 to the

FIGHT RACISM!
FIGHT IMPERIALISM!

/September 2003

The decision of the Palestinian resistance organisations to
agree to a temporary and conditional truce with the Zionist state
marks a new phase in the Intifada, one which holds potential
danger for the Palestinian people. On the one hand, it may allow
a regroupment of the resistance and the further isolation of the
treacherous Palestinian Authority (PA) government of Mahmoud
Abbas. On the other, it may provide an opportunity for Abbas
with his imperialist and Zionist supporters to split the liberation
movement and railroad through the Bush ‘roadmap’. One thing
is certain: the Zionists have not responded to the ceasefire in
any meaningful way; they continue to build settlements, seize
land for the apartheid wall on the West Bank, and hold
thousands of political prisoners. ROBERT CLOUGH reports.

ment of the Intifada and his ref-
erence to terrorism, incensed all
wings of the resistance. Abdel-Aziz
Al Rantisi of Hamas declared

housh giviagy

The PA and the resistance forces had
been negotiating a ceasefire for many
months. Each time they were close to
agreement the Zionists would ?Jl"lglf;
nise some act of provocation. Thi
time was to be no exception. The
backdrop was the Agaba summit in
the first week in June where
President Bush sought to lend
authority to his roadmap by meeting
with Mahmoud Abbas )

self was only too
strate his an

to meet Hamas leaders in Gaza; in
the end he did not go because his

safety could not be guaranteed.
Zionist intent was demonstrated
immediately following the end of
the summit when occupation forces
assassinated two Hamas leaders near
Tulkarm on 7 June. The following
day, fighters from Hamas, Islamic
Jihad and Al Aqsa Brigades jointly
attacked an Israeli military post in
Gaza, killing four soldiers. The three
freedom fighters also died in the gun
hattle. On 10 June, Zionist helicopter
gunships fired rockets at a car in
which Hamas leader Al Rantisi was
travelling in Gaza, Although Al
Rantisi escaped with minor injuries,
three civilians were killed, Later that
day another Zionist rocket attack on
abilaya in Gaza killed three mem-
of the same family including a
girl. The following day

ponde

same day the Zionist cabinet
announced it would target Hamas
political leaders. Announcing that it
would respond in kind, Hamas
spokesperson Ismael Haniyah said
that the Zionists ‘have been fighting
Hamas for many years and Hamas
has grown stronger and stronger...
we will strike against the occupation
as long as it continues to exist on our
national soil’. Meanwhile the US
weighed in on the side of the
Zionists, White House spokesperson
Ari Fleischer declared that ‘the issue
is not Israel, the issue is not the
Palestinian Authority, the issue is the
terrorists who are killing in an
attempt to stop the peace process.
The issue is Hamas, the terrorists are
Hamas', However, this statement
ignored the seven 'assassination
attempts on Hamas leaders in a five-
day period, and the death of more
than 40 Palestinian civilians in the
week after the Al Aqaba summit.
With the Zionists demanding that
the PA take action to ‘dismantle’

Hamas and thereby initiate civil war

amongst the Palestinian people,
negotiations on a ceasefire took on a

- renewed importance. Whilst the PA
- demanded that any ceasefire by the

INSIDE

Welcome... p2

PALESTINE
Free all political prisoners p1-3

cuBA

EU attacks Cuba p5

Self defence is no offence —
support from Mumia Abu-Jamal

USA in crisis
US imperialists make poor pay
for crisis and war p7

IMPERIALISM AND WAR
Iraq and Afghanistan - low
intensity war p8/9

The incidental death of a
weapons inspector
Guantanamo Bay: torture in US
concentration camp

DISCUSSION
Scottish Socialist Party:
imperialism and the left p10

TRADE UNIONS

‘Left-wing’ trade union leaders:
all mouth no trousers pi1
COLOMBIA

Al\ong struggle against
imperialism p16

+ news, prisoners fightback,
round-up and letters

PALESTINE: FREE ALL
POLITICAL PRISONERS

resistance be unconditional, the
resistance organisations were not
prepared to follow this path to
surrender. As Al Rantisi put it, Israel
and her guardian ally, the US, are
trying to impose on us a ceasefire
that is worse than a surrender. We
won’t accept that. They want us to
stop the resistance, but make no clear
commitment to stopping Jewish
terror and Nazi-like brutality against
our people’. Meanwhile Zionist
provocation followed provocation.
On 25 June, Sharon told his
ministers to ignore the settlement
freeze stipulated by the roadmap: ‘It
is possible to build in the settle-
ments, but people should not talk
about it, and dance around every
time a building permit is given. They
should build without talking’. At the
same meeting the cabinet rejected
attempts to obtain a ceasefire saying
that Abbas should ‘accept the
responsibility to carry out serious
counter-terrorist actions against the
terrorist organisations’. Two days
earlier, a Zionist death squad had
assassinated Hamas leader Al Qa-
wasmeh in Hebron and arrested 130

continued on page 3
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The storm of ‘shock and awe’
may have ended, but instead
of calm the world has been
gripped by uncertainty. The
lightning strike delivered by
British and US forces on Iraq
has been replaced by low
intensity war. Satellite and
computer information systems
remain relatively ineffective
when Iraqgi intelligence is
passed from house to house
and urban guerrilla warfare
picks off members of the
invading armies day after day.
Already the US government
is spending $3.9 billion a
month in Iraq, about twice the
sum anticipated. And it's not as
if the US government has
money to burn. Iraqi resistance
has meant that investment on
war has not yet yielded the
benefits which the US and
Britain expected. The oil com-
panies, Exxon, Shell and BP
may be itching to get control of
Iragi oil, but they are too afraid
to enter such an uncertain and
hostile environment (see page
8). The US government’s budg-
et deficit (spending over their
income) is soaring to $455 bil-
lion and the increasingly fragile
state of the US economy is
another serious source of
uncertainty. After a $200 billion
tax cut to the rich, the Bush
administration has launched a
war on the poor at home to
provide the funds for its war on
the poor abroad. Already, one
in five people in the US under
65 has no health insurance,
-and now what little provision is
available to assist the poor is
under attack (see page 7). New
immigration legislation will offi-
cially award immigrants with
the status of little more than
slave labourers (see page 6).
Bush is not the only war-
monger facing uncertainty.
Prime Minister Blair may have
grinned his way through accu-
sations that his government
‘sexed up’ the dossier on
weapons of mass destruction
in Iraq, but the death of chief
scientist Dr David Kelly at the
MoD wiped the smirk off his
face. The whole bitter row
between Blair's unelected
cronies, like Alastair Campbell,
and the BBC has revealed
cracks within the British ruling
class. At the same time it has
so consumed the mass media
that no one remembers the elu-
sive weapons of mass destruc-

Welcome...
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PLA women guerrillas in Nepal

tion which have failed to show
up in Iraq (see page 9).

In this world of uncertainty
there is one reality of which we
can be sure. Wherever there is
oppression and exploitation,
there will be those who fight for
freedom and justice. Wherever
there is imperialism, there will
be resistance, from Palestine
to Colombia, from Nepal to
Cuba.

In Palestine, despite the
imposition by the US of the so-
called roadmap to peace, and
the cease-fire called by the lib-
eration movement, the only
certainty is that without justice
for the Palestinian people, the
Intifada (uprising) will continue
(see pages 1 and 3). As Ahmad

Saadat, general secretary of
the PFLP, has explained, any
peace deal that does not
include the right of return for
Palestinian people forcibly
removed from their land by
Zionists, will never create
peace in the Middle East (see
page 3).

In Nepal, where the people
are among the poorest in the
world, the 234-year feudal
monarchy is under serious
attack by the communist-led

People’s Liberation Army,
which now controls 80% of the
country. President = Bush

recently gave $20 million in mil-
itary aid to the Nepalese
regime under the guise of fight-
ing temrorism, but it is the
example of the PLA organising
the people to set up schools
and hospitals in the rural areas
of Nepal that the US really

fears (see page 6).
In Colombia resistance to
poverty, exploitation and

oppression is certain to contin-
ue despite Plan Colombia
which sees massive US mili-
tary aid to the fascist govern-

ment of President Uribe. In
return for imperialist funds,
Uribe has put Colombia up for
sale to capitalist corporations
(see page 16).

Bush'’s hit-list of countries in
the ‘axis of evil’ is part of his
attempt to create a world of
fear and uncertainty, to force
the world's people into sub-
mission to the rule of capitalist
might. Nowhere is resistance
to imperialism and militarism
stronger than in Cuba. Black
US political prisoner Mumia
Abu Jamal has described the
US as launching verbal bombs
at Cuba, in order to warm up
the world to the idea of military
attack, following the procedure
used in the war on Iraq. Mumia
defends the recent measures
taken in Cuba to combat the
counter-revolutionaries orga-
nised and directed by the US
government and the right-wing
Miami Mafia to undermine
Cuban socialism (see page 5).

Resistance to imperialism
challenges us to take sides. It
is not acceptable to take up
the pose of proudly ‘independ-
ent’ (and theoretically abstract)
socialism at a time of crisis for
capitalism and suffering for the
world’s poor majority. The criti-
cal critics will end up support-
ing the oppressors just as
George Orwell did (see page
12) in the past and Professor
Mike Gonzalez of the SWP
does now (see page 14).

What form of resistance to
imperialism should socialists
take in Britain? In this issue of
Fight Racism! Fight Imperial-
ism! we take up the discussion
about the role of socialists in
parliamentary politics with an
Australian comrade in relation
to the Scottish Socialist Party’s
recent gains in the local elec-
tions (see page 10)

As Che Guevara said during
the Vietnam war: ‘There are no
borders in this struggle to the
death. We cannot be indiffer-
ent to what happens anywhere
in the world, because a victory
by any country over imperial-
ism is our victory, just as any
country’s defeat is a defeat for
all of us.’

Join the Revolutionary
Communist Group to fight
imperialism from within the
belly of the beast. Fight for a
better world.

Don't just get angry, get active!

