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Editorial

The Issue of Rights in a Modern Society

Do Canadianshavearight toafirs-classhedth care
system?Thisisaquestion that did not even appear on
theagendaof therecent first ministersmeseting onfixing
Canada sailing health care system. Instead, the only
issuesraised were questions of whichlevel of govern-
ment would contribute what proportion of the costs
and how therising costsof hedlth care can bemet with-
out raising taxes. Asaresult, nothing was solved and
thecrisisof the Canadian health care systemwill con-
tinue to deepen and broaden, regardless of how much
money may or may not bethrown at it.

Thereisno doubt that Canadiansarereceiving sub-
gandardlevesof hedth caregiventheenormouswedth
whichisbeing produced by theeconomy. Cutbacksin
funding for health care sincethe early 1990sare par-
tially responsiblefor thissituation, but there are other
factorsaswell. The cost of prescription drugshas sky-
rocketed over thepast 20 years, ashavethe salaries of
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doctors. Meanwhile, waiting listsfor many medical
procedures have grown and hallway medicine has
becomeachronic problem.

If Canadawere atruly modern society, theright
of itscitizensand resi dentsto themost advanced lev-
elsof medical carewould beacentra concern of all
levelsof government. From thisstarting point, every
obstacleto achieving thisgoa would betackled and
overcome. If theprice of pharmaceuticalswasidenti-
fied asan obstacle, then the pharmaceutical compa-
nieswould be expropriated and the pharmaceutical
industry would bere-organized to providelow-cost
drugsto Canadians. If ashortage of doctorsand other
health care professionalswasidentified asan obsta-
cleto providing Canadianswith thelevel of health
care to which they are entitled, then that problem
would aso betackled and solved, primarily by train-
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The First Ministers Meeting on Health Care

A motley crew gathered in Ottawalast week, sup-
posedly to solvethe problem of health carefor Cana
dians. Described by reportersasone of themost acri-
moniousfirst ministers meetingsin over two decades,
the health care conference had all thedramaand in-
trigue of asoap opera. Therewere broken alliances,
back-room negotiations after public discussions, all-
night bargaining sessonsand thestormy exit of Alberta
premier RaphKlein, wholeft early toreturntoAlberta
for pre-election campaigning.

Newfoundland Premier Danny Williams(nicknamed
Danny Millionsin hishome province and said to be
personally on very good termswith PrimeMinister Paul
Martin, afellow millionaire) described thefederd gov-
ernment’shealth care offer asa“ disgrace” and called
the conference afarce, whilefederal Health Minister
Ujd Dosanjhfloated around giving interviewsproclam-

ingthetalksweregoingfine, and Paul Martin spokea
great deal and said very little.

Asexpected, the provincesand federal govern-
ment have cometo alast minute agreement on health
care, including aseparate agreement betweenthefed-
eral government and Quebec. All partiesareclaim-
ingtheded, which will seeafew billiondollarsmore
than previously budgeted flow to the provincesfor
health care spending over the next six years, isan
historic advancefor Canadians.

Absent fromthedeal isthe creation of anational
pharmacare program, which the provinceshad origi-
naly pushedfor. Also absentisfedera control over
how health caredollarsare spent, whichissomething
thefedera government had been pushing for.

Given Canada saging population and theincreas-
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The Demand for the Regulation
of the Monopolies is a Demand
of the Monopoly Capitalists Themselves

Withinthemovement against neo-libera globaiza-
tionmany different“solutions’ are presented tothe prob-
lemof aworld dominated by monopoly capitdism. Many
of these* solutions’ arecallsfor various social demo-
cratic reforms, most centering around the need to regu-
late the way in which monopoly capitalists behave.
Whether these are straightforward callsfor trade and
investment regul ationsor are disguised as* revol ution-
ary” demandsthat the monopolies be curbed or that
their rightsshould berestricted, they all amount tothe
samething - ademand that governmentsand interna-
tional agenciesshould regulate how the monopoliesin-
teract. Inthisway, anillusonispromoted that themain
problemwith monopoly capitdismisitsarroganceand
lack of appreciation for the damagewhich isdoneto
ordinary peopleby theinvestment and trade decisions
of themonopoly capitaists. Thingswould bemuch bet-
ter, thisposition asserts, if only the monopoliescould
beforced to takeinto consideration theinterestsof the
people.

