(unwaged 30p) SO0p

Harriet
Harmanisa

onl
solution

o
f

o=
-

Y-
S o
8o
" &=

ist Group

ionary Commun

PALESTINE - Hamas and the Middle

EDITORIAL - IRA answer to
East peace process p7

Mad cow disease: a crime too far p2

T e

 GERMANY - Communism and _
 ASYLUM BILL - another racist

'BRITAIN - the changing

na!:l.lre of the w

~ aggression
Rock Around the

EHGELS -new unlomsm

| cusa-us steps up

Revolut

GHT RACISM!
FIGHT IMPERIALISM!

Fi

9ZvSEr L0 NSSI




precondition was invented in

IRA answer to

On 9 February the IRA ceasefire
ended with the explosion of a
massive bomb in London's
Canary Wharf, causing up to
£150 million in damage. Judg-
ing by the half-hearted res-
ponse of the police to clear
warnings regarding the bomb,
as a result of which two people
died, you would have thought
the ending of the ceasefire was
completely unexpected. Yet it
can have come as no surprise
to the British government. In the
seventeen months since the
ceasefire was announced, the
government has proved that itis
not remotely interested in last-
ing and just peace. The IRA
rightly described the peace
process as ‘a sham whose sole
purpose had become the attain-
ment of an IRA surrender.’
Developments since 9 February
have shown that this remains
the purpose of Major's govemn-
ment policy. They have also
shown that he can expect the
full support of the Labour Party.

Since it first launched its
peace talks in the early 1990s,
the British -government has
been determined to undermine
and weaken revolutionary
opposition to the partition of
ireland. Unable to defeat the
Republican movement militar-
ily, it has sought to bolster more
moderate nationalist forces
both north and south of the bor-
der. The Dublin government and
the SDLP have emerged as
increasingly stable allies as a
result of economic develop-
ment in the South from Euro-
pean and multinational invest-
ment, and increased education
and employment opportunities
for middle class Catholics in the
public sector in the North. In
bringing them as well as the
Loyalists into discussions on
the future of the Six Counties,
the government hoped to exert
pressure upon the Republican
movement, drawing in any
reformist elements and leaving
the revolutionaries isolated.
This it set about doing from the
moment the IRA announced its
ceasefire. Precondition after

Gerry Adams

order to wear down the Repub-
lican movement and reduce its
demands.

In the aftermath of the bomb-
ing of Canary Wharf, the gov-
emment has shown that it will
mot be deterred from its current
path. The muted response from
politicians and media to the
bomb shows the extent to
which a consensus has emer-
ged around the government’s
strategy. For example, the
Financial Times argued in its
editorial three days after the
bomb: ‘If the IRA assumed it
could win concessions by

phony peace

bombing London, the calcula-
tion must be shown to have
been utterly wrong...Mr Major,
however, must resist the calls
from those who want the gov-
ernment to respond to the re-
sumption of the IRA campaign
by seeking an internal political
settlement...Instead he should
stick firmly to the three-stran-
ded approach set out in the
Downing Street Declaration,
under which an eventual accord
would include also a North/
South and an Anglo-lrish
dimension.” This the govern-
ment has done. A date has been
set for all-party talks with no
preconditions on decomission-
ing as a concession to lure Sinn
Fein, which has raised such
talks as its central demand,
back into the fold. But elec-
tions, with a complex formula
that in practice favours all sec-
tions of the unionists, must take

turned to the Six Counties. On 1
March, squads of marines,
dropped by Chinook heli-
copters, sealed off farmland in
the border area of the Six
Counties for three days during
an operation in which they
smashed windows, broke down
fences scattering animals and
verbally abused local residents.
Significantly, harassment by
state forces in the south is also
on the increase: six Sinn Fein
members were recently arres-
ted and detained for 48 hours by
Special Branch officers in the
Twenty Six Counties. More fun-
damentally, the poverty and dis-
crimination faced by the nation-
alist working class remain as
deeply entrenched as ever. As a
confidential government report
shortly before the ceasefire
admitted, ‘On all the major
social and economic indicators
Catholics are worse off than

;

Massive damage at Canary Wharf

place first. And even after the
elections, all that is going to
happen is more talk. Any real
change is as remote as ever.
Small wonder that the IRA has
decided to reject these elec-
tions.

The consensus on govem-
ment strategy naturally extends
to the Labour Party. Tony Blair
said in the House of Commons
after the end of the ceasefire
that ‘whatever the political dif-
ferences between myself and
the Prime Minister, on this we
shall be four-square together in
the cause of peace'. Nothing
unites Labour and Tory more
surely than the interests of
British imperialism. To show
that the new Labour Party will
be even more reliable in its
defence than the old, the Lab-
our cabinet and the majority of
Labour MPs abstained on a
vote on the renewal of the
Prevention of Terrorism Act,
ending a 13-year policy of vot-
ing against a vicious piece of
legislation which has been con-
demned before the European
Court of Human Rights. Jack
Straw said ‘We do not want any
message to go out to [the
IRA]...that there could be any
excuse for the renewal of the
bombing by them.’

Meanwhile, state repression
against the nationalist working
class, has been stepped up. 500
British troops withdrawn after
the ceasefire have been re-
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Protestants.” As long as such
oppression and discrimination
continue, so will opposition to
British rule.

Yet the reality remains that
military activity, however coura-
geous and effective, cannot
alone drive Britain out of Ireland.
The political voice of the nation-
alist working class, the only
consistent opponents of British
rule, has to be heard again. The
role of socialists in Britain must
be to build a movement here
capable of giving solidarity to
the nationalist working class in
Ireland and demanding the
complete withdrawal of British
imperialism from a country it
has shackled for so long. - 3
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BSE transmission to humans

CAT WIENER

‘If our worst fears are
realised, we could lose a gen-
eration.” Microbiologist Pro-
fessor Richard Lacey, June
1990

Ten people have died of
Creutzfeldt-Jakob Disease, a
teenager lies in a coma and no
one can predict what the final
death toll will be. This is a
tragedy that could have been
prevented, but for the callous
greed and crass stupidity of the
government, the meat industry
and the food industry at large.

On 20 March the government
admitted the links between hu-
man CJD and Bovine Spongi-
form Encephalopathy, or Mad
Cow Disease — a connection
they had been at pains to deny
since the first recorded instance
of BSE in 1987. Desperate not to
jeopardise Britain’s £500m meat
industry and unprepared to
shell out the necessary compen-
sation to farmers, the govern-
ment failed to take early meas-
ures to prevent the spread of
BSE. It took 18 months to make
it a notifiable disease, 20 months
to introduce compulsory slaugh-
ter and compensation schemes
for infected cattle, two and half
years to announce a ban on cat-
tle offal and infected meat for
human consumption and three
years to provide full compensa-
tion and effective incentives to
prevent infected material enter-
ing the food chain.

The failure to provide pre-
mium prices for slaughtering
infected cattle early on meant
that farmers stood to gain more
by selling cattle in the early
stages of infection, so ensuring
that BSE spread rapidly across
the country. Today up to half of
all dairy herds and 15% of
prime beef herds are thought to
be infected. It is not known if
cows can pass BSE on to
their calves.

In 1990 the Agri-
culture Select Committee
was already warning that
the government was
being ‘complacent’ over
BSE, as then Agriculture
Minister John Gummer
paraded his four-year-old
daughter before the cam-
eras eating a beefburger
and declared British beef |
was safe. But the culpa- |
bility starts a long way
before that.
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This meat is murder
‘Never before have dis-
eased ruminants been fed
to other ruminants and
then fed to humans. We
are in a mass experiment
that is killing us.’

The  British meat
industry, as animal rights
activists and vegetarians
have long pointed out, is
a sordid, disgusting but

highly lucrative busi-
ness, where high yield
equals high  profits.
Cheap, plentiful meat

involves intensive farm-
ing methods — where disease
spreads quickly —and the feeding
of ‘high protein’ foodstuffs to
animals. In the early eighties,
the government relaxed the
rules on ‘protein processing’,
arguing that ‘in the present eco-
nomic climate the industry
itself should determine how
best to produce a high quality

‘Never before have
diseased ruminants
been fed to other
ruminants and then
fed to humans.
We are in a mass
experiment that is
killing us.’

......

A preventable disaster

product.” Up to 1988, that high-
quality feed, in the case of cat-
tle, was a succulent mixture off
sheep offal, fish meal, soya,

‘dried blood, meat and bone

meal (often from cattle) and
dried poultry manure. From the
early eighties, the manufactur-
ers were given carte blanche to
cut: costs: standards were
relaxed, allowing scrapie-in-
fected sheep offal, seen as'the
most likely cause of BSE, to get
into the food chain.

France, Belgium and Germ-
any immediately banned im-
ports of British beef following
the government admission; an-
other 17 other countries fol-
lowed suit. Schools and old
people’s homes up and down
the country are taking beef off
the menu, and prices at cattle
markets dropped dramatically
as the news broke. The manag-
ing director of one such market,
quoted in the Evening Stand-
ard, was clear where the blame
lay: ‘The whole trade is picking
up the tab for the government’s
mismanagement at the begin-
ning when the dairy herds first
showed signs of BSE. We told
them to take those herds out
and kill them — but they didn’t
want to spend the money.” Now

Health

Secretary Stephen Dorrell and
Agriculture Minister Douglas
Hogg are saying that, if neces-
sary, all 11 million cattle in
Britain may have to be slaugh-
tered. Compensation will have
to be paid in full, and we will no
doubt be expected to.foot the
bill. Yet it is the food industry
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A crime too far

which has raked in huge profits
whilst their cost-cutting and
greed has put all our lives at
risk — and it is they who should
have to pay.

But the real nightmare is only
just beginning. CJD may have an
incubation period of up 15
years. The prion that is thought
to cause it is virtually inde-
structible and can survive even
underground for ten years. The
deaths so far may be only the tip
of the iceberg. Once the prion
enters the food chain, it can poi-
son almost everything we eat.
The government’s own chief
adviser on BSE has warned that
an epidemic on the scale of
AIDS is possible. Yet as early as
the 1990s scientists were al-
ready warning the government
of similarities between some
new cases of CJD and BSE. Not
only were their warnings ig-
nored: scientists found their
funding mysteriously cut, and
restrictions placed on their
research. Microbiologist Harash
Narang's car tyres were slashed
five times, his flat broken into
and his papers ransacked.
Professor Lacey, who has been
warning about the dangers of
BSE since 1990, and who des-
cribes the government’s use
and misuse’ of scientific advis-
ers as ‘one of the most disgrace-
ful episodes in this country’s
history', was dismissed by the
Ministry of Agriculture as
‘politically suspect.” He says:
‘The government has been
deliberately risking the health
of the population for a decade.
The reason it didn’t take action
was that it would be expensive
and damaging politically, par-
ticularly to the farming commu-
nity who are their supporters.’

Let them eat beef
The only good news in this
appalling story is that beef
remains prominent on
the menu of the House of
Commons, and politi-
cians such as Blair and
Virginia Bottomley have
made a point of saying
. they will continue to eat
beef. But the prime beef
herds from which they
undoubtedly get their
cuts are less likely to be
infected. It is cheaper
cuts from dairy herds
and sausages and burgers
made from mechanically
— recovered meat which
are most likely to carry
BSE - and which
our rulers, who
% have been prepared
. to dish it out to the
: working class for the
last ten years to
protect their own
interests, should
have rammed
down their throats.
B A theatre atten-
dant at a London
hospital told FRFT.
‘I was present at a
postmortem on
someone who had
died of CJD before
the current scare
broke. After the postmortem,
the instruments they had used -
which cost thousands of
pounds — weren’t sterilised, as
they’d normally be. They were
bagged up and taken away to be
melted.’ Just how much do the
doctors know about CJD that
we’re not being told?
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Scott Inquiry

MAXINE WILLIAMS

Can you recall what the con-
clusions of the Scott inquiry
were? Not really? Join the
club. It is only one month
since Scott's five-volume
findings were published, yet
it has already, as it was
designed to do, faded into
oblivion. It took nearly four
years to produce the ‘Report
of the Inquiry into the Export
of Defence Equipment and
Dual-Use Goods to Iraq and
Related Prosecutions’, and
both the length of the process
and the extraordinary ped-
antry of Scott contributed to
the final damp squib.

No minister or civil servant was
sacked. Nothing other than a
brief moment of awkwardness
was caused for the government.
No arms sales were interrupted.
The smooth business of making
millions of pounds from selling
weapons of mass destruction
proceeded unruffled. It was,
from the government and arms
industry point of point of view,
an outstanding success. And
this despite the weeks of non-
sense prior to the findings being
published, in which Scott was
portrayed as a dangerous mav-
erick — a loose cannon at best, a
near anarchist at worst. ‘Good
God, fella rides a bike and his
son’s a Buddhist monk’ splut-
tered red-faced old colonels in
their clubs. Scott was chosen
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Plenty of ammunition,
nobody to fire the gun

Robin Cook had a ment of glory at the DTI, then Labour allowed the issue to die

precisely because these minor
eccentricities disguised a ‘safe
pair of hands’, albeit more thor-
ough than the government
might have wished.

In February 1994 (two years
ago) FRFI said of the Scott
Inquiry:

‘even its more sensational days
do not relieve the fog of irrele-
vant detail and crushing bore-
dom that has overtaken the
issues, It is virtually impossible
...for the public to follow or
grasp what is being done at the
Scott Inquiry.’

The same is true of the final
report. How many people can
afford the £45 it costs or the
time it takes to read and under-
stand it? Nor were they aided by
the Labour opposition. Robin
Cook, lauded in the press for
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the heroic feat of being able to
read fast and ask questions,
provided a nice performance in
the Parliamentary debate and
then Labour allowed the issue
to die. The press certainly did
not reveal the underlying issues
and, if you compare the volume
of material printed on the Iraq
arms scandal and the Dunblane
shootings, you would imagine
that the latter had claimed far
more lives than the former, Yet
the Iran/Iraq war, that golden
opportunity for British arms
sellers, claimed over one mil-
lion lives. But let’s talk about
‘monsters’ and ‘bogeymen’
instead of talking about the very
normal and respectable men
whose products wreck whole
continents. Let'’s have an
inquiry into how one disturbed
individual got a couple of guns

Hlllmgdon women flgmht on

HANNAH CALLER

Since 1 October, through one
of the coldest winters this
cenfury, over 50 women
domestic workers, sacked for
refusing to sign new con-
tracts, have maintained a
constant presence outside
Hillingdon Hospital. The con-
tracts, imposed by Pall Mall,
would have involved a 20%
cut in wages, with a new
hourly rate of £2.70, and
reduced sick pay, holiday
pay and London weighting.

UNISON leaders were forced to
back the strike and make the
picket official. Porters, caterers
and domestics at Hillingdon
were balloted, but none have
come out in support of the strike.

The women receive £62.50
per week hardship pay, but the
strike fund, which is receiving
donations from collections ar-
ound the country, is being
firmly controlled by UNISON
officials.

Pall Mall won the contract for
catering, cleaning and portering
services at Hillingdon Hospital
in October 1994. By law they
had to take on the staff already
employed at the hospital. Some
of the domestics, mostly Asian
women, had been employed for
almost 30 years. Within months,
cuts in pay and conditions had
begun.

Pall Mall employ 1,200 peo-
ple countrywide and in 1994
had a turnover of £71 million,
with profits of £2.2 million. Pall
Mall’'s profits go to the Davis
Service Group, whose turnover
has increased in 1993-1994
from £272 million to £322 mil-
lion, and profits from £22 mil-

Hillingdon hospital wnrkers on the plcket line since 1 U{:tnher

lion to £25 million. However,
Pall Mall’s profits have fallen
since 1993, and recent figures
show they are still falling. As
Pall Mall attempt to increase
their profits, it is the lowest
paid and the most vulnerable
workers who suffer the most.

Pall Mall have 17 contracts in
the NHS. In 1994, the average
pay of a Pall Mall worker was
£5,139pa, compared to the high-
est-paid director who received
£74,672pa. Pall Mall has never
been keen to recognise trade
unions; its approach in disputes
has been to sack workers who
refuse to work the new con-
tracts.

Action against Pall Mall is
also underway at Hairmyer Hos-
pital, East Kilbride in Scotland,
and at Orsett and St Andrew’s
Hospital in Essex over the cut-
ting of pay and conditions.
Recently a dispute involving
Pall Mall at the Royal South-
ampton Hospital was resolved
through ACAS.

Comrades from FRFI and

South Asia Solidarity joined the
women on the picket on 15

March. They are determined to

continue their fight against Pall
Mall but they must not stand
alone — they need support on
the picket. Weekly Friday visits
with transport from central Lon-
don are being organised. There
will be a picket of Pall Mall HQ
in Brixton on 29 March and a
rally outside the hospital is
planned for 1 April, six months
since the dispute began.

The Davis Group sharehold-
ers meeting is due to take place
at the end of April: they must
not be allowed to ignore the
conditions of Pall Mall employ-
ees and sacked workers.

For details phone South Asia
Solidarity 0171 713 7907 or FRFI
0171 837 1688 . Send messages of
support c/o UNISON office Hil-
lingdon Hospital, Pield Heath
Rd, Hillingdon, Middlesex UB8
3NN. Write to Pall Mall con-
demning their attack on low paid
workers at 125 Acre Lane,
Brixton SW2 5UA. =

rather than how in 1987
$45,930 million was spent on
arms in the world. Or how one
in ten British manufacturing
jobs depend on arms sales.

But especially let us not talk
about how the British govern-
ment (and Labour would have
done the same — after all it was
they who set up the Defence
Export Sales Organisation in
1966 to assist ‘UK firms to sell
military related goods and ser-
vices to overseas defence cus-
tomers') gives priority to selling
weapons abroad. It uses the
Ministry of Defence, the Civil
Service, its foreign and trade
policy to this end. When in
1980 the Iran/Iraq war broke
out, the UK government
claimed to be neutral and said it
would not licence ‘lethal equip-
ment' sales. But at a Cabinet
Committee in 1981 the govern-
ment decided that while lethal

~arms should not be supplied

‘every opportunity should be
taken to exploit Iraq’s potential-
ities as a promising market for
the sale of defence equipment,
and to this end “lethal items”
should be interpreted in the
narrowest possible sense, and
the obligations of neutrality as
flexibly as possible’ (p154, Vol
1, Scott Report).

The spectacular results of
this flexible policy were that
UK exports to Iraq rose from
£201m in 1979 to £874m In
1982. Arms sales to Jordan
(through which arms to Iraq
were diverted) rose by 3000%
in the 1980s. Much of arms and
other exports to Iraq were in
fact paid for by the British tax-
payer through the Export Credit
Guarantee scheme. This extraor-
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dinary scheme guarantees that
the British taxpayer will pick up
the tab if a foreign buyer fails to
pay. (But nobody talks about
‘scroungers’ and ‘parasites’ in
the context of this form of state
expenditure). These export
credits for arms sales to Iraq
amounted to £25m in 1984,
£50m in 1985 and £40m in
1988. These facts, however,
although revealed by Scott, do
not form the substance of his
inquiry. This was, narrowly,
whether government depart-
ments operated in accordance
with government policy.

Scott is critical of many of the
ministers and civil servants
involved in carrying out and
explaining (ie lying about) gov-
ernment  policy, such as
William  Waldegrave  and
Attorney General Sir Nicholas
Lyell. And in the detail of the
Scott Report there is buried
away much information that
exposes the corrupt and filthy
dealings of the British govern-
ment and arms exporters. It
would have taken a serious
opposition to push these points
home, to expose the way in
which powerful business inter-
ests render British democracy a
fiction and to open a gerious
debate about these questions.
Britain has no such opposition.
And so, post-Scott, it's business
as usual as the electric stun
batons, missiles, tanks, gren-
ades, bullets, mines and bombs
roll off the production line.
Efficient machines for mincing
up, vapourising and shattering
bodies. A great opportunity for
British business. ]
Next FRFI: full analysis of the Scott
Report.
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JJ Fast Food

strikers win
battle for
low-paid workers

NICKI JAMESON

On Monday 26 March 11 of
the 45 J] Fast Foods workers,
who had been sacked on 30
October by factory boss
Mustafa Kamil, went back to
work, following an Industrial
Tribunal verdict which found
in favour of the workers. The
remaining workers decided
not to return to JJs. Although
the Tribunal ruled Kamil must
reinstate sacked employees,
give all workers employment
contracts, pay compensation,
recognise the union and pro-
vide sick pay and proper
grievance and disciplinary
procedures, knowing their
boss of old, they were not con-
vinced that these require-
ments would actually be
observed. :

The 45 mainly Kurdish and
Turkish workers at ]Js had
fought a strenuous campaign,
backed by an active support
group, organising successful
pickets of Jenny's Burger Bars,
which are supplied by JJs, and
persuading Harrow and South-
wark Councils to terminate
lucrative contracts with the
company. It was this solidarity
and organisation which clin-
ched victory, not the actions of
the strikers’ union, the TGWU.
Although the workers’ decision
to join the union in order to
fight for better conditions was

what prompted Kamil to sack
them, the union’s support was,
at a national level, to say the
least, tepid. The strike was
never treated as an official dis-
pute and the workers were paid
only ‘hardship’ money (£35 per
week]), not strike pay.