{ website: www.rcgfrii.easynet.o.uk

¥ www.revolutionarycommunist.com
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| Every issue of FRF contains articles onth,
‘paper has large prison readership, with 200+
Copies sent freeto prisoners, both n

| FRFI Fighting Fund

We conhnu.e to need money, particularly to expand
our propaganda as capitalism continues to ravage
vorld. The need to publicise an anti-imperialist

Imperialists try to
intensify pressure

on lran

BOB SHEPHERD & LOUIS BREHONY

During a recent ftrip to
Tehran, Foreign Secretary
Jack Straw continued to
ratchet up imperialist pres-
sure on the Iranian regime,
calling on it to agree by
September to sign the ‘addi-
tional protocol’ demanded by
the June meeting of the Inter-
national Atomic  Energy
Agency (IAEA). This would
give inspectors from the IAEA
greater rights to conduct snap
inspections of so-called sus-
pect sites. Failure to meet this
deadline would, according to
Straw, jeopardise a European
Union trade and co-operation
agreement currently being
negotiated. His visit came
shortly after widespread stu-
dent protests had taken place
against the regime in Iran.
The student demonstrations
had begun on 10 June at Tehran
University in opposition to the
privatisation of the university
system but had quickly taken on
an anti-regime character. The
protests were militant, violently
confronting the forces of the
state, the police and Hezbollah
(religious militia of the govern-
ment) and spreading to at least
eight other major cities. Slogans
on the demonstrations included
‘Down with the Islamic Repub-
lic of Iran’, ‘Death to Khamenei’
(the main religious leader with-
in Iran), ‘Death to Khatami’ (the
reformist President) and ‘Death
to Rafsanjani’ (the hard-line ex-
president of Iran). All accounts
of the  protests  point
to the fact that many others
joined the students on the
streets. The Tehran Chief of
Police told the media that of the
520 protesters arrested by 22
June, ‘only ten of them are stu-
dents, the rest are ruffians’!
Student leaders said though that
more than half of those in cus-
tody were students, and 18 of
them were women.

Support for the demonstra-
tions also came from satellite
TV stations based in Los
Angeles in the US, run by Iran-
ian exiles, primarily supporters
of the Shah who fled Iran after
the revolution of 1979. Los
Angeles is home to the biggest
Iranian community outside Iran
and the base for TV stations
broadcasting into Iran. Satellite
dishes are illegal in Iran but this
does not stop the rich middle
class in Tehran from receiving
the broadcasts. On 15 July, US
General Paul Vallelly stated on
the right-wing news channel
Fox News that ‘We are trying to
influence the protests with our
satellite transmissions over
there' (emphasis added). He also
said that Iran was a threat to US
allies in the region, specifically
Israel and Saudi Arabia. Blair
and Bush have also expressed
their support for the protests,
the latter calling the demonstra-
tions, ‘the beginning of the peo-
ple expressing themselves
towards a free Iran',

~The student protests repro-
sent a growing disillusionment
with President Khatami, who
‘was elected in 1997 on a plat-

Students demonstrate in Tehran

form of reforming the Islamic
state and has always had a base
of support in the universities.
He used student protests in
1999 to strengthen his position,
even though they were brutally
suppressed by Hezbollah. This
time one of the slogans has been
‘Protection or resignation — that
is our final word’. For the stu-
dents and their allies to take the
movement forward in the inter-
ests of the mass of the Iranian
people, the poor and oppressed,
they will have to have a clear
anti-imperialist position in op-
position to the voices of the US
exiles and their rich Tehran fol-
lowers.

Iran’s nuclear programme

On 2 June, the imperialist G8
conference issued a statement
that ‘we recognise that the pro-
liferation of weapons of mass
destruction and their means of
delivery poses a threat to us
all... Together with the spread
of international terrorism, it is
the pre-eminent threat to inter-
national security’. It added that
‘we will not ignore the proli-
feration implications of Iran’s
advanced nuclear programme.
We stress the full importance of
Iran’s full compliance with its
obligation under the Non
Proliferation Treaty' — that is,
not to develop nuclear weapons.

The 1979 Islamic govern-
ment inherited two partially-
completed nuclear reactors at
Bushehr supplied by Germany
to the Shah regime as well as a
nuclear research base. The
power reactors were damaged
severely in the 1980-88 war
with Iraq but nuclear research
continued, augmented by a new
research centre in Tehran, under
the supervision of the IAEA and
the US, which supplied an extra
nuclear reactor. In 1995, howev-
er, the Clinton administration
imposed an absolute ban on
trade with Iran to ‘prevent its
support for terrorism and pursu-
ing weapons of mass destruc-
tion'.

In 1997 newly-elected Pre-
sident Mohammed Khatami
took steps to improve US-Iran
relations. Subsequently, in early
2000, the US relaxed its sanc-
tions, but not before it had
demanded further reductions in
the price of Iranian oil. Iran con-
tinued to try to improve rela-

tions with the US, for instance
by supporting military opera-
tions in Afghanistan and Iraq.
Despite this, some Washington
officials have in the last two
years accused Iran of support-
ing Al Qaida, ignoring the fact
that, according to Yemeni presi-
dent Ali Abdallah Salih, Iran
has extradited six Al Qaida mil-
itants to Yemen.

IAEA Director General Mo-

hamed El Baradei reported to
the JAEA June meeting that
‘Iran has failed to meet its obli-
gations under its safeguard
agreement with respect to the
reporting of nuclear matesal..
The number of failures by han
to teport the nuclear 'ct.xatenal,
facilities and activities in ques-
tion in a timely manner as it is
obliged to do...is a matter of
concern’. In response the US,
supported by Britain, Australia
and Canada, pushed for a reso-
lution that called for, ‘uncondi-
tional and comprehensive in-
spections of Iran’s nuclear faci}-
ities by the JAEA’. When this
failed to get a majority, the
TAEA called on Iran to sign the
‘additional protocol’. ;

E] Baradei has now met with
President Khatami and other
Iranian officials and agreed that
senior IAEA experts would
remain in Iran to discuss out
standing technical issues. How-
ever, in a move which has
alarmed both the US and Israel.
Iran recently tested a Shahab-3
missile. Its range of 810 miles
would enable it ta reach Tel
Aviv. In a fit of imperialist
hypocrisy, Blair and Sharorf
expressed their joint ‘concert
at this development. The factis
that Israel has perhaps 200
nuclear warheads is well
known, together with missiles
that can fire these warheads
1,500 miles — but the imperial-
ists do not question the Zion-
ists’ right to own such weapons
of mass destruction.

The student demonstrations
may have died down for the
moment. But the Islamic regime
is clearly incapable of meeting
the demands of the students,
and the imperialists will exploit
this to put even more pressure
on the Iranian government.
However, given their problems
in Iraq, they will be in no hurry
to repeat such a military
adventure. [ ]
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In a sweep through the ocity.
Meanwhile Zionist ‘goodwill’ ges-
tures had been shown to be com-
pletely bogus. An agreement to dis-
mantle ten settlement outposts was
met with a great fanfare: within days
they had all been re-established and
others built besides.

Yet the resistance finally agreed to

a ceasefire on 29 June. Why was this?
Firstly, the resistance acknowledged
the very difficult international situa-
tion following the end of the
onslaught on Irag. Hamas states:
‘What happened in Iraq sends a clear
American message to the Arab and
Palestinian arenas namely that who-
ever stands in the face of American
policy and determination will be
wiped out...the message also warns
Tesistance factions that there is no use
in persisting in resistance and con-
fronting the Zionist-American project
in the region and Palestine and that
there is no longer any real backer to
those factions. This means that
‘through imposing the roadmap, the
American administration with the
participation of the Zionist entity
wish to invest in the Arab weakness
and ineffectiveness in a bid to halt
Palestinian resistance and quell the Al
Agsa Intifada’.  Secondly, the
Palestinian comprador bourgeoisie is
determined, with US and Zionist sup-
port, to eliminate the resistance alto-
gether. Hamas, in common with the
rest of the resistance, has no illusions
as to the character of the Mahmoud
Abbas government. Yet the resistance
has avoided as far as possible direct
confrontation with the PA, aware of
how this could develop into civil war
and disaster for the Palestinian peo-
ple. Instead, the resistance has decid-
ed to put Abbas on the spot: either
deliver what the roadmap promises
will follow with the end of violence,
or step aside.

A ceasefire was therefore inevi-
table and, despite its rhetoric, this
time the Zionists decided not to
obstruct it and to allow Marwan
Barghouti to broker negotiations from
gaol between Hamas, Islamic Jihad
and Al Agsa Brigades on the one
hand, and the PA on the other. On 29
June, Hamas and Islamic Jihad agreed
to a three months’ truce conditional
on an end to all Zionist aggression,
including incursions and assassina-
tions. Their demands also included
an end to the siege of Arafat, the
release of all political prisoners, a
halt to the encroachment on Islamic
and Christian holy sites, and an end
to housing demolition and land
destruction. Fatah declared a six
months’ truce the following day,
additionally demanding an immedi-
ate halt to settlement construction
and the building of the separation
wall. The PFLP decided not to be

party to the truce but announced it

would not breach the consensus

2

Arafat remains under siege

confinement. Arafat remains under
siege: on 12 July, the Zjonist Chief of
Staff Moshe Yalon said that Arafat
should either be killed or banished.
Other incidents in breach of the
ceasefire include:
® 1 July: Israeli troops entered
Tulkarm and killed Nimr Al
Jayoushi; two days later they
assassinated Mahmoud Shawwar
in Qalandiya;
® 4 July: An invasion of Jenin result-
ed in several arrests. The next day,
approximately 100 dunums of
agricultural land were confiscated
from the residents of Bakka Ash-
Sharkiya and a curfew was
imposed on Hebron. North of
Jenin, in Marj Bin Amer, Israeli
troops destroyed a water network
in addition to razing arable land;
7 July: Seven men were arrested
during an invasion into Qabatiya.
Troops also invaded Ramallah and
arrested two people, and two more
in Harbatha Al Misbah near
Ramallah;
8 July: In Hebron settlers, protect-
ed by soldiers, look over a house
and confiscated five dunums of
Palestinian land for settlement
expansion;
9 July: Burkin near jenin was
invaded and in the ensuing shoot-
ing a Palestinian was killed and
others arrested. In Jenin four inter-
national peace activists were ar-
rested in a demonstration against
the confiscation of more Palestin-
ian land in the area; ’
© 10 July: Six people were arrested

