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BRITISH PUBLIC opinion has
now decisively hardened
against all forms of military
attack on Syria. 

On the eve of the Trades Union
Congress a YouGov poll showed that
the British public now oppose
missile attacks by more than three
to one. This is substantially up from
two to one before prime minister
Cameron was humiliated in the
Commons vote and is a defeat for
the shameful attempt by Blairites
to ramp up the war drive.
69% now oppose using British
missiles against military sites inside
Syria, while only 21% support.
Sending ‘defensive’ military aid to
the insurgents is opposed by 62%,
sending full-scale military supplies
by 77%, up from 61%; and using
British aircraft and missiles to
enforce a no-fly zone over Syria is
opposed by 50%, up from 42%.
The shift in public opinion is a
decisive turning point in British
politics, cementing public distrust
of Western intentions in the Middle
east and strengthening popular
confidence that mass action can
change government policy.

Unity asked Middle East and
foreign affairs expert Kenny Coyle
why the US and Britain have been
so intent on finding a pretext for
military intervention in Syria?

After more than two years of armed
conflict, it is abundantly clear that the
Assad regime retains the support of
sizeable sections of the Syrian
population, despite its unquestionably
authoritarian character.
Outside attempts to provoke ethnic

and sectarian divisions have backfired
by strengthening the regime’s
legitimacy as a secular state, this is
despite Western media caricatures of
the Damascus government as simply
resting on the Alawite minority. The
rebel groups are divided and largely
dependent on foreign cash and fighters.
So the only hope of toppling Assad is
the use of decisive outside force, hence
the need to find pretexts that would
justify more blatant interference. 
Let’s be clear though that Western

intervention is both covert and overt;

intelligence sharing, funding, training,
arming and equipping of rebel forces
has been happening for some time
already.
However, it is also clear that sizeable

divisions exist within the US and British
establishments between direct military
interventionists and those who fear the
unpredictable consequences of
aggression. The defeat of Cameron’s
plan in parliament is the result of
serious misgivings within the Tory party
as well as the Lib Dems. It also
represented a welcome policy break by
Ed Miliband from New Labour’s
subservience to Washington.

How far do the Arab dictatorships
in the Gulf have similar objectives
to the US and Britain - and how far
do they differ among themselves?

It’s certainly too simplistic to see the
Gulf regimes as mere puppets of the
West. They have their own ambitions.
Currently the most active states are
Saudi Arabia and Qatar. These two
hugely wealthy states have jointly
manipulated and bankrolled the Syrian
civilian and armed opposition groups
but seem to have suffered a serious split
over Egypt. The Saudis supported the
ousting of Morsi, while the Qataris were
especially close to his Muslim
Brotherhood government.
It’s not just cash that is used to buy

influence. Saudi troops intervened in
Bahrain in 2011 in support of its allied
dictatorial regime when it faced mass
pro-democracy protests.
Both the Saudi and Qatari regimes

are heavily involved in supporting
Wahhabi and Salafi sectarian groups
across the region. Saudi Arabia has a
significant Shia minority in its major oil
producing regions and Bahrain’s
population is largely Shia. Nowadays
Western media coverage generally
reduces conflicts within the Arab world
to purely religious identities. By and
large, these aren’t simply esoteric
disputes about theology, the Sunni-Shia
cleavage in a number of Arab countries
often runs parallel with class and other
social divisions.
Beyond the Gulf, we should also

mention the importance of NATO
member Turkey, which has its own
imperial legacy in the region. The
Kurdish national question across
Turkey, Iran, Iraq and Syria remains,
along with Palestine, one of the key
unresolved regional conflicts since the

carving up of the Ottoman empire
almost a century ago.
Aside from the US and Britain, we

shouldn’t forget that France has a
strong colonial imprint in the Middle
East and seems especially willing to use
its influence in its former colonial
territories of Syria and Lebanon, as well
as in parts of North and West Africa.
Judging by John Kerry’s recent pointed
statements about the historic US-
French alliance, this seems to be
something the US is intent on
exploiting.

We have heard a lot in the past
decade about US plans for regional
reconfiguration in the greater
Middle East.  Are these plans still
active?

Absolutely. In military terms alone, the
US has moved from an era of Rapid
Deployment Forces during the first Gulf
War to permanent centralised
command structures. 
The United States Central Command

covers most of the Middle East and
Central Asia, while Africom oversees the
African continent minus Egypt. Bahrain
is a major naval base for both the US
Fifth Fleet, as well as the UK, explaining
Western support for the repression of
Bahrain’s pro-democracy forces. Access
to the Suez Canal is a perennial
concern.
US policy in the region has to cope

with a fundamental
contradiction;cosying up to Arab
regimes while simultaneously
promoting the interests of its Israeli ally.
However, looking over the past

decade there is a trend toward greater
regional instability with much greater
vulnerability of long-term US allied
regimes, and this was certainly not
factored into discussions a decade or so
ago. There is a lot to play for.