The JJs victory shows what
can be achieved by low-paid
workers and their supporters in
industries which are far from
the ‘traditional’ base of British
trade unionism. Inspired by the
victory at JJs, 100 textile work-
ers at a Tottenham factory went
ort strike on 19 February, dem-
anding an end to illegal de-
ductions, proper tea and lunch
breaks and decent eating and
toilet facilities. Their strike
lasted just three days before the
boss caved in, recognised the
union, conceded all the de-
mands and more.

The North/East London Text-
ile Branch of the T&G, which is
led by militant Turkish and
Kurdish workers, and is a very
different animal to its moribund
parent organisation, is spear-
heading a campaign to unionise
low-paid workers in the area and
push forward their demands for
decent pay and conditions. The
J]s support group’ continues to
meet weekly as ‘The Tottenham
Picket’. Both organisations can
be contacted at 72 West Green
Road, London N15 5NS, tele-

What we
stand for

The Revolutionary Communist
Group fights for a society which
produces for people's needs, not
profit - that is, a socialist society.

Capitalist society is based on the
exploitation of the working class by
the ruling capitalist class, for profit.
Internationally, imperialism divides
the world into oppressed and
oppressor nations: the majority lives
in poverty, while a tiny minority
squanders unprecedented wealth.
By restricting production worldwide
to the narrow limits of profit-making,
the basic needs of the majority of
humanity cannot be fulfilled.

P> In Britain today more than four mil- :

lion are unemployed with many peo-
ple -'women in particular - trapped
in low wage, part-time jobs. 25%
of the population - the majority wom-
en and children ~ lives in poverty,
with lower wages, lower benefit and
fewer social services. Meanwhile,
money-grabbers in the newly-priva-
tised industries (like the water auth-
orities) and banks amass more prof-
its and pay their directors inflated
salaries. The RCG supports the
struggle of the working class to
defend and improve its living stan-
dards.

P Racist attacks are on the increase.
The police do nothing to defend
black people against attack, and
instead blame black people for
crime. At the same time, Britain's
racist immigration laws are used to
harass, detain and deport black peo-
ple. The RCG fights against racism
and fascism in all its forms. We sup-
port the right of black people to
organise and defend themselves
against racist attack. We oppose all
immigration laws.

P While the working class bears the
brunt of the crisis, new laws like the
Criminal Justice Act have been intro-
duced to criminalise the right to
protest. The RCG opposes the

Criminal Justice Act and fights to |
defend democratic rights - the right

to organise and protest.

P The richest 20% of the world's |

population consumes 83% of its
wealth and resources. It is the capi-
talist system which consigns billions
to poverty. Internationally, oppres-

sed nations are driven into poverty |

and debt by imperialism as multina-
tionals extort superprofits from the
labour of the poor. Throughout Asia,
Africa and eastern Europe the effects
of the free market are obvious - low
wages, appalling work conditions,
poverty and starvation for the mass
of the people; environmental degra-
dation, corruption and repression in
government. The RCG supports the
struggle of all oppressed people
against imperialism.

P The RCG supports socialist Cuba |

and condemns the illegal US block-

ade. We fight actively in defence of |

the Cuban revolution.

P In the drive for profits, the ngeds
of human beings and the environ-
ment are secondary to the profits of
multinational companies. The RCG

supports the struggle to defend the
environment.

P Who will defend the interests of
the working class? In Britain, it is
clear the Tories defend only the rich
and corrupt - but the Labour Party
won't defend the working class
either. It wants middle class votes in
the next election ~ and has approved
many anti-working class laws,
including the Criminal Justice Act.
The Labour Party is a ruling class
party which defends capitalism. The
RCG fights for the independent
interests of the whole working
class. We do not support any of the
pro-capitalist parties in elections.

P The RCG fights against prejudice
and bigotry. We support the rights
of the working class regardiess of
race, gender, sexual orientation or
disability.

The defence of the working class and
oppressed can only come from the
working class organising democrati-
cally and independently in its own
interests, in Erttaln and mtemahun—

ally,

The Revolutionary Communist
Group stands for the rebirth of a

socialist movement Iinternationally |

to destroy capitalism and imperial-
ism and replace them with a social-
ist society, organised to defend the
interests of the working class and
oppressed. Join us. :

Fight Racism! Fight Imperialism
BCM Box 5909, London WC1N 3XX
Telephone: 0171 837 1688
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Police trials of CS gas spray

CAROL BRICKLEY

On Saturday 16 March the
police killed another black
man. He was Ibrahima Sey, a
Ghanaian asylum seeker who
was arrested following a ‘dis-
turbance’ at his home in
Ilford, Essex. Witnesses say
that ten police officers over-
powered Mr Sey, handcuffed
him and threw him'in a police
van. At some point later
police used CS gas on their
victim — he was taken from
the police station to hospital
where he was pronounced
dead.
A rapid postmortem was carried
out by three pathologists — rep-
resenting the coroner, the Police
Federation and the Metropoli-
tan Police. No-one represented
Mr Sey or his family. Their bald
pronouncement was that he
died of heart disease ‘following
a period of exertion’. That
‘period of exertion’ was being
jumped on by ten policemen.
Before the results of any toxicol-
ogy tests or any assessment of
the circumstances of the gas-
sing, the Association of Chief
Police Officers (ACPQ) issued
their statement that CS gas had
not contributed to Mr Sey’s
death and that they had no
intention of suspending use of
CS spray: ‘which had been used
on more than 20 occasions so
far and we are not aware of any
long term adverse reactions.
ACPO is lying. Although
public trials of the gas spray
have only just begun in 16
police authorities (some have
refused to use it), earlier trials

Lethal weapons

using police officers as guinea
pigs resulted in two cases of
serious injury. One inspector is
suing after suffering serious
burns to his eyes. Yet there has
barely been a flutter of opposi-
tion to this lethal experiment.

ACPO is at the forefront of the
drive to arm the police: riot
squads, long truncheons, armed
response units, and CS gas are
all a result of ACPO’s long-term
strategy to equip the police with
lethal weapons. They argue that
this is for dealing with ‘danger-
ous’ criminals: the reality is
very different. These weapons
are not deployed to deal with
the really dangerous criminals
who rob the poor, deal in arms
which kill children, or poison
the nation. Ernest Saunders will
not be gassed; Darius Guppy
will not have his skull split
open with a long truncheon; and
government ministers won't
even be arrested.

Ibrahima Sey is the fourth
black man to die in police cus-
tody in less than a year. Brian
Douglas died in 1995 after being
hit by the new US-style long
truncheon during a stop-and-
search on a Clapham street.
Following Mr Sey’s murder his
sister stated: “There was no need
to use CS gas when he wasn't
resisting arrest’. In fact black
and Irish people are routinely
subjected to police brutality and
violent arrest for minor charges.

In March a young Irish man
was awarded £7,500 compensa-
tion following a stop-and-search
outside his house ime central
London. He was called an ‘Irish

cunt’, thrown against his front
door, had his hand smashed

CS spray on trial — clean image, filthy
racist reality

against the wall, struck forcibly,
thrown in a police van where he
was hit in the face. The officers
concerned were ‘admonished’.
This occurred in December
1992: by 1995 his skull could
have been smashed by the new
truncheon like Brian Douglas;
by 1996 he could have been
gassed like Ibrahima Sey. As it
was he lived to tell the tale.

In a racist and violent police
culture, black and Irish people
are regarded as legitimate tar-
gets for brutality. They are the
‘scum’ who have no rights. In
the same category are asylum
seekers (remember Joy Gard-
ner), Newbury tree dwellers,
squatters, new age travellers
and political demonstrators.
But that is only the start. ACPO
is tooling up with a specific
longer-term view: a confronta-
tion between the state and all
those who resist not only police
racism and brutality, but also
the oppression of all working
class people. L

Amer Raflq blmded by
Manchester police

BOB SHEPHERD

In the early hours of 21
February Amer Rafiq, a 21-
year-old student and restau-
rant worker, was arrested in
Rusholme. By the time he
reached Platt Lane police sta-
tion, only a mile away, he had
received such a severe beat-
ing that his right eye had to be
surgically removed.

That night, young Asian people
had been gathering in Rusholme

R T

to celebrate the Muslim Eid fes-
tival. It has become a tradition
for Eid celebrations to centre on
Wilmslow Road in Rusholme,
with its large number of Asian
shops and restaurants. Equally
without fail, police harassment
and provocation of those cele-
brating the festival takes place
every year.

The injuries suffered by Amer
have drawn a spontaneous res-
ponse from the Asian commu-
nity and anti-racists in Man-

chester. On 9 March a demon-
stration of nearly 2,000 people
marched through Rusholme to
the centre of Manchester, de-
manding an end to police bru-
tality, and justice for Amer
Rafiq. A defence campaign has
begun to meet regularly and is
organising for the second Eid
festival at the end of April.

For further information contact
Amer Rafig Defence Campaign,
c/o Pakistani Community Centre,
Stockport Rd, Manchester. =
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New attack on

workers’ rlghts

‘ROBERT CLOUGH

Michael Heseltine has just
proposed to abolish any basic
employment rights for work-
ers in small firms with less
than 25 workers.

Some seven million workers
m.":'_'_':' ':-:~ :ffﬂuzed No an er
om racial or sexual har‘assment
agual pay, maternity nghts sick

sav. pensions or health and
- —_ * 5 b | ) |
safety. Sech workers are already
. -
bik=dv to be worse off than those
working for larper companies,
aETTe loss monev and work-
- -
g coger 2ours. They are also
sy umbbketv 0 belomg to a
Tade TTaor Heocs the propos-

als would leave them without
any protection whatsoever, and
would be a green light for
inflicting even worse condi-
tions.

The core of the proposal is to
prevent any appeal by such
workers to the industrial tri-
bunal system whose workload
has trebled over the last five
years. A quarter of all cases
going to such tribunals are from
this group of workers. The
Federation of Small Businesses
is of course delighted with the
proposal, a spokesperson say-
ing that ‘employment regula-
_.:5“‘;31.9 been one ofthe worst

Michael Heseltine

italism is prepared to do as it
attempts to resolve its crisis of
profitability; if the attack is
pressed home successfully, it
will be a prelude to such rights
being removed from the work-
ing class as a whole. "

Disability rights
Action against Labour Party

KEN HUGHES

On 11 March, activists from
the Disabled People’s Direct
Action Network (DAN) staged
a protest and six-hour sit-in
at the Labour Party head-
quarters in the Walworth
Road in London.

A spokesperson for DAN told us
that at the last Labour Party
conference, a motion called
Composite 46 was passed, com-
mitting the Labour Party via
conference to pass comprehen-
sive anti-discrimination, pro-
civil rights legislation for the
disabled. DAN say that a confer-
ence motion is not enough and
they want to hear it from the
Labour Party leadership. Tom
Clarke, Shadow Minister for the
disabled, had congratulated
DAN for its militant action out-
side parliament when the
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Save King’s Cross

Tories’ Disability Discrimina-
tion Bill was read, but when
DAN were pressing the Labour
Party for a firm commitment
and time scale for civil rights
legislation, it was a different
story, and Clarke dismissed the
demonstrators as a small group
of militants.

DAN are at the forefront of
changing society’s perception
of disabled people, away from
the pity of charity posters,
towards the granting of civil
rights and human rights for the
10% of the population who
have a disability. Tory and
Labour alike must be targeted
for their refusal to address even
such fundamental issues as
accessible public transport.

DAN’s national action this
year will be held on 29/30
March in Nottingham. For fur-
ther details of events and a list

Women’s Centre

On 25 March, the King’s Cross

- Women's Centre, one of the

oldest women’s centres in
London, is being evicted from
its premises. Centre users and
volunteers have been lobby-
ing Camden Council for new
premises. Camden is to
decide on the evening of evic-
tion day.

In December 1993 Camden
Council sold the building to
new landlord Community
Housing Association (CHA)
without consulting the Centre.
CHA increased the rent from £2

per week to £6,000 per year and -

started eviction proceedings
when Housewives in Dialogue,
the charity that runs the Centre,
couldn’t afford to pay.

A multiracial delegation of
Centre users and volunteers
presented a petition signed by
over 3,000 local people and
over 100 organisations urging
the Council to provide alterna-
tive premises. Though some
councillors have been very sup-
portive, others have attacked
the long track record of the org-
anisations based at the Centre,
questioning its usefulness to
‘local people’!

Unwaged volunteers have
provided free anti-sexist, anti-
racist services — legal advice,
survival information and sup-
port — to thousands of women
(and men) in the local commu-
nity and elsewhere since 1975.

Most of these services have
been unfunded and many have
proved to be life-saving: all are
now threatened.

The Centre’s work over the
last year has included:
e Winning the first private pros-
ecution for rape in England.
Women Against Rape, the
English Collective of Prostitutes
and Legal Action for Women
were involved.
e Supporting women asylum
seekers who have been raped,
and helping women to win
compensation for rape and
other violence.
* A dossier of 15 cases of rape
and sexual assault where the
CPS refused to prosecute.
* Bringing the issue of unwaged
work to the attention of local,
national and international gov-
ernments.
* Getting local authorities to
include assessing the nature
and value of women’'s unwaged
work in their implementation of
Agenda 21, the UN Earth Sum-
mit commitment on achieving
sustainable development.
* Campaigning by Black Wom-
en’s Rape Action Project and
others to clear the name of
Sammy Davis, the Ghanaian
man recently returned after be-
ing deported following a wrong-
ful rape conviction.
e Supporting Rita Porter, a
black mother who is suing the
Kentish Town police for assault

Pensioners notes

e
.

of local organisers, contact DAN
at 3 Crawley Road, Wood
Green, London N22 6AN. Tel:
0181 889 1361. 2
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and wrongful imprisonment.

* Publishing the third edition of
Legal Action for Women’s self-
help handbook on the Child
Support Act, which has been key
to the defence of single mothers,
new partners, ‘absent’ mothers
and fathers up against the CSA.

* Defending disability rights and
benefits. WinVisible (women
with visible and invisible disab-
ilities) has opposed discrimina-
tory legislation and been active
in Incapacity Action, a coalition
against new benefit cuts.

¢ Opposing the PENTA trials:
toxic AIDS experiments on -
mainly black — children con-
ducted by the Medical Research
Council.

» Defending the rights of lesbian
mothers, their partners and chil-
dren, with Wages Due Lesbians.
e Supporting the McLibel Sup-
port Campaign and Kids
Against Big Mac.

Help save the Centre's services
~ with your help we are deter-
mined to continue our work. If
you live or work in Camden,
please write to or phone: Phil
Turner, Chair of Leisure and
Community Services which
will decide whether to give the
Centre new premises; Richard
Arthur, Leader of the Council
and local MPs Frank Dobson
and Glenda Jackson. Keep in
touch for news of lobbies and
other supporting actions. Send
a donation or make collections
for the fighting fund — please be
generous. E
The King's Cross Women's Centre can be
contacted at PO Box 287, London NW6
5QU. Tel: 0171 837 7509 Fax: 0171 833
4817.

RENE WALLER

The long winter with its

‘severe weather has at times

rendered almost all types of
pensioners’ work impossible,
especially for those of us over
80 who have enough to do to
keep warm without venturing
forth to attend meetings.
Nevertheless, most groups have
at least held regular indoor
meetings, even if the attendance
has been somewhat smaller than
usual. Also, the usual Christmas
and New Year parties have been
held successfully.

I myself, as an older pen-
sioner, will admit that despite
my wish to get out 1 found it

sometimes wiser to stay put. |
was however delighted to know
that few functions were can-
celled and many were very suc-
cessful, despite the adverse con-
ditions.

I'm glad to be able to report
too that I did find it possible to
attend the March meeting of my
group and was reassured to find
it well attended and that it was
planning to continue to defend
vigorously pensioners’ interests
by lobbying MPs when required
and resuming our weekly col-
lection of signatures to support
pensioners’ rights. This very
public activity we have always
regarded as vital and believe a
militant policy is more essential

than ever in a situation where
politicians are reluctant to make
any promises or give any bind-
ing guarantees.

Let's make it very clear we are
not satisfied with vague expres-
sions of support and that candi-
dates should not assume that
anti-Tory feeling will be suffi-
cient to give them votes. We
need candidates who will fight
for a working class policy and
nothing less will do. This is not
merely needed for pensioners,
but if we stand firm it will actu-
ally help the whole movement
to regain a sense of purpose.
Long live socialism. Let us pen-
sioners put it on the agenda
again. ]
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Cuts in Scotiand

MICHAEL TAYLOR

‘It is a feat unprecedented in
history that even in these
circumstances [in Cubal, not
one school or hospital, not
one home for the aged or day
centre has been closed.’ Fidel
Castro, 1995
Faced with Scottish Office
spending caps on local author-
ity money, Labour councils
have reached for the knives. 50
schools are to close, 21 in Glas-
gow alone. Old folks’ homes,
day centres for the handicap-
ped, libraries and community
centres will close across Scot-
land. Thousands of jobs will be
lost this year and up to 15,000
over the next three years, with
deeper cuts promised next year.
The poorest working class
communities will be hardest hit
as vital neighbourhood services
close. Labour councils and the
Labour Party agree there is no
alternative. As Tony Blair told
the Scottish Labour Conference,
‘We have to be seen to be able to
make the hard choices.’
Hundreds of angry parents,
school students and council
workers invaded council cham-
bers in Glasgow, Dundee and

Edinburgh, chanting: ‘School
closures, who's to blame?
Labour, Tory, just the same!
40,000 marched in Edinburgh
against education cuts as school
students organised strikes and
walkouts. The march was
called by the teachers’ union
but, as the cuts are put over as
'teachers’ jobs or school clo-
sures’, the teachers have gone
quiet.

The communities are being
forced to organise themselves.
In Dundee, Community Against
School Closures, initiated by
parents, including supporters
of the Revolutionary Commun-
ist Group, opposes all school
closures. Two of our secon-
daries and four primary schools
are set to close — while the
mainly middle-class state
schools get new sports facili-
ties. Don’t tell us this is social
justice!

‘Fight or resign! Force the
councils to fight! Labour should
defy the cuts’, say Militant and
Socialist Worker. Well, they
haven't fought and they won't
resign — these bastards want to
be the next government. Our
campaign is willing to stand a
CASC candidate against them —

Education notes

and we’d win, such is the fury in
the community. Our angry
picket of mums and dads, school
kids and grandads outnumbered
the eight Labour members gath-
ered at their branch. Hundreds
of working class people have
scorned the Labour Council’s
phony consultation meetings,
declaring ‘Labour no more!
CASC is reaching out to others
across the city to unite in fight-
ing closures. Out of these strug-
gles, a fighting working class
movement will be born.

Scottish Socialist
Alliance

On 10 February, 400 people
gathered in Glasgow to found
the Scottish Socialist Alliance.
Representatives of Labour, Scot-
tish Militant Labour and the
Communist Party of Scotland,
amongst others, voted to set up
the alliance on the basis of
‘maximising the anti-Tory vote
in Scotland’. But making Scot-
land a Tory-Free Zone cannot be
the answer to the attacks Labour
is now making on the working
class. At an SSA meeting in
Dundee, a speaker from CASC

Labour, Tory just the same

warned from the platform that
every Labour government had
turned to the right on election.
Tommy Sheridan, Scottish
Militant Labour Councillor for
Pollock, uncharacteristically
spoke of the need for a histori-
cal re-evaluation of the experi-
ences of the Soviet Union and
the socialist countries.