°

in Durranear Hebron,
° 12, Two. ]

in Nablus; six more were arrested

of the release of 121 prisoners on 3
June before the Aqaba summit, 100 of
them were administrative detainees
whose detention orders had less than
19 days to run, and a further 20 had
been held without charge or deten-
tion order. This meant that only one
political prisoner was released!
Although the Zionists say they will
release a further 350, 215 of them are
on illegal detention orders, and no
prisoners are included whom the
Zionists claim have ‘Jewish blood on
their hands’. Zionist Transport
Minister Avigdor Lieberman called
for Palestinian prisoners to be
drowned in the Dead Sea: none of his
colleagues rebuked him for this. On 7
July, 900 prisoners supported an
appeal to the PA not to accept any
distinction between those who had
shed Zionist blood and those who
hadn’t: ‘How about the thousands of
Israelis who murdered Palestinians,
including women and children? Is
Jewish blood more precious than our
blood?’ They also demanded to be
recognised as prisoners of war.
Meanwhile, emboldened by the
truce, PA security minister Moham-
med Dahlan is offering $6,000 for
each rifle surrendered by the resist-
ance and a similar amount as bounty
to freedom fighters who join the PA
security forces. He has received
$50m from the US and EU for this
purpose, In addition, the PA has
started to search for and seize resist-
ance weapons. This is leading to fur-
ther confrontations. Two members of
PA ‘death squads’ were badly injured
in a clash with Popular Resistance

~ Committee (PRC) volunteers in Gaza.
- The incident followed an attack on

Al-Simiri, a member of
rigades who was shot in
n beaten up; he has
m thig tim

Mohammed

Al Quds University, Sirri Nesseiba,
who has proposed in a paper co-writ-
ten with a former Zionist intelligence
official that the right of return for
Palestinian refugees be renounced as
part of a final settlement. On 25 July,
Palestinian prisoners from all parts
of the resistance condemned a state-
ment by Fatah leader Sufyan Abu
Zaida who agreed on Zionist televi-
sion that Palestinian prisoners who
had blood on their hands should not
be released.

In early July the PA conducted a
poll which found that 91% of
Palestinians expect the Zionists to
undermine the truce; nearly a quarter
of those surveyed were against it
anyway, more than those who
thought it would be a success. With
the PA failing to get the Zionists to
deliver, the truce is already in diffi-
culty less than a month after its dec-
laration. On 15 July, Abu Haid, an
Islamic Jihad commander in Gaza
declared ‘We are still exercising
patience and allowing a chance but
we could not continue enduring on a
unilateral basis. We did not table our
initiative to extricate Israel from its

security, military and economic
ordeals...we tell the Zionists that if
they wish to safeguard their citizens’
lives then they have to accept our
conditions and the first and foremost
is freedom for our prisoners’. The
Hamas and Al Aqsa Brigades posi-
tion is no different: ‘We will not
allow ourselves to be deceived again.
‘We learned many lessons from the
bitter experience of the Oslo years.
We shall not fall into the same trap
twice’ said Al Rantisi, also in mid
July. The future of the ceasefire
remains very uncertain, and the pos-
sibility of confrontation between the
liberation movement and the PA is
very real. Fight Racism! Fight
Imperialism! stands with those who
continue to fight the Zionist occupa-
tion.

Free all political prisoners!

End the land seizures, End the
closures!

Victory to the Intifada!

[Palestinian political
Prisoners
\ccording to official Zionist figures,

of 8July:

_Palestinian prtaonirs are

PFLP on the
two-state
solution

On 20 May 2003, the radical US

journal Fightback! published an
interview with the general secretary
of the Popular Front for the
Liberation of Palestine (PFLP),
Ahmad Saadat. Saadat is illegally
held in Jericho in joint US-British
custody. In the course of the inter-
view Saadat spoke of the right of
return of Palestinian refugees and the
impossibility of a two-state solution:

‘The right of return for the
Palestinian refugees is a legitimate
and central Palestinian right, and the
most important part of the Pales-
tinian liberation scheme. When the
PFLP insists on its commitment to
the right of return, it simply insists
on its commitment to the Palestinian
national agenda that was approved
in numerous meetings of the
Palestine National Council.

Furthermore, the upholding of the
right of return is not, as some intellec-
tuals and academics have argued, an
impractical position, representing an
inability to understand political reali-
ties and the composition of local,
regional and international forces.

On the contrary, this commitment
to the right of return is the by-prod-
uct of a scientific and objective
assessment and reading of the histor-
ical struggle between the Palestinian
national liberation movement and
the Zionist colonial movement. Any
solution that ignores the right of
return as a basis for a permanent
peace between the Palestinians and
the Jewish settlers who forcibly

expelled the indigenous people of
Palestine and colonised the land may

produce short periods of quiet and
calm, but will not eliminate the
objective conditions that produce the

conflict between our people and the
Zionist movement. (...)

Some have argued that the current
reality is pushing towards a two-state
solution — an Israeli state next to a
Palestinian state based on the pre-
1967 borders. Of course, this solu-
tion involves ignoring the right of
return, or replacing it with repara-
tions.

We in the PFLP argue that forcing
such a solution on the Palestinian
people will not end the struggle. The
two-state solution that is based on
the racist notion of “a mnational,
homogeneous Jewish state” totally
disregards the fact that over 1.3 mil-
lion Palestinians — 20% of the entire
population — live inside “Israel”.
This will continue to permit the
causes of conflict to remain inside
Israel. Therefore, the solution based
on two states is a myth.

Our people's quest, like any other
people, is a democratic and free soci-
ety. This democratic state — the only
state form that can produce social
and economic development — can-
not be led or dominated by the para-
sitic and comprador bourgeoisie, but
by a unity of the popular forces that
share structural interests in national
independonce, return to the home-
land, popular democracy and eco-
nomic development. This is, simply,
our view in the PFLP, and the view of
the national, democratic liberation
movement’,

Fightback! magazine is available at

< http://www.fightbacknews.org>
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Free the Ay Famlly'

NICKI JAMESON

As FRFI goes to press, the
Kurdish Ay family, who have
been detained by the British
immigration authorities for a
year, are awaiting the hear-
ing of the final legal chal-
lenge to the decision to de-
port them to Germany.

The case in the House of Lords
will centre on how much the
courts should defer to the
Home Office when it comes to
deciding how far the aim of pre-
serving a ‘strong immigration
policy’ should be allowed to
override the right to family
life, as described in Article 8 (1)
of the European Convention on
Human Rights.

Clearly Home Secretary David
Blunkett, who is instructing the
government’s lawyers in this
case personally, would like the
courts to rule that he has the
right to deport anyone he wants
to regardless of the effect on
their family life. Although the
judgement is unlikely to say
this in so many words, recent
immigration case law has in-
creased the right of the Home
Office to make its own deci-
sions on whether its interfer-
ence with human rights is ‘pro-
portionate’, and has decreased
the power of the courts to over-
turn decisions and substitute
their own assessment of the
facts of the case.

Behind this legal gobbledy-
gook are the real life figures of
Yurdurgal Ay and her four chil-
dren: Beriwan (14), Newroz
(23), Dilovan (12) and Medya
(8). A year ago they were re-
moved from their adopted home
in Gravesend in Kent, and sent
to the other end of Britain to the
Dungavel Detention Centre in
Scotland. The children were
taken from their friends and

their school and imprisoned,
forced to pursue their education
as best they can from within the
detention centre. At the same
time, their father, Salih Ay, was
deported to Germany, and from
there straight to Turkey. Salih
and Yurdurgal had fled Turkey
in 1988, where, as supporters of
the Kurdish nationalist move-
ment, they were persecuted by
the racist Turkish state. They

Extradition

Dungavel detention centre

settled in Germany, where their
children were born. The chil-
dren speak Kurdish, German
and English, but not Turkish.
In 1999, fearing the German
state was about to send them to
Turkey, the Ay family were
forced to flee again and sought
refuge in Britain.

The Ay family's treatment by
the British government is ap-
palling, and no amount of legal
argument can ever cover this
up. Four children from eight to
14 years old have been impris-
oned for the past year for no
crime whatsoever, and, when
the ‘legal process' finally runs
out, will face the prospect of
forcible deportation to a coun-
try they do not know, whose lan-
guage they do not speak, where
people of their ethnic origin,
speaking their language, have
been ruthlessly persecuted for
decades.

Members of the Scottish Par-
liament have criticised the con-
ditions in Dungavel and the de-
tention of children there. But
this criticism does not go far
enough. No asylum seekers
should be detained or impris-
oned. It is not a crime to flee
oppression and seek sanctuary
in another country. No one

should be faced with deporta-
tion to a country where they
fear persecution, whether this
deportation takes place via a so-
called ‘safe country’ or not.
All immigration laws made

in capitalist countries are by
their very nature racist and
class-based, and are designed
to permit those people needed
by capitalism into the country,
while keeping out anyone who
is not of use, whether they have
been persecuted or not. Not
one of the series of legal chal-
lenges in the Ay family’s case
has at any stage been able to
confront the ruling class con-
sensus that a ‘strong immigra-
tion policy’ is an absolute nec-
essity and perfectly legitimate
grounds for interfering with the
rights of children to live with
their parents in a safe environ-
ment, free from fear, and to be
educated and cared for. That
argument has already been lost
in the courts and can only be
won back on the streets, by
campaigning at a grassroots
level against all detentions and
deportations, and against Bri-
tain’s disgusting, racist immi-
gration laws. |

The Ay Family campaign can be contact-
ed cfo National Coalition of Anti-
Deportation Campaligns, 131 Camber-
well Rd, London SE5 OHF; tel: 020 7701
5197; or at Haringey Kurdish Community
Centre on 020 8880 1804. Letters of
protest about the family’s detention and
treatment can be sent to Home Sec-
retary David Blunkett or to the Minister
for Nationality and Immigration, Bever-
ley Hughes, at the Home Office, 50
Queen Anne's Gate, London SW1H 9AT or
faxed on 020 7273 3965. (Quote Home
Office reference APX/99/953.)

