
is one of the less capitalisti call y-devel oped a world where instead of the old European
countries in the world, a country where manyCapitalist revenge empires we have semi-colonial rule by the
peoplelive nat far from malnutrition and star- United States. The USA is the biggest eapi

vation, has probably a higher proportion of All this happened in a period when the-rul tdis powe. Butthe long-term trend, operating
wage-| abour than Germany did in1918 when  ing classes had regained the initiative after ~ since1945, forthe USA’srel &ive dominance
theBolshevikswouldciteitastheepitomeof  the big working-class strugg es of the late  to decline, has not been reversed fundamen

a highly-developed capitalist country. 1960s and the early 1970s. In some countrieslly. The USA does not have the same
there were big set-piece defeats for the workposition in today’s world order as Britain had
Response to crises ing class — in Britain, the miners’ strike of in the British Empire.

1984-5 — and, in other countries, simply a
All the developments liged are culmina-  petering-out of the struggles of the 1970s inCapital writ large
tionsof tendencies whichgobackaverylong  disarray and disillusionment. The capitali st
time. But in the 1990s the four developmentslasses were eager and able to take ther Capitalis globali stionis capital writlarge,
reached a sort of ‘critical mass’. That hap-  revenge. And that has shaped the detail of  capital raging acrossthe world. The chal lenge
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for us,inreponse, isto rewriteworking-class  Finance Capita) course, oppose the “anti-monopoly alliance”

grugg eonanequally large scale— torewrite and the CPs flagrant nationalism. Many of the
it on a scale which matches the new outreachAnti-monopoly alliance”? underlying ideas, however, remained uncrit
of capitalism. icised, to reappear later.

To today’s capitalist globalisation there, Ingead of bemoaning the “control over The more advanced, the worse? Then the

aefundamentally, two possbleworking-class  social production increasingly [in] the handsmost advanced capitalism, the USA's, is “the
lines of response. One is proposed, for exanof a small number of large capitalist asseciaGreat Satan”. Any social formation counter

ple, by RobinHahnel inhis book Panic Rules  tions”, and seeking to go backwards, the  posed to it, any “anti-imperialism”, must be

(amidst much clear and valuable critique):  working class should fight to go forward,  better. Hence support for for Islamic funda

“Wemust act likeL illiputian Ludditesfirg and  through the new stage, to dispossessing theentalism, or for Saddam’s Ba'thist regional
sop corporate-sponsored globalisation by any  capitalist oligarchy and replacing it by werk imperialism, orfor the Tdiban— irregpedive

means necessary. After corporate hegemorgrs’ control. of whether there isany real national-li berati on
and the present system of global pillage have The idea that today “the multitude, in its issue involved.
been defeated, our Lilliputian movement cardesre for liberation, must push through The “new anti-capitdist” mobilisationsafter

cease to act like Luddites and begin to builEmpire to come out the other Sde”, isthe  Seattle set us a question: how to go beyond
a system of international equitable co-operasame thought, expressed in a different idiomdemongration after demondration against one
tion from below.” But to orient ourselves here we must rejectfter ancther symbolic world capitali ¢ organ-

The other is expressed, for example, by  much ideological debris still littering the left. isation — WTO, IMF, World Bank and 0
Michael Hardt and Toni Negri in their book From the mid-1930s the Stalinist parties  on. How do we go beyond the symbols to hit
Empire (amidst much obscurity and piffle): sought alliances with “progressive capital-  the substance of global capital?

“We are by no means opposed to the globalsts”. Where should such creatures be found? Our problem isto try to recompose an
isation of relationships as such... The The Stalinists solved this conundrum by  organised movement of gl oba working-class
multitude, in its will to be-against and its  decreeing the most advanced capitalists to bgolidarity out of the moods and the one-off
desire for liberation, must push through themogreactionary. National, or nationalis, actions now emerging across the world. To

Empire to come out the other side.” capitalidswere progress ve againstthosemore  that we have to rediscover the ideas of inter
oriented to theworld market. Small capitaliss  nationalism, of consistent democracy, and of
Luddites and trust-busters were progressive as againg big. The Com-  the pdlitical independence of the working
muni st Parties had the slogan of the class And, like every rediscovery of old ideas
The first approach misrepresents the L .ud“anti-monopoly aliance” in domegic poli- in a new context, our redevelopment of those

dites. In actual history, the Luddites of 1811tics, and a similar approach, directed againgprinciples will in part be a devel opment of
and after, as E P Thompson records, soughtie USA, Germany, and the emerging Euronew ideas, to match up to the new develop
such demandsas “alegal minnmum wage; the  pean Union, in particular, in internationa ments of capital world-wide.

control of the ‘sweating’ of women and juve politics.

niles; arhitration; the engagement by the Revolutionary Marxigsof al gripesdid, of

madersto find work for skilled men made
redundant by machinery; the prohibition of M arX|Sm 2003 ® the frl nge
shoddy work; the right to open trade-union
combination. All these demands looked-for
wards, as much as backwards”. They used
machine-breaking as a rational tactic of clas|

5 - J
war in circumstances where all trade-uniorn] I r aq WO r ke rS
u

action and organisation was illegal. They did
not try justto “sop’ the Industrial Revol ution

“by any means necessary”. . -

The first approach would take us close no S O I a r I ty O r

to the Luddites but to the middle-class “trust;

busters” of the early 20th century, or the - -

popul ists whofought hard and indignant'y — t ke t

and successfully until 1913 — to stop the J u S a n I -

USA having a central bank. It would sub-

merge independent working-class politics ir] = = - Y

a combat for smaller and older capitalism I m e rlal ISm ’)

against bigger and newer capitalism. p =
Againg the “trust-bugers” and the pop-

ulists, Marxists argued: “It is not use for the|
proletariat to oppose the policy of advanced

capitalism from the era of free trade and o Speakers: Clive Brad|ey (Workers’

hostility to the state... The proletariat avoidy , - .
the bourgeois dilemma — protectionism of leerty) and Nadia Mahmood (Worker-

free trade — with a solution of its own: nei | COMMuNIst Party of Iraq)
ther protecti onism nor free trade, but

socialism, the organisation of production, the
conscious control of the economy not by and 7-3Opm TueSday 8 JU|y1 at the Exmouth

for the benefit of capitalist magnates but by Arms’ starcross Street, near Euston.
and for society as a whae”. (Hilferding,




