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VWHY DOwe live in a world of such obscene inequalities and terrible viol ence?

A world where 1.2 billion people survive on less than $1 a day. A world where
the nost powerful country on earth uses horrific weapons of mass destruction in
a war for oil and enpire. A world where the fat cats live the high life, while
wor ki ng people live in fear that they' Il be standing in the unenpl oynent |ine--
or worse.

There is an alternative. The socialist alternative is based on the power of
wor ki ng people to fight together for a better world--and create a society based
not on profit but on making a better life for everyone init. In this specia
section, we print excerpts from ALAN MAASS' Wiy You Should Be a Socialist, soon
to be republished by Haymar ket Books in a new and expanded editi on.

THE UNI TED States is the |and of freedom prosperity and opportunity, we're
told. And for sone people--a very small nunber of people with a lot of wealth
and power--it’s all that and nore.

People like Larry Ellison. Ellison is the super-rich CEO of the giant software
corporation Oracle. He co-founded the conpany as a small consulting firm and it
grew fromthere--not because of any special conputer skills that he possessed,
but because he | atched onto an idea for business software devel oped by ot her
peopl e, and started selling it before anyone el se.

In other words, not because of his superior intelligence or hard work, but ol d-
fashi oned good | uck. Luck nade Larry Ellison a mllionaire, then a billionaire,
then a multibillionaire. Today, there is no luxury that he can't afford, no
interest that he can't pursue, no door closed to him

He owns a yacht, of course--one that’'s nearly as long as a football field.
There's the private plane and a fleet of fancy cars. But topping all of it is
Ellison’s new villa, under construction for the | ast several years in the town
of Wodside, Calif., south of San Francisco--which clains on its Wb site to be
"one of the U S.'s nost exclusive communities, where hones sell for $3 nillion
and up...about as an ideal |ocation as can be found anywhere on the planet."

Ellison's "home" will cost nmore than $100 million. The enornmus nain buil ding,
five guest houses and assorted other structures--including three garages for
Ellison's 14 cars--are designed to look Iike a 16th century Japanese vill age.
The grounds will be covered with a literal forest of Japanese trees,

i nterspersed with ponds and streans, hills and a 2.7-acre |ake, fed by two
waterfalls. The lake will be filled with purified drinking water.

Luxury on this scale is hard to grasp--like the stories about France's Louis XVi
and Marie Antoinette, or the pharaohs of ancient Egypt. But what is even nore
incredible is the fact that all this is small potatoes for Larry Ellison

As the sixth-richest person in the world, by Forbes nagazine's | atest estimate,
he's worth $16.6 billion. That means he could afford to build 99 nore palatia



estates, each with a price tag of $100 mllion, and still remain a billionaire
several tines over.

W LLI AM BLAINE |ives across the country fromEllison, in Durham N C But to
judge fromwhat passes for prosperity or opportunity in his Iife, he mght as
wel | live on another planet.

After three decades of working as a conputer engineer, by the end of the 1990s,
Bl ai ne had a good-paying job with the tel econmuni cations conpany Nortel, as the
i ndustry booned. He hoped that the position would ensure a decent retirenent in
anot her 10 or 15 years’ tine--nothing like Larry Ellison's, but at |east
confortabl e.

Then the tel ecom boom went bust--and Bl aine got the ax during one of the many
rounds of layoffs at Nortel. He's | ooked for work ever since--but there are
t housands of unenpl oyed technical workers for every job that opens up

He's had to raid his retirenent savings to nake ends neet. He al so works part
time in a marine store--where his boss |ast sunmer was his son. "You feel |ike
soneone has pulled the plug on you," Blaine told a reporter

He' s not al one. Between the start of 2001 and the nmiddle of 2003, the U S.
econony lost 3.2 million private-sector jobs--and the nunber of people
classified as |ong-termunenpl oyed rose to the highest level in 20 years.

Pat Zanon is literally not sure how she’'ll nake it. The divorced nother of three
was laid off in the spring of 2002 after 24 years with Quest, another

t el econmuni cations industry player. "Talk about a kick in the gut," she told a
reporter late last year. "It was going to be a bleak Christmas anyway, because
wi th unenpl oynent, you don't get that much. But nowit’'s really going to be

bl eak. "

THESE TWO di fferent worl ds--rich and poor, powerful and powerl ess--have al ways
existed in the U S. But the gap between them has grown massively.