Scotland_

Sectarianism in Scotiand

MARK SUIBHNE

On 17 June Glasgow City
Council set the ground for an
attack on political freedom of
speech outside Glasgow's
four main football stadiums.
Under new street traders’
licensing conditions the sale
of items containing any
‘design, insignia or words
which have a political, racial,
religious or sectarian content’
will be banned. The catch-all
ban was concealed in an ap-
parent clampdown on sectar-
ianism. In reality, as subse-
quent actions of the City
Council show, it is an attack
on all forms of progressive
politics.

There exists in Scotland a sig-
nificant antipathy towards Cath-
olicism. This is linked to a
deep-rooted intolerance of Irish
culture. The division is mir-
rored in Scottish football, where
supporters of the two dominant
teams, Celtic and Rangers (the
Old Firm), are divided politi-
cally and religiously. Celtic was
originally set up by Marist
priests as a charity in order to
raise money for the poverty-
stricken Irish community in the
East End of Glasgow. As aresult
it has always claimed the alle-
giance of descendants of this
community and Scottish Catho-
lics in general. At the other end
of the city, Rangers was until
the early 1990s an exclusively
Protestant club, which refused

to employ Catholics on or off
the pitch. Irish politics are ex-

pressed in these divisions with
Celtic fans supporting the Re-
publican movement, and Ran-
gers' identifying with Ulster
Loyalism. Both sets of fans
have been involved in violent
clashes for most of their history
so that some lazy commenta-
tors have suggested that sectari-
anism is merely a by-product of
Glasgow's football culture. Such
crass analysis is designed to let
the real culprits off the hook.
Sectarianism in Scotland has
always been a top-down phe-
nomenon. With church leaders,
the legal profession and senior
police officers all getting in on
the act, ‘Scotland’s secret shame’
was a subject no one dared to
touch.

In the mid 1990s, this all
changed when the Chief Exec-
utive of Glasgow Celtic Foot-
ball Club, Fergus McCann,
launched the ‘Bhoys Against
Bigotry' campaign. Celtic sup-
porters accused the club of
attacking their Irish political
roots and handing the media a
new stick with which to beat
them and the Irish community
in general. But Celtic had done
wonders for their image as far
as their shareholders were con-
cerned, and in doing so had set
a new precedent. More were
sure to follow in this dishonest
trend, and Cara Henderson cer-
tainly did.

After her friend Mark Scott
was murdered in a brutal sec-
tarian attack, the privately edu-

cated young woman from an
affluent suburb of Glasgow got

Demonstration against the civic reception for the Orange Councll of the
WorldTriennial meeting
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One-way extradition to the USA

NICKI JAMESON
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would still be a block on send-
_ing British citizens to face the
death psnalty What was nol
~ made clear, however, was that
not two-way
tional

unceriainty, five of which were
spent incarcerated in top secu-
rity Belmarsh prison, the court
released him. Following his
court appearance, Mr Raissi
demanded an apology from

JS gnd ritish govem—

implemented retrospectively.
There was virtually no pub-
licity at the time this treaty was
actually signed, in contrast to
the public fanfare that greotod
the signing of the US/EU Extra-
dition Treaty in early July. Pre-
sumably the British governmont
doss not want to draw attention
to the fact that, although most
Eurupun countries have recip-
- arrangoments with one
mhu that allow oxtradition
wi prima facie evidence,

‘mp E‘mopun country other

tain was propared to

) to a ono-sided deal

S could spirit
ond rosidon

herself a degree at Oxford Uni-
versity before returning and
setting up anti-sectarian group
Nil by Mouth. The campaign,
described as ‘naive’ by the
more genuine, grassroots Cam-
paign Apgainst Sectarian At-
tacks, was fronted by Cara her-
self. Praised for her bravery in
tackling the issue, Cara and
friends were awarded huge
grants [rom the Lottery, both
Old Firm clubs and both
churches. The campaign, how-
over, was nothing more than a
soundbite provider for the Scot-
tish media. Within a fow years
Cara gave it all up to go back-
packing around the world,
Glasgow council’s ban gives
powers Lo Strathelyde Police to
decide what is and what is not
‘political, racial, religious or sec-
tarian’, The council has offered
no indication as to what guid-
ance, If any, they will give to
the police, Of the 12 council-
lors on the licensing commit-
100, only two have responded to
o-mails and lettors expressing

concern, and clarification was
not on their agenda. In one of
the new ‘exclusion zones’ out-
side Celtic Park, there can be
bought flags and scarves pro-
claiming support for Irish
Republicanism. From scarves
bearing the name of James Con-
nolly to tributes to the 'H Black
martyrs' (the ten Republicans
who died on hunger strike in
1981) there are many items on
sale which could be deemed
‘political’. Tt is almost certain
that such items will be included
in the ban. It is not so clear if
scarves calling on Scotland to
‘rise up and be a nation again’
will be banned from Hampden,
the national stadium, or slogans
of British imperialism such as
‘Rule Britannia’ from Ibrox.

Outside Ibrox and Hampden,

retail giant Asda has large

supermarkets: will the music of

artists like John Lennon or The

Clash be banned, or magazines

such as The Economist and

Private Eye be taken off the

shelves due to their “political

content’?

The whole issue is farcically
unclear, and cannot possibly
be handled fairly. The second
largest political party in Scot-
land is the Scottish National
Party. The SNP has been known
to leaflet Hampden in the past,
as has the Scottish Socialist
Party. Palestinian solidarity
groups have been active around
Celtic Park where they raise
money for medical aid to
Palestine by selling green and
white kaffiehs to largely sym-
pathetic supporters. There is a
political fanzine Tiocjatdh
Ar Id, written by Celtic support-
ers, which ‘endorses the politi-
cal strategy of Sinn Fein’. FRFL
is also sold outside football
grounds. With the convenor of
Glasgow City Council’'s lic-
ensing committee stating that
unlicensed traders will also be
targeted, such legitimate politi-
cal activity is under serious
threat. More serious is the
threat that all Glasgow could
soon be covered under the new
conditions.

What gives the lie to the City
Council’s concern about sectari-
anism was its award of a civic
reception to the Orange Order
on 23 July. Sectarian blguts
from all over the world were in
Glasgow for the Orange Council
of the World Triennial meeting
which took place on 25 July.
Members of the Scottish Irish
community called a picket to
tughh;,ht the council’s hypo-
crisy. FRFI alone of the Scottish
leRt attended. Protesters held up
placnrd:, stating ‘Not in my

name' and ‘Glasgow's money for
Glasgow's poor’, Glasgow con

tains 78% of Nwlh.‘ix most
deprived areas with 42% of th

city's population living in an
area of deprivation. A Glasgow
mala has a lifo expectancy ol

five yoars loss than his
Edinburgh counterpart. In a re-
cent leaguo table showing the
UK's ten poorest parliamentary
constituencies, the [rst three
and the soventh are in Glasgow.
Of the 20 most deprived council
wards in Scotland, 16 are in the
agity. This did not pravent the
Labour council from splashing
out to reward an international
band of bigots and showing that
sectarianism is alive and well in
the Scottish Labour Party. M
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EU steps up
hostility to Cuba

On 5 June, the European Union published a communiqué outlining
a series of punitive measures against Cuba. This followed months
of escalating hostility, initiated in April by Spain’s request for the EU
to postpone indefinitely any consideration of Cuba’s application to

join the Cotonou Convention, a

trade agreement between the EU

on the one hand and African, Caribbean and Pacific countries on
the other. Cuba'’s application had been made with the unanimous

backing of the Group of African,

The EU did not even bother to direct-
ly inform Cuba of its most recent
measures — the Cubans were left to
learn of them via the foreign press. In
its declaration, ‘the EU laments that
the Cuban authorities have ended
their de facto moratorium on the
death penalty’. In other words, the
EU condemns Cuba’s act of self-
defence against US-backed terrorist
attacks while keeping silent, for
example, about the 71 executions
that took place in the United States
last year or the hundreds of prison-
ers, including Europeans, the US is
holding, in violation of human
rights, in the illegally occupied
Guantanamo Bay Naval Base.

Four measures have
announced so far:

* To limit bilateral high-level govern-

ment visits: However, in the last five

years not one EU head of state has

visited Cuba and only two of its 15

foreign ministers have dome so.
Other visits were cancelled to avoid
upsetting Washington, such as the
planned  trip of Britain’s then
Minister of Energy, Brian Wilson, in
May. Meanwhile, in 2002 alone, 663
high-level delegations from the rest
of the world visited Cuba.

* To reduce the participation of
member states in cultural events:
This shameful policy victimises
artists, intellectuals and ordinary
people, both European and Cuban,
by depriving them of positive cultur-
al exchanges. Once more Spain led
by example, caucelling its delega-
tion’s participation in Cuba’s ‘Traces
of Spain’ festival.

» To invite Cuban dissidents to
national holiday celebrations: This
‘= a first step towards turning
European embassies in Cuba into
allies of the US Interests Section’s
subversive work. The Spanish
embassy has openly done so, failing
to meet its obligations under the
Vienna Convention on Diplomatic
Relations. Meanwhile, the UK
ambassador in Havana invited well-
paid opposition figures to the
Queen’s birthday party in London in
April.

* Re-examine the EU Common Posi-
tion on Cuba: This will further inten-
sify anti-Cuban policies introduced
in 1996 to limit credit and finance to
Cuba during the Special Period. That
initiative, forced through by Spanish
Prime Minister Aznar, resulted in
the EU joining the US over the
Helms-Burton Act, which tightened
the US blockade.

The Italian government has
already suspended development aid
of almost 40 million euros. The
French and German governments
have also announced a review of
economic cooperation. :

I’s not surprising that Spain,
despite major investment in Cuban
joint ventures, is leading EU hostili-
ties against the Cuban Revolution.

been

Prime Minister Jose Maria Aznarisa I

right-wing, passionately anti-com
munist ideologue who since No

Caribbean and Pacific Countries.

because ‘expanded trade leads to
economic openness and market-
based reforms which are the best way
to achieve our objective of easing the
process of peaceful political change
in Cuba’,

For many years, Britain has seen
such practice as the way to defeat the
Cuban struggle for socialism. Some
try to strangle its economy, others
threaten direct invasion or sponsor
terrorism; at present Britain keeps

ember 1995 has maintained excellent
political and personal relations with
the Cuban American National

Foundation, is aware of its plans of
sabotage, gives it financial support

and through the Spanish media pro-
motes propaganda against Cuba.