Thosewho present such “ solutions” are proposing
thereconciliation of irreconcilableinterests. They are
suggesting that capitalism could be madeto work bet-
ter if only governmentswould passlegidationforcing
themonopoly capitaliststo curb their greed or limiting
the degree of monopolizationinaparticular industry.
Thispositionispatently absurd; thecapitaist systemis
based on the maximization of capitalist profit, not on
the premise of creating a better world for everyone.
Monopoly capital cannot and will not accept any re-
grictionsonitsright to maximize profits. Furthermore,
Marx proved that competition necessarily leadsto mo-
nopoly, so even if these demandswere enacted and a
greater degree of competition were achieved through
legidation, ultimately thiswould |ead to even greater
concentration of capital and decreased competition. This
isprecisaly what happened with the deregul ation of the
arlineand telecommunicationsindustries.

However, thisdoes not mean that monopoly capi-
talismrg ectsgovernment regul ation of competition. Far
fromit. One of the main reasonsfor the subordination
of the capitalist stateto the most powerful monopolies
isitsability to regul ate the rel ations between the mo-
nopolies. Themonopoly capitalists usethe stateto en-
act regulationswhich benefit them and retrict therights
of their competitors. For example, today themost pow-

erful monopoly groupsinthe United Statesand Eu-
ropeareattempting to useinternationa ingtitutions,
such astheWorld Trade Organization (WTO), as
well asvariousnational governmentsto establisha
systemof regulaionswhich restrict therightsof other
monopoly groups. For example, themonaopoly capi-
taistswho dominate American agriculture are de-
manding not just therestriction of monopoly rightin
the case of the Canadian Wheeat Board, but theeimi-
nation of itsmonopoly atogether.

In other words, the demand for therestriction of
monopoly rightisnot arevol utionary demand; itisa
demand which originateswith the monopoly capi-
talists, themselves, and which emergesout of the
inter-capitalist rivariesand competition. Thisisthe
case, for example, with the demandsthat the gov-
ernment bail out theauto and stedl industries. Those
who are giving such callsare actually asking the
working classand peopleto line up on the side of
one group of monopoliesagainst other groups of
monopolies. Inmost cases, itisademand for bour-
geoisnationdism.

Themain problem with monopoly capitalismis
not its monopoly nature. In fact, under socialism
monopolieswill not be eliminated, but expanded.
Nor isthe main problem the arrogant and dictatorial
way inwhich themonopoly capitdistsbehave. This
ismerely afeature of capitalism and areflection of
the underlying property relations. Themain prob-
lemwith monopoly capitalismisthat, whileit has
socialized the process of production to unprec-
edented levels, the ownership of themeans of pro-
duction remainsprivate, along with the appropria-
tion of thefruitsof production. Thisproblem gives
riseto extremeanarchy of productionandtolarge-
scal edestruction of the productiveforces, aswell
asmany other socid ills.

What isthe solution to thisproblem? Therecan
be only one solution and that isthe expropriation of
monopoly capital and thetransformation of private
ownershipinto public ownership. However, that is
only half of thesolution; the other half isthedemoc-
ratization of the political institutionsin such away
that the people can actually exercise control over
theenormous pool of capital that they collectively

See page 3: Monopoly Capitalism
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Kerry Pledges to Implement Bush’s
Middle East Agenda

AstheU.S. presidential el ectiondrawscloser, the
Democratsare having aharder timethan usual differ-
entiating themsalvesfrom the Republicans, U.S. poll-
stersreport. Thisiscertainly the casewith foreign
policy, where Democratic nominee John Kerry has
proposed an agendamany punditshavedubbed * Bush-
lite’ —thesamepoaliciesof pre-emptivemilitary strikes,
ecaatinginterventioninso-cdledroguestatesor faled
statesand occupation. Kerry, however, promisesto
doall of thesethingswith more support fromAmeri-
candliesaround theglobeand withthesanction of the
United Nations.