What were the origins of the Arab
Spring?

Unfortunately there was no uniform
surge for popular democracy across the
Arab world. In reality, specific national
demands and crises emerged with quite
distinct characteristics. While a regional
overview is essential, political struggle
continues to be shaped by these
national features.
In Tunisia and Egypt, at least

temporarily, the Muslim Brotherhood
emerged as political victors. 

Why are communist parties in the
Middle East so opposed to this
organisation?

The Muslim Brotherhood is an
essentially conservative force but it has
deep roots in a number or Arab
countries. This is due to two factors.
First its record of opposition to existing
regimes, for example it functioned as
the main semi-legal electoral
opposition to Mubarak for the past two
decades in Egypt. Second it developed a
network of charity and welfare
organisations that met real immediate
needs of the urban and rural poor. Yet it
remains firmly opposed to any form of
class-based politics. Communists have
occasionally been able to work with the
Brotherhood on certain issues but the
long-term record of the Brotherhood
has not been progressive. In the 1940s,
for example, it played a major
strikebreaking role in Egypt against
communist-led unions.
It has to be remembered that many

Arab states have substantial non-
Muslim and non-Sunni minorities, such
as many Christian denominations and
varieties of Shia Islam. As a confessional
organisation, the Brotherhood cannot
represent this complex society, while
Communists in the Middle East have
generally worked to create alliances
across religious and ethnic divides.

What tasks face democratic forces
in Egypt today?

Egypt faces danger on several fronts. At
least for now, the authoritarian and
sectarian agenda of Morsi’s Muslim
Brotherhood has been beaten back. But
this happened in a contradictory way;
on the one hand through the power of
popular mobilisation but, in the end,
also by brutal military force. There are
already trends, such as the recent
moves to free ex-dictator Hosni
Mubarak from his jail cell and the
sealing of tunnels linking Egypt with the
Gaza Strip, that run counter to both the
demands of the original 2011 revolution
and of the recent mass protests. 
It will prove to be a fatal mistake if

democratic forces give carte blanche to
the military instead of consolidating
democratic civilian power to tackle
Egypt’s serious social problems. H
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OPPOSITION TO SYRIA
INTERVENTION HARDENS

‘There is no
substitute in
modern capitalist
society for the
organised working
class as the leading
force in the struggle
for progressive and
revolutionary
change’ *

BY PCS COMMUNISTS

Why is it when workers and their
communities up and down the land
see their wages, benefits and services
being suppressed and cut; why is it
that when the majority of the unions
and the TUC itself have similar
policies which are against austerity
have we not seen the necessary
reaction across the length and
breadth of the land against a
reactionary government?

Communists in PCS argue that it is
the failure of our unions to build the
necessary unity across the British
trade union movement that lies at
the heart of the question. This in
turn is a consequence of a lack of
confidence born of manifest
organisational weakness.

Most unions, particularly those
with members in the public services,
are opposed to government pay
restraint, cuts in pensions, massive
job cuts, outsourcing and off shoring,
and the  stigmatising of those in
poverty and on welfare benefits. We
are opposed to the 'bedroom' tax. We
are in favour of fairer taxation,
closing tax loop holes and tax havens.
We are in favour of a massive
increase in the minimum wage to at
least the living wage.

And yet despite there being over
six million workers in unions with
many more in their families, our
message is muted – we seem scared
to argue our case with the result
that even some back support
‘austerity’.

It is the case that unions have
different tactics. Let’s accept that the
only alternative Government in 2015
will be a Labour one. No one should
be seeking at this stage something
different to this. But it is incorrect
to rely on the election of a Labour
government  alone. 

Wrong lessons can be learnt from
history but it is surely the case that
the great Chartist demonstrations
increased the electoral roll, the
strikes at Bryant and May and Ford
advanced the lot of women – no
crumbs from the rich man’s table,
but clear demands taken out into the
wider trade union movement and
communities. 

Likewise we should learn lessons
from the Jobs and Freedom March in
the United States 50 years ago –
action brings results and organised
united action brings progressive
change.

The next 18 months will see the
majority of the cuts taking place; it is
not too late to demand that they are
not made and to demand a clean
energy and transport policy –
nationalisation of power and
transport – we know people support
these demands – will  united trade
unions make these demands and be
bold and organise to deliver them?