Aznar represents a section of the
Spanish ruling class which sees its
economic interest as lying in alliance
with the USA. After the disputes over
the war on Iraq between the main
imperialist powers, the US and
Europe, led by Germany and France —
‘Old Europe’, as Donald Rumsfeld
called them — the Cuban issue is seen
as a convenient way to cool down the
increasing rivalry. Spain and Italy
play an important role in encourag-
ing the EU to join in the US govern-
ment'’s attacks against Cuba, as proof,
in the words of Cuba’s foreign min-
istry, ‘of their contrition and repen-
tance over the differences that arose
over the war in Iraq.’

The British ruling class is divided
on the issue. On the one hand, those
sections represented by Blair and the
Labour Party are keen to use the issue
to display their fervent loyalty to US
foreign policy. In a debate in the
House of Lords on 26 June, Baroness
Crawley, speaking for the govern-
ment, firmly refused to comment on
the subversive activities of the US
Special Interests Section in Havana
and dismissed evidence of the so-
called dissidents’ actions as ‘conspir-
acy theories’. Cuba’s potential would
remain ‘unfulfilled’ until ‘its politi-

- cal and economic systems are
reformed’. She later added: ‘“The EU
calls for freedom of assembly and
expression, free media and economy
and freedom for all political parties.’
On the other hand, Britain has been
looking to increase its influence
within Cuba through development
aid and joint ventures. At a time
when its neighbours are so clear]
a]lymﬁ themselves to US po
Britisk sm is seeking to

Fidel Castro with demonstrators against the role President Aznar
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Is playing in the attack on Cuba

‘the hope that free enterprise in busi-
ness could have an effect in the long

run’ to force Cuba to open its markets
and resources to international plun-

der. Juanjo Rivas
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Abu-Jamal defends Cuba

Self-defence
is no offence

Once again the Bush administration, speak-
ing through a complacent media, is launching
verbal bombs at a foreign country. This time
it's Cuba.

In this age of media megamergers and
sole superpower status, the media some-
times is a safe signal of underlying public pol-
icy. In other words, word wars sometimes be-
come shooting wars...Therefore, while the
media is most often used as a megaphone to
amplify and project the voices of the wealthy
and politically powerful, rarely does this same
media honestly inform Americans of contem-
porary history.

Because of this, millions of Americans
lack the context through which to analyse
and understand the basis for confrontation
between states. They're conditioned by the
press to look at complex political and social
issues through the lens of simplistic person-
alities. Therefore we speak of ‘Castro’s Cuba’
inthe same breath as ‘Saddam’s Iraq’.

This is silliness. Conflicts between states
are not personal, they're economic. The US
supported a brutal Batista dictatorship there
for almost a decade before Cuban rebels
drove the regime out. The US, which loves to
boast about its ‘human rights campaign’, has
supported the most brutal butchers and dic-
tators in the world...

What is a human right? The right to an
education? In the United States, over 20 mil-
lion people are functionally illiterate. Higher
education is available for those who can
afford it, but for millions of people college is
far too expensive. In Cuba, the right to an
education is free, from Kindergarten to a doc-
toral degree.

Education for millions of children in
American inner cities is a scandal...Build-
ings are literally falling down. Windows are
broken. Teachers are ill-paid and badly pre-
pared. For millions of children in the wealthi-

est nation on earth, education is an unobtain-
able illusion.

What about the human right to health
care? In the US you can obtain excellent
health care if you can afford it. Cuba, mean-
while, boasts the largest number of doctors
per capita on earth, They provide medical
care to people all around the world. Indeed,
there are more Cuban doctors working in
other countries than the UN's World Health
Organisation. Millions of men, women and
children in this country have no medical
insurance and no real prospect for decent
medical care,

And what about the human right of free-
dom? When the racist regime in South Africa
was waging terrorist attacks on the so-called
frontline states in the region...Cuba sent her
soldiers thousands of miles to fight the South
Africans and stop them at Cuito Cuanavale.
That battle proved a tuning point, and paved
the way for the demise of the apartheid gov-
emment, the unbanning of the African
National Congress and the freedom of Dr
Nelson Mandela.

Whom did the US support during this con-
flict? The racist government in South Africa.
Where was American concem for the human
rights of millions of Africans, both inside and
outside South Africa?

That said, this commentator opposes the
use of the death penalty. It is barbaric and
oppressive. But there is a world of difference
between how the Americans have used it, as
a legalised form of lynching, and how Cuba
has used it to resist US economic, political
and media terrorism. The US uses it to
repress, Cuba uses it in self-defence. The US

uses it to preserve white privilege, Cuba 1o
survive as a state against US aggression.

Mumia Abu Jamal, former Black Panther, is
a political prisoner on Death Row in the USA

US forced to back
down on hijacks

Cuba's determined stand against
hijackings and illegal immigration,
which have been actively fomented
by the US, is paying off.

The most recent hijacking on 15 July
of a Gaviota 16 vessel with passen-
gers aboard was resolved swiftly and
diplomatically by both countries. In
an unprecedented move, the US
authorities stopped the boat and
handed it back to Cuba's border
patrol on 17 July. On 20 July, after
Cuba informed the US authorities
that it would ‘use the legal resources
within its reach to exercise clem-
ency’ in sentencing, the hijacker was
returned to Cuba to face trial. Next

day, James Cason, head of the US
Interests Section in Havana and arch-
enemy of Cuba, took the equally
unusual step of issuing a statement
assuring would-be hijackers that if
they succeeded in reaching the
United States they could expect to be
detained, receive lengthy sentences if
found guilty, and become ineligible
for residence in the United States.
The US has also hurriedly brought
to trial on 10 July Adermis Wilson
Gonzales, who hijacked an AN-24
Cubana plane carrying 51 passengers
on 31 March this year. Wilson now
faces a minimum 20-year sentence.
Cuba has welcomed these latest

moves, calling them ‘a valuable con-
tribution by the US authorities to
combating vessel and aircraft hijack-
ings for illegal emigration with the
use of violence and force. .. that have

cost so many lives.” The very real

threat posed by hijackings had been

horrifically demonstrated only days

before, when three armed hijackers

took over a fishing ship on 14 July

and threatened to kill their hostages.

A 10-year-old boy was shot in the

head before the hijackers appear to

have turned their guns on each other,

leaving two dead and the third seri-

ously wounded by the time Cuban

authorities boarded the ship.

Cuba’s response to hijackings,
including the execution of three con-
victed hijackers in April, has forced
the US - if only temporarily — to halt
this part at least of its illegal and sub-
versive work.

Cat Wiener

Cuba develops HIV treatment

The Global Fund to fight AIDS was
set up by the UN in 2001 to raise
$10 billion per year from rich coun-
tries to subsidise treatment for the
poor ~ it has so far only received
pledges for $3.2 billion. The bullying
tﬂ?_ﬂlgs of the Phannn;:ﬁuucal indus-

of 15-49 year olds. Despite the eco-
nomic difficulties of the Special
Period, Cuba has prioritised the
development of their biotechnologi-
cal industry and now Novatec
Laborataries of Cuba are manufactur-
ing the anti-retroviral drugs used in
triple th_eragy treatment, currently
producing five anti-retrovirals and

- working to raise that figure to 13,

Thoy are currently producing all the
drugs needed to treat the 500 Cubans
ho require them and are aiming
his year to produce enough for 1,500
aople. Cuban-produced medication
od in the treatment of HIV/AIDS is
already being used in Paraguay and

Venezuela and registration proce-
dures are underway in Mexico,
Brazil, Colombia, Vietnam and
Guinea.

Trua to Cuba’s socialist principles,
all those in Cuba with HIV/AIDS
raceive drug troatment completely
frao of charge. The idea of making a
profit out of health is anathema to
Cuban revolutionaries. The contrast
with the millions in oppressed
nations facing an early dealli from
AIDS and the steady elimination of
their families, communities and
whole populations is stark.

Hannah Caller
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Communist
revolution on top
of the world

ANDREW ALEXANDER

The workers and peasants of
Nepal are on the road to victo-
ry against the 234-year-old
rule of the reactionary feudal
monarchy. The seven-year
insurgency of the People’s
Liberation Army (PLA), under
the leadership of the Com-
munist Party of Nepal
(Maoist) (CPN(M)), now con-
trols over 80% of the country.
It has control of all 75 dis-
tricts, confining the govern-
ment to the larger cities.
Throughout the districts the
CPN(M) has established elect-
ed people’s committees that
are coordinated at the central
level by United Revolutionary
People’s Council. In January
of this year the PLA was set to
take the capital Kathmandu
but instead offered to enter
into talks with the Nepalese
government both so that the
revolution could reach its nat-
ural conclusion without any
more bloodshed and also to
avoid the immediate wrath of
the United States.
This popular war is now enter-
ing a crucial stage, one des-
cribed by Mao as ‘the most try-
ing period but also the most piv-
otal one’. The CPN(M) brought
to the negotiating table some
very modest reforms such as a
guarantee of education, an
accountable, elected govern-
ment free from foreign meddling
and the dissolution of the
monarchy. None of these have
been met, not even the last point

which should have been easy
considering that Prince Dipen-
dra shot dead most of his family
two years ago. But though indi-
viduals may die the system runs
deep and lives on.

Since last October King Gyan-
endra has seized executive
power by dissolving the Council
of Ministers and has appointed
a new pro-monarchy Prime
Minister Surya Bahadur Thapa.
This has caused a split amongst
the Nepalese ruling elite about
how best to deal with the insur-
gency. Some would like to see
more conciliatory moves
towards the CPN(M) in the hope
of defusing the uprising by
attempting to incorporate ‘revo-
lutionary’ elements into the par-
liamentary system. This has not
happened, partly due to the gen-
eral unwillingness of the gov-
ernment for dialogue and partly
due to the absence of an oppor-
tunist trend in the CPN(M).