Onlsrad, Kerry hasgoneto great lengthsto state
that hispolicieswould gojust asfar asBushin negat-
ing theright of the Palestinian peopleto national salf-
determination than GeorgeW.Bush. Hehashisbrother,
aconvert to Judaism, campaigning on hisbehalf to
explain Kerry’s heartfelt commitment to I srael and
unwavering support of Isradli policy.

Inan articlethat appeared intheAugust 27 issue of
The Forward, the largest Jewish newspaper in the
U.S,, Kerry writesthat neither Americanor Israel are
securewhile“Isragl, the onetrue democracy inthe
region, remainsthevictim of an unrelenting campaign
of terror.” Besidespledging to combat anti-Semitism
and anti-l1sradli sentiment (which herefersto asif they
areoneand the same), hedefends | srael’ s construc-
tion of aseparation wall, onewhich cutsinto the Oc-
cupied Territories. Hewrites: “| believethat wemust
stand with Isragl, supporting our ally’sright tobuilda
security fenceand to allow itsown Supreme Court -
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own. In other words, the solution to the problems of
monopoly capitaismistoreplaceit with socialism.

Thosewho areadvocating thereform of monopoly
capitalism and variousrestrictionson therightsof the
monopoly capitalistsare actudly suggesting that there
isan intermediate stage between capitalism and so-
cidism. They are suggesting that astage of monopoly
capitalism can exist in which the lawsgoverning the
economy arepartially thelawsof capitalism and par-
tidly thelawsof sociaism. Thepromotion of suchnon-
sensicd illusonsdoes seriousharmto therevolution-
ary movement.

not the International Court of Justice- to addressthe
issueof theroute of thefence. Thefence hasproven
itsvalueasan anti-terror measure.” Thisechoescom-
mentshe madein July, when the International Court
of Justice (ICJ) ruled |sradl’ scongtruction of thefence
through partsof the Occupied Territorieswasinvio-
lation of internationd law.

Kerry’sclamthat thelsragli Supreme Court has
jurisdiction over theWest Bank and Gazais absurd.
Under international covenantsadopted sincetheend
of the Second World War, including the GenevaCon-
vention, internationa courts have completejurisdic-
tion over issuesaffecting peopleliving under occupa
tion. Infact, oneof thereasonsfor the establishment
of thelCJin 1946 wasto ensurethat member states
of the United Nationsrespected international law in
their dedlingswith other statesand with peopleliving
incoloniesor under occupation.

Since its creation almost 60 years ago, the ICJ
hasdélivered only 79 judgmentson disputesranging
from land and maritime boundary disputesand ques-
tionsof territoria sovereignty to thenon-useof force
andthenon-interferenceintheinternd affairsof sates.
ThelCJhasa so delivered judgmentson diplomatic
relations, hostage taking, theright of asylum, nation-
ality, guardianship, rights of passage and economic
rights

Inthesamearticle, Kerry also declarestheremust
benew Palestinian|eadershipin order for thereto be
peaceintheregion. “... new Paestinian|leadershipis
required, asYasser Arafat has proven himself not to
beapartner for peace. Aspresident, | will work with
the Pal estinian community to empower new, respon-
s ble Pd estinian|eadership committed to apermanent
end to terror and the promotion of democracy. | will
ensurethat dliesareunitedinthiseffort, not working
at cross-purposesby propping up afalled Palestinian
power structure.”

