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Editorial

Was It All Just a Spelling Mistake?

For the past several weekswe have been hearing
carefully managed “admissions’ about thefailures of
variousU.S. intelligence agenciesprior totheeventsof
September 11, 2001, aswell asin thelead-up to the
invasionof Irag. Wearenow being told that therewas
no connection between theregime of Saddam Hussain
and al Q' aida, Iraq possessed no weapons of mass
destruction, did not have a program to produce nu-
clear wegponsand posed noimmediatethreat to neigh-
bouring countries, let donethe United States. Weare
being asked to believethat thiswasall acolossa mis-
take.

Also during the past few weeks, the Bush adminis-
tration hasbeen hinting that Iranisthereal threat to
international security. Iranisbeing accused of devel-
oping nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass
destruction. It isclaimed that thereisevidence of ex-
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tensive connections between the I ranian government
anda Q aida Thereistak of humanrightsabusesin
Iran. Oneindignant U.S. official even charged that
thelranian government isinterferingintheinternd af-
farsof Irag! All of thistalk iseerily reminiscent of the
lead-uptotheinvasionof Irag. IstheBushadminis-
tration preparing publicopinionfor asmilar invasion
of Iran?Will the next shocking revelation of CIA in-
competence bethat the agency inadvertently madea
spelling mistakeand meant Iran dl dong?

If onewereto taketheseadmissonsof failure se-
rioudy, onewould beforced to concludethat the U.S.
imperiaistshavenointeligenceagentsinthefield, no
analysts capabl e of figuring out what isgoing on and
hasnoidentifiableagenda Rather, itismerely acting
with good intentionson bad intelligence. Howevey, if
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The Historical and Political Roots
of Social Democracy

Much hasbeenwrittenin recent years about socid
democratic partiesaroundtheworld“losngtheir roots’.
When British Labour PrimeMinister Tony Blair lined
up behind thewar chariot of U.S. President George
W. Bush, asignificant section of the Labour Party ac-
cused him of betraying the principlesof socia democ-
racy and abandoning the historical rootsof that move-
ment.

The same chorushasbeen raised in Canadaduring
the past few years. During the NDP |eadership con-
vention in 2002, a section of the NDP membership
began amovement to “returnthe NDPto itsroots’.
When Jack Layton was elected |eader, many of these
same membersclaimed that hewasthe manwho could
accomplishthisfeat. During therecent federa election
campaign variouscommentatorseither praised Layton

for successfully returning theparty toitssocia demo-
cratic roots or decried that under hisleadership the
NDPhadlost itsroots.

Inall of thistalk, nobody hasactually explained
exactly what aretherootsof the NDP and other so-
cia democratic partiesthat they havealegedly lost.
Instead, wearesimply left with thevagueimpression
that the social democratic parties must at onetime
have stood for peace, democracy and socialism, that
itsrootsarein the movement against capitalismand
imperialism. Many ordinary membersof socid demo-
cratic partiesfirmly believethisto bethe case. How-
ever, nothing could befurther fromthetruth.

Socia democracy devel oped asadistinct politi-
ca movement during theearly yearsof the 20" cen-
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tury when the sociaist movement split over what atti-
tudetotaketowardsimperidism, thenew form of capi-
talismwhich had emerged during thelast two decades
of the 19" century. The social democratic tendency
withinthe socialist movement, led by such notablesas
Eduard Bernstein and Karl Kautsky claimed that im-
perialismwasaforcefor peace and prosperity and that
itwould peacefully evolveinto socidism, thereby dimi-
nating the necessity for socidist revolution. Therevolu-
tionary Marxist section of thesocialist movement, led
by V.I Lenin, argued that imperialismwould inevitably
lead to catastrophic wars and the darkest reaction and
that socidistscould, therefore, not accommodate them-
selvestoimperidism.