He cited Cuba’s achieve-
ments in health and education
as an example of the planned
economy, attacked Labour’s
implementation of the Tory
cuts and forcefully exposed the
madness of the free market.
Progress indeed when Cuba is
seriously raised at a large left
meeting without provoking
sneers from the middle-class
left — and when no one is pre-
pared to publicly defend
Labour. This is the beginning of
an independent working class
point of view. If the SSA moves
clearly in the direction of break-
ing with Labour to defend and
advance the independent inter-
ests of the working class, it de-
serves the support of all social-
ists. The RCG will be arguing
for this at the next SSA confer-
ence in Glasgow, Saturday 20
April, Muir Halls. 22

The ‘sick joke’ of
British politics

SUSAN DAVIDSON

Hardly a day passes without a
new ‘education’ story hitting
the headlines. Schools are
closed, ‘bad’ teachers ac-
cused, ‘sin-bins’ for disrup-
tive pupils are being set up
(again), new organisations
like FACE (Fight Against Cuts
in Education) spring up, and
the streets of Edinburgh see a
40,000 march of protest about
schools. But all this concern
about the word ‘education’ is
a cover for something else -
the growing poverty of large
sections of the working class.
(See ‘A budget for an unequal
Britain’ Editorial, FRFI 128)
The working class is being
squeezed on all sides. The sheer
problems of living become more
difficult, a reasonable diet,
warmth, clothing and entertain-
ment for children are harder to
achieve. Schools in working
class areas are understaffed,
under resourced and dilapi-
dated and may differ in the
amount spent per pupil by
£1,000. Any hope that decent
schooling facilities will com-
pensate for increasing depriva-
tion in the home is fast disap-
pearing. The education budget
is constantly re-divided and
shifted around under special
interest group headings, voca-
tional, training, post 16, acade-
mic, anything other than proper
and sufficient provision for all
at primary and secondary level.
Enter Shadow Education
Secretary Blunkett of New Lab-
our who pretends he is taking
part in an education debate
about the future of the compre-
hensive school and mixed abil-
ity teaching. He argues for
‘diversity’ for children of differ-
ent aptitudes, targeting of able

o
pupils, accelerated learning for

special groups and specialist
schools. None of this is really
about education. Like his party,
Blunkett is worried about two
electoral concerns. One is the
battle for the middle class who
are increasingly reluctant to
send their children to the local
under-resourced comprehen-
sive school. The other is fear
and loathing of the increasing
numbers of unemployed young
people, the so-called ‘disaf-
fected youth’.

20% of pupils leave school
without maths or English GCSE.
One eighth of 18 to 20-year-olds
drop out of education, training
or employment. This is 5% of
the workforce, 12% of the
unemployed and 19% of the
long-term unemployed. It is
estimated that this group costs
£350 million a year in benefits
payments and crime. Only
60,000 of the 150,000 ‘Modern
Apprenticeship’ places (a gov-
ernment scheme) have been
filled. Despite a glossy and
expensive government public-
ity campaign these training
schemes are badly organised
and of a low standard. Young
people rightly see them as a
dead end and a poor substitute
for real training on a job.

Blunkett’s real agenda on
education is to underwrite sup-
port for fellow New Labour MP
Frank Field, former head of the
Child Poverty Action Group
and Labour MP for Birkenhead
who says ‘controlling welfare
expenditure must become the
cornerstone of Labour’s domes-
tic policy’ (see FRFI 126 ‘New
Labour: Old Poor Law’). Blun-
kett needs a policy to attack the
poor and to reassure middle
class and better-off sections of
the working class who do not

want their children to mix with
the poor in a deprived envi-
ronment that neither Tory nor
Labour are prepared to improve.

Professor Michael Barber is
the latest New Labour creature
who finds that he cannot bring
himself to send his offspring to
the local comprehensive (though
in this case he blames his
wife). The family is considering
three offers from independent

‘and selective grant-maintained

schools (how’s that for parental
choice!). Barber is education
aide to Blair and Dean of New
Initiatives at London Univer-
sities Institute of Education.
Dean of what? As explained by
Barber who was instrumental in
closing Hackney Downs School,
‘new initiatives’ are an earth-
shattering move, dating from
1996, to seek ‘excellence for all
in education and to tolerate fail-
ure no longer’. The fleshing out
of these aspirations has been
left to AN Other who, sure
enough, comes from the Tory
camp.

Ron Dearing has been called
to the rescue again. He is a man
of many parts, the Govern-
ment’s Chief Curriculum Ad-
viser, a Director of Camelot
National Lottery and admired
by New Labour. A trouble
shooter and a blunt instrument
he proposes simplification of
the whole education system by
having four levels of qualifica-
tion, Entry, Foundation, Inter-
mediate and Higher. These will
start at 14 years of age and can
be reached via either academic
or vocational ‘pathways.” This
means that students will be
divided up to follow different
courses in the third year of sec-
ondary school. We all know that
to be an ‘engineer’ may mean
anything from routine car main-
tenance to computer-assisted
design at postgraduate level.
Foundation level will be
National Vocational Qualifica-
tions and lead to the first skill,

car mechanic. Higher level will
be A Level maths, physics and
Information Technology and
lead to the second career,
design engineering.

Dearing has hyped his pro-
posals with talk of an end to
cheap labour schemes and a
promise of real jobs. What is
really being flagged up, of
course, is an end to the compre-
hensive school and a return to
vocational training at 14 years
for children destined to become
low-paid workers.

Similarly New Labour’s pro-
posals are really about re-struc-
turing 14-19 education so that
students who are dissatisfied
with school are kept busy with
practical activities and basic lit-
eracy and numeracy. It is hoped
that the offer of ‘Mickey Mouse’
qualifications and the promise
of a real job will deal with the
growing menace of thousands of
‘disaffected’ unqualified and
unemployed youth. Many of
these new courses will be
offered at colleges and work

' places outside school (reminis-
- cent of the day-release and com-

munity training of the old sec-
ondary modern school).

New Labour will be over the
moon if Dearing’s proposals are
launched before they come to
power. The present comprehen-
sive school system is organised
around the GCSE and A Level
examination Boards which are
businesses. The Tories will
have to dismantle all the vested
interests created by the intro-
duction of market mechan-
isms into the schools. They
will merely rub their hands
with glee at the cutbacks in
spending on schooling and ben-
efits.

Reader, beware, In Britain if
you hear politicians and their
friends talk of ‘education’ you
will be listening to those who
are preparing to take the right to
a decent education away from
the poor. 4

Threat of war
in Taiwan Straits

TREVOR RAYNE

With the assembly in the
Taiwan Straits of the biggest
US military deployment since
the Gulf War US imperialism
reinforces Taiwan’s role in its
regional plans. The 1994 US
Foreign Relations Authori-
sation Act installed a ‘two
Chinas’ position, overturning
a 1982 ‘one China’ agreement.
Taiwan’s President Lee Teng-
hui visited the USA in 1995
lobbying for an independent
seat at the UN.

For the People’s Republic of
China the liberation of Taiwan
and its reunification with the
mainland symbolise its opposi-
tion to colonialism and imperial-
ism. China assessed US policy
shifts and President Lee’s elec-
tion campaign, emphasising Tai-
wan’s separateness, as a threat
and responded with a justifiable
show of force, mounting military
manoeuvres close to the island.

Defeated by the communists
in 1949 Chiang Kai-shek and
the Kuomintang (KMT) fled into
Burma and, under US protec-
tion, to Taiwan. In 1951, as
Chinese volunteers fought al-
ongside the Korean people
against a UN force of US, British
and other troops, the CIA col-
laborated with the KMT in Bur-
ma. Three invasions of China
mounted by these forces were
repulsed by the People’s Libera-
tion Army. The KMT’s Burma
bases were funded from opium
and heroin trafficking using CIA
planes. The same CIA team that
operated on the Chinese border
helped plan the 1954 overthrow
of the Arbenz government in
Guatemala and the 1961 Bay of
Pigs attack on Cuba. KMT
agents collaborated with the
Florida mafia and Cuban exiles
in countless boat raids on Cuba
thereafter. By the 1970s Taiwan
was a major link in the heroin
trade and the KMT controlled
almost a third of the world’s
illicit opium.

In 1954 Chiang placed 73,000
troops on (QQuemoy and Matsu
islands two miles off the main-
land coast, intended as stepping
stones to a full-scale invasion.
China responded by shelling
them. The US Joint Chiefs of
Staff recommended nuclear
retaliation. The US made simi-
lar threats in 1958.

The KMT have ruled Taiwan
since 1949 and until 1987 main-
tained martial law. The media
hails President Lee's election
this March as triumph for demo-
cracy; it is a triumph for treach-
ery and deception. Lee joined
the Chinese Communist Party in
1947. On 6 April 1949 Lee and
some othér CCP members were
arrested.. Lee revealed all the
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CCP members he knew. As a
result five were executed and
ten gaoled. Lee got off scot-free
to later climb the KMT bureau-
cratic ladder to the presidency.
Lee is willing to let Taiwan
be used in US imperialism’s
strategy to contain China. Asia

and the Pacific account for 70

per cent of all direct investment
into developing countries in the
recent period. China is second
only to the USA as a recipient
for overseas investment, almaost
half of all multinational corpo-
rations’ investment in the Third
World goes to China. The stakes
are enormous. Can the Chinese
government use the investment
lodged in China and the region
as a lever against imperialism
which is wvulnerable to the
extent of its commitment? Can
the USA maintain its regional
influence by the projection of
military power without taking
the risky decision to invite
Japan to assert its own imperial-
ist designs?

Jonathan Cohen writes from
Taiwan:

More than half the voters in
Taiwan chose standing Presi-
dent Lee Tenghui and his run-
ning-mate Lien Chan as the best
bet to maintain a precarious sta-
tus quo as a materially privi-
leged enclave outside Chinese
control and backed by an unre-
liable US imperialism.

The Western media portrays
the results as a defeat for China,
on the grounds that its military
exercises were intended to scare
voters off supporting Lee. How-
ever, the Chinese exercises were
not directed at any one person,
but to show that China will not
tolerate Taiwan independence
orforeign interference. In an un-
certain situation, it is no sur-
prise many voters clung to the
familiar ruling party.

Meanwhile the pro-indepen-
dence DPP lost votes, compared
to previous elections, prompt-
ing its chairman to resign.
Comparative figures for the pre-
sidential and National Assem-
bly elections show clearly that a
portion of DPP voters aban-
doned their party’s presidential

~candidate and voted for Lee

instead.

The two clearly anti-indepen-
dence candidates between them
got more votes than the DPP.
However, having split their
resources they were no match
for the KMT with its over-
whelming financial power, com-
munity power structure and
media control. -

So, for the sake of doubtful
stability, Taiwan will suffer
four more years of Lee Teng-
hui’s corruption and dithering
policies. 8
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Turkey geared for a fight

ELIF MUTLUAY

A new government has finally
been formed in Turkey by a
shaky coalition of two right-
wing parties. The new gov-
ernment boasts a large num-
ber of fascists in its ranks.
Many price increases were
promptly announced and the
government has promised to
abolish the social security
system and to carry on its
aggressive privatisation pro-
gramme. Workers and revo-
lutionaries responded by tak-
ing to the streets in large
numbers on two separate
occasions: to resist union clo-
sures and to commemorate
the first anniversary of the
Gazi slum uprisings. Students
have also staged mass occu-
pations of the universities to
protest against the 100 per
cent increase in fees.

The December general election
was intended to establish a gov-
ernment powerful enough to
impose a new round of austerity
measures on the working class
to bail out the crisis-ridden
economy. Certain conditions
were necessary. First, the
socialist and Kurdish opposi-
tion had to be kept out of parlia-
ment. Second, parliament had
to be ready for working class
resistance to the austerity prog-
ramme. Third, the new govern-
ment had to emerge with a
claim to legitimacy.

The first two objectives were
achieved. Five million regis-
tered voters did not vote and
more than one million votes
were discounted — these are

said to have been votes for the
independent socialist candi-
dates and the pro-Kurdish
HADEP. An estimated seven
million people were not able to
register — these are mainly

Kurdish peasants who were
forcibly removed from their vil-
lages. Their homes were burnt
down by the Turkish Security
Forces on the- grounds that the
villagers supported the PKK.
These displaced villagers could

SRR

Part-time prime minister Ciller

not register to vote. New elec-
tion rules reduced the voting
age from 21 to 18, but only two
weeks were allowed for these
young people to register, and
they could only register on

week days during working
hours. Working class youth
were effectively disenfran-
chised.

Although the prn:Tslamic

Welfare Party was victorious at
the election, it failed to achieve
an overall majority. After two
months of bargaining which
involved all the bourgeois par-
ties, the Motherland Party and
the True Path finally reached an
unstable coalition which will
give them an overall majority.
Under the current arrangement
Motherland will rule for 10
months, then True Path for two
years, followed by Motherland
again for a year, with arrange-
ments for the fifth year still to be
agreed. Many fascists have been
appointed to key government
posts. It is an inherently unsta-
ble partnership without real
credibility.

Price rises were the first pri-

ority for the new government

and plans have been announced
to abolish and privatise the
Social Security Institution
(SKK) on the grounds that it is
running up huge debts and
bankrupting the country. The
reality is that the SKK ran a sur-
plus of 36 trillion Turkish lira
(TL) in 1994, and the employers
owe a further 86 trillion TL in
contributions. The government
is hoping to milk the SKK funds
which rightly belong to the
working class to help pay its
debts.

In the first few days the new
government also attempted to
close Egitim-sen, the union of
state-employed teachers. Public
employees in Turkey have a
legal right to unionise which
the courts usually uphold. This
time the Governor of Ankara
filed a court case to outlaw the
union. Workers rallied at the

Court on successive days,
despite police brutality, and on
the final day the ‘picket 'was
composed of 20,000 workers.
Government lawyers failed to
attend the court with the result
that the case was dismissed.
The massed workers turned the
picket into a celebration!

Students are also fighting
back. In response to a 300%
increase in fees which is
designed to keep working class
youth out of the universities,
students occupied buildings,
staged mass demonstrations
and protested in parliament
from the spectators’ gallery. The
Open University, with many
working class students, which
had announced that students
who failed to pay up would be
excluded from exams, was
forced to back down by the mili-
tant campaign.

20,000 demonstrators at-
tended the anniversary of the
Gazi uprisings when 37 people
were shot down by the police
last March. Police stayed away
from the anniversary demon-
stration. But a fascinating in-
sight into police attitudes was
shown on television in the
evening. Istanbul’s Police Chief,
Orban Tasanlar was inter-
viewed alongside television
film of the uprisings. The scenes
showed many left groups at the
demonstrations with banners
and flags, and people shouting
‘Murderer State’. Film included
shots of a young woman demon-
strator whose badly-injured
body was kicked by the police
on camera and then dumped
next to a rubbish bin, left for

Police harassment of a political rally in Diyarbakir, Kurdistan

dead. She survived and was
interviewed on the programme.
Tasanlar couldn’t take it and
exploded in anger. The young

B

East Germany

The economic anti-miracle

ROBIN DE LAMOTTE

At the beginning of 1996, new
figures provide little opti-
mism for Eastern Germany
(the former GDR) as deindus-
trialisation on an unprece-
dented scale continues apace
and unemployment shows no
signs of improving.

In 1989, the GDR was among the
top 12 industrialised countries.
Today, it is nowhere. In produc-
tion terms, the country has been
set back ten years. However,
when the GDP of 1989 is re-
gained, it will be with far fewer
workers in industry than in
1989. Total industrial employ-
ment is down from 3.2 million
to just over 600,000, and indus-
trial employment per thousand
ifthabitants to 39 (compared to
an average in Western Germany
of about 120). At the West
Cerman level, there would be
2.2 million jobs in industry in
Eastern Germany. Although the

'mplosion in industry has been

wocompanied by an explosion in
services such as banking, it is
not enough, and the result is an

unemployment rate of about 15
in Eastern Germany

Al R

Unemployment has hit East
German women particularly
hard. Formerly used to working
as a matter of course, women
are now two-thirds of the
vnemployed. For both men and

women, working in a secure job
used to be an important part of
life; work used to be the basis
for economic independence, a
sense of self-worth, a place of
communication and social inter-
action. Now, many jobs are inse-
cure, and many people have no
job at all. Less than a quarter of
the working population has the
same job as five years ago.

When the March 1990 elec-
tions in the former GDR pro-
duced a conservative govern-
ment committed to abolishing
the GDR as a separate state as
soon as possible, old was always
equated with bad. The entire
social and-economic system of
the Federal Republic was to be
transplanted wholesale onto the
GDR with a minimum of transi-
tion; a short, sharp shock in-
deed. Legally, in fact, there was
no unification, as allowed for in
Article 146 of the Federal con-
stitution; rather, the GDR ac-
ceded to the Federal Republic as
per Article 23. The reason was
time - it would take far longer to
write a new constitution for a
unified German state than for
the GDR to simply accept the
laws of the Federal Republic. It
was the beginning of a continu-

ous process of delegitimising

the GDR and all that it stood for.

None of the achievements of
40 years were acknowledged or
even considered worth saving,
from the health system to the
education system to prominent
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German workers fight cuts in social spending

modern buildings like the
‘People’s Palace’ in Berlin. One
of the areas most fiercely taken
over is the academic world. The
attempt to gain ideological
dominance by the West takes
the form of marginalising and
stigmatising intellectuals in the
East. They are perceived as sup-
porters of the ‘evil’ system, and
are therefore expelled from
their posts of influence. Two
principal legal means were
already laid down in the unifi-
cation treaty. First, intellectual
centres like the Academy of
Sciences and the Academy of

Arts, the social sciences insti-
tutes at all universities and
whole colleges were to be
closed down. Second, a vetting
process was started that
amounted to a witch hunt -
though it was also convenient
for cutting down ‘overstaffed’
GDR schools and academic
institutions. This vetting pro-
cess consisted partly of highly
demeaning and humiliating
evaluation commissions (staffed
by West German academics)
assessing professional compe-
tence and personal integrity,
and partly of highly detailed

questionnaires which included
questions about former party
affiliations and political opin-
ions and activities. As a result
of either answering or refusing
to answer these questions,
75,000 teachers lost their jobs
and are still blacklisted. The
arbitrariness of the process is
reflected in regional variations
— in Thuringia, every ninth
teacher was found politically
suspect, compared to every
34th in the more politically tol-
erant climate of Brandenburg.

In 1989 the GDR was a highly
developed industrialised coun-
try, with a standard of living
greater than that in market eco-
nomies such as Turkey, Greece,
southern Italy, Spain, and Por-
tugal, as well as the highest
standard of living of the social-
ist countries. However, it was
crippled by the terms of mone-
tary union imposed on 1 July
1990. First, the currency was in
effect revalued in excess of
400%, instantly decapitating
GDR export markets both in the
West and in the East whilst;
secondly, wages doubled rela-
tive to capital, further exacer-
bating a lack of funds for invest-
ment.

Within ten days after mone-
tary union, 5,000 of the 8,000
GDR state firms were unable to
pay wages and buy raw materi-
als. In a few weeks the Treu-
hand - the infamous state pri-
vatisation agency — was forced

R e

woman, he shouted, was a
‘Militant’ — she wasn’t meant to
survive and tell the truth about
state brutality! .8

to pump in 23 billion DM to pre-
vent an economic collapse on
the scale constantly predicted
in the GDR in the months before
the elections.

Restitution claims, over 2.2
million of them, continue to be
slowly settled, Largely these are
from previous owners — often
Nazis fearing prosecution, or
simply people who disagreed
with socialism — who emigrated
in the 1950s leaving their prop-
erty behind. They were com-
pensated at the time by the
Federal Republic. Their former
property was therefore expro-
priated by the GDR and rented
or sold to East Germans seeking
a home. Now the owners have
come back, and can demand
their property — quite legiti-
mately obtained under GDR law
— back. With skyrocketing rents,
it is no coincidence that there
are now over 50,000 homeless
in Eastern Germany, starting
from zero in 1989 and still head-
ing upwards.

One of the most striking
things about yearly surveys
comparing the GDR with the
present is that as time goes by,
that which was lost is appreci-
ated more and more. It easy to
dismiss this as mere nostalgia
by a few old fuddy-duddies, but
it is far more than that; it is a
recognition of the achievements
of the GDR. Whatever criticisms
can be made of the socialism of
the GDR, its achievements
remain significant. More than
50% in the East think that
socialism is a sound idea and
was only put into practice badly
in the GDR. But their views no
longer count in the new Greater
German imperialism. =



PALESTINE

Hamas Suicide Bombers

and the Middle East
Peace Process

[t will make no difference to the majority of the Palestinian people if the Hamas suicide bombings
in February and March, in which more than 60 died, lead to the collapse of the Middle East ‘peace
process’. British politicians responded with ‘grave concern’ and the US ambassador to Israel said
the ‘peace process was on life support’. The major powers took swift action organising a ‘Peace-
makers Summit’, to sustain ‘peace’ against the ‘terrorist onslaught’.

et any careful examina-
tion of even the most ser-
vile media coverage of
Israel’s response to the
bombings revealed the
utter fraudulence of the peace pro-
cess. The peace process is not a
positive stepping stone for the Pales-
tinian people leading to sovereignty
and prosperity. Quite the contrary.