As of 2000, the richest 0.01 percent of U S. househol ds--just 13,000 famlies--
had a conbi ned annual incone nearly as big as the poorest 20 m|lion househol ds.
The richest 1 percent of famlies "earned" about as much as the bottom 40
percent. And that’'s incone. Wen it conmes to wealth--the things that people own-
-the richest 2 percent of the population have a conbined net worth equal to the
ot her 98 percent of the popul ation

Just how vast is the difference between the super-rich and the rest of us? Think
of it this way: Imagine we had a full year’'s wages for the average U. S.
manuf act uri ng worker--$32,181 in 2002, according to the Labor Department--in
stacks of $20 bills. If we laid all the bills end to end, they would stretch 831
feet. That's a little nore than one-eighth of a mle--about one city block or
half a |ap around a football field.

Now take M crosoft founder Bill Gates. Poor fellow | ost upwards of $60 billion
since the 1990s stock market bubble burst, but he's still worth $40.7 billion
according to Forbes nmagazine. If we had Gates’ fortune in $20 bills, laid end to
end, they would stretch for 199,132 mles. That's about 800,000 |aps around a



football field--or back and forth between New York City and Los Angel es 81
times. Actually, it’s about eight laps around the full circunference of the
earth--or nearly the distance fromthe earth to the noon

Two worlds. Larry Ellison lives in one, a world of privilege and power where
he's able to indul ge any whim W I liam Bl aine and Pat Zanon--1ike the vast
majority of people in the U S. --belong to a different world.

It's a world of poverty and despair for nmany peopl e--whether they' re suffering
t hrough tough tinmes after being laid off, or they were born into tough tinmes and
never had a real shot at anything else. Even for those who have a job and can
keep their heads above water, it's a struggle fromday to day to nmake ends neet.

Look beyond the borders of the U S., and this tale of two worlds is even nore
extreme. Sone 1.2 billion people around the world survive on |less than $1 a day-
-and al nost one-half of the gl obal population lives on $2 a day or |ess,
according to the | atest Human Devel opment Report produced by the World Bank
Meanwhi |l e, the total wealth of the three richest fanmilies in the world is equa
to the conbi ned econonmic output of the world' s 48 | east devel oped countri es.

WHAT COULD possibly explain this incredible gap--between the panpered and
privileged lives of a tiny few and the terrible poverty endured by billions of
peopl e around the world, each and every day? The nost inportant thing to
understand is that it isn't an accident.

It isn't sinply that sonme people in the world are rich and sone people are poor
The truth is that sonme people in the world are rich because other people are
poor .

People like Larry Ellison are rich because people like WIliam Bl aine and Pat
Zanon have been driven all their lives to work harder for less--until they're

ki cked asi de. Sone people are rich because others go hungry, because others have
nowhere to |ive, because others face the horror of war, because the future of
the environnment is put in jeopardy.

That is the ugly truth about the capitalist society we live in. And Larry
Ellison doesn't even try to hide it. He's known for paraphrasing the 13th
century warlord Genghis Khan: "It's not enough that we w n; everyone el se nust
| ose. "

This perfectly suns up Ellison’s business nethods. Currently, he and Oracle are
carrying out a hostile takeover bid for a rival software conpany call ed

Peopl eSoft. Their openly expressed purpose is to weck PeopleSoft--elimnate
products that mght conpete with Oracle’s, fire thousands of enpl oyees and stea
the top progranmers.

This kind of ruthlessness isn't an exception. It’'s the rule in Corporate
Anerica. Thus, as the U S. econony began slunping in 2000, CEGCs at conpanies

t hat announced | ayoffs of 1,000 or nore workers received al nbst twice as much in
pay and bonuses as the average for the top executives at 365 conpani es surveyed
i n Busi ness Wek magazi ne’ s annual review

They were being rewarded for the anbunt the m sery they caused--because fromthe
capitalist point of view, the msery of the many leads to the profits of a few
"CECs who want to keep their jobs nust be willing to cut others’ when earnings



decline,” chirped the Denver Post in April 2001. "They nust take noney away from
t he people who built the conpany, and give it to the people who financed it."

In other words, steal fromthe workers...to give to the bankers, the bosses and
the Wl |l Street speculators. Karl Mirx couldn’t have put it better hinself.

THE PRIORITIES of capitalismcertainly don't stop at the borders of the United
States--as the U S. governnent is proving right nowin Iraq. George W Bush and
his fellow Texas oilnen in the Wite House used a variety of cover stories to
justify their invasion

There was Saddam Hussein's "weapons of mass destruction." There was the supposed
mlitary threat, even to the U S., half a world away--and the regi ne’s supposed
connection to the Septenber 11 hijackings. And there was the "liberation" of the
Iragi people fromthe rule of a dictator--who, incidentally, the U S. hel ped
into power decades before. Al lies.