Thisstrugglewithinthesocialist movement cameto
ahead with the outbreak of the First World War, when
all of thesocial democratsallied themsalveswiththeir
ownimperiaist statesandissued callsfor theworkers
of their “motherland” to takeup armsand kill thework-
ersof the*enemy” countries. By contrast, therevolu-
tionary socialists opposed the war and called upon
workerstorefusetokill each other and, instead, toturn
their gunsagainst their ownimperidistrulers.

By theend of thewar, the socialist movement had
splitintotwoirreconcilable camps—socia democracy
and communism. Thissplit wasdegpened withthevic-
tory of the Russian Revol ution and the outbreak of so-
cidig revolutionsin Germany, Hungary and other coun-
tries. Inthe case of Germany, the social democrats
occupied positions of power within the post-war gov-
ernment and sent troops to crush the revolutionary
workers. They went so far asto authorize the execu-
tion of therevol utionary leaders Rosa L uxembourg and
Karl Liebknecht, even though they wereal members
of thesamepolitical party.

Between thetwo world wars, the parties of social
democracy throughout theworld formed analiancewith
imperialism against revolutionary socialism and com-
munism, and supported theimperialist interventions
againgt thenewly established Soviet Union. In Canada,
where most of the sociadistsactivistsjoined the Com-
munist Party during the 1920s, it took sometimefor
thesocid democratsto organizethemsalves. Whenthey
finally managed to form anew socia democratic party
in 1933 (calling it the Co-operative Commonwealth
Federation or CCFfor fear of being mistaken for so-
cidists), oneof themainreasonsgivenfor theneed for
such aparty wasto combat the growing movement for
communism amongst Canadian workers. During the
Spanish Civil War, the CCF officially opposed any of
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itsmembersparticipatinginthelnternationa Brigades
or inany activitieswithin Canadain support of Re-
publican Spain, dthough asignificant number of its
membersdefied the party onthisissue. David Lewis,
oneof theleadersof the CCF, bragged in hisautobi-
ography about hissuccessin smashing communist-
led trade unionsin Nova Scotiaand bringing those
workersunder thecontrol of the United MineWork-
ers, an American trade union notoriousfor thehigh
degreeof corruption amongst itstop leaders.

During the 1950sthe CCF played amagjor rolein
the M cCarthyite attacks against communist trade
union leaders. During this same period, the CCF
endorsed Canada’s membership in NATO and
NORAD andfully supported theanti-communist and
counter-revolutionary policiesof U.S. imperialism.
Inthisregard, the CCF wasno different than all of
theother socid democratic partiesaround theworld.

Inmany countries, including Britain, Germany and
France, social democratic partieshaveformed gov-
ernmentsat varioustimesfollowing the Second World
War. Whilein power, they have pursued the same
anti-communit, pro-imperidist policiesastheir Con-
servative counterparts. Within Canada, the CCF/
NDP hasformed provincid governmentsin Saskatch-
ewan, Manitoba, British Columbiaand Ontario and
they too have pursued policiesindistinguishablefrom
Liberd or Conservativeprovincia governments.

So, what exactly has changed about the NDP,
theBritish Labour Party and other social democratic
partiesthat would prompt someto claim that they
havelost their roots? Following the Second World
War, the advanced capitalist countries, led by U.S.
imperiaism, adopted Keynesian economicsin order
tomodify the capitalist businesscycleand stimulate
economiesthat were stagnating because of alack of
demand for commodities. Government spending on
infrastructure, health systemsand educationa insti-
tutionswas animportant meansfor thetransfer of
wealthinto the pockets of themonopoly capitalists.
The expansion of thewelfare system also contrib-
utedtothemaximizing of capitadist profits. Keynesan
economicsfitinwiththesodd democratic myth about
theend of classstruggle and the peaceful evolution
of capitalismto socialism, soal of thesocial demo-
cratic partiesadopted K eynesian economicsastheir
officid doctrine. However, becausethesepoliciesas-
ssted themonopoly capitdiststo maximizetherr prof-
itsduring aparticular period, al of the openly capi-
talist partiesal so adopted Keynesian policiesastheir
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Fahrenheit 9\11 Exposes Bankruptcy
of U.S. Imperialism

Filmmaker Michagl Moore'slatest documentary
beginsby asking Americans* Wasit all adream? as
footage of the 2000 U.S. Presidential e ectionsplays
on. Thefilm closes with a close-up of George W.
Bush, mangling an American folk saying which cau-
tions people not to et themsel ves be made fool s of
twice.