Peace, self-determination
and the reality

The Guardian could barely disguise
its anti-Palestinian venom. Derek
Brown and Jessica Berry unasham-
edly ‘inform’ us that:

‘Being victims is what the Palestin-
ians are best at...’ and furthermore
‘they have honed to a fine edge the
arts of dissimulation and self-decep-
tion'.

Nevertheless Brown and Berry can-
not help but conclude that recent
events show the Palestinian Author-
ity to be nothing but:

‘...a series of splintered cantons,
lorded over by the PLO but still
under the Israeli thumb...’

Israel’s response to the bombings
demonstrated the sham nature of the
peace process. In the entire West
Bank and Gaza strip the Zionist col-
onisers still exercise powers of life
and death. After the bombings Israel
sealed off the Occupied Territories.
No one was able to enter or leave
without Israeli permission. An Israeli
official even boasted:

‘Arafat (only recently elected Presi-
dent to the Palestinian Authority) is
now a prisoner in Gaza. He can’t even
get to the West Bank, even with a
helicopter.’

The closure of the West Bank’s and
Gaza's borders had murderous conse-
quences. Eight cities and 465 towns
and villages are cut off from each
other. Palestinians from the colon-
ised territories could not travel to
work in Israel, trade and transport of
goods and food were halted. Every
day of border closures results in Pal-
estinians losing up to £2m, more than
all the loans and aid promised by
international donors. Even the repug-
nant Guardian journalists recognise
that the Palestinians already are
‘among the wretched of the earth’ liv-
ing in ‘primeval squalor’ in ‘fetid’
refugee camps. Border closures make
things even more hellish. And the
sovereign Palestinian Authority can
do nothing!

Death also follows every border
closure. Two babies being rushed to
hospital were murdered by Israeli
soldiers who detained their ambu-
lance at a checkpoint denying them
urgent medical attention. Days later
another baby was murdered in simi-
lar circumstances. There are num-
erous other cases, reported and un-
reported.

* ‘Occupation

Palestinian youth during the Intifada

Meanwhile repression is being
intensified. Over 500 people have
been arrested and detained by Israeli
troops and the puppet police of
Arafat’s Palestinian Authority. In the
village of Bura and the Al-Fawwar
refugee camp, home of three suicide
bombers, all men and teenage boys
were arrested and detained. Israeli
troops have resorted to collective
punishment sealing some family
homes of suspected individuals and
demolishing others.

A Palestinian school teacher notes
that:

still  exists,
directly or indirectly. Every day they
are confiscating land. The situation is
getting worse by the minute. We are
in a big jail...The Israelis are still
klllmg ﬂnd will kill again in the
future..

The peace-process has brought no
benefits to the majority of the Pal-
estinian people but it has brought
benefits to Israeli and imperialist
capitalists and investors: and this
explains why they are so eager to
sustain the charade. The Financial
Times notes that the stock market’s
and international investors’ confi-
dence was not dented by the bomb-
1ngs as:

‘Investors are aware that many im-
portant benefits to Israel from the
Middle East peace process have
already been delivered — new trade
opportunities in Asia, a trade associ-
ation agreement with the European
Union and the arrival of European
and Japanese investors after a pro-
longed absence.’

To emphasise the point, the Fin-
ancial Times reports that most busi-
ness interests hope that Shimon

either .

Peres and the Labour Party, will tri-
umph in the 29 May Israeli elections.
Even though there is little difference
on economic policy between Labour
and Likud, capital believes that Lab-
our’s support for the ‘peace process’
will make for greater stability in the
region.

The ‘Summit of
Peacemakers’

It is only to protect the ‘many impor-
tant benefits to Israel’ and not to
enhance the Palestinian people’s sov-
ereignty and welfare that the major
powers convened their ridiculously

misnamed ‘Summit of Peacemakers’.
It resulted in a further $100m aid to .

Israel and in US and European Union
affirmations of support and co-opera-
tion in Israel’s struggle against ‘ter-
rorism’.

After warnlng Hamas that ‘your
day is gone’, President Clinton sum-
marised the Summit results:

‘The United States will immediately
begin to provide Israel with addi-
tional equipment and training...Our
nations will join together to develop
new anti-terror methods and tech-
nologies... We will work to enhance
communications and co-ordination
between our nations.’

This is fine hypocrisy coming from
the US which napalmed Vietnamese
children, which trained and financed
terrorists to murder nuns in El Sal-
vador, which spent billions of dollars
in arms and equipment to fight
socialist and democratic movements
in the Third World, which sells arms
to Indonesia to conduct genocide
against the people of East Timor. And
which has supported and funded
decades of Israeli state terrorism,

Indeed the real terrorist in the
Middle East is the state of Israel, in
comparison to which Hamas'’s record
is practically invisible. Israel was
founded on terrorism and mass eth-
nic cleansing. In 1947-8 750,000
Palestinians were forced to flee from
territories now called Israel by a com-
bination of official and unofficial mil-
itary terror, On 9 April 1948 terrorists
from the Irgun gang rounded up and
massacred 250 defenceless men,
women and children in the village of
Deir Yassin. In the village of Safsaf,
70 men were blindfolded and shot
dead. In Elabun, Zionist commanders
lined up the inhabitants and shouted
‘You want war, here you have it!’ and
shot 13 dead. In Safed, Palestinian
prisoners were beaten with a hoe and
bled to death. It was methods such as
these that forced the majority of
Palestinians to flee their homes.

Ever since, Israel has been in
breach of Geneva Conventions and
repeated UN resolutions. The 1949
Geneva Convention states that:

‘The occupying power shall not de-
port or transfer parts of its own civil-
ian population into the territories it
occuples.’

Yet just as the ‘peace process’ was
beginning in Madrid in 1992, the
then Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin,
who in 1988 said that Palestinians
‘are like grasshoppers compared to
us’, stated:

‘All the territories that we have avail-
able for construction will be popu-
lated by Jews up to the horizon’s
edge.’

And so it has been with some 70% of
land in the Occupied Territories con-
fiscated and settled by Zionists.
Repeated UN resolutions demanding
Israeli withdrawal from southern
Lebanon and the West Bank and Gaza
Strip have been ignored. And no
action has been taken by the UN
against Israel. Every effort to rid the
Territories of these illegal occupiers
has been met with the severest of
terrorist violence. Between 1967 and
1987 16,000 family dwellings were
demolished. In the three years of the
Intifada from 1987 to 1989 the figure
rose to 5,000. In the same period
some 52,000 olive and fruit trees
have been uprooted as part of a terror
campaign to force Palestinians out of
Palestine. In March 1988, at the
height of the Intifada when Israeli
soldiers had been instructed to break
the bones of Palestinian stone-throw-
ers, a liberal US medical team, Physi-
cians for Human Rights, noted of
Israeli repression:

‘If this were a war, many of the
actions whose results we have seen
would be declared atrocities.’

Such fascist violence is not a thing of
the past. It is daily life for the Pales-
tinians. Even as the Israeli Cabinet
was issuing declarations about their
‘determination to continue with the
peace process’, Israeli Cabinet mem-
bers, according to Time magazine:

‘prescribed mass deportations of
Palestinians. One even urged razing
the villages from which the bombers
came,’

A military official declaring support
for collective punishment said:

‘We think that in the future these
guys [the suicide bombers] will think
twice if they know that after they've
gone, we're going to put their parents
on a boat with two sandwiches and
dump them on the Lebanese shore.’

The US and the other major powers
are not only happy to ignore this real-
ity, but are ready to provide Israel
with the guns and money with which

to sustain their terrorism. They do so
for a very simple reason. Israel, ac-
cording to a leaked Pentagon docu-
ment is to be ‘maintained’:

‘as a mechanism for deterring poten-
tial competitors from ever aspiring to
a larger regional or global role.’

In other words Israel is a bastion to
defend US and imperialist multina-
tional oil interests in the region. And
if this requires the use of terrorism,
the confiscation of Palestinian land,
the murder of Palestinian peasants,
then so be it.

Hamas and terrorism

This is the only context in which one
can discuss Hamas. Neither Israel nor
the major powers have any moral
right to criticise and attack Hamas for
terrorism.

Nevertheless the fact remains that
Hamas is not a progressive, revo-
lutionary or democratic anti-imperi-
alist movement. It is committed to
the defence of private property and
capitalism. It harbours a savage hat-
red for communism and the inde-
pendent, organised working class
movement. It is uncompromising-
ly opposed to the emancipation of
women and seeks to drive them out

. of all spheres of public life. For these

reasons Hamas is both incapable of
and unwilling to mobilise the inher-
ently democratic mass, organised.
popular opposition to Zionist rule
which characterised the Intifada up-
rising.

Their attack on women was part
and parcel of their attack on the mass
popular movement. Democratic Pal-
estine, the English language journal
of the left-wing Popular Front for the
Liberation of Palestine, noted:

‘Hamas supporters launched a large
scale campaign against Palestinian
women and their participation in the
Intifada...This deprived the Intifada
of about 50% of its activists.’

Indeed Hamas and Muslim funda-
mentalism in Palestine were financed
and facilitated by both reactionary
Arab regimes such as Saudi Arabia
and Israel to neutralise the.mass pop-
ular movement and undermine the
PLO which then did represent the
Palestinian people. Haim Baram,
writing in Middle East International
in 1993, noted that:

‘The Israelis pumped millions of dol-
lars into the Muslim coffers as part
of their grand design to circum-
vent the PLO at any conceivable
price.’

Hamas’s vociferous denunciations of
the ‘peace process’ and its radical

rhetoric are designed to lull the peo-

ple into passivity whilst it secretly
negotiates for itself a better deal with
the Israeli and Palestinian author-
ities. Its bombing operations are but
a part of this strategy. Hamas is
engaged in a struggle, not to destroy
the Zionist state and replace it with a
democratic, secular Palestine, but to
secure for itself a greater share of the
crumbs of power with which to ad-
vance the narrow small-capitalist
class inferests it represents.

The great tragedy for the Palestin-
lan people is that the Palestinian
left has accommodated itself to the
discredited and reactionary peace
process, has abandoned the armed
struggle and failed to emerge as a
credible and effective pole of opposi-
tion to Arafat. This has left room for
Hamas to cynically manipulate and
exploit the Palestinian working class
and peasantry whose youth are ready
to sacrifice their lives for the struggle
against Zionism, oppression and
poverty. But by dying for Hamas they
are dying not for the noble cause of
human and national emancipation
and democracy but for the interests
of a narrow stratum' of Palestinian
capitalists.

Eddie Abrahams
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& . espite the fall of the German
Democratic Republic (GDR)
& in 1989 and the new ‘united
Germany’, the ideological bat-
tle of the class war continues. An
important element of this centres on
Germany’s attack on the Soviet Union
in World War Two. Conservative
historians now argue that it was
Germany’s ‘right’ to ‘defend’ itself
against Soviet ‘aggression’; that Hitler’s
attack on the USSR pre-empted a
‘planned’ Soviet attack on Germany.

This debate has inevitably given rise
to a discussion of the role of German
communist resistance in Nazi Ger-
many with reactionary commen-
tators seeking to write them out of
history. Yet a cursory examina-
tion of the facts shows that,
within Germany, members and
supporters of the German
Communist Party (KPD) were the
most consistent and self-sacrific-
ing of all the opponents of the Nazi
regime.

To understand the KPD’s role
in the Resistance, its position in
pre-1933 Germany must be estab-
lished. The KPD was founded in
November 1918 in opposition to
the pro-World War I Social Demo-
cratic Party (SPD), whose leaders,
supported by the armed forees
and Freikorps militia, formed the
Weimar Republic on the dead
bodies of revolutionary workers.
By 15 January 1919 the KPD'’s two
leading members, Karl Lieb-
knecht and Rosa Luxemburg, had
been murdered by the SPD-spon-
sored Freikorps. Responding to
workers setting up workers’ coun-
cils, SPD leader Noske declared:
‘Any person found bearing arms
against the government’s own
troops is to be shot immediately.’
Little wonder that the KPD and
SPD were bitterly opposed.

For the SPD, representing the
better-organised and better-off
section of the working class, the
Weimar bourgeois democracy was a
gain to be deferided. The KPD was
implicitly revolutionary and saw the
Weimar Republic as an obstacle to a
Soviet Germany. In Weimar Germany
KPD and SPD hostility was deepened
by the communist blood spilt by Social
Democratic authorities.

The KPD ‘in various ways provided
a voice for the least experienced, least
well-organised and most ill-paid of the
proletariat.” (Rosenhaft) The over-
whelming majority (almost 90% of
KPD members by 1932) were unem-

German
communism

resistance

in Nazi
ermany

‘the two

ployed. The KPD was regarded as the
second party of the Comintern and was
an enthusiastic proponent of imple-
menting the ‘Third Period’ policy
which saw the Great Depression as the
‘final’ crisis of capitalism and the
Social Democrats and Germany’s
Social Democratic Party (SPD) as
‘social fascists’.

Although the KPD was the smaller of
parties, its electoral successes

seemed to confirm its positions. In the
last three pre-Nazi Reichstag elections,
the number of KPD clepuhes increased
from 77 to 89 to 100 in November 1932.
In contrast, the SPD dropped from 143

Freikorps in Berlin, 1920

to 133 to 121. However the combined 13
million-odd votes they received was
declining as a percentage of the elec-
torate. Of more pressing importance

was the KPD’s lack of preparedness for |

underground life and anti-fascist activi-
ties. In February 1932 Wilhelm Pieck
admitted: ‘We have a situation in
which fascism can come to power in
Germany without the Communist
Party being able even to begin a serious
fight.” The killings of two police cap-
tains in August 1931 led to a two-week
ban on the KPD newspaper Rote
Fahne, the occupation of their offices
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in Karl Liebknecht Haus and mass
searches. This gave the KPD ‘a taste of
illegality’ but also ‘revealed how ill-
prepared it was’. (Rosenhaft)

At the end of 1932 the SPD had
650,000 members; the Reichsbanner,

an SPD-inspired paramllltary orgams -
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vork. The' KPD saw
Z 1ip not as a major
preing class defeat but as a final des-
perate move of the monopoly bour-
geoisie to stave off the growing threat
of the workers’ revolutionary move-
ment’ (Mason). The disaster for the
German working class and eventually
the peoples of Europe was that the
Nazis did indeed break the workers’
revolutionary movement.

Nevertheless whilst the KPD’s
analysis can be criticised, the heroic
resistance of its members and support-
ers cannot. No matter what losses they
suffered, those active communists not
incarcerated or dead continued to
struggle. Many Reichsbanner and
social democratic trade union move-
ments awaited the call for active resis-
tance from the SPD leadership. It never
came.

the remarkably during the so-
called ‘seizure of power’ by the

tinue as before producing
and district papers in the first five
months of Nazi rule), collecting
dues and so forth, actions which
laid the remaining members open
to arrest. Following the Reichstag
fire in February 1933 10,000
regional and local KPD members,
B ‘including many of those who
il had been designated as reserves
| in the event of such a ban’
(Merson), were arrested.
Nevertheless at least 60,000
communists were engaged in
| anti-fascist activity from 1933 to
| 1935 — of whom 18,243 were
| prosecuted and tens of thousands
| held in concentration camps. Ten
| thousand more communists emi-
| grated.
1  While in 1933 and 1934 SPD
| overtures to the KPD were
rejected (in September 1934 a
Comintern leader, Pianitsky, said,
‘We must do everything in our
power so that the Social
Democratic Party of Germany, as
such, should no longer be able to
exist’), it must be emphasised
that the average KPD member by
1925 was strongly opposed to the
SPD. Events such as the Social
Democrat banning of the Berlin May
Day demonstrations in 1929, leading to
the deaths of 30 communists, only

 emphasised KPD opposition. The pos-

sibility of a united front between the
SPD and KPD exists only in the fan-
tasies of British Trotskyite sects.

When in 1935 the KPD changed its

position its overtures were this time .

rejected by the SPD. The SPD now
looked to a return to democracy and
towards the bourgeois democratic par-
ties, none of whom had opposed the
Enabling Act giving Hitler dictatorial
powers. By August 1935, ‘the Nazis

newspapers (two million local |

had destroyed the above-ground KPD
and sent up to 100,000 German com-
munists to prisons and concentration
camps’ (Herf). Despite such losses and
bearing in mind that the SPD member-
ship was more than twice that of the
CRBin 1933, Gestapo arrest figures for
3 (KPD 11,678, SPD 1,371) and

(PD 8,086, SPD 733) show, what-
qualifications, that the KPD
bcutting edge of the resistance to
s and the Nazis knew it.
3 August 1939, the

Soviet

ession Pact, followed on 28
by a Border and Friendship
s effect of these Treaties was
1e KPD from the other, much
German anti-fascist forces,
qusing difficulties for many
s. SPD luminaries such as
uthor of Finance Capital)
y of ‘Red imperialism’.
even in this total isola-

nd Nazi Germany signed a
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the USSR, many being caught and exe-
cuted. Within Germany itself, separate
communist groups were the most
active opponents of the imperialist
War.

In early September 1939 Heinz
Kapelle, a young communist, and his
group distributed anti-war leaflets in
Berlin. Communists such as Robert
Uhrig, released from a concentration
camp in 1936, had by 1938 built up an
organisation of 200. By 1940 he had
contacted several other active groups
in Berlin. The Uhrig organisation
lasted until 1942. Such communist
resistance activities were replicated in
Hamburg, led by Béstlein, Saefkow and
Abhagen and in Mannheim by George
Lechleiter. In central Germany, an anti-
fascist group organised in various fac-
tories and towns survived the war
intact. Throughout, efforts were being
made to form an internal leadership.

In Germany one nf the two largest

Soviet troops hoist the Red Flag over Berlin, May 1945

tion, German communists maintained
a continuous opposition to the Nazi
regime that makes the ideological
defenders of German imperialism so
eager to seize on any failings and errors
that German communists made in the
conduct of their unremitting anti-fas-

| cism.
Nazis, the KPD attempted to con- |
| in Germany, KPD members demon-

Alongside their resistance to Nazism

strated a sterling internationalism in
the 1930s. During the Spanish Civil
War, German volunteers were the
largest foreign contingent in the
International Brigades — 5,000, 90% of
whom were KPD members. Three
thousand Germans were killed fighting
the Spanish fascists and their interna-
tional backers, Nazi Germany and fas-
cist Italy.

The only significant action of the
conservative-military opposition to
Hitler was the assassination attempt in
July 1944. Heroic though this was, it
must be seen in the context that the
plotters knew Germany was beaten —
previous grumblings in the military
had been silenced by military success,
promeotions, honours. However
Andreas Hillgriiber saw the 1944-45
period as a heroic endeavour by the
German Wehrmacht to defend Ger-
many from the approaching Red Army.
To such historians the would-be assas-
sin would be viewed as a traitor. Yet

the almost successful killing of Hitler |
' December %935 until liberated by the

| Red Army in 1945. KPD activists post-
opposition |

in November 1939 by one dedicated
individual, George Elser, shows what
a determined military
could have achieved. Radio Moscow
praised the assassination attempt
and called for similar actions. Britain
and the USA preferred to remain
silent,

Nazi expansion from 1938 onwards
made communist resistance more diffi-
cult. The conquest of Czechoslovakia
curtailed much of the external support
for the resistance. At the outbreak of the
Second World War mass arrests of com-
munists took place in Germany and
France. @ Nevertheless, instructors
arrived secretly from Sweden to assess
the situation inside Germany and to
organise communist cells. Through the
war, communist instructors voluntarily
went into Germany from Sweden and

anti-fascist organisations were the
famous ‘Red Orchestra’, one of whose
members had infiltrated the Nazi war
machine so effectively as to be an
adviser to Goering. The other was the
Knoechel Organisation with networks
in the Ruhr, the Rhineland and Berlin.
They were discovered by the Gestapo
just as the impact of the Battle of
Stalingrad made the thought of the
possibility of defeat apparent to many
Germans.