President Bush  recently
granted $20m in military aid to
the Nepalese government claim-
ing that Nepal has ‘conditions
that Al Qaida would find fav-
ourable in its search for safe
havens'. The US government has

also added the CPN(M) to its list
of 37 so-called ‘terrorist organisa-
tions’.

The Royal Nepalese Army
(RNA) has now been equipped
with the latest in rifle and tank
technology. Furthermore the
RNA has instituted terror tac-
tics. Recently the government
has initiated a medical outreach
programme as a front to terrorise

Ireland:
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the rural population and to gain
intelligence. RNA soldiers go
into a village under the guise of
being doctors carrying little
more than aspirin. They interro-
gate the inhabitants about the
whereabouts of PLA fighters,
what they look like, etc. 4,000
civilians have been killed in the
last year alone.

This number is minimal,
though, compared with the
number who die each year from
starvation and disease. Nepal is
one of the poorest countries in
the world, with amongst the
lowest life expectancy and liter-
acy rates anywhere. The CPN-
(M) has, in conjunction with the
PLA, made huge strides in over-
turning the suffering and in-
equality that the feudalistic gov-
ernment has created. The people
have become active in political
decision-making at the local
level through their committees,
schools have been built and
women have been encouraged to
take a more important role in all
spheres of life, including fight-
ing in the revolution itself.

Such genuine demacracy is
an anathema to US and British
imperialism. At the height of the
people’s war Britain, a long-time
beneficiary of cheap Nepalese
Gurkha mercenaries, hosted an
international consortium that
included the USA, Russia,
China, India, Australia and sev-
eral European countries with a
view to aiding Gyanendra in
defeating the CPN(M). Shortly
afterwards the British Minister
for Trade Mick O'Brien under-
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e GFA has

lined Labour’s role in defending
British imperialism when he
declared that ‘the Maoists will
not be allowed to win'.

Why do the US and British
governments consider such a
poor country as Nepal to be a
threat? Why expend so much
time, money and energy against
the revolution?

There are lwo main answers.
First, even though Nepal itself is
not an economic or military
threat to weslern imperialism,
the revolution is an ideological
threal. As Cuba poses an alterna-
tive in Latin America to destruc-
tive neo-liberal policies, so the
Nepalese revolution represents a
similar allernalive to its neigh-
bours —in particular India.

In fact if we are to under-
stand western interference in
Nepal it is in its relation to India
that we must turn. The govern-
ment of India has in recent years
become increasingly reaction-
ary and expansionislt in nature.
Because of this, the vast majori-
ty of the Indian people, like the
Nepalese, are in deepening pov-
erty and economic crisis. As a
result a significant communist
(mainly Maoist) movement has
begun to develop. If the working
class of India were to see the
achievements of its small neigh-
bour’s revolution, this would
encourage their movement. This
would be a big problem for the
imperialist countries. Nepal is a
feudal country with a popula-
tion of only 23m and with few
resources. India on the other
hand is a capitalist country, a
population of 1,000 million,
with a relatively highly devel-
oped infrastructure and indus-
try, many natural resources and
a huge labour force.

There is also another impor-
tant reason why the US in par-
ticular would like Nepal under
its control, and that is China.
Nepal borders the Tibetan plat-
eau and for it to be under
Washington’s thumb would
help cement its geo-political
position against its biggest
potential economic threat. As
with Afghanistan and North
Korea, Nepal has ended up in
the middle of the US's attempts
to encircle China.

The Nepalese revolution has
shown the way forward for the
world's oppressed and in an
internationalist spirit of solidar-
ity the CPN(M), in direct de-
fiance of imperialism, has
declared its intention to plant
the red flag on Mount Everest
as a beacon of hope, of social-
ism, of revolution on top of
the world for all humanity to

_NM

struggle

itical impasse that

prisoners in the same cells as
Loyalists. Prisoners staged a 24-
hour roof top protest against
prison conditions and started
fires in one of the wings,
- The response of tha prisoners
continuing abuse and degrad-
ing treatmont has heon to esca-
lal ir protests. Relatives
that prisoners have
Ir cells and that
: smeared oxcrement
their cell walls,
Il those who opposo British
mporislism’s continued occu-
ation of the north of Iroland
support tho campaign of
blican prisonors at Magha-
- litl ]

‘A legalised form of

slavery’

US guest worker
proposal

2

DALTON HILLIARD

‘Give me your tired, your
poor, your huddled masses.’

An immigration reform pro-
posal gaining ground in the
United States would embrace
the words inscribed at the
base of the Statue of Liberty —
provided that the masses
remain poor and tired and do
not huddle in the country for
long.

The Border Security and Immi-
gration Reform Act of 2003, pro-
posed to the US Congress in July
by Republican Senator John
Cornyn of Texas, would create
what is euphemistically being
called a ‘guest worker' pro-
gramme: undocumented immi-
grants would be permitted three
one-year stints of low-wage
servitude in the United States,

before being forced back to their
countries of origin.

The proposal contains no
general amnesty for current resi-
dent immigrants, as President
George W Bush promised dur-
ing his campaign for the presi-
dency. Guest workers will have
no opportunity for naturalisa-
tion or permanent residency.

While assaulting the interests
of immigrants and the working
class, the guest worker proposal
strikes an elegant balance
between two currents of reac-
tion: on one side, the racist aspi-
ration to close the US borders to
brown and black peopls, and on
the other, the dependence of
domestic capital for profitabili-
ty on unorganised, inexpensive
immigrant labour,

Under the ‘guest worker’
plan, racists need not worry
about the ‘browning of Ame-
rica', because the roads to citi-
zenship or permanent residency
are explicitly closed. Concerns
about dark skinned evil-doers
are soothed, since the newly
created Department of Home-
land Sacurity will ‘keep tabs' on
guest workers by requiring them
to reapply annually and demon-
strate 'good behaviour' to main-
tain their status.

Primarily, however, the pro-
posed legislation is a gift to the
sector of domestic capital that
depends on cheap immigrant
labour (o sustain profitability,
The huddled masses, as Senator
Cornyn points out, ‘moke a
tremendous contribution to our
economy.,.Tho Uniled Stales
deponds on the labour that thesg
Immigrants provide,’ From the
perspoctive of profitability, the
loss ‘these immigrants’ aro paid,
the more ‘tremondons’ thoir
contribution will be. Thoro aro
approximatoly 10 million uy.
documentoed Immigrants in the

United States, the most op-
pressed segment of the working
class, making up close to 8% of
the total US labour force and
accounting for extraordinary
profits for the corporate sector.
The representatives of dom-
estic capital, in particular the
service industries, have long
been pushing for ‘guest worker’
legislation, to increase the
nation’s supply of cheap labour,
while undermining a recent
trend toward unionisation
among immigrants, As David
Bacon of The Nation has argued,
‘Immigration laws have less to
do with who gets in than with
their working conditions when
they get here.’ The three-year
limitation on ‘guest workers’ is
intended to create a permanent
source of temporary workers,
who will be prevented from set-
tling or developing the lasting
relationships and communities

that are crucial to successful
organising. The legislation has

been designed as a counter
attack to the recent, and partial-
ly successful, drives of some
unions to organise undocumen-
ted workers. For those immi-
grants who do attempt to organ-
ise during their stay as guest
workers, the proposal’s annual
reapplication and ‘good behav-
iour' requirements will provide
wide latitude to the state for
punishment by deportation.

When immigration reform
was originally proposed during
the 2000 presidential election,
the ‘guest worker’ provision was
one portion — capital’s portion —
of a wider and more balanced
plan, which was to include a
significant concession to the
increasingly important Latino
vote: a general amnesty for
undocumented residents, the
first such amnesty since 1986,
when three million immigrants
were legalised. The attacks of 11
September 2001 and the deep-
ening economic crisis, however,
have changed the political land-
scape, making the guest worker
proposal politically feasible, but
not any sop to the Latino vote.

‘It sooms to me like a
logalised form of slavery,'
observed Mario Brito, an organ-
iser of undocumented immi-
grants in Houston, Texas. In that
rogard, the new proposal finds
itself at home with a long histo-
ry in the United States of the
ruling class welcoming the
tirod, the poor, the huddled
masses, on torms calculated to
profit from their oxploitation,
As in the past, thore is ono
known romody: organising am
ong tho most opprossod  seg-
monts of tho working class to
oppose the interosts of utpllul
and the caplitalist state
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State employees protest against cuts In Michigan

his is the hopeless unpre-

dictability and anarchy of

a crisis-ridden  capitalism.

Budget priorities are to pay for
imperialist war and repression and to
line the pockets of the wealthy. The
cost of terrorising legislation was $37
billion in 2002, and estimated at $92
billion for 2003. Some $400 billion in
expected revenue evaporated due to
the recession which cut tax receipts.
The other $375 billion went to the
wealthy and to pay for imperialist
adventures: $200 billion handed out
in tax cuts to the rich — about $35,000
each; some $90 billion to pay for the
attack on Iraq, with the remaining $85
billion divided between increased
budget for the Pentagon, some crumbs
of temporary unemployment benefits
and assistance to the states.

Who is going to pay for this? Part of
the money comes from increasing bor-
rowing — taxing Americans in the
future and creating further problems
for US capitalism. But that's not the
only way. With the economy going
nowhere, an imperialist war whose

monthly costs have doubled, and the

huge budget deficit, the Bush admin-
istration has launched a war of mas-
sive proportions on the poor to help
pay for all this.

This involves directly rolling back
workers’ gains 10 help increase profits
and weaken resistance to reorganisa-
tion and restructuring. The Bush
administration has redefined workers’
eligibility for overtime pay to exclude
some eight million workers. Health
and safety regulations protecting
workers have been drastically revised.
The only direct assistance to prevent
unemployment has been given where
Republican votes are at stake, such as
in the steel industry.