For two hoursin between, he presentsascathing
critique of the Bush administration, with aparticular
emphasison the so-called War on Terror. Hisaimin
making thisdocumentary isclear: hewantsmainsream
Americato seethisfilm and understand some of the
crimesthisadministration hascommitted. Hewants
Americanswho have been raised to be proud of their
country to ask themsel ves some questions about what
their country isdoingintheworld.

Moore makesthisclear in several scenesinthe
movieaswdl asininterviewshehasgiven subsequent
toitsrelease; he believeshisfilmwasnecessary be-
causethenewsmediaintheU.S. hasfailed to present
eventheflimsiest pretext of impartiaity asthey have
lined up as cheerleaders behind the War on Terror.

In onememorableinterview on CBS, when asked
by an interviewer whether hisfilmis propaganda,
Moorerepliesthat therearemany who think the CBS
nightly newsispropaganda. Instantly uncomfortable,
theinterview triesto steer theconservationin adiffer-
ent direction, but M oore keepspressing her: why did
themediasimply report variousliesby the Bush ad-
ministration about the exi stence of weapons of mass
destructioninlrag? She, sammering, hasno answers
and canonly try to get out of thetuation asquickly as
possible.

Moore asksthe samequestionsin thefilm; hepro-
videsfootagethat the corporate mediainthe U.S. has
simply pretended doesn’t exist: shots of the destruc-
tion caused by theAmericans “shock and awe” cam-
paignover Baghdad; interviewswith U.S. soldierswho
either questionwhy they arein Irag or are soindoctri-
nated that they cannot view the lragisas human be-

ings

Headsoletsordinary people speak for themselves
and juxtaposes people and placesto draw theviewer
towardsinevitable conclusionsabout the nature of the
Americanruling class. A working classmother talks
about thepain of loosing her sonwho died for acause
sheincreasingly questions; her grief ismirroredina
scenefilmed in Baghdad of awoman surveying the
wreckage of her bombed-out home and weeping for
her lost child.

Two U.S. marinerecruiterstarget poor, inner-city
youth to sign-up as cannon fodder while agroup of
young black men talk about thelack of jobsand hope
they facein their community. Moorebringsayoung
military officer who hasdecided hewill not servein
Irag to confront the members of Congresswho send
the children of the poor off to diewhiletheir own chil-
drenliveinprivilege.

Moorehascomeinfor hisfair shareof criticism
sincethemoviewasre eased, including someblister-
ing attackswritten by afew left-wing critics. They
clamMooreismerdly preaching totheconverted and
condemn themoviefor propping up the U.S. Demo-
cratic Party. They also dismissMoore' sfilm asnot
being revol utionary and therefore, not having red meit.
Their criticismsdon’t amount to much, though. The
first chargeissmply slly - if themillionsof Americans
who have seen the movie were al part of the anti-
imperidist movementintheU.S,, theAmericanruling
classwould betrembling at theknees. Only afew
could dlamMoorehasany illus onsabout the Demo-
cratic Party, asheunderlinesseverd timestheir mora
bankruptcy in supporting theinvason of Irag, thesup-
pression of civil libertiesinthe U.S. and abroad and
eventheir complicity in assisting Bush with hiscoup
followingthe2000 dections. Todismissthemovieas
not really revolutionary isto entirely missthesignifi-
cance of Moore'sundertaking. Fahrenheit 9\11is
thefirst mainstream openly subversive cultural work
producedintheU.S. in decades—sincethe M cCarthy
witch huntsof the 1950s, infact. Itiseasy tocriticize
fromthesidelines; itismuch harder, asMoore does,
to makeacontribution.
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that werethe case, it would be difficult to understand
how they manageto maintain suchamassiveempire,
let aloneawaysbelucky enoughtoinvade countries
that just happento haveoil or strategic military impor-
tanceto U.S.imperiaism.