Outside Germany, German commu-
nists in countries overrun by the Nazis
joined the various national resistance
groups, most notably in France and
Greece. In the USSR German commu-
nists worked to create disaffection
amongst German troops, to win
German POWs in the Soviet Union to
the anti-fascist cause, and took a lead-
ing role in the setting up of the
National Committee for a Free
Germany in late 1943, which was
intended to unite all German anti-fas-
cists and democrats, and the German
Officers’ League, which it was hoped
could be used to prise the German
army from the Nazi regime.

Whatever one’s view of the former
GDR, we know what its leaders were
doing against the Nazi regime. Walter
Ulbricht was in the trenches of the Red
Army at the Battle of Stalingrad trying
to get German soldiers to surrender.
Erich Honecker was imprisoned from

1933 cannot be accused of even passive
acceptance of the regime. So they are
cynically attacked for mistakes made as
resistants or attempts are made to dis-
credit them by linking their resistance
activities with events, especially the
Wall, in the former GDR. But the reality
of communists’ leading role in the
struggle against Nazism in Germany
cannot be gainsaid.

Tony Bidgood

Eve Rosenhaft Beating the fascists? The German
communists and political vielence

Allan Merson Communist resistance in Nazi
Germany

Timothy Mason Social policy in the Third Reich: the
working class and the national community

Jeffrey Herf in Michael Geyer & John Boyer (eds)
Resistance against the Third Reich 1933-1990.




Another racist law

This is the edited text of a speech by
Maxine Williams given at a London
FRFI forum against the Asylum Bill

he Asylum and Immigration
Bill currently going through
Parliament is designed to
make it even more difficult to
win asylum in Britain. Yet already,
even before it becomes law, the odds
are stacked against asylum seekers.
We need only examine two examples.

A Cypriot politician applied for
asylum after he had been tortured in
Cyprus: he had 100 scars on his back,
which a medical report called stu-
pendous in ‘number and severity’.
Nevertheless, he received a letter
from the Home Office saying:

‘Taking into account your appall-
ing lack of credibility, the Secretary
of State considers...that these
wounds were inflicted at your
request in an attempt to strengthen
your claim...The Secretary of State
is of the view that the claimed beat-
ing is all part of a cynical attempt to
circumvent normal UK immigra-
tion rules...your claim is a mixture
of lies and embellishment.’

Asylum was denied.

The second case is of an African
who was tortured by government
forces but managed to flee captivity.
The Home Office wrote to him:

‘During the period of alleged tor-
ture, when not in detention, you
made no attempt to approach the
authorities in your country...the
Secretary of State believes...it
would have been an appropriate
course of action for you to seek
assistance from the authorities’.

Asylum was denied.

We have here the grotesque idea
that someone would arrange to have
himself severely beaten to gain asy-
lum, and an asylum seeker refused
because he does not complain to the
government whose troops tortured
him. In another case an asylum
seeker was at home with his family
when government troops came in fir-
ing guns, killing his brother and
wounding his mother. He managed to
escape but was refused asylum on the
grounds that there was no evidence
that the troops were aiming at him
and therefore he had no reasonable
fear of persecution.

So it’s Catch-22 for asylum seekers.
If they are tortured then their scars
will be regarded as evidence of
attempted fraud. If they manage to
escape with their lives it is clear
proof that they are not in danger. In
fact the only way to meet the Home
Office criteria for asylum is by being
murdered.

That is clear in the case of Abdul
Onibiyo who was deported to Nigeria
last year having lived in Britain since
1974. Nothing has been heard of him
since — he is presumed imprisoned or
dead. His wife and three of his chil-
dren are now threatened with
deportation and his son has been in
and out of detention centres for a
vear. Nigeria, ruled by one of the
most corrupt and ruthless regimes, is
said by the British Home Office to be
‘somewhat unsettled’ (remember Ken
Saro-Wiwa and his fellow opposi-
tionists hanged in November last
year) but ‘there is no evidence that

indicates that Nigeria is...so funda-
mentally unsafe as to mean that
deportations to that country cannot
go ahead.” As a result 99% of Nig-
erian asylum seekers are refused.

In 1994 only 825 people were
given refugee status in Britain and
3,660 were given leave to remain.
Thousands remain in the system or in
detention centres for months and
years on end. At least four asylum
seekers have been driven to suicide
in these prisons. 18 children who
arrived unaccompanied by adults
were detained last year. In 1994, 121
people were detained for longer than
six months and 18 of them had been
detained for longer than one year.
Some are held in the worst of the
British prisons.

Profits first and last

Why is this new Act being intro-
duced? There has been a relentless
procession of legislation by both
Labour and Tory governments since
the 1960s making immigration, par-
ticularly by black people, virtually
impossible. This latest Bill is partly
an electoral ploy by a desperate gov-
ernment. But there is more to it.
Across Europe, national governments
have agreed since 1992 to tighten up
immigration controls. Much of what
is the new Act in Britain merely
copies policies already in force in
other European countries.

So the new Asylum Bill copies
Germany and the Netherlands in hav-
ing a ‘white list’ of countries where
there is ‘no serious risk of persecu-
tion’. All asylum seekers from such
countries will be deemed bogus
unless they can prove otherwise. The
Home Secretary alone will decide
which countries are on the list. The
first list includes Bulgaria, Cyprus,
Ghana, India, Pakistan, Poland, India
and Rumania. If someone from those
countries claims asylum they will be
automatically refused and then an
accelerated appeals procedure will
occur. Once refused there is no fur-
ther appeal and they will be
deported.

Saudi arms deals.

Western governments and banks
have imposed ruinous debt payments
and structural adjustment pro-
grammes on poor nations which crip-
ple them economically and destroy
them socially. The result is millions
more refugees in the world as the
ensuing wars and civil wars, popular
resistance and increasingly violent
repression take their toll. The
regimes committed to imperialist
interests are armed by British, Euro-
pean and US arms merchants. So, the
Turkish government in the 1990s
used US fighter planes and heli-
copters, British armoured cars, Ger-
man armoured personnel carriers,
rifles and machine guns and Belgian
rifle grenades. But when the Kurdish
victims turn up on their doorsteps
the European powers use any trick in
the book to keep them out. Europe’s
rulers know that the majority of the
world’s people must live in chaos
and poverty if profits are to be kept
high. So they have built a high wall to
keep them out of Europe.

Starving them out

The new Asylum Bill also tightens
the pincer on the financial side. It
brings in a fine against employers
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have been struck off from local health
care. Germany is also going to with-
draw health care from asylum seekers
whose claims have been rejected. A
Kurdish asylum seeker denied liver
treatment died in Bremen. In Italy, a
Zairean woman in labour was refused
help and the child died. In Rome, a
Romany baby was denied treatment
for bronchitis because the parents
lacked the £2 fee. The child died. In
Palermo a Sri Lankan injured in a
racist attack was refused treatment
until gangrene set in. He died.

And that will be the situation here.
Denied income support, asylum seek-
ers will be thrown onto local author-
ity services and national government
will not pay the cost. The results will
provide a rich seam for racist agita-
tion. People denied help will be in a
desperate situation. Last October
Bayegh Arafayne, a 19-year-old Ethi-
opian refugee who had lived in
homeless people’s hostels, set fire to
himself at a petrol station.

With friends like these...

Judging from Dianne Abbot’s pres-
ence on the Asylum Bill demonstra-
tion and a message to the march
(drowned by jeers) from Jack Straw,
some might think that Labour was
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Initially Nigeria and Algeria were i

on this list but were subsequently
removed. But in practice, there is also
an unofficial white list which decrees
that if the UK makes vast amounts of
money trading with a country then it
is automatically a great and democra-
tic country to which anyone can be
safely deported. Nigeria comes into
this category as it generates £400m
per year trade income.

This policy of profits first is what
motivates a large part of immigration
law in Britain and in Europe. Thus
Germany, which has large arms con-
tracts and trading agreements with
Turkey, deals with the Kurds in
Germany accordingly — it banned the
PKK and allows deportation of Kurds
to Turkey, where 17,000 have been
killed in the past eight years. India
and Pakistan are on Britain’s safe list
because they are large arms cus-
tomers, India buying £700m worth in
five years. We know that the arms
makers and sellers dictate these mat-
ters because we know that Sir Colin
Chandler, head of Vickers arms com-
pany, told ministers to get rid of
Saudi dissident Mohammed al-
Masari in order to preserve lavish

.........
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National demonstration against the Asylum Bill in London, 24 February

who employ those without leave to
work. But most viciously of all it
withdraws the right to public hous-
ing and child benefit from not only
asylum seekers but also those groups
of immigrants that the Home Secre-
tary shall later decide. That could
affect people settled here for decades.

_ Alongside this goes the removal of

income support from asylum seekers
who do not apply for asylum at the
port of entry (ie the majority) and
from those awaiting the result of an
appeal. All benefits and entitlement
to housing will go.

Other European countries have led
the way down this road. In Germany
benefits are often paid in vouchers
and in kind, not cash. In Italy asylum
seekers get benefits for three months
only and 76,000 immigrant workers

opposing this Bill. In fact Labour’s
opposition is a fiction. Labour will
vote against it in Parliament. Why
not? It won’t stop it being passed. But
what does Labour opposition amount
to? Jack Straw made it plain:

‘Race relations in Britain are much
better than in many other European
countries but we have to tread care-
fully to ensure that they stay
so...people must not be led to
believe that immigration is out of
control. If that happens, racial ten-
sion will rise...The Secretary of
State says that immigration con-
trols must be firm and fair. He is
right...(but)...he has failed to

achieve that balance in this Bill.’

Labour accepts ‘firm’ immigration
controls but the new Bill is a little too

crude: ‘There is no need for this mea-
sure to be controversial. There is
agreement across the floor...on the
need to cut abuse and delays while
meeting our international obliga-
tions. The issue is how...that balance
between firmness and fairness should
be struck.’

Indeed, there is a racist consensus
between Labour and Tory. ‘The
House has established procedures
that could achieve the consensus that
the Home Secretary says he seeks.’
Straw’s main intervention in Parlia-
ment was about the need to set up a
Special Standing Committee (SSC) to
work out details of the consensus on
how to keep out asylum seekers.

A right-wing Tory MP hit the nail
on the head: ‘Is that not simply a
rather long-winded way of saying
that the SSC is a fig leaf that will
enable the Labour Party to appear to
be on both sides of the issue?’

Labour’s ‘opposition’ amounts to a
call not to cut asylum seekers bene-
fits, but to expel them from Britain
more speedily. Straw estimates that
£160m could be saved by expelling
them in three months. He thinks
things are fine: ‘Our system of immi-
gration control has generally been
fairer, less arbitrary and capricious’
than in Europe.

Parliamentary opposition, in so far
as it exists, is led by the Liberal
Democrats, who put down most
amendments. Of the two put by
Labour, the first calls for a register of
immigration advisers and makes it an
offence for an unregistered person to
advise immigrants or represent them.
What that would do to campaigning
organisations is hard to imagine. The
other was to tighten up procedures
for getting copies of birth certificates
to make immigration fraud harder.

Who on earth would know that
this was what was happening in
Parliament? The left colludes in cov-
ering it up. Every public meeting or
demonstration has Dianne Abbot or
some other Labour MP prancing
about en the platform but never men-
tioning their own racist party. It is
high time to say to these people — for-
get your little set speeches in Par-
liament, put your own party in order,
let’s see you give Jack Straw a good
duffing up and then, only then, dare
to come to meetings against this Act.

In the meantime let the people
who want to fight this law and fight
racism get on with it. Opposition will
demand not just marching or picket-
ing but practical action. The recent
squatting of a building in Hackney by
ARCH for asylum seekers was an
example. The political fight too must
be stepped up. They are wrecking
people’s lives — let’s begin to wreck
theirs a little.

Above all, let’s get the truth out
about Labour’s actual position on
these measures. Because Labour will
probably be in government soon.
Straw will be Home Secretary. Straw
who hates the ‘squeegee merchants’.
Straw who thinks that there are too
many working class people on juries.
Straw who wants ‘firm’ immigration
controls. Why not make his life hot in
his constituency? Let's go and stand
outside his surgeries and say, if
British immigration policy is so fair,
what killed Joy Gardner?

Maxine Williams
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he stirring of the great mass of
Tworkers existing in dire poverty

in the slums of the East End of
London gave new strength to Engels’
revolutionary optimism in this
period. As he put it, contrasting the
political awakening of the masses of
the East End to the middle class chat-
tering about socialism:

‘What I consider far more impor-
tant...is the revival of the East End of
London. That immense haunt of mis-
ery is no longer the stagnant pool it
was six years ago. It has shaken off its
torpid despair, has returned to life,
and has become the home of what is
called the “New Unionism” , that is
to say, of the organisation of the great
mass of “unskilled workers”.’

The New Unions, epitomised by the
Gasworkers’ and General Labourers’
Union, were organisations of ‘un-
skilled’ workers, combining not to
defend positions of privilege but to
fight for the interests of the mass of
workers. Engels described the differ-
ence between the old conservative
craft unions and the New Unions as
being between ‘exclusive health-
insurance and death benefit funds

‘The woman became the first
domestic servant, pushed out of
participation in social production...
the modern individual family is
based on the open or disguised
domestic enslavement of the
woman; and modern society is a
mass composed solely of individual
families as its molecules.’

Engels, The origin of the family, private
property and the state

Frederick Engels

New

Unionism

The 100th anniversary of the death of Engels was marked in most journals of the ‘left’ in
Britain with articles looking at his life’s work and collaboration with Marx. However, none
of them moved from the abstract celebration of his ideas to the concrete application of
them by Engels in the last decade of his life. For the British ‘left’ to have done so would
have meant confronting their own tired and discredited political practice.

and unions geared to organising and
funding strikes’. Engels saw in the
New Union movement the most im-
portant political development in
England since the Chartists.

‘The new unions were founded at a
time when the faith in the eternity of
the wages system was severely
shaken, their founders and promoters
were socialists either consciously or
by feeling; the masses, whose adhe-
sion gave them strength, were rough,
neglected, looked down upon by the
working class aristocracy; but they
had this immense advantage, that
their minds were virgin soil, entirely
free from the inherited “respectable”
bourgeois prejudices which ham-
pered the brains of the better situated
old unionists,’

In fighting to defend their own
interests the New Unions came up
against the interests of the labour
aristocracy and their craft unions and
middle class political allies. The
political battles ught by the New
Unions, particularly around the
demand for the legal eight-hour day
and the 1890 May Day demonstra-
tion, hold great lessons for the devel-
oping movement today.

Engels’ political influence on the
movement during this period was
through the work of Eleanor Marx
and her partner Edward Aveling.
They were both politically active in
the East End of London amongst the
poorest sections of the working class.
Eleanor, through her work in support
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One of the mass dockers’ ma

rches throu
of the great Dock Strike of 1889,
became a leading member of the
newly formed Gasworkers’ and
General Labourers’ Union: a union
formed in 1889 with the single aim of
lowering the working day from 12 to
eight hours. Within 12 months it had
over 70,000 members.

The first meeting of what became
known as the Second International
was held in Paris in July 1889. It
issued a call for workers internation-
ally to demonstrate on 1 May. 1 May
was a Thursday in 1890; a further
meeting of unions changed the date
from 1 May to Sunday 4 May. This
change of day was blamed by The
People’s Press, the paper of the New
Union movement, on ‘the apathy and
abstention of the older and richer
unions’., However, a ‘Central Com-
mittee’, which included Edward Ave-
ling and Will Thorne, the leader of
the Gasworkers’ Union, was formed
to organise the demonstration, The
Central Committee approached the
London Trades Council, which repre-
sented the old craft unions, to sup-
port the May Day demonstration. The
Trades Council attempted to take
over; it refused to meet with a delega-
tion from the Central Committee, that
included Eleanor Marx, on the
grounds that she was not a manual
worker, It attempted to bar the Cen-
tral Committee’s demonstration from
Hyde Park and did not support the
demand for a legally enacted eight-
hour day. The Trades Council in-
formed the Central Committee that,
‘only trades unions, that is no social-
ist associations or political clubs,
were to take part in the demonstra-
tion or carry banners’. The London
Trades Council was supported in its
reactionary line by the sectarian
Social Democratic Federation, the
largest group on the left in Britain at
that time.

The Trades Council did not suc-
ceed in its attempt to take over and
disrupt the demonstration organised
by the Central Committee. It ended
up holding its own separate march
into Hyde Park. As Engels put it, ‘On
the one side we find stagnation repre-
sented by trade unions that have not
yet completely freed themselves from
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‘The materialist conception of
history starts from the proposition
that the production of the means to
support human life and...the
exchange of things produced, is the
basis of all social structure; that in
every society that has appeared in
history, the manner in which wealth
is distributed and society divided
into classes or orders is dependent
upon what is produced, how itis
produced, and how the products are
exchanged. From this point of view
the final causes of all social changes
and political revolutions are to be
sought, not in men’s brains, not in
men’s better insight into eternal
truth and justice, but in changes in
the modes of production and
exchange. They are to be sought not
in the philosophy but in the
economics of each particular epoch’’
Engels, Socialism: Utopian and

Scientific

the craft spirit, and by a narrow
minded sect (Social Democratic Fed-
eration) backed by the most wretched
of allies; on the other, the living free
movement of the reawakening Eng-
lish proletariat’.

The demonstration was attended
by between a quarter and half a mil-
lion people, the majority marching
with the New Unions and socialist
clubs calling for a legal eight-hour
day. Engels saw the success of the
May Day demonstration against the
attacks of the organisations of the
labour aristocracy as a significant vic-
tory; he wrote, ‘This is our first great
victory in London and proves that
here too we have the masses behind
us...The whole East End is with us.
The masses here are not yet socialist,
but on the way towards it.’

The fact that the mass of the work-
ing class was moving into indepen-

dent political action meant that it
was no longer election fodder for the

Liberal Party. Engels encouraged the

‘Hegel was the first to state
correctly the relationship between
freedom and necessity. To him,
freedom is the appreciation of
necessity. “Necessity is blind only
so far as it is not understood” .
Freedom does not consist in the
dream of independence of natural
laws, but in the knowledge of these
laws and in the possibility this gives
of systematically making them work
towards definite ends...itis
therefore necessarily a product of

historical development.’
Engels, Anti-Dihring

formation of an independent united
workers’ party; as he put .it: ‘The
superstitious belief in the “great
Liberal Party” which had kept a hold
on the English workers for nearly 40
years has been destroyed. They have
seen by striking examples that they,
the workers, are the decisive force in
England.’ Then, as now, middle class
socialists attempted to stop workers
organising independently and tried
to tie them to the Liberal Party. Writ-
ing of the Fabian Society, which
preached and practiced affiliation of
the workers to the Liberals, he char-
acterised them as ‘a clique of middle
class “socialists” of diverse calibres,
from careerists to sentimental social-
ists and philanthropists, united only
by their fear of the threatening rule of
the workers and doing all in their
power to avert this danger by making
their own leadership secure.’

An independent .working class
party was and is crucial in the fight
for socialism: ‘the proletariat cannot
conquer political power, the only
door to the new society, without vio-
lent revolution. For the proletariat to
be strong enough to win on the deci-
sive day it must — and Marx and I
have advocated this ever since 1847 —
form a separate party distinct from all
others and opposed to them, a con-
scious class party.’

In the rise of the New Union move-
ment, based on the poorest sections
of the working class, the masses of
the East End, Engels saw the seeds of
a revolutionary movement in Eng-
land. For the first time since the
Chartist movement he had, as he put
it, ‘heard again...the unmistakable
voice of the English proletariat’. The
revolutionary potential of this move-
ment was because it was based on
those sections of the working class
that were not infected with ‘bour-
geois respectability’ and were ‘virgin
soil’ for socialists.

Today in Britain, as millions of
people are forced to exist on benefits,
and young people are flung on the
scrap heap, these are the sections of
the working class that communists
have to relate to and attempt to repre-
sent. Those sections of the left who
are moving away from Labour need to
judge new political formations by
how they relate to the ‘great mass’ of
the working class today. Not how
many members of this or that union
executive have joined them.

Bob Shepherd

‘Let us not flatter ourselves
overmuch on account of our human
victories over nature. For each such
victory takes its revenge on us...at
every step we are reminded that we
by no means rule over nature like a
conqueror over a foreign people, like
someone standing outside nature,
but that we, with flesh, blood and
brain, belong to nature, and exist in
its midst and that all our mastery of
it consists in that we have the
advantage over all other creatures of
being able to know and correctly
apply its laws.’