Federal government cuts
Another prong of the attack under-
mines various government pro-
grammes in health, education and
welfare. Part of the administration’s
solution is to convert federal pro-
ammes from automatic entitlement
to 'block grant’ programmes: under
current federal legislation money
must be available to spend on the pro-
es and nothing else. In contrast,
‘block grant’ is handed over to the
states to spend as they wish over
seven years. The danger is that the
money will be abused or squandered.
The US has no national health serv-
ice, 44 million people, about 20% of
the population under 65, have no
health insurance. These people only
get health care when they are sick
enough to drag themselvﬂeistl? ho:g;;a;
emerge. rooms to w or
hourrg. 'f.‘thy have no preventive health
care. For example, the fitral time a poor
or immigrant pregnant woman W
seea dactgcr::!ils when she delivers, with
no prenatal care at all This is the
background to the Bush administra-
e iine, }vttll: c?wallh-cm
rline of the :
bm:ld‘lge Veteran’s Administration (VA)
provides free health care to millions of
ex-servicemen and women, inv
from the working class. The

those on the
system.

y T
VA budg-

As US imperialism continues its war against the Iraqi people,
back at home it is waging a war against workers, the
unemployed and those in poverty. The unemployment rate is
6.4%, the highest since 1994. The Federal Reserve Bank has
lowered the federal funds rate to 1% - the lowest for 45
years. At the same time borrowing is at extraordinary levels.
It is estimated that the federal government deficit will climb
to $455 billion, compared with a forecast surplus of $334
billion, just two years ago. STEVE PALMER reports.

et is being reduced, leading to cuts at
the VA hospitals. The Bush adminis-
tration’s budget included a 7.7%
increase (to $27.5 billion) for VA med-
ical care. However, the budget
increase is based on fee increases of a
$250 annual enrolment fee for veter-
ans earning $24,000 annually or more,
and increased outpatient primary care
and prescription charges for higher
income veterans. It is also based on
limiting access to services. Cuts direc-
ted at middle income veterans include;
denying at least 360,000 veterans
access (0 health care; $250 annual pre-
miums; increased pharmacy co-pay-
ments; increased (30%) primary care
co-payments; and increased waiting
time for a first medical appointment.
According to Veterans of Foreign Wars
(equivalent of British Legion), mora
than $2 billion is needed to meet the
basic level of quality health care.
There are only two general federal
health programmes; Medicare, for the
elderly; and Medicaid, a means-tested
entitlement programme financed by
{he states and the federal government,
that provides long-term medical coy-
erage for about 47 million poorer peo-
ple. The Medicare budget is being cut
by $300 billion over the next ton years,
and doctors are threatening to drop
recipients from their rolls because the
new payments will not cover their
costs. The Medicaid budget is mow
$256 billion and accounts for 43 per

cent
i ernment to the states
%dlcdd issl;avelns:»combinad with the

¥

Sacramento, California: All across the USA there have been demonstrations against public sector cuts

ant funds transferred from

to pit the elderly and the young
against each other in the competition
for health services. While undocu-
mented migrants are usually excluded
from these programmes, some stales
have gone even further: in Colorado,
even legal immigrants are being
blocked from Medicaid.

The 'Head Start’ early child devel-
opment programme for preschool chil-
dren in low-income families is also
being cut over to block grant. After-
school programmes lose $400 million.
Schools in the ‘No Child Left Behind’
programme will have to qualify for
funds by satisfying ‘standardised test-
ing’, forcing children to leap through
the testing hoops, at the expense of
developing creative skills and abili-
ties. Naturally it will be the schools
with a high proportion of black and
immigrant children who will have dif-
ficulty with the culturally-biased tests
and suffer the sanctions,

State budget cuts

On top of the federal budget deficit,
the 50 states face combined budget
deficits of ap{xmximalely $100 billion,
The shortfall represents 15-18% of
total state spending. During the 19905
states used the temporarily increased
revenues from the bubble ncanomg to
finance long-term tax cuts. In addi-
tion, mhgﬂimmmmuﬁ“ _t?ir;:: ;
‘ising | on puls t
ponsibility for homeland

S imperialists
make poor pay for
risis and war

imperialist adventures have to be
financed by attacks on poor and work-
ing people. State reserve funds have
been decimated, so the two routes out
will be to increase taxes on working
people, and to cut public services.
Fifteen states have increased sales
taxes, which hit poorer people hardest.
‘Sin taxes’ — cigareltes, tobacco and
alcohol —are also being increased in 14
states. In Alaska and Michigan motor
fuel taxes are going up. With limited
public transport, these expenses natu-
rally hit working people hardest. But
there are only slim pickings to be made
by shaking down poor people. So cuts
are the major source of funds.
Hundreds of thousands of people
have already lost Medicaid coverage
due to state budget cuts; with the next
round of cuts, this will rise to 1.7 mil-
lion. The Medicaid budget cuts reduce
various health benefits — such as pre-
scription drugs and dental, vision,
home health care or mental health
services — for substantial numbers of
people who still qualify for the pro-
gramme. [n addition, a number of states
are proposing to shift costs to people
covered, by raising co-payments, even
though many have incomes below the
poverty line. A number of states are
proposing to reduce or freeze payment
rates for health care providers, includ-
ing hospitals, physicians, and nursing
homes. The cuts in reimbursement
rates are exceptionally deep and may
affect quality of care and encourage
providers to stop treating Medicaid
patients altogether. In a majority of
states, these cuts are on top of substan-
tial Medicaid budget cuts last year.
Social services are being cut. Many
states are culling childcare subsidies
for poor and low income working fam-
ilies, making it difficult for parents,
especially single parents, to remain in
work, Some 23 states have reduced
access to affordable childcare by tight-
ening eligibility, increasing charges
and other measures. More slates are
planning childcare cuts for 2004.
Elementary and secondary educa-
lion is being cut viciously. California,
Missouri, Oklahoma and Oregon have
cut state school spending in the mid-
dle of the school year, laying off thou-
sands of teachers. Further culs by 18
states are anlicipated, which will
result in further dismissals, school
closures and shortened school years. It
is typical for schools to hold bake
sales, but at one school the despera-
tion runs so deep that parents at the
Family School in Oregon are selling
blood plasma Lo raise the money need-
od to keep one teacher. 'The sweat and
tears are not enough — now it's got o
be blood, too' said parent Catherine
Flynn-Purvis.
In higher education, most states

- have cut spending on colleges and
5 universities. As wfth i

this

ublic schools,
led to academic layoffs, axed
d tuftion hikes of botween
and 39% in somo statos.
the co aro not exempt:
California .}{Ig‘ilwny Pat-
‘cut, but only in
oad sufety education,

%Yﬂ_g ot the

same time that California education is
being cut back, the prison budget will
receive a 3% increase. The California
prison guards union has given
Democratic Governor Gray Davis $1m
for his re-election fund.

So where, you ask, is the fight
back? The Democratic presidential
candidates murmur their dismay, as
they spend their time in ‘focus
groups’, Town Hall meetings and vol-
unteer coffee mornings in pursuit of
support and votes — they are far too
busy to bother with the poor and
working people they claim to defend.

The traditional organised labour
movement, the US labour aristocracy,
is even worse. It is clear that the only
fightback the AFL-CIO, the US equiva-
lent of the TUG, is supporting is with-
in narrow electoral limits. Fresh from
supporting the war against Iraq, John
Sweeney, president of the AFL-CIO,
instinctively channels fighting energy
into vote hustling, and diverts open
opposition into deal-cutting with the
very politicians who have betrayed

the working class for decades: ‘The
more we inform members about the
choices elected leaders are making
today, the better equipped members
will be to make their own choice in the
voting booth next year.” This includes
lobbying ‘US representatives and sena-
tors, with visits and thousands of let-
ters, faxes and e-mails...and tens of
thousands of postcard ballots.’” You
can see the bosses quaking in their
shoes already(!) Clearly the US ruling
class has nothing to fear from labour
‘leaders’ like these.

Yet everywhere resistance is
sprouting at the community level:
school students, teachers and parents
organising in Oakland, California and
a bus boycott against price hikes in
Baltimore, Maryland are examples of
small-scale local actions initiated by
individual union locals (branches)
and community organisations. The
political way to make these struggles
effective has been shown by the 4 July
independence day rally at the new
Constitution Center in Philadelphia
against the war ‘at home and abroad' -
‘We are determined to stop the never-
ending series of wars in the various
forms it is taking against people here
and abroad. We stand with people
everywhere struggling for a world
which values people over profits. We
stand in solidarity with people living
under oppression and occupation
who have nothing to celebrate on this
day.' Bush was supposed to open the
centre but was too scared to face the
anger of the people he attacks and
scuttled off to a military base to issue
more lies and bluster. The AFL-CIO
leadership, busy faxing and writing its
emails, was nowhere to be seon, of
course, Only by resisting attempts to
channel resistance into tho dead-end
of the palling booths, only by con-
necting the struggle against imperial-
ism with the resistanco to attacks on
poor and working people and by
engaging actively in struggle will
these attacks be defeated. |
This article Includes material from a speech by Leilana
Daowell al tho ANSWER Teach-In, San Francisco.
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‘The United States has a

strategy based on
arithmetic. They question the
computers, add and subtract,
extract square roots, and then
go into action, But arithmetical
strategy doesn’t work here. If it
did they would have already
exterminated us. With their
planes, for example. Of course
they thought they could bring
us to heel by dumping billions
(of tonnes) of explosives on us.
Because as | told you they
figure everything in billions,
billions of dollars. They don't
reckon on the spirit of a people
fighting for what they know is
right, to save their country
from invaders.'
Vietnamese General Giap, 1969

‘The captive Iraqgi boy

who was asked why he
fought so overwhelming a foe
merely muttered: “It's my
country”. The answer was
worth a dozen Tomahawks.'
The Times, 23 March 2003.

he scale of US and British
I weaponry and the speed of its
deploymenl, combining over-
whelming force and precision timing,
quickly dispersed their targets in
Afghanistan and Iraq. The US and
British armies occupied terrilories
when the digital battles were won.
‘Whatever happened on the digital bat-
tlefield, resistance on the ground con-
tinues. The US and International
Security and Assistance Force (ISAF)
presence in Afghanistan is down to
11,000 soldiers, many of whom are
based in Kabul. The rest of the country
has reverled to regional warlord con-
trol and the Taliban and Al Qaida have
regrouped. In Irag 145,000 US and
11,000 Brilish troops are under daily
attack. When Prime Minister Blair vis-
ited British soldiers in Basra on 29 May
his reception was described as ‘eerily
silent’. Foreign Secretary Straw’s plan-
ned armoured molorcade into Baghdad
on 2 July was abandoned in favour of a
helicopter gun-ship for security rea-
sons. The US and British governments
have asked over 30 countries for help
with patrolling Iraq. The usual answer
is ‘No, thank you'. Iragi resistance
attacks are increasing as US and British
troop morale falls and soldiers get
homesick.

