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PREFACE

But if constructingthe future and settling everythingfor all timesare not our affair, it is
al the more clear what we have to accomplish a present: | am referring to ruthless
criticismd all that exists, ruthless both in the sense of not being afraid of the resultsit
arrives at and in thesense of being just alittleafraid of conflict with the power sthat be. . .

This year's volume, the thirty-third, of The Socialist Register takesas its
themethe phrasethat Marx emphasized in the above quotation from aletter
to hisfriend Arnold Ruge in 1843. The ideas expressed therein appear to
usto be asrelevant to socialists today aswhen they werefirst published in
the Deutsch-Franzosiche Jahrbuche in 1844. (We rely on the trandlation
offered in the Marx/Engels Collected Woaks Volume 3, New York,
International Publishers 1975, p. 142)) Perhaps they are even more
relevant. We livein an erawhen capitalism stands astride the whole globe,
the power of its ruling classes and the waste and inegalitarianism of
its markets unregulated and unchallenged. Yet we also live in an erawhen,
for the first time in well over a century, there are no significant political
projectswhich articulateand campaign for asocialist aternativeto capital -
ism. There is popular resistance, people continue to fight back, they hold
on to valuesthat assert our humanity in thefaceof global commodification.
But one of the main contributionssocialists can still make today, isto not
shrink from a ruthless criticism of the limitsof this resistancein so far as
it isnot socialist, even not yet fundamentally anti-capitalist; nor should we
desist from criticising those socialists who still blithely imagine that every
popular resistance hasit in its genesto become socialist.

In the wake of the historic failure of Communism and the no less
historic transformation of Social Democracy into a barely recognisable
shadow of theideasand movementsthat spawned it, and in the wakeof the
inability of the New Left to transform those partiesor generate alternative
socialist political formations of significant size and permanence, the very
notion of a socidist future beyond capitalism has been pushed off the
agenda. Thisisamost as much the case intellectually asit is politically. It
has been hard for socidists to come to terms with the idea that
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constructing the futuro is not their affair, in the sense of socialism not
being something aready present (that is, actually being constructed in
Russia, or China, or Mozambique, or Nicaragua) or at least something
imminent, a project we might actively embark on in our lifetimes.
Socialists have often mixed up their own mortality with a timetablefor, if
not the realization of socialism, then at least the ‘final conflict' with
capitalism and the regimesof theold order. In this respect, the weight that
was placed by some on electoral victories and welfare statist reforms as
having laid the foundations for the construction of the future proved as
delusionary as the weight placed on insurrection and vanguardism by
others. Recognising these delusions has driven many erstwhile socialists
into a stoic realism which not only accomodates itself to capitalism as a
system but in the processignoresor coversover itsimmoralities, exploita-
tions and contradictions. After al, what is the point of raising these, if
constructing the future is not our affair?

If we can divest ourselvesaof the hubrisof tying our own mortdlity to the
construction of the future, however, the point becomes quite clear. The
point is to continue to play a role in ensuring that, as the Communist
Manifestoput it: <. .. man isat last compelled to face with sober senses his
real conditions of lifeand his relationswith hiskind." We need, more than
ever, to draw on socialist values and analysis to undertake a ruthless
criticism of what exists today, so the ground may be cleared to rebuild
socialist projectstomorrow. The greatest tragedy of thefailureof socialism
in this century would be the loss of these values and this analysis a the
very time when popular resistence from Korea to Canada refuses to go
away, in spite of capitalism's greatest cultural, political and spatial reach.
Ruthless criticism is, therefore, not a matter of striking a pose as mere
‘critics. On the contrary, it isto insist on the need for the most searching
analysis, groping for understanding—critiquein the proper sense— without
fear of being thrown off by the charge that such analysisisinvdid without
an immediate answer to 'there is no aternative. What we know now, more
clearly than ever, isthat what is on offer, by either neoliberalismor social
democracy today, does not provide solutionsto contemporary capitalism's
problems and injustices, let alone acceptable aternatives in terms of
socialist goalsand values.