Thisstatement isan assertion that the Palestinian
peopledo not havetheright to choosetheir own lead-
ership or their own system of governance. Essentidly,
hiscommentsrepresent anegation of Palestinian sov-
ereignty, and are acarbon copy of the current Bush
adminigration’spalicies.
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ing doctorswho are genuinely concerned about the
hedlth of society.

Instead, we witness adebate in which everyone
publicly professesconcern for thewell-being of Ca-
nadians, but behind closed doors they advance the
interests of the big pharmaceutical companies, the
medical supply companies, theAmerican health care
monopoliestrying to break into the Canadian “ mar-
ket” and variousother financid interests. Evenwithin
the various social organizationswhich advocatefor
improvementsto Canada s public health system, the
most that isdemanded isthat theinterests of people
be put ahead of theinterests of the monopoliesthat
dominatethe hedlth careindustry.

Thepoint, however, isthat Canadian society isnot
atruly modern society, because, whileit payslip serv-
iceto varioushumanrightsand to theright of Canadi-
ansto health care, in practiceit recognizesonly the
right of thecapitaliststo maximizetheir profits. A soci-
ety whichisbased on the recognition of therights of
capital cannot possibly recognizetherightsof itsciti-
zens. Theserightsareirreconcilable; ether peoplehave
rightsor capita hasrights, but there can beno society
inwhichtherightsof both exist together, regardless of
whichissupposedly given preference.

Until thisproblemisaddressed by Canadians, nei-
ther the problems of the health care system nor any
other problem confronting peopl e can be sorted out.
These problems are actually caused by the fact that
Canadian society isorganized to servetheinterests of
themonaopoly capitalists, which meansthat hedlth care
and other socia servicesarea so organized to serve
theinterests of the monopoly capitalistsand not pri-
marily to provide Canadianswithalevel of hedth care
consistent with the needs of the population.

During the 1960s and 1970s the monopoly capi-
talists needed aconstant supply of new construction
projects and guaranteed marketsfor health-rel ated
productsin order to maximizetheir profits. Therefore,
governmentsincreased spending on health and edu-
cation. However, as more and more production is
shifted tolow-wage countries and more sophisticated
ways have been devel oped to transfer money directly
from government treasuriesto the monopoly capital-
ists, the needs of the monopoly capitalists have
changed. As aresult, governments at al levelsin
Canadahave adopted neo-liberal, anti-social policies
that servethe new needs of monopoly capital. There
isevery indicationthat thistrend will continueuntil such
timeas Canadiansassert their human right to adequate
hedlth care by settling scoreswith monopoly capital.
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ing shortage of primary caredoctors, nursesand other
hedlth professonals, itisunlikely thismuch-hera ded
hedlth careded will solveany problems. Indeed, the
moneyscommitted under thefirst Sx yearsof theded
are not even sufficient to keep existing problemsat
bay.

More and more, the histrionicsover health care
seem designed to convince Canadiansthereisno so-
lution for the health care crisiswithout either bank-
rupting the public treasury or moving to atwo-tier
health care system. The question of whether or not
Canadianshavearight to apublic health care system
isnot even posed —nowonder, then, that survey after
survey hasfound Canadians have no confidencein
politiciansto solvethe problemsinthehedth carefield.

In Memoriam: Cec Muldrew

Cec Muldrew, along-timeeducator and ac-
tivist for peace and socid justice passed avay
on September 6 at the age of 81.

Cec served inthe Canadian Air Force dur-
ing the Second World War and hisexperiences
led himto the conclusonthat suchwarsshould
never be allowed to happen again. Over the
next several decades, he cameto the conclu-
sionthat the source of war was not human na-
ture but imperiaism, and he supported numer-
ousanti-imperialist causes. Cec remained an
indefatigablefighter for abetter society right up
until hisdeath. Hisenergy and non-sectarian
spiritwill begreatly missed.
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