So what is to be done – the TUC is
a start. Will unions set aside their
mistrust and work with each other?
Can we build locally via trades union
councils? Can we generate the
necessary industrial action of a
generalised nature? 

continued overleaf
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BY ANITA HALPIN

In the fight against austerity the
TUC has made a clear commitment
to be ready to organise campaign
events and initiatives including
grassroots campaigns and co-
ordinated industrial action. 
This clearly resonates with the call

from last year’s TUC congress (and
reiterated at this year’s trades council
conference) for ‘local anti-cuts
campaigning to involve trades union
councils and local trade unionists
working with their communities to
defend jobs and public services’. 
Our trades councils are a key

element within our movement. As the
‘trade unions in the community’ they
must act in their localities as ‘hubs’ for
the increased coordination of lay
activists, all part of a process of re-
engaging with communities 
There is a strand running through a

number of motions on this week’s
agenda acknowledging this unique
role; a role so very crucial in the
fightback against the ConDem’s
relentless drive to austerity.
This recognition is to be welcomed

when not so long ago the only time
trades councils were mentioned from

the rostrum was by way of some rather
tenuous intervention on a paragraph
in that year’s General Council Report.
(I’ve done it myself.)
Having said that, we can’t just pat

them on the back once a year and
leave them to get on with it until next
time. We, each in own trades unions,
need to increase our support by
encouraging more branches to affiliate
locally and regularly sending delegates
to the English and Welsh Regional
TUCs. 
Each section of our trade union

movement has a different but equally
important part to play and our
collective strength as the voice of
working women and men is the sum of
those parts. 
A couple of years ago, Congress

brought the trades councils back into
our Congress by accepting a motion
from their annual conference; a right
they now share with the equalities and
the young workers conferences.
Unity! has always supported the

right of the equality conferences to
elect a delegate directly to our
Congress. Unfortunately, this remains
an aspiration, one which our trades
council sisters and brothers share and,
after all, a right that individual trades
councils have had continuously within

the Scottish TUC. 
The pivotal role of our trades

councils at this moment in time is far
to important to be sidelined in to a
debate focused solely on
constitutional minutiae.
Where, without these councils,

would be the central organisation so
essential to the development of local
People’s Assemblies Against Austerity?
At the the founding conference of

the PAAA in June attended by over
5,000, Frances O'Grady declared to
unanimous acclaim that this
Government was waging ‘class war’.
The task to arm our class for the

battles ahead is to develop the
tremendous support for the Assembly
and the growing anger of millions into
a mass, militant and campaigning
movement against austerity and
privatisation.
This will mean building and

sustaining alliances of a wide range of
trade union, community and political
forces ...on to the Tory Party
conference in Manchester on
September 29. H
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Trades councils: central to the struggle 

BY NICK WRIGHT

Government Communication Head
Quarters, based in Cheltenham and
with outstations around the globe
– one in Cyprus is almost certainly
acting in conformity with the
US/British intelligence agreement to
supply signals intelligence for the
threatened attack on Syria –
routinely taps into the undersea
cables that carry phone and
internet traffic.
This information is shared with the

United States. At the same time the US
intelligence establishment have cosy
deals with the main internet companies
that give them direct access to your
communications, and mine.
Phone conversations, e mail

messages, anything that appears on a
social media site and a log of internet
users website visits is available to
Washington's host of spooks..
Our rulers are intensely sensitive to

public discussion of these covert
measures. That is why these powers
they give themselves have been kept
under wraps for so long. And it is why
the former National Security Agency
contractor Edward Snowden – who
exposed these facts – is at risk.
Real live war criminals go free.

Lieutenant Calley – the US Army officer
who commanded the unit that
massacred over 500 unarmed
Vietnamese villagers at My Lai served
just 40 months house arrest – but the

man who blew the whistle on state
threats to our privacy faces 'justice' in a
system that has just sentenced the
whistleblower Bradley (Chelsea)
Manning to 35 years.
None of our democratic rights and

freedoms were given freely to us. Each
one was wrested, sometimes at the
price of blood and injury, death and
prison, from a ruling class that fears,
rightly so, a people aroused.
The right to assemble and organise is

continually set about by measures that
reflect our rulers unceasing efforts to
meet dissent and resistance with new
assaults on our liberties. The latest
flurry of laws planned to go before
parliament reflect attempts to blunt the
rising tide of popular action.  
It seems that we we will now have to

pay the council to demonstrate if the
police think traffic should be stopped.
Kettling will be enshrined in law and
marching to parliament proscribed.
These are just the latest schemes to

blunt protest. 
My union, the National Union of

Journalists knows how the journalist's
privileged position is are bound up with
our collective right to information and
how this must be balanced against the

citizen's right to privacy and effective
protection for whistleblowers.
These are important issues and the