Engels, The part played by labour
in the transition from ape to man



[ he prevailing position on
the left, shared by the
Socialist Workers’ Party
(SWP) and the new
Socialist Labour Party
SLP), is that the ‘real’
working class are those people organ-
ised in the trade union movement.
Hence their strategy is to work within
the trade union movement, attending
branch meetings, conferences and so
on. Occasionally there may be strikes,
and these become portrayed as the
height of working class struggle.
Indeed, their answer to any political
question such as the struggle against
the Poll Tax five years ago, or against
the Asylum Bill today, is to make the
trade unions the centre of political
campaigning.

Yet such a position ignores a sub-
stantial change in the trade union
movement over the past 15 years. In
1979, total trade union membership
was over 12 million, with more than
10 million in unions affiliated to the
TUC. Now membership is about 7.1
million — 33 per cent of those in work,
with an estimated 6 million in TUC-
affiliates. But over half the trade
union membership have an A-level
qualification or equivalent, and a
third a degree or equivalent. As far
back as 1991, the Labour Force
Survey noted that ‘educated, manage-
rial, professional and associated
workers’ were a majority of trade
union members. Even where unions
have substantial numbers of low paid
workers — Unison, for example — it is
the better-off managerial staff who
generally .run the branches, and
whose interests the union protects.
Thus it was that the Hillingdon strik-
ers had to occupy Unison offices to
secure recognition of their strike.

Will Hutton, in dividing the British
population into 30 per cent who are
absolutely disadvantaged, 30 per cent
who are newly insecure, and 40 per
cent advantaged, has no hesitation in
placing the majority of trade union
members amongst the 40 per cent
advantaged. So in orienting towards
the trade union movement, organisa-
tions such as the SWP look to a rela-
tively affluent and secure section of
the population as the potential lead-
ership of a new socialist movement,

So how does Hutton define the 30
per cent disadvantaged and 30 per
cent insecure? In the former category
he places the unemployed and those
who are dependent on state benefits
of one kind or another such as the
majority of pensioners. In the second
category are those who are in employ-
ment which is insecure — either part-
time or temporary, casual or
short-term employment (less than
two years). These are workers with-
out any basic employment rights who
can be sacked at will, and they
include, for instance, 4.9 million
part-time workers. He points out that
only 35 per cent of the workforce is in
tenured, full time employment com-
pared to 55 per cent twenty years ago.
Although no socialist, Hutton under-
stands that there have been profound
changes in the nature of the working
class, even if he himself in the end
concludes that progress depends on
the affluent 40 per cent.

What then are these changes? In
1964, there were 6.8 million manual
workers in the manufacturing sector;
today there are less than 3 million. In
1964, there were still nearly 600,000
miners, and just under 400,000 rail-
way workers. Today there are no
more than 20,000 miners and less
than 120,000 railway workers. The
number of construction workers has
halved - from 1.65 million to
860,000. Such workers were the foun-
dation of the post-war trade union
movement, a movement which was
able to thrive in a period of boom
when capitalism could grant the mass
of the working class secure, full-time
employment.

The 1950s and 1960s represented
the end of an era when the employed
working class was made up of men
working in huge concentrations -
whether in shipyards or car factories
or vast engineering works. This era

Changing

nature of

the British
working class

As New Labour has moved ever further to the right in its
efforts to court the votes and support of the middle class,
debates have started within the left about how it should
relate to the working class. Such a debate begs a more
fundamental question — what is the working class in Britain?
— because how you define it decides who you relate to and
how. ROBERT CLOUGH discusses the issues.

Dockers in Liverpool fighting for their jobs

started with the period of British
imperialism’s world domination
prior to 1914: in that year, Vickers in
Barrow employed over 30,000 in its
shipyards, ‘Armstrong 30,000 in its
Elswick factory on Tyneside. Al-
though the 1930s saw a shift from
heavy to light manufacturing indus-
tries, this did not spell the end of
these concentrations of workers: two
major car factories in Cowley, Oxford
employed 30,000 in the early 1970s
and over 20,000 worked at Long-
bridge in Birmingham. In the 1940s,
over 40,000 worked the Liverpool
docks and 10,000 in the 1970s; now
the remaining 500 are on strike in a
battle over casualisation.

The fact is that the working class
constantly changes with capitalism:
or, put another way, capitalism con-
stantly recreates the working class
according to its changing require-
ments. Accumulation, as Marx said,
is the independent variable, The first
signs of a fundamental reshaping of
the British working class came with
the end of the post-war boom, when
the parasitical nature of British impe-
rialism reasserted itself. The decline
in domestic profitability forced Brit-

ish capital to move abroad in search
of more favourable investment op-
portunities. As domestic investment
stagnated, employment in manu-
facturing started to fall. However,
political conditions in the 1960s and
early 1970s required the mainte-
nance of something near full employ-
ment, and this was achieved by
expanding employment in unpro-
ductive areas such as banking and
insurance. in the private sector, or
education, health and social services
in the state sector. Between 1964 and
1979, employment in banking and
insurance rose from 1 to 1.6 million;
and from 4.4 million to 6 million in
the state sector as a whole. This com-
pensated for the loss of 2.05 million
jobs in manufacturing and industry
over the corresponding period.

From 1979, these changes acceler-
ated, with the slump of 1981 having a
severe impact: 1.8 million jobs in
manufacturing and industry disap-
peared between 1979 and 1983 as
unemployment rose to over 3 mil-
lion. The wholesale attack on trade
union and employment rights was a
further factor in restructuring the
nature of working class employment.

Unproductive forms of labour contin-
ued to increase, particularly in the
banking sector, which went from
1.62 million to 2.55 million between
1979 and 1992. Underlying this was a
steady rise in female employment. In
1964, there were just over 15 million
men in work, and just under 8.5 mil-
lion women. In 1995, there were 10.6
million men and 10.4 million
women. Women make up just half
the workforce, but as 4.9 million are
part-time workers, they are also those
with fewest rights.

Increasingly, then, the employed
working class is female, part-time
and, if they are not professionals,
there is little chance that they will be
in a union - at best, one in five, if
they are in the manufacturing sector,
or just one in ten if they are amongst
the 1.5 million part-time workers in
distribution, hotels and catering.
Compare this with the 2.8 million
‘trade unionists’ amongst 7.3 million
professionals, managers and admin-
istrators and one can see why trade
unionists are heavily represented in
Hutton’s top 40 per cent. The posi-
tion is analogous to that at the turn of
the century, when trade unions
organised and represented only the
upper strata of the working class, and
all but excluded the unskilled and
casually (or temporarily) employed.

Nor does the resemblance to con-
ditions 100 years ago end there. The
difference in earnings between the
mass of the working class and the
middle class has grown to levels that
existed in Victorian times. Between
1979 and 1992, the share of gross dis-
posable earnings of the poorest 60
per cent fell from 42 per cent to 34
per cent. Had the proportions
remained the same, the household
income of the poorest 20 per cent
would be some £3,000 per annum
higher. One in three wage earners are

Women part-time workers - the lowest paid

Left outside - today's workers are not
represented by the official labour movement

on poverty pay (currently assessed at
£5.90 per hour). 800,000 women
workers earn less than £2.50 per
hour. These are the insecure: just
under 5.5 million full-time workers,

,and 4.5 million part-time workers. Of

these, nearly 1 million have to hold
down more than one job; the preva-
lence of poverty pay explains why
two-thirds of British workers work
more than 40 hours per week, and &
quarter more than 50 hours.
Meanwhile, one in four unemployed
men have been thrown on the dole at
least five times in ten years; 9 million
have had a spell of unemployment
since the Tories were elected. And
the poorest of all households are
those who have no earners at all — 40
per cent in Tyne and Wear, Mer-
seyside, South Yorkshire and Wales.

Black and Asian people continue
to be disproportionately represented
within these poorer sections of the
working class. 83 per cent of Pakis-
tani/Bangladeshi people are in the
poorest 40 per cent; 53 per cent of
Afro-Caribbeans. Thus it is not sur-
prising that one in three households
in the East End of London, where 46
per cent of the population are from
ethnic minorities, have an annual
income of less than £4,500, and 55
per cent less than £10,000.

In a sense it is misleading to talk of
poorer and richer sections of the
working class. It obscures the reality:
that of the working class being re-
fashioned to meet British capital’s
requirement for a workforce cheap
enough to make the burgeoning ser-
vice sector either sufficiently prof-
itable (if it is in private hands) or te
constitute a minimal drain on capi-
tal’s profits (if it continues to be
owned by the state). It is a workforce
that needs minimal skills — hence
there is less and less need to ensure it
is particularly numerate or literate.
And because there are so many
unemployed, it does not have to be
especially healthy either — there are
plenty of potential replacements
should one fall sick. This in part
explain the increasing pressure for
selection in. education — only the
middle class really need more than
basic skills — and the steps that are
being taken towards a two-tier health
service.

The experience of this new work-
ing class is then one of exclusion,
from education and health services,
from trade unions, in fact from ali
forms of political and social life.
Their concerns form no real part of
the bourgeois political agenda,
whether Tory or New Labour. They
are also excluded by those who
would regard the trade unions as the
primary vehicle for social change or
political action. Thus the tiny forces
of the British left, whatever they may
think of the matter, in reality have
no relationship with the working
class. 4
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PRISONERS FIGHTBACK

HOLLOWAY -

increased security =
increased neglect

We planned to publish this article in the last issue of FRFI but despite Clare’s sending it to our office
twice prior to our deadline, on both occasions it failed to arrive. A third attempt, after we had gone
to press, was successful. Clare recently wrote an article on the subject of counselling for the new
Scottish prison publication /nside Oot (see reviews page). The Inside Oot collective experienced no
problems receiving Clare’s material but, following publication, Durham prison authorities prevented
Clare herself from receiving a copy of the magazine.

n 1995 the regime at Holloway
prison gradually seemed to
break down, owing to more
stringent security measures and
rules demanded by the Home
Office in the light of a barrage of nega-
tive media publicity and attempted
escapes from top security prisons.
There were insufficient staff to sup-
port these new changes, so subse-
quently the women suffered greatly
and the situation became untenable.
Depression, self-harm, violence and
other characteristics of a repressive
regime increased dramatically.

I was at Holloway twice during
1995: from March to June and July to
August, In March the amount of lock-
up was far greater than two years pre-
viously, with 20 hours out of 24
behind the door a normal occurrence
at weekends, and virtually no eve-
ning association.

On Friday nights the level of de-
pression would increase, as women
knew they would have to spend
another weekend locked up. Suicide
attempts became frequent, not just on
the hospital wings but increasingly
on normal location and Friday nights
became known as ‘hanging nights’.
On one occasion two women on
different landings tried to hang them-
selves, one more seriously than the
other, and despair pervaded the wing
to such a level that I contacted
Women In Prison to see if they could
do something about the situation.
Chris Tchaikovsky spoke to the gov-
ernor, Miss King, but she chose to
ignore any advice and, as a conse-
guence, a Nigerian woman who had
just been sentenced to nine years,
hanged herself on the reception
wing, unable to face the nightmare
that Holloway represented. Despite
this, little action was taken and the
lock-up was almost as severe as
before. Suggestions were made of
improving the counselling and other
support services, particularly on the
reception wing, where women first
come in on remand or after sentence
{unless they are medically unfit) but
few changes occurred and gradually
the lock-up increased still further.

In July, during a hot summer, the
women became so frustrated with
constant lock-up and lack of access to
exercise that in the evenings they
would set light to sheets and throw
them out of the window, piling more
lighted sheets on top until several
bonfires were ablaze. Fire engines
would come and the staff would run

und like headless chickens but,
pmnce the fires were out, nothing was

e calm the mood of the frus-
saiied women Girls who had never
sl sarmed before would be driven
bewoes Teescm &0 St=rt to cut up reg-
| D Teg
lariy. Scrme would even set fire to
her o= s - soCT wWES TF SDOCODS!
CEIDE —hev wers pormy throueh
Figher sscurity mesnt the st

level dropped so severely
that education and PE
classes were cancelled
regularly, sometimes for
several days or weeks ata
time. The bang-up in-
creased to up to 23 hours
a day and, as many had
dependent children to
worry about, this led to
severe psychological ab-
use, as access to phones
was drastically reduced.
Some days the mail
would not be delivered to
the wings. The women
began to feel isolated and
ignored.

Monthly the system
deteriorated and the neg-
ligence was such that
in November _another
woman killed ~ herself,
again on the reception
wing, by swallowing large
amounts of tissues. Again,
she was largely neglected
when she came in on
remand; the staff were as
demoralised as the in-
mates so they showed no
concern for others; nor
did they have time to
care. With four deaths in
three and a half years the
record is pretty poor at
Holloway and obviously
these statistics do not
include the many near
misses that occur every
week.

Hygiene throughout the
prison was reaching an
all-time low. The grounds were
infested with rats, which fed on all
the food the women threw out of the
windows, as they were locked in
immediately after collecting their
food and had nowhere else to put it,
unable to bear to sleep with the stink
that it left. The standard of food be-
came worse and dietary requirements
were often neglected. Food-poison-
ing cases became more frequent as
food was witnessed to be left for sev-
eral days uncovered in the heat, a
breeding ground for bacteria. Health
and hygiene requirements were fre-
quently not adhered to, again
through shortage of staff or lack of

interest. Gardening staff were forcing

inmates who worked for them to pick
up the dead rats with their hands
after they had been poisoned, which
is very unhygienic and dangerous.
The level of medical care at Hollo-
way is appalling. It is very rare for a
woman to be examined by the doctor
when complaining of a physical ail-
ment. The remedy prescribed for
everything from an abscess, flu and
conjunctivitis to cystitis seems to be
two paracetamol. You have to put in
2 Reguest/Complaint before you are
Iikely to be given any other treat-
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A pregnant inmate shackled while playing with her nephew

ment. The waiting list for the dentist
and optician is horrendous and one
woman had to suffer chronic pain
from an exposed nerve and abscess in
her mouth for six weeks, despite
complaining daily, before she man-
aged to see the dentist. I myself have
been on eight separate waiting lists
for the dentist but have not yet been
called to see him in four years. I have
often had to wait up to 12 weeks to
see the optician. With the shortage of
staff, hospital appointments at Hollo-
way were being cancelled frequently
or not being booked in the first place
despite urgent need. Several women
who were seriously ill and needed
operations or urgent specialist treat-
ment were denied this and conse-
quently their health deteriorated. The
staff would juggle between cancelling
all association and work movement
and doing the hospital escorts, or
vice versa, so the women’s health
became a lottery.

Gynaecological care in Holloway
is of a very poor standard. Many
women suffered miscarriages due to
the neglect there or had a distressing
time. | witnessed a pregnant woman
being hauled to the floor and re-
strained in an aggressive manner

when she became violent over her
treatment. Another woman on the

pregnancy unit was badly beaten by |

officers when she misbehaved. The
pregnant women complained that
they did not always receive an ade-
quate diet. Inmates were often hand-
cuffed and held by a restraining
chain en route to hospital. Some
complained of being handcuffed to
the bed during operations or their
stay there — the most disturbing was
when it happened to a woman giving
birth, despite promises from the hos-
pital authority that it would not hap-
pen again after a similar incident at
New Hall.

If a woman is depressed
or badly behaved the doc-
tors prefer to dose them
up with high levels of
psychotropic drugs rather
than giving them indiv-
idual or group therapy.

Many women take a lethal |

cocktail of several tran-
quillisers such as largac-
tyl, phrophiadine, chloryl
hydrate, melarol, moga-
don and valium. Turned
into zombies, they shuffle
around the corridors as
frequently as the cock-
roaches do. The hospital
unit D1 again has a severe
record of neglect. Women
who are detoxing from
. drugs are put in the same
dormitories as those who
are physically ill or who
have been placed there
for observation due to
the nature of their crimes.
On the psychiatric unit
C1 the women are again
drugged up to the nines

and the level of self-harm- | ; : .
ing is particularly worry- | thg Anti-Terrorist Branch gnd charged with con-
‘ing. There are several who | spiracy to cause explosions. The house was

. searched for 24 hours without any family mem-

really need constant care

and attention and should
be in a proper hospital or receive reg-
ular counselling but it is easier for
them to quieten them with tranquil-
lisers, like sick animals.

Holloway was recently upgraded
to Category A status but there is no
special unit for Category A prisoners,
so they are spread around the wings
in special cells and locked in most of
the time, particularly at weekends.
Even though shadow officers were
brought in to help, the Cat As would
frequently find they would have to
miss exercise, go without a shower,
have no access to the gym or library
and be late for social and legal visits.
The constant strip-searches and lack
of association meant that they regu-
larly suffered from bouts of depres-
sion, Out of sight, out of mind is the
most appropriate adage for this.

Thus the emphasis on security and
punishment, rather than rehabili-

tation and care, has reneged on many |

basic human rights and caused
immense suffering and deprivation
for the women. Unless desperate
measures are taken soon to rectify the

situation, the problems shown here |
| The Friends of Samar Alami can be contacted

' at BM FOSA, London, WC1N 3XX.

will only escalate.
Clare Barstow
HMP Durham

PRISONERS’ ART
- COMPETITION

The Terry O’Halloran Memorial Fund
is holding a competition to design
artwork for a card to be produced in
time for next Christmas. Prisoners
are asked to submit a black-and-
white drawing, on any subject (ie
not necessarily anything to do with
Christmas) by 15 August 1996. The
competition will be judged in
September and the winner
announced in October.

For further details and an
entry form write to the
Terry O’Halloran Memorial Fund,
BM Box 5960, London, WC1N 3XX.

The Memorial Fund also plans to
research issues arising from the
imposition of ‘volumetric control’.
As a provider of books, radios,
periodicals and other items for
prisoners, the Fund is concerned
about the effects of this measure,
which was recommended in the
Woodcock Report and is in the
process of implementation
throughout the prison system.
Prisoners with accounts of the
‘impact of the new restrictions are
asked to write to the above address.

Samar Alami

Samar Alami was born in Lebanon to a Leba-
nese/Palestinian family and has lived in Britain
since 1984. She was granted indefinite leave 1o
remain here in September that year. She is a stu-
dent at City University and a member of Amnesty
International and the General Union of Palestinian
Women (UK).

Reem Abdelhadi, Mohammed Derbas, Jawad
Botmeh, Mahmoud Abuwardeh, Nadia Zekra and
Samar Alami were all arrested under the Preven-
tion of Terrorism Act following the bombing of the
Israeli Embassy and Balfour House in north
London in July 1994. Abdelhadi and Derbas were
discharged by Bow Street Magistrates’ Court
after the CPS decided there was insufficient evi-
dence against them. The other four also strongly
protest their innocence.

Samar went through the following ordeal in
1995:

17 January: arrested under the PTA at her family
home by the Met Police Anti-Terrorist Branch.
The home was searched for three days.

20 January: released with no charge.
22 March: arrested under PACE at her home by

ber or legal representative present.

23 March: remanded to HMP Holloway.

10 May: committed to stand trial by Bow Street
Magistrates’ Court,

23 May: bailed from Holloway; conditions
included the surrender of her passport.

2 June: rearrested under PACE in a street near
her home.

3 June: charged with possession of arms and
explosives.

5 June: remanded to Holloway.
18 August: committed for trial on new charges.

3 November: refused bail, which she had sought
on grounds of poor physical and mental health.
Transferred to HMP Durham, 270 miles away
from her family.

Samar spent seven months in Holloway prison
as a Category A remand prisoner. As such she
was strip-searched before and after all social and
legal visits, which were then held in closed con-
ditions, denied regular exercise and association
and often kept confined to her cell 23 hours a

' day. The prison regime caused such a serious
| deterioration in her physical and mental health
| that she was rendered incapable of participating

in the preparation of her defence.

Pam Robinson



INSIDE NEWS "

uild international
solidarity against
Control Units!