Last year's volume posed the sober question of 'Are There
Alternatives?, rather than blithely asserting that there are alternatives,
precisely because we are aware that genuine alternatives cannot be
constructed out of thin ar. A large part of our purposein that volume was
to show that what is presented by way of alternativesto neoliberalism in
the present conjuncture are nothing of the sort precisely because they are
captured within the very contradictionsand dynamicsthat gave riseto neo-
liberalism. We extend that orientation in this volume. The essays in this
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volume undertake sober analysis and ruthless criticism of the dynamics,
depredations and contradictionsof today's global capitalism; of the abject
accomodation to it by ertswhile Communists, Social Democrats and
Liberas; of the failed socidist and 'new left' movementsover the past
century; and, not least, of the defeatist and confused “post-" intellectual sof
our time, who would leave us with no analytic capacity, let alone with no
commitment, with which to contributetoday to the eventua relaunching of
socialist politics.

Among our contributors, Gregory Albo teaches political scienceat York
University, Toronto. Elmar Altvater is Professor of Political Science at the
Free University of Berlin. Lary Pratt teaches political science a the
University of Alberta, in Edmonton, Canadaand Wendy Montgomery isa
graduate of that University. Gerard Greenfield is Research Co-ordinator of
the Asia Monitor Resource Centre in Hong Kong and Apo Leong is the
Director of that Centre. George Ross is the Morris Hillquit Professor in
Labor and Social Thought at Brandeis University, Boston. Barbara Epstein
teachesin the Department of History of Consciousnessat the University of
Cdlifornia, Santa Cruz; and Doug Henwood is the Editor of the Left
Business Observer, New York. Joan Smith is Reader in the School of
Social Sciences, Staffordshire University; and Paul Cammack teaches in
the Department of Government, Manchester University. Vicente Navarro is
Professor of Public Policy at Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore and of
Political and Socia Sciences at the Universitat Pompeu Fabra, Barcelona.
Ananya Mukherjee-Reed teaches in the Department of Political Science at
Yok University, Toronto; and Scott Forsyth is in the Film and Video
Department of the Faculty of Fine Artsat that University. Scott McCracken
teaches in the Department of English at the University of Saford in
Salford, England; and Meera Nanda is in the Department of Science and
Technology Studies at the Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute in Troy, New
York. Aijaz Ahmad is Professoria Fellow a the Centre of Contemporary
Studies, Nehru Memorial Museum and Library, New Dehli.

| want to express my appreciation to al the contributorsfor the effort
they put into their essaysfor this volume. Thanks are also due to Nicholas
C. F Hubble of the Institute for German Studies a the University of
Birmingham for the tranglation of Elmar Altvater's essay. This is the
second volume of The Socialist Register to be produced with the help of
the editorial collectivesin Manchester and Toronto, and | want to express
my gratitude to Greg Albo, Paul Cammack, Sam Gindin, Judy Hellman,
John Saul, Reg Whitaker, Ellen Wood and, aboveall, to David Coates for
the active role they played in making this volume possible. Nor would this
volume have been possible without the commitment and help of my
research assistant at York University, Alan Zuege, for which | am very
grateful. As| asoam to Julie Millard and Martin Eve a Merlin Press, who
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have, asalways, have been unfailing in the support and energy they put into
The Socialist Register.

It is our long-standing tradition to remind the readers that neither our
contributors nor the editors necessarily agree with everythingthat appears
in the volume. On this occasion | should also like to point out that the
essay, 'How It All Began: A Footnote To History' by Marion Kozak in the
1995 Socialist Register requires some correction and qualification as
regards comments made about Walter Greendale. This stauch industrial
militant and committed socialist from Hull, England who became lay
chairman (president) of the TGWU, and one of that union's representatives
on the TUC Genera Council, was mistakenly referred to as 'Greenad),
and did not attend the New Reasoner and Universities and Left Review
Industrial Conference in Leeds in November 1958; nor was he ever a
member of the Communist Party. Thislast was not stated in the essay, but
might possibly be inferred from the context. Our apologies.

February 1997 L.P.
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