NUJ motion and train driver's union
ASLEF proposals make the collective
voice of trade unionists on these
questions clear.
Aslef knows well from its own

experience how surveillance and
snooping by state agencies works in the
employers interest and against those of
working people. That experience is
shared by whistle blowing and safety
conscious building workers whose
livelihood is threatened by police
sharing snooping with employers.  It is
part of the collective memory of mining
communities. And it is a real issue for
journalists who can come under
pressure to reveal sources.
Experience suggests that targeted

surveillance occurs whenever serious
industrial action is likely. Blanket
surveillance is the natural extension of
targeted surveillance and is no more
legitimate.
These two motions are followed in

the agenda by an NUM motion, with an
amendment from the GMB, which
seeks to uncover the true facts behind
police collusion to frame miners and
shipyard workers. Only an innocent
would imagine that these events – and
many more – were not wrapped up in a
cocoon of spying and secrecy. H
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WATCH OUT,
THEY ARE
WATCHING 
YOU 

Join Britain’s party of working
class power and liberation

BY ROBERT GRIFFITHS

OUR UNIONS are the biggest, most
democratic and representative
bodies in Britain. Together with our
families, we represent more than
half the population. But more than
that, we represent the interests of
society as a whole. 

The debates and discussions at
Bournemouth this week have reflected
the desires and needs of millions of
people – not only in Britain, but around
the world for peace, dignity at work
and in retirement, in equal
opportunities and decent public
services.

We can sense a change in the air. On
the planned imperialist assault on Syria
the government has been forced to
bend to popular will. 

This has changed the chemistry of
politics so that people feel their power.
It has sharpened the crisis of working
class political representation with the
debate about Labour’s relationship with
the unions now cast in the a context
where it is clear Labour could appeal to
an emerging progressive majority that is
against war, against privatisation and
passionate about its education, public
services and NHS.

Mobilised, our millions could begin to
change the balance of power in the
work place in favour of working
people, take back our public services
and utilities into public ownership,
challenge the private ownership of the

banks and industry and shape an
industrial and training policy that would
make making things a central part of
our economy

This week in Brighton we have seen
how the problems that affect millions
of our people have solutions.

What can we individually and
collectively do to shape a new
understanding?

Firstly, what more can you and your
union do for the Morning Star – the
daily voice for peace, jobs and
socialism? You could, for instance, order
a copy every day from your newspaper
shop, show it to friends and colleagues,
make a regular donation, advertise
events in it and get your union body
and trades council to take out shares.
Own a national daily newspaper!

Secondly, consider joining Britain's
Communist Party. Our party fights
exploitation, oppression, racism and
war, 92 years after our foundation with
renewed vigour and confidence and
with many new members. We have
links with more than 70 communist,
socialist and national liberation parties
around the world.

Would our unions be stronger if
Britain had a bigger, more influential
Communist Party? Would the Labour
Party leadership be so timid? The
labour movement needs the
Communist Party – and the
Communist Party needs you. H
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Whistleblower Edward
Snowden revealed that the US
national Security Agency gave
GCHQ £22.9 million in 2009,
£39.9million in 2010, including
£17.2 million ‘for the agency’s
Mastering the Internet project,
which gathers and stores vast
amounts of ‘raw’ information
for analysis.’ In 2011-2012, the
NSA paid another £34.7 million
to GCHQ. NSA furnishes ‘half
the costs of one of the UK’s
main eavesdropping
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Yes all this is possible if we set

aside tactical differences. It is only
by doing this that we can win.

We were 18 months into the
current administration when,
following a great deal of hard work
to build consensus, our movement
pulled off the biggest demonstration
of opposition to austerity in a
generation. While  that strike and
those marches were predominantly
staged in a campaign on public
sector pensions, those in the
vanguard were clear that they
formed the basis for a wider
campaign of resistance.  In the days
that followed, we felt as though we
had made a start that surpassed our
best expectations but it wasn’t long
before the coalition of 30 unions
began to fall apart. 

We’ve since learnt that the
collapse was premeditated and in
those circumstances, re-building
trust and cooperation between the
protagonists seems a monumental
task.  But it is absolutely necessary.

In Broadening the Battle Lines
published by the Communist Party
early in 2012, we argued that the re-
establishment of unity across the
unions was a necessary first priority
before we ‘agree a clear and credible
strategy for winning’.  This would
involve a programme of action,
including an alternative vision based

on the principles of The Peoples
Charter.  This remains our task.

Some on the left will argue that
‘sell-out’ union leaders cannot be
trusted making such unity
implausible, if not impossible.  Such a
defeatist position is both dangerous
and wrong. The truth is, our
institutions remain among the most
democratic and accountable that
exist.  Rank and file members can
still wield considerable influence if
they feel sufficiently motivated,
involved and enfranchised.  

It is the role of activists in
workplaces and branches to put in
the hard work – outside of the
comfort-zone of preaching to the
converted – of engaging with
members and promoting political
understanding.  From that base,
reactionary leaders will be faced
with the decision of abiding by
members wishes or moving aside for
others that accept that obligation.

Recriminations and sectarian
indulgences have kept too many
occupied for too long.  The severity
of the challenge now demands that
last 18 months of the current
government is spent building a
united, sustainable and meaningful
fight back regardless of previous
differences. H
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