As | sit in this Control Unit cell, reflecting upon 12 years in Control Units, the fact that this disease of

{ota

isolation is spreading to your country sickens me, writes US prisoner JOHN PEROTTI. The New

World Order encompasses mass genocide and slavery against the poor. That the United Kingdom

has

nicked up the ‘war on crime’ battle-cry is no surprise, as it fits the agenda of the ruling class

internationally. This is why it is so important for us to build international solidarity and network ideas
and tactics to counter this disease.

ublicising human rights vio-
lations within these Units
is the first step. Politicians
focus on the ‘crimes’ of
the people imprisoned to
detract from the root cause of the
problem. Massive education of the
public should be foremost. Protests,
combined with information packs
detailing how prisons are tools of re-
pression used by the ruling class, are
an essential tactic in opposition to
Control Units. Other tactics are direct
action ‘monkey-wrenching’ of con-
struction sites of Supermax prisons.
Hitting the government in their pock-
ets is extremely effective. When they
allocate millions to build these
instruments of torture, only to have
the foundations caved in, bulldozers
sabotaged and electrical systems de-
railed, it is a major setback as they
cannot keep pouring millions into
construction projects.

Here we have utilised the courts
to highlight constitutional violations
occurring in the Control Units. Util-
ising their own injustice system only
brings limited results. Sometimes it
works as a deterrent but always after
the fact. The solution lies in stopping
the disease before it begins. I recently
won a lawsuit where the Director of
the Department of Corrections and his

Mass resistance against US prisons - Attica 1971

chief legal adviser were found to
have violated my due process rights
in handling the trumped-up charges
which got me sent back to Lucasville.
A jury also ruled that a captain and
two guards retaliated against me be-
cause of articles I've written which
are derogatory about their ‘system’,
setting me up on a drugs charge and
putting a fake ‘snitch-jacket’ on me in
an attempt to get others to do their

dirty work. The jury awarded me
$10,200 damages but the judge re-
fused to order my transfer out of
Lucasville, leaving me right here
under the direct supervision of the
same prisoncrats who set me up. The
state is appealing so I won't see a
penny for years, if at all, and the fact
that I won in court will just cause fur-
ther retaliation. This has forced me to
re-evaluate the use of their injustice
system and its effectiveness. Overall,
there is a general deterrent effect for
those coming into the system, as well
as the amount of money it costs the
state to defend these actions, but true
change comes from the public out-
side, who can exert more pressure on
the politicians.

As I write, the last major trial stem-
ming from the 1993 rebellion at
Lucasville is going on. Carlos San-
ders, known as Siddique Hasan, 1is
charged with aggravated murder of
the guard hostage and prisoner,
attempted murder, kidnapping, felo-
nious assault, assault and robbery.
The state has already convicted and
given the death penalty to prisoner
spokespersons Jason Robb, James
‘Namir’ Ivere and Big George Skatzes
for similar charges. Hasan is accused
of being the Muslim orchestrating the
uprising in response to Warden

The shape of things to come
in Britain — US prison
population figures

Combined local, state and federal prison
population: 1980 — 493,000,

1985 - 759,000, 1990 - 1,179,000;
1995 - 1,554,000

Number of people in prison per 100,000 of
the population: 1980 — 210 (approximately
double the current figure for England and
Wales); 1995 — 555

Incarceration rate for whites — 306 per
100,000; for blacks — 1,947 per 100,000

State expenditure (California): 1980 —
Prisons 3%, Further Education 18%; 1995 -
Prisons 8%, Further Education 8%

39% of Californian males between 18 and 34
are either in prison, on parole or on probation

Tate’s refusal to provide alternative

TB testing methods to those claimed |

to violate Islamic tenets. The state
has got high conviction rates, due to
the efforts of a special prosecution
team and the use of inmate infor-
mants. The prosecution and convic-
tions surpass any previous prison

States.

What is the solution? International
support and pressure are a start;
direct action against prisoncrats and
their tools of repression; outside sup-
port for all of us confined to these
houses of pain. Those of us who are
released must witness to the public
what is going on in here. Those who
are released must help fund and sup-
port further resistance by their com-
rades outside and inside, rather than
forget the injustice they suffered.
Remember: '

‘The spirit who has seen the spec-
tre of death cannot be scared by the
faces of thieves; the soldier who has
seen the swords glittering over his
head and streams of blood under his
feet does not care about rocks thrown
at him by children on the streets.’

Pick up the battle upon release;
help those still confined to break the
chains. Organise resistance!

E
John Perotti, SOCF #A167712, PO Box 45699,
Lucasville, OH 45699, USA

Letters and donations can be sent via the John
Perotti Defence Fund, 45a Bedford Avenue,
Aberdeen, Scotland.

Inhuman and degrading punishment

Inhuman

Charlie Bronson has been moved
between prisons 53 times in 34
months under the terms of the Prison
Service’s Continuous Assessment
Scheme, ‘Stage 5’ in the ‘Management
Strategy for Disruptive Inmates’ (IG
28/1993). Charlie McGhee had been
moved approximately 18 times in the
12 months up to 4 January 1995 when
he died of a heart attack in Frankland
prison.

Prisoners on ‘Continual Assess-
ment’ are inevitably held in segre-
gation units at the gaols they are
moved to, not told when or where
they will be moved again and sub-
jected to a process which can only be
described as control by disorienta-
tion. The Prison Service does not pre-
tend that copstant moves are good for
the prisoner, but uses the system to
prevent individual governors from
complaining that problem prisoners
have been ‘dumped’ on their estab-
lishment. Even this masks the true
purpose of IG 28/93, which (like. the
infamous CI 10/74 and CI 37/90
which preceded it) is to provide
a mechanism whereby potentially
‘subversive’ prisoners can be gradu-
ally destroyed both physically and
mentally.

DRAWING BY CHARLIE BRONSON

‘ No-one shall be
subjected to torture
or inhuman and
degrading treatment
or punishment ’

— Article 3, European Convention
on Human Rights, to which
Britain is a signatory.

Degrading

In the last FRFI we commented that
although the chaining of pregnant
women prisoners in hospital had
been discontinued, other similar bar-
baric practices would continue
against both men and women.
Andrzy Jakubczyk writes from Bed-
ford gaol:

‘On 15 February 1996, prior to my
statutory exercise period, [ was for-
cibly...put into mechanical re-
straints which comprised two sets
of handcuffs plus one and a half
feet of heavy chain. I was required
to exercise in these restraints; that
is I was walked up and down the
exercise yard like a “dog being
taken for walkies”, attached to a
prison warder and led up and
down the small yard - there were
also two additional warders on the
yard. It is a secure yard enclosed by
a fence with barbed razor wire all
round. I felt totally degraded and a
number of prisoners were by the
windows laughing. As a conse-
quence | terminated my “exercise”
after five minutes and declined to
take any further “exercise” while at
Bedford.’

Nicki Jameson

Right said Fred

It is nearly a year since Larkin Publications
brought out Strangeways 1990: a serious
disturbance, the only book on the subject of
Britain's biggest ever prison uprising. De-
spite a virtual blank from the mainstream
national press, the book received a favour-
able response from every quarter bar one.
Although criminologists, lawyers, prison re-
formers, and above all prisoners, have
heaped praise on the book, there are some
who don't like it so much. Not surprisingly,
foremost in that category are prison officers.

On the same day the Home Office agreed
to pay compensation to seven former pris-
oners and one prison officer who suffered
trauma and distress as a result of being
caught up in the Strangeways revolt, FRF|
heard that lawyers representing prison offi-
cer Fred Wright had written to BPCC Wheat-
ons, who printed Strangeways 1990, claiming
he was defamed on pages 82 and 115 of the
book and asking for compensation.

Eric Allison, who wrote the parts of the
book which Fred Wright claims are defama-
tory, is adamant that every word of his
account is true and insists that if called on to
do so, he can produce statements from 50
former prisoners and at least one ex-prison
officer to confirm the comments he makes
about Fred Wright.

Strangeways 1990 is available from Larkin
Publications, BCM Box 5909, WC1N 3XX. £7.95
+ £1p&p. Cheques to Larkin Publications.
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Frankiland

Frankland prison was locked down
from 7 to 11 January, ostensibly in
response to an escape -attempt on
New Year’s Day and three other inci-
dents during which security was
‘compromised’ (one involving =
home-made ladder and two invelv-
ing missing or copied keys).

Large amounts of prisoners’ pos-
sessions were destroyed by screws
searching cells and some prisoners
retaliated by wrecking or burning cell
furniture. Seventeen prisoners were
moved out on ‘lay-downs’, following
rumours they were planning a riot.

Over the next month there were
further one-day lock-downs, in-
cluding one on B wing (all the secu-

| rity ‘compromises’ were on C wing,
- and all High Risk Category A prison-
' ers were moved to Whitemoor, Bel-

marsh or Full Sutton.

The escape attempts were used as
an excuse to screw down the prison.
‘Volumetric control’ is now being
brought in, restricting prisoners’

- property to what will fit in two small
' boxes, and prisoners refusing to work
- are being kept locked up all day. One
rebellion in the history of the United |

prisoner who was shipped out of Full
Sutton following the protest there in
November (see FRFI 128) and is now
at Frankland, wrote to FRFI: ‘all the

little things that happened at Full

Sutton have already started happen-
ing here, even the little changes; it's
like continuous déja vu.’

Overcrowding

On 21 February the prison popula-
tion of England and Wales reached
an all-time high of 53,000, forcing the
Prison Service to declare a ‘state of
emergency’ in 46 prisons, which will
have to find space for up to 10 per
cent more prisoners each.

The prison population has risen by
a quarter since May 1993 when
Michael Howard became Home Sec-
retary. Faced with persistent criti-
cism and the soaring cost of rising
imprisonment, Howard recently an-
nounced he would be ending im-
prisonment for petty fine default
However, his plans to drastically

| reduce remission and introduce min-
" imum sentences will more than com-

pensate and the prison population
will continue to rise.

‘Satpal Ram -

abuse continues

Following the rejection of his appeal
in December 1995, Satpal has been
subjected to continual harassment.
First at Full Sutton, where he was put
on punishment for a string of petty
and trumped-up reasons; then at
Long Lartin, where the authorities
repeatedly demanded he submit to
strip-searches conducted in the most
humiliating manner possible. When

. Satpal refused to squat during these

searches he was sent to the block. On
13 March he was physically assault-
ed, forced into a body-belt and
moved to Bristol prison.

Send letters and cards to Satpal Ram
(E9416%), HMP Bristol, Cambridge
Road, Horfield, Bristol, BS7 8PS.

Visitors get
the same treatment

FRFI has learned of similar strip-
search procedures being extended to
black and Asian visitors to Full Sut-
ton prison. Recently a young woman
visitor, accompanied by her three-
year-old daughter, was forced to
remove her clothes, spread her legs,
bend over and spread her buttocks.
This is racial and sexual harass-
ment of the most disgusting variety,
with prison authorities in a position
of absolute power. If visitors refuse
the search, they will be denied
the visit.
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Che Guevara:

B The Motorcycle Diaries: a journey around
South America by Ernesto Che Guevara, trans-
lated by Ann Wright. Verso 1995, £8.95.

I first learned of this book from a
Guardian review which claimed that
as it was so full of politically-in-
correct views, Che’s supporters, in-
cluding the Cuban government, had
gone out of their way to ensure it
never saw the light of day. Such
insinuations are typical of petty
bourgeois dilettantes such as those
who write for The Guardian, but they
are far removed from the facts.
Nobody is born a communist, it has
to be learned. It was not likely to
be easy for Che Guevara, a medical
student from a middle-class family in
Argentina, to make this leap.

In the first half of 1952 Che and
a friend travelled from Argentina
to Venezuela on an ancient Norton
motorbike, taking in Chile, Peru and
Colombia on the way. They met a
vast range of people, from Indians
and copper miners to lepers, police
and tourists. For the first time Che
experienced at first hand the suffer-
ing of the continent’s toiling masses,
and their struggles — including a
strike which he joined in.

‘The man I once was’
ERNESTO

In a typical passage Che notes
that ‘Chile produces 20 per cent of
all the world’s copper’, and that cop-
per is vitally important to the US
companies who own most of it, as
an essential component of various
weapons of destruction and a source
of massive profits. At the end of the

chapter Che reminds us of the costs:
‘the miners’ graveyards...containing
but a fraction of the enormous num-
ber of people devoured by cave-ins,
silicosis and the mountain’s infernal
climate.’

Che's comments on the plight of
the Indians of Peru are unforgettable,
inviting comparisons with apartheid
in South Africa: ‘...this kind of train
[to Cuzco] has a third-class carriage
for the local Indians; they're like the
ones used to transport cattle in
Argentina, except that the smell of
cow dung is much more pleasant
than its human equivalent...the
tourists travelling.in their comfort-
able railcars can only have the
vaguest idea of how the Indians live,
gleaned from a quick glance as they
whizz by our train which has to stop
to let them pass.’

Towards the end of the book Che
describes a conversation with ‘a very
interesting man’ who tells him that
‘the people need to be educated and
they can’t do that before taking
power, only after’, and predicts that
Che ‘will die with your fist clenched
and your jaw tense, the perfect mani-
festation of hatred and struggle.” The
conclusion which Che has drawn
from the scenes of squalor and strug-
gles he has witnessed is clear: ‘when
the great guiding spirit cleaves
humanity into two antagonist halves,
I will be with the people...brace my
body, ready for combat and prepare
myself to be a sacred precinct within
which the bestial howl of the victori-

ous proletariat can resound with new
vigour and hope.’

The turning point had been

reached; barely a year later Che
reached Guatemala, where he tried to
organise resistance to a US-backed
coup, and in 1955 he met Fidel

Slums on the hillside of Caracas, Venezuela

Castro for the first time in Mexico.
The little-known motorcycle trip had
played a part in forming the proletar-
ian revolutionary who was to lay
down his life in Bolivia in an attempt
to create, as he put it, ‘two, three,

many Vietnams'.
Mike Webber

Release Irish
prisoners of war

B Sacirse An Uaimh (Navan) pamphiet by
Seamus 0 Mathuna. Available from Alanna Nugent,
¢/o Metges Lane, Navan, Co Meath, Ireland; tele-
phone 00353 46 21345. 32pp. Price £2 + 40p p&p.

Produced during the ceasefire when
Saoirse branches throughout Britain
and Ireland were waging a vigorous
public campaign for the repatriation
and release of Irish prisoners of war
in British gaols, Navan Saoirse’s
pamphlet is no less useful now the
ceasefire is over. Although it may not
be sustainable on precisely the same
terms, a campaign supporting and
publicising the situation of Irish pris-
oners is even more vital today and
campaigning tools such as this
should be welcomed and widely
used.

The pamphlet consists of a brief
narrative account of ‘Irish political
prisoners in English jails since the
1870s’: from the Fenians, such as
Jeremiah O’Donovan Rossa, who was

‘once shut up éer 35 days in a pitch-
black dungeon with his hands
chained to his feet, day and night ...
not even untied for meals, hence he
was forced to eat like a dog lapping
his food out of a bowl on a dirty
floor’, through this century to the
1970s, where the medical neglect of
Sean O’Connaill is horrifyingly simi-
lar to that which Patrick Kelly is suf-
fering the consequences of right now,
and on to the present day when those
prisoners who attempted to break out
of Whitemoor are still being bru-
talised in Belmarsh.

There are some minor inaccuracies
and errors, but by and large the mate-
rial is excellent and I was particu-
larly struck by how the role of
women in the struggle for Irish liber-
ation was stressed throughout. The
pamphlet’s author was active with
our comrades in south London in the
mid-1980s and much of the material
is drawn from Hands Off Ireland!,

FRFI, Ireland: the key to the British
revolution and from another tiny but
excellent pamphlet produced in 1989
by the ‘Free the Framed Irish Prison-
ers’ campaign, in which the late Maire
O’Shea was an active participant.
The pamphlet concludes with cor-
respondence between Navan Saoirse
and various prominent persons on

issues regarding Irish political pris-
oners. Most revealing is their reply
from Mo Mowlam, Shadow Secretary
for Northern Ireland. She tells them
that Labour ‘does not support the
release of all terrorist prisoners’, and
that ‘Labour in government has no
plans to close any of the Special
Secure Units’. For those of us who

know Labour's record, this is no sur-
prise, but for readers of this pamphlet
who are new to the issues, it is vital
to know who are your friends and
who are your enemies.

There are currently approximately
24 Irish POWSs in English gaols, and

another 13 on ‘temporary transfer’ to |

the Six Counties, who could be re-

called any time. The resumption of |

armed struggle means there will

:

probably be more prisoners. Their |

situation has been highlighted during |

the ceasefire and it should not be sub-
merged now; materials such as this
pamphlet are useful aids in the ongo-
ing campaign.

Nicki Jameson

B The Wrong Men by Jill Morell, published by the
Bridgewater Four Support Group, 723 Pershore
Road, Selly Park, Birmingham, B29 7NY. 44pp,
£3.95 inc p&p.

There is almost nothing left to say
about the case of the Bridgewater
r, other than to ask why the hell
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The wrong system
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Robinson, and Vincent and Michael
Hickey were wrongly convicted of
the murder of paper-boy Carl
Bridgewater at Yew Tree Farm in
Staffordshire their supporters have
amassed so much evidence that there
really is no case left to disprove. But
still the three men are in prison
(Molloy died in gaol in 1981),
because Michael Howard refuses to
refer the case back to the Court of
Appeal. Ann Whelan, mother of
Michael Hickey, who was just 17
when sentenced, spends her life trav-
elling the country, speaking to meet-
ings, giving interviews, gathering
support. She does a brilliant job but
still the doors remain bolted.

This pamphlet is well-researched
and illustrated and sets out the facts
of the case clearly and accessibly.
An equally useful document could
probably have been produced by
any sympathetic and well-versed

journalist but hopefully the fact that
it is written by the same Jill Morell

who campaigned long and hard for |
John McCarthy will force some peo- |
ple in this chauvinistic country to |

make the unavoidable comparison
between innocent hostages in Beirut
and innocent hostages in British
prisons.

Last October Michael Hickey re-
fused to apply for parole, saying ‘I
won’t ever plead and grovel for some-
thing that is my right — and that’s my
liberty. The only way I'm prepared to
come out is through the front door of
the Court of Appeal, having been
exonerated and completely cleared
...We've had 17 years or more of
injustice dished up to us, not justice.
The people responsible for this know
who they are, they are guilty of
putting my life on hold for 17 years.
We are innocent.’

Nicki Jameson

Voices
from inside
Scottish
gaols

' B Inside Oot available from The Inside Oot

Collective, c/o Glasgow Solidarity Centre, 3 Royal
Exchange Court, 85-87 Queen Street, Glasgow, G1
3PA, Scotland, 50p.

In February the Scottish Prisoners
Direct Action Support Group pro-
duced the first issue of its quarterly
magazine Inside Oot, which provides
a unique platform for Scottish pris-
oners themselves to articulate and
communicate their views and analy-

- sis of penal repression north of the
| border. In fact, although collated and

published by outside supporters,
Inside Oot is very much a magazine
by and for prisoners, and most of the
material in the first issue reflects this
very strongly, eschewing as it does
any reformist or liberal analysis of
the prison system or strategy for
{change, and instead adopting an
unambiguous position of revolt and
resistance, while describing exactly
why the prison system is beyond any
sort of meaningful or piecemeal
reform. This is indeed a magazine
that tells it from the prisoners’ per-
spective and reflects their agenda for
change and transformation of the
prison system.

Scottish prisons are currently
being operated in line with Howard'’s
‘Get tough’ with offenders approach,
and regimes and conditions in most
Scottish gaols are now deliberately
designed to completely disempower
and destroy the will and ability of
prisoners to complain and protest. In
Shotts prison, for example, prisoners
are subjected to a regime that is

§ | Control Unit-oriented and geared
- towards

straightforward physical
and psychological repression. This
regime embodies Howard's reac-
tionary ideas on ‘basic regimes’ and
‘austere conditions’, which when
translated into reality are little more
than a brutal violation of prisoners’
basic human rights. It is these sort
of conditions that are now being im-

posed and institutionalised through-
out the whole of the Scottish prison
system, and no-one but prisoners
themselves can effectively fight and
resist the dangerous shift in the bal-
ance of power in gaols which the
state is currently attempting to engi-
neer and carry out.

The appearance of Inside Oot rep-
resents a very important and timely
contribution to the struggle of prison-
ers here in Scotland and potentially
the means by which a real fightback
is generated and organised against
the Tories’ attempts to create con-
centration camp-type prisons north
of the border. '

John Bowden
- HMP Perth



CHOOSE THE

" If you believe that the treachery
of the opportunist British Labour
and trade union movement must
be challenged, then there is no
alternative - Join the RCG!

| would like to join/receive
more information about
the RCG

Name
Address

Tel

SUBSCRIBE

to the best
anti-imperialist
newspaper in Britain

FIGHT RACISM!