The real aimof Bush’s war on Iraq was clear fromthe opening days of the

i nvasi on, when the first priority for US. and British forces was to protect the
oilfields. Likew se, when U S. troops rolled into Baghdad, setting off chaos and
| ooting, there was one Iraqgi governnent building where Marines stood guard--the
Mnistry of Q1.

Since its defeat in Vietnam 25 years ago, U S. nilitary interventions have been
cl oaked with rhetoric about "humanitarian" aims. But today, the Bush

adm nistration’s hawks tal k openly about exploiting Iraq's oil wealth--and using
their new puppet state as a stepping stone for the further expansion U S
mlitary power.

In this context, terns like "colonialism and "inperialisni--which used to be

di sm ssed as out-of-date left-wing rhetoric--are obviously fitting. "W need to
err on the side of being strong," says WlliamKristol, editor of the right-w ng
Weekly Standard. "And if people want to say we're an inperial power, fine."

But who pays the price for Washington's arnthair generals to "err on the side of
being strong"? More than 1 million Iragis are dead as a direct result of 13
years of U S. mlitary and econonmic warfare--from George Bush Sr.’s first Qulf
War, to Bill dinton’s endl ess bonbardnents, to the brutal UNsponsored econom ¢
sanctions that strangled the country.

A nation that was anong the nost econom cally advanced in the Mddl e East has
been reduced to one of the nost mserable places on earth. And for what? An
unnaned U. S. official gave away the truth in a conment to the Los Angel es Tines
about the controversy over whether Iraqi famlies whose i nnocent |oved ones had
been killed by U S. soldiers would be conpensat ed.

"How much is a life worth?" the official said. "The value of alife inlraq is
probably a lot less than it would be in the U S or Britain." Wat a sick
coment about the world we live in--that sone facel ess bureaucrat in Washi ngton
woul d dare to calculate the | esser value of an Iraqgi life. But the obscene truth
is that this is entirely in keeping with the |logic of an economc and politica
systemthat puts profits before human need.



THERE | S an alternative--socialism

Socialismis based on a few sinple and straightforward principles. The world s
vast resources should be used not to increase the wealth of a few parasites, but
to eradi cate poverty and honel essness and every other formof scarcity forever.
Rat her than fighting wars that pronote the power of the tiny class of rulers at
the top, the working majority in society should cooperate in the project of
creating a world of plenty.

The inportant decisions shouldn't be left in the hands of people who are either
rich or controlled by people who are rich, but should be nmade by everyone
denocratically. Instead of a systemthat crushes our hopes and dreans, we should
l[ive in a world where we control our own |ives.

These socialist principles have been part of a rich tradition of struggle
agai nst inequality and injustice--a struggle that is nore rel evant today than
ever. The corporate-run nmedia woul d have us believe that opposition to the
status quo is "utopian" and "out of style."

But all of their cheerleading for war couldn’'t stop a nmassive outpouring of
opposition to George W Bush’'s invasion of Iraq. As the Pentagon prepared its
attack, tens of mllions of people marched against the war around the world--and
their protests spoke for the doubts and questions of countless others.

Even the pro-war New York Tines had to observe: "The fracturing of the Wstern
alliance over Irag and the huge antiwar denonstrations around the world this
weekend are rem nders that there may still be two superpowers on the planet: the
United States and worl d public opinion." The hope for an alternative to the
rotten world we see around us lies with nobilizing a "second superpower"--not
only in the struggle against war and mlitarism but in all the countless other
protests against a systemthat breeds viol ence and poverty and environnmenta
destructi on.

According to the United Nations Devel opment Program the cost of providing the
nost basic needs that go unnet around the world--for food, shelter, clean water,
pri mary education, basic nedical care--would be $80 billion a year. The three
richest nen in Anerica--Bill CGates, Warren Buffett and Paul Allen--could cover
this cost for a year with plenty to spare

The U.S. military will spend five times nore than this sum next year alone. Can
there possibly be a good reason why the world’s poor aren’t lifted out of
poverty?

If Bill Gates’ billions or a fraction of the Pentagon's budget coul d abolish
hunger and di sease right now, then what kind of a society would refuse to take
the steps necessary to end the suffering? It is a society that needs to be
repl aced--by socialism That is a struggle worth fighting today.