The*admissons’ of inteligencefalureareactudly
blatant examplesof disinformation designed to deflect
criticismfromthosewho wereactudly responsiblefor
the* badintelligence’ —the Bushadminigtrationitself.
In recent months, two former high-ranking members
of theBush administration havewritten booksinwhich
they chargethat theinvasion of Iraqwasbeing planned
long beforethe events of September 11. Infact, they
claim that the Bush administration was so pre-occu-
pied with theplanning for anIraginvasionthat it had
notimeto ded withthemany intelligencereportsindi-
cating that al Q aidawas planning alarge-scaleter-
rorist attack on Americantargets. Furthermore, inthe
monthsprior totheinvasion of Irag, boththe CIA and
Britain’sM |5 leaked reportsto the pressrefuting the
claimsof U.S. President GeorgeW. Bush and British
PrimeMinister Tony Blair that they had solid intelli-
gencethat Irag posed animminent threat to theworld.
Thoseleaked reportsexposed thefraud of Iraqtrying
to buy uranium and theclaimthat Iraq could launcha
nuclear warhead in 45 minutes. They also raised seri-
ous doubts about the claims that Iraq possessed
chemical or biologica wegpons.

Atthetime, thereweremediareportsexposingthe
fact that the" intelligence” reportsbeing cited by Bush,
Blair, Colin Powell and otherswerenot, infact, writ-
ten by theAmerican and Britishintelligence agencies,
but by public rel ationsgroups established in both coun-
triesto createajustification for war. In Britain, this
group was answerabledirectly to the Prime Minis-
ter’ sOfficeand was caught plagiarizing aten-year old
thesisby an American graduate student and trying to
passit off ascurrent intelligence. Inthe U.S,, the pub-
lic relations group was established and directed by
Secretary of Defence Donald Rumsfeld because he
was not satisfied that theintelligence reports coming
fromthe CIA and military intelligenceagencieswould
providethe necessary justificationfor war.

Thefact of the matter isthat theinvasion of Iraq
had absolutely nothing to do with any of thejustifica-
tionsoffered by the Bush and Blair administrationsei-
ther before or after thefact. Thevariousintelligence
reports, real or manufactured, had norelevanceinther
decisontogotowar. Thewar waswaged to advance
thegeo-politicd interestsof U.S. and Britishimperid-
ism, to givethem astranglehold over theoil fields of
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theMiddleEast. Those sameinterestsnow dictatea
take-over of Iran and, eventually, themilitary occu-
pation of theentireMiddle East, sotheBushadminis-
trationisgearing up its propagandabarrage against
[ran.
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officiad doctrines.

Keynesian policieswentinto crisisinthe 1980sin
the sensethat they wereno longer successful in maxi-
mizing capitdist profits. By themid-1980sanew eco-
nomic doctrine had been adopted by imperialismto
maximizecapitalist profits—neo-liberdism. Themain
aspects of neo-liberalism were the transfer of the
Keynesian public sector into the handsof private capi-
talistsand thetransfer of government fundsout of so-
cia programmesand directly into the pockets of the
rich. Inresponseto the new needsof theimperialists,
various social democratic parties a so adopted neo-
liberdismastheir officia doctrine, especidly inthose
countries, such asBritain, where they had become
ruling parties.

Theadoption of neo-liberalism by theBritish La
bour Party and various other social democratic par-
ties, including the variousNDP provincial govern-
ments, doesnot represent adeparturefromtheir roots.
Theshift to neo-liberal policies, far frombeinginop-
positionto thoseroots, isactualy anecessity inorder
for social democratic partiesto remain trueto their
historical and political roots, which are anti-commu-
nism and support for imperidism. TobemoantheNDP
“losingitsroots’ isto createillusonsabout socia de-
mocracy and cover upitsactud pro-imperidist roots.
Inreality, therootsof social democracy are sorotten
that |osing them would be about the most progressive
thing that the NDP could possibly do.
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