FIGHT IMPERIALISM!
SRR S S INERTIOR

Subscription rates:

e Britain (inc N. Ireland): £5 for 6
issues, £9.50 for 12 issues

» EC/Europe air printed paper rate.
£6.50 for six issues, £12.50 for 12
issues

» EC/Europe air letter rate: £7.50 for
6 issues, £13.50 for 12 issues

o Africa, America, Middle East,
South Asia air printed paper rate:
£9.50 for 6 issues, £18 for 12
issues

» East Asia, Australasia, Pacific air
printed paper rate: £10 for 6
issues, £19.50 for 12 issues

» Libraries and institutions: double
individual rates

Make cheques/POs payable to
Larkin Publications.

Add £5 for foreign currency
cheques. Overseas rates given are
for printed paper reduced rate and
are unsealed. If you wish your mail
to be sealed please let us know and
we will inform you of the extra cost.
| wish to subscribe to FRFI
beginning with issue

Name
Address

| enclose payment of £ for

issues at rate

Return this form to: FRFI,
BCM Box 5909 London WC1N 3XX

RCG COMMUNIST
FORUMS

NEW SERIES OF
MARXIST EDUCATION

A new series of Communist
Forums, dealing with the
relevance of classic Marxist
texts and principles to the
struggles we face today.

Sunday 14 April 2.30pm

THEIR PROFIT,
OUR LOSS

Marx's Wages, Price
and Profitand its
relevance today

Speaker: Trevor Rayne
at Conway Hall, Red Lion
Square, London, WC1 (nearest
tube Holborn)

Entrance £1/50p. Creche
available on advance
application.

Future forum dates
(time and venue as above)
5 May, 9 June.

For details of topics
fel: 0171837 1688

When [ left Britain to come to
Taiwan two years ago, | had to
repeatedly explain where I was going,
since most British people had little
idea where Taiwan is, and more often
than not got it confused with
Thailand. So I have been wondering
whether people in Britain either
know or care about the crisis in the
Taiwan Straits. Now [ have been told
that Taiwan is all over the front pages.
Indeed, Taipei is now crawling with
foreign journalists, many of them
looking a bit lost. I thought I glimpsed
reactionary Jonathan Mirsky, the
Observer’s China correspondent, on
TV the other day.

Let me guess what the papers are
telling you — big, repressive China is
threatening to invade small and
democratic Taiwan, and shouldn’t
the USA quickly come to its rescue?
Meanwhile, some of the ‘left’ papers,
probably the ones that called for
‘victory to Iran’ when it was fighting
Iraq, and 'victory to Iraq’ when it
annexed Kuwait, will now be
chanting ‘Independence for Taiwan’.
Some people can be trusted to get it

LETTERS write to FRFI BCM Box 5909 London WC1N 3XX

wrong every time.

Let me explain that Taiwan is
historically and legally a province of
China, 98% of its population are
Hans, the same ethnic group which
makes up well over 90% of China’s
whole population. As for the so-
called ‘Taiwanese’ dialect of Chinese,
there are more than twice as many
speakers of this tongue in mainland
China than in Taiwan!

The 'Republic of China’
government in Taiwan is the rump of
the regime which the Chinese
communists overthrew in 1949. It
would have disappeared long ago had
it not been bolstered by US armed
intervention during and after the
Korean war.

The one thing the ruling Chinese
Nationalist Party (KMT) had in
common with the communists was
the idea that there was only one
China. The argument was, which of
the two was the legitimate governing

-party? KMT ‘president’ Chiang Kai-

shek refused to bow to US pressure to
declare Taiwan an independent
republic. Thus, the two parties came

No US intervention in Taiwan

to a silent agreement to live and let
be, and armed hostilities eventually
ceased.

All this changed with the current
‘president’ Lee Teng-hui. He fanned
up communal sentiments and used
the US- and Japanese-backed
‘independence’ forces to gain power
over his political rivals. Then he
followed the ‘independence’ forces in
trying to ‘internationalise’ the Taiwan
question.

You must understand that China
has suffered many brutal foreign
invasions and occupations. It has
suffered US nuclear threats on several
occasions. [t is not prepared to allow
any foreign power to use Taiwanas a
knife in its back. Independence for
Taiwan would mean that any foreign
power could legally station troops
there if Taiwan'’s rulers allowed it.
China is not prepared to be fragmented
into numerous weak states like the
Arabs, or to become another war-torn,
patchwork ex-Yugoslavia.

The Chinese government has been
taking careful, measured steps to
warn certain politicians in Taiwan

not to declare independence or invite
foreign intervention. Not a single
Taiwanese has been killed or injured
by the Chinese military exercises. Can
the Americans say as much for their
activities as ‘world policemen'? The
US imperialists want to stoke up
tensions in the Taiwan Straits.
Tensions work wonders for US arms
sales. Not since the Vietnam war has
Asia seen such a big US naval fleet as
that which is now in the vicinity of
Taiwan. Opinion polls show that
more people in Taiwan think the
American intervention will make
things worse than better. The US
caused this problem. They are
fanning the flames of war. But if a war
really happens, they will run away
and leave Taiwan in flames. They
should get back on their own side of
the Pacific now!

British communists have always
supported ‘self determination for the
[rish people as a whole'. We would
never dream of supporting an
‘Independent Northern Ireland’. The
same principle applies to China. Let
the Chinese people on both sides of
the Taiwan Straits find their own
solution. No to US intervention!

JONATHAN COHEN
Taiwan

Satpal Ram harassed in gaol

Last week, along with the Free
Satpal Ram Campaign, [ went to see
Satpal in Bristol prison. He told us
about the continual attacks and
harassment he suffers from the prison
authorities.

He has fought against his unjust
treatment for ‘murder’ for the past
nine years and it is for this reason,
particularly, that he has to undergo
the brutal treatment from the prison
officers and authorities in various
prisons.

Satpal has been in solitary
confinement for three weeks now,
and prior to his removal from Long
Lartin prison, he was subjected to the
most horrific forcible strip search.
The level of violence used in these
attacks leads Satpal to be in fear of his
life. During his confinement, he has
been denied proper food, bedding,
medical aid and access to his legal
and personal possessions. There
seems to be a concerted, systematic
campaign by the authorities to keep

him in solitary confinement for the
remainder of his sentence.

The Free Satpal Ram Campaign
asks people to protest against this
miscarriage of justice and ill-
treatment of Satpal. Send/phone
protests to the Governor, Mr Dixon,
HMP Bristol, Cambridge Road,
Horfield, Bristol BS7 8CS. Tel: 0117
942 6661 Fax: 0117 924 4228

NAZIMA RAHIMKHAN
Birmingham

Saturday 20 April

NATIONAL
DEMONSTRATION
AGAINST THE

ASYLUM AND
IMMIGRATION BILL

Assemble 11am
Embankment,
London SW1

Ugar Salih is innocent

I write in the hope some of your
readers will be able to come to my aid
in proving my innocence and
securing my freedom.

On 6 January 1990 I went on a drive
out to Kent with four others: Michael
Smithyman, his girlfriend April
Sheridan, my girlfriend Michelle Miles,
and Paul Smith. Paul was driving us
to a bungalow owned by his father.
He stopped the car twice on the way
out of London and April got out: once
to look for her babysitter and once to
buy cigarettes. If she had been
frightened of Smithyman then she
would have been unlikely to return.

Once inside the bungalow
Smithyman suddenly became
aggressive. He produced a shotgun
out of his bag without warning and
started giving us all orders, ordering
us back to the car. He put a shovel in
the car and ordered Paul to drive us to
Kent Woods where he pointed out a
spot where he told Paul to stop. I was
totally shocked and terrified by this
sudden change in Smithyman'’s
attitude and began to fear for the
safety of us all.

Smithyman ordered April out of
the car. He then told Michelle to get
out too, saying April was going to get
it. I begged Smithyman to leave
Michelle in the car, saying I would
take her place. I got out of the car at
gunpoint and was ordered to carry the
shovel. I had no option but todo as |
was told.

We reached a spot where a large
tree had fallen, leaving a hole in the
ground. Smithyman forced April to
stand in the hole. I was frozen with
terror. He shot her six times in cold
blood and buried the gun.

Once back at the car Smithyman
threatened to do the same to Michelle
but eventually left her alone and we
drove back to London.

We were all so terrified that we
stayed silent about the incident. ]
myself suffered deep shock. I did not
know what to do or where to go; there
were so many thoughts on my mind
that this abhorrent murder was
impossible to relate to. Taking a
human life was not something I had
ever witnessed before.

The following day Smithyman
came to my house, demanding |
return to the scene of the crime.

[ refused, despite his threats to
mutilate me and put my body parts in
a plastic bag.

Smithyman was known to have
‘underworld’ contacts and this sent
me into a state of paranoia. I was too
afraid to contact the police because
[ had heard what he would do to
‘grasses’ and their families.
Eventually Paul and I both returned
to the scene with Smithyman to bury
the body.

We were all arrested. Smithyman
was tried separately and rightly
convicted of murder. Yet we were
also found guilty of murder, on the
basis of ‘joint enterprise’. I did not
shoot April. I tried to persuade
Smithyman to stop. I thought he
might kill me too.

Since [ was sent to prison [ have
spent time in punishment blocks and
been moved on many occasions; there
has even been an attempt (involving
Smithyman as a prosecution witness)
to fit me up for another murder. I will
not accept the system'’s right to
control me as I am not guilty; I am not
a murderer. My life has been
destroyed. Smithyman is now
prepared to state that I am innocent
but I am still in prison.

UGAR SALIH
HMP Parkhurst, Newport, Isle of
Wight, PO30 5NX.

Anti-lrish hypocrisy

from the pseudo-left

NDW that the one-sided peace
initiative in Ireland is over, due to
the blank refusal by the British
government to honour their
agreement to enter into broadly-
based talks leading to a compre-
hensive settlement of the 827-year-
old conflict, we will undoubtedly be
bombarded by waves of hypocrisy
emanating from the pseudo left.
Over the years the pseudo left have
complained that the military
campaign prevented them from
raising the subject with a view to
putting pressure on the government
to produce a formula for a just and
lasting peace. Well, 18 months

ago a ceasefire was called and straight
away the largest of the pseudo-left
groups, the SWP, launched into an
anti-Irish campaign. This will not
surprise any genuine socialist
because the SWP has always vented
all their hatred on all things socialist.

oee, do that -

They hated the existence of the
Warsaw Pact states. They call for

the destruction of Cuba and any

other country that is a thorn in the
side of capitalism. The sad thing is
that among such groups there are
some people who are good and
courageous socialists, whose energies
are being wasted on perverse
ideology, at best, or government
agency, at worst. It is very sad to see
such waste at a time when the
country is crying out for new
direction and to find so few who can
be relied on to point the way. Perhaps
there are others, but apart from the
RCG I do not know of them, but it is
some consolation to know that there
is at least one body which is not
selective in its denunciation of racism
and imperialism.

M MURTAGH
Surrey

but make sure you get the t-shirt!

The design for our campaign t-shirt proved so popular that in Cuba it’s

painted up on the wall of Disco Amigos, the UJC youth centre Rock around

the Blockade provided a sound system for, and here in Britain, we've ordered new

stocks! Order yours now. Made in high-quality white Fruit of the Loom cotton, with a design of

Please send me
| enclose £

(cheques/POs payable to Rock around the Blockade)

Name

t-shirts and badges.

Che Guevara and the words
'Viva Cuba’ in red and black
on the front, and a quote
from Che ‘A true revolutionary
is motivated by great
feelings of love’ on the back,

Address

it costs only £7 including
p&p and is available in XL

only. Che Guevara badges

(white, with red and black

Return to Rock around the Blockade, c/o FRH,
BCM Box 5909, London WC1N 3XX

against the US blockade’ are

available for 50p.

Ronnie
Easterbrook:
a year on

‘dirty protest

| I am writing to thank you for all the

help and assistance you have given to

| me over the last year while I have

been trying to publicise the situation
of my close friend, Ronnie
Easterbrook.

On 26 March it will be a whole year
since Ronnie began his dirty protest
in the block at Whitemoor. Since last
December when we handed in the
petitions to the Home Office, [ have
had very sympathetic support from a
local newspaper, but everywhere else
I have come up against a complete
brick wall. I have written to MPs,
Prison Service officials and
governors, but they all send back the
same reply, blaming Ron himself for
the situation he is in.

[ am not campaigning for him to be
freed, just treated with a bit of
dignity. Nobody goes on a dirty
protest for a laugh, especially not for
year, The Lifers' prison at Kingston,
Portsmouth has a special wing for
men of Ron’s age and over, but the
Prison Service refuses to move him
out of the dispersal system. We are

| hoping to use the fact that the protest

. has now gone on for a whole year to
| put pressure on them to finally
. change their minds.

" JACKIE ABBOTT
- South London

design) with the words ‘Rage |

Tuesday 9 April
MARCH AGAINST

THE JOB SEEKERS’

ALLOWANCE

Assemble Geraldine Mary
Harmondsworth Park, Lambeth Rd
(Lambeth North tube) 1am

Called by London Against the JSA

Friday 19 April

FUNDRAISING SOCIAL
FOR IRISH REPUBLICAN
PRISONERS

Chats Palace, 242-244 Brooksoys
Walk, London E9. Doors open 8.30pm

Proceeds to Prisoners Dependents Fund
Organised by the Colin Roach Centre

CUBA SOLIDARITY CAMPAIGN
DAYSCHOOL

Saturday 27 April
9.30am-5pm

Conway Hall, Red Lion Square,
London WC1 (Holborn tube)
£8/£4,

&

THE 1996 CUBA SOLIDARITY
' CAMPAIGN AGM WILL BE ON
SUNDAY 28 APRIL AT ULU,
MALET STREET,
LONDON WC1
9.30AM-5PM.

BENEFIT NIGHT FOR IWCA
with Folk in Hell

Victoria Pub
Holloway Road, N7

Thursday 4 April

8pm till late
admission £3/£2 concs.

Independent Working Class Association
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On 24 February Cuban exiles from the counter-revolutionary Brothers to

IGHT RACISM

the Rescue deliberately flew into Cuban airspace in defiance of previous
Cuban warnings. It was ‘an open secret’ in the Miami exile community
that something was going to happen. After issuing warnings, Cuban MiG
fighter planes shot down two of the three pirate Cessnas. Four pilots
died, sacrificed to the cause of tightening the blockade against Cuba.
KATHY FERNAND and CAT WIENER report.

he exiles’ aim was to ensure the
anti-Cuban Helms-Burton Bill
got through. Their provocation
was timed to coincide with the
US  election  Primaries.
Unwilling to alienate the important exile
vote in Florida and New Jersey, President
Clinton dropped earlier reservations
about the Bill, and announced further
sanctions against Cuba. Predictably, on 6
March, the Helms-Burton Bill was passed
in the House of Representatives by 336
votes to 86. Brothers to the Rescue had
achieved their immediate aim.

Prior to this, to the dismay of the reac-
tionary Cuban exile groups, the Clinton
administration had seemed to be adopting
a more softly-softly approach against
Cuba. There was even talk that the block-
ade might be lifted if Clinton was re-
elected in the autumn. This reflected
growing pressure from sections of US
business who were establishing poten-
tially profitable contacts with Cuba.

Hewever the US was prepared to let
Brothers to the Rescue continue its
harassment of Cuba, with 20 illegal flights
into Cuban air space in the last 20
months. The Cuban government made re-
peated protests about these flights to the
US government and the Federal Aviation
Administration of the US. The US failed
to act. After two incursions in January
1996, when thousands of leaflets were
dropped over Havana, the Cuban govern-
ment warned next time it would act. After
the planes were shot down in February,
the Cuban government immediately
issued a statement regretting the loss of
life, but emphasising its determination to
defend its national integrity at all costs.
Castro pointed out in an interview in
Time magazine, ‘All these attacks against
Cuba are done with civilian planes...we
had warned US officials time and time
again... We had been patient, but there are
limits.' Such flights are also suspected of
being used for drug trafficking.

US attempts to bully UN

Clinton’s entourage immediately claimed
the planes were shot down over interna-
tional waters; Secretary of State Warren
Christopher condemned Cuba’s ~‘mur-
derous acts’ against ‘innocent civilians’,
Cuba has agreed to participate in a UN
inquiry to prove the planes were within
its territory.

Within hours of the shootdown the US
convened an emergency session of the UN

Security Council, where it attempted to
bully unprepared delegates to condemn
Cuba as ‘a threat to international order’
and its action as an ‘unlawful use of
force’. Requests that the session be
delayed until Cuban Foreign Minister
Roberto Robaina could get there were
ignored. However, resistance by China
and Russia to US railroading tactics
ensured that what was finally agreed was
a watered-down presidential statement
‘deploring’ the Cuban action. The state-
ment was passed at 3.30am. Roberto
Robaina was granted a US visa an hour
later.

The US dirty war against Cuba

The reality is a history of constant harass-
ment of Cuba by the United States and
eeunter-revelutlenanes based in Florida,
which the US has done nothing to pre-
vent. Responsibility for the shooting must
lie squarely at their door. It is no coinci-
dence that the flights were timed to coin-
cide with a scheduled meeting in Havana
by the dissident group Concilio Cubano -
WhlEh receives funds from Brothers to the
Rescue. In Time, Castro stated: ‘In addi-
tion to these flights, there was also
interference by the US Interests Section
[in Havana) in our internal affairs...giving
money and paying the bills of dissi-
dents, ..visiting the provinces and pro-
moting opposition to the government
under the pretext of checking on rafters
returned from the US...it was intolera-
ble.’

There is nothing ‘humanitarian’ about
Brothers to the Rescue. They were set up
in 1991 by Bay of Pigs veteran and fanati-
cal anti-communist Jose Basulto with the
sole aim of overthrowing the Castro gov-
ernment. Two days after the shooting they
were denounced on Cuban TV by former
Brothers pilot and Cuban agent Jueu Pablo
Roque as terrorists who had plotted sabo-
tage and assassinations against Cuba.

Cuban ‘Liberty
and Solidarity’ Act

Immediately after the incident, Warren
Chnstepher warned that Clinton held
military action ‘in reserve’. The Brothers
would undoubtedly like to provoke all-
out military action against Cuba. How-
ever, undera Democratic President they
will settle for all-out economic assault.
The Helms-Burton Bill - now the Cuban
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Liberty and Solidarity Act (!) - is the most
far-reaching attack on foreign trade with
Cuba to date. Its main provisions enshrine
in law sanctions imposed by Presidential
order, give Cuban-Americans and other
US citizens the right to sue foreign
companies using property confiscated by
the Cuban revolution, and suspend visas
from anyone involved in companies sub-
ject to an expropriation claim.

Cuba’s trading partners in Canada, the
European Union and Mexico will chal-
lenge the Act's extra-territorial provi-
sions, taking the US to the court of the
World Trading Organisation. The EU de-
scribed US attempts to limit their trade as
‘completely unacceptable’. They contin-
ued: ‘We and the Americans share the
same goal - establishing democracy in
Cuba - but we differ about the best means
to achieve that.’ |

The economic measures adopted by
Cuba to beat the blockade, including joint
ventures. and increased foreign invest-
ment in the economy, are bearing fruit.
Nickel production is up to its highest
levels ever, tourism is the fastest-grow-
ing sector and the sugar harvest looks
set to reach the target of 4.5 million tons
for 1996 — a 30% increase on last year. But
eapltallst companies, in seeking to max-
imise their profits, will lﬂ'Eﬂrltﬂbly conflict
with and attempt to undermine Cuban
socialism. Communists support Cuba’s
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Rock around the Blockade called a picket of the US Embassy to oppose the Helms-Burton Bill

right to trade with whoever it wishes to
defeud the gains of the revolution. But our
campaign cannot be based, as the Cuba
Solidarity Campaign in Britain wishes, on
a defence of British trading rights. Our pri-
ority must be to build an eetwe, popular
movement in defence of Cuban socialism
and against the blockade. g

Cuban internationalism
continues
On 27 February, 96 Cuban doctors arrived

in South Africa to fill posts left empty by a

‘medical brain drain’ of doctors lured
away to higher salaries by countries like
Britain. There are 2,000 unfilled posts in
South Africa, and only 22,000 decters for
the 43m population. The doctors were
greeted by cheering crowds who chanting
‘Down with America’ and ‘Viva Fidel
Castro’, and banners reading ‘Hands off
Cuba!’ and ‘End the bleekade!’. Cuba has
more doctors working in developing
countries than the whole of the World
Health Organisation.
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