The US and British ruling classes
can live with this for as long as they are
achieving their objectives and domes-
tic political opposition is contained.
For the US ruling class the prime objec-
tive was to move, afier the collapse of
the Soviet Union, to assert regional and
global domination over potential
rivals. It intends to do this by control-
ling oil supplies and transport routes
and establishing military bases and
political power from the Middle East to
the borders of China. It further seeks
profits from Iraqi oil and control over
the Iragi and Middle Eastern econo-
mies. For the British ruling class the
alliance with the US allows it to ‘punch
above its weight’ in the world com-
pared to France, Germany and Japan. It
does this in order to increase its share
of the global plunder.

Thus far the US and British ruling
classes are relatively satisfied with
their achievements; they have their
bases and Iraqi oil. The stakes are high
and they are in this for the long haul.

Nevertheless, the resistance in Iraq and -

Afghanistan prevents them from secur-
ing their positions. They never had any

Iraqg and Afghanistan

It was three months from ‘shock and awe’ to an indefinite
extension of US troops’ term of stay in Irag. The lightning
strike has given way to low intensity war. US and British
technological superiority is replaced by ‘low tech’ urban
guerrilla war. Satellite and computer information systems
remain relatively ineffective when lIraqi intelligence is
passed from house to house and family to family.

TREVOR RAYNE reports.

intention of significant investmenl in
Alghanistan but they sought a subdued
region and now face organised and
armed opposition in Afghanistan and
Pakistan. They were greedy for Iraqi oil
and privalised Iraqi assels; now these
projects cannol proceed amid growing
armed resistance.

In the US and Britain the growing
toll on the occupation forces in Iraq
adds to anxieties over the conse-
quences of the strategy of global domi-
nation. US Democratic Senator Edward
Kennedy described US soldiers ‘serv-
ing as policemen in what seems lo be a
shooting gallery.' In the lands of the
sound bite people are liable to become
impatient when their President and
Prime Minister warn of wars going on
for years to come. Already the US gov-
ernment is spending $3.9 billion a
month in Iraq, about twice what was
anticipated. The US budget deficit is
soaring to $455 billion and welfare
spending at home is being cut.

Most of the soldiers who do the
fighting are from the working classes.
For young African-American males the
army offers a better chance of educa-
tion and training than any other insti-
tution, African-Americans aged be-
tween 18 and 24 years make up 14% of
this age group in the USA, but almost
22% of the military. It was the revolt of
African-Americans against a system
that both sent them to Vietnam and
racially oppressed them at home, com-
bined with the resistance of the
Vietnamese people, which finally forc-
ed the US out of Vietnam. Neither Iraq
nor Afghanistan is a Vietnam militarily
or politically, There is no popular com-
munist leadership, there are no Soviet
or Chinese allies to supply the resist-
ance, but the Iragi and Afghan people
recognise the illegal and predatory
motives of the occupiers: a spectre is
forming in the brains of the US and
British warmongers. That is why now is
precisely the time for us to mobilise and
demand the withdrawal of all British
troops from Iraq and the Middle East.

No exit from Iraq

By the start of July, 25 Coalition troops,
including six British soldiers, had been
killed since President Bush declared
the main combat over on 1 May. On 2
July Bush said, ‘My answer is bring
them on, We've got the force necessary
to deal with the security situation.' By
26 July, 48 Coalition troops had been
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killed by snipers, mortar bombs, rock-
et-propelled grenades elc. Bush was
under-estimating the enemy. US sol-
diers are bein picked off at a rate of one
a day. During June three oil pipelines
were successfully altacked, exposing
the limitations of the occupation forces
and striking at the heart of the imperi-
alists' plans. Baghdad airport, occu-
pied by US forces, is under nightly
sniper [ire.

The British Army has turned to its
experience in the north of Ireland to
guide its operations in Iraq. Early in the
occupation of southern Iraq Lieuten-
ant-Colonel Howes, commanding offi-
cer of the Royal Marines' 42 Com-
mando, said, ‘Ultimately you have to
have men on the ground. We have 30
years' experience in doing this'. The
second most senior police officer in the
occupied north of Ireland has been
drafted in to train an Iraqi police force.
The media presentation of a supposed-
ly subtle British policing operation
will fool no one. On 24 June six British

military policemen were killed and at
least five Iraqis with them al Majar al-
Kabir. Later that same day eight British
soldiers were injured, three seriously,
when a patrol south of Majar was
ambushed and a helicopter sent to help
them was fired on. Previously British
troops had raided homes in Majar
accompanied by dogs. They kicked
down doors, searching for weapons, a
child was struck with a rifle butt and a
pregnant woman was shot. The British
soldiers shot an ambulance driver com-
ing Lo help the injured.

In one week in mid-June US troops
claimed to have killed over 100 guerril-
las. On 14-15 June 4,000 US soldiers
raided Thuluiya, a village north of
Baghdad, and took over 400 prisoners.
In Falluja US soldiers have shot dead
more than 20 Iraqi civilians and lost
three of their own troops. US soldiers
have been conducting Israeli-style puni-
tive demolitions of the family homes of
those allegedly fighting the occupation
forces. Both the US and British forces
study and learn from the Israeli army’s
occupation of Palesline. At the begin-
ning of July the British Ministry of
Delence admitted it had no idea what
had happened to 4,000 Iraqi caplives the
British Army handed over to US forces.

Alongside the customary brutality of
the ‘counter-insurgency operations’,
the occupation forces are seeking to
cultivate a reliable network of Iragis
willing to assist the Coalition Pro-
visional Authorily (CPA) and the US
and British military. Its function is

Imperialists wage
low intensity war

nothing to do with bringing democracy
toIraq and everything to do with trying
lo isolate the resistance, inform on it
and bring legitimacy to the occupation.
In Falluja and elsewhere the US has
resorted to offering contracts and
money to clan leaders and sheiks. On
22 July, Uday and Qusay Saddam
Hussein, Saddam Hussein's sons, were
killed in an overwhelming display of
US firepower. No prisoners were taken
and their bodies were put on display,
as befits a barbaric war. In July the CPA
set up a governing council consisting
mainly of representatives of organisa-
tions associated with the US and
Britain before the occupation. It is for-
mally subordinate to the US- and
British-led CPA. Any authority it
obtains will correspond to the extent
that it conforms with US and British
governments' wishes.

Large scale development of Irag's
oil will cost over §40 billion and
require the likes of Exxon, Shell and
BP. However, these companies have
delayed sending representatives into
Iraq because of the security situation.
Citibank and the HSBC bank are lining
up to restructure the banking system
and the British company De La Rue’s
share prices rose 9% on news that it
would print Iraq’s new money. At the
moment the main British beneficiaries
from Iraq are the private security firms
hired to protect the CPA's Iraqi allies.

Afghanistan
Twenty months ago when the Taliban

i The incidental death of
a weapons inspector

n 7 July the House of Commons

Foreign Affairs Select Commit-

tee (FASC) published its report
on ‘The decision to go to war in Iraq’.
Commissioned by Parliament, the
FASC had inquired into ‘whether the
Foreign Office had presented accurate
and complete information to Parlia-
ment in the period leading up to the
decision to go to war in Iraq.’ This is
what passes, in the British Parliament,
for in-depth investigation into the far-
rago of lies which constituted the gov-
ernment’s 'intelligence reports’ leading
Lo war with Iraq. The FASC reached its
lamentable conclusions by a whisker of
the chairman’s casting vote: that nei-
ther the Foreign Secretary, nor the
Prime Minister, nor his ‘Special
Adviser' Alastaic  Campbell (nor
indeed anyone now or ever associated
with the Labour Party) had ever misled
Parliament. Everyone else was deeply
sceptical. The questions looked set to
run and run...until a decoy was intro-

duced. Meet Dr David Kelly.

That may be the last you will hear in
the media of the FASC's Ninth Report
of the Session 2002-3. But its conclu-
sions, fudged though they are, are very
revealing of government turpitude.
The government only published two
‘intelligence’ dossiers in the lead up to
the war in Iraq: both of them deserving
the ‘dodgy’ epithet attached to them.
Most people would think such a histo-
ry of ‘dodginess’ significant.

In September 2002, Jack Straw (inci-
dentally, flanked at the press confer-
ence Lo unveil it by none other than Dr
David Kelly) published a dossier alleg-
ing that Saddam Hussein was on the
verge of producing nuclear weapons,
had attempted to buy yellow cake ura-
nium from Niger, and could launch
weapons of mass destruction at 45
minutes notice. There was, in fact, no
evidence that Iraq had a nuclear
weapons programme at all. The Niger
allegations were based on crudely

forged documents (see ‘Lies, damn lies
and more lies’, FRFI 173) and the 45-
minute strike capability was simply a
lie. A lie that found its way into the
dossier’s foreword, was repeated in
Parliament by the Prime Minister and
then appeared in US President George
Bush’s State of the Union speech. This
lie served its purpose; going to war was
an urgent matter that could not wait for
pettifogging in the United Nalions
Security Council or adherence to inter-
national law. Saddam Hussein had to
be stopped.

The loyal FASC would not go so far
as to call the dossier a lie. They did,
however, think that the 45-minute
strike capability claim should not have
been included in the foreword, and
reflected that it was ‘very odd’ that the
government could not substantiate its
claim to have ‘other evidence' for the
Niger uranium allegation.

The second dossier, published in
February 2003, turned out to be a pla-



were evicted from Kabul the US and
British governments said they would
‘not forget' Afghanistan this time. This
time would be unlike a decade earlier
when, together with their allies, they
forced the Soviet Army out and let an
assortment of cut-throats rule the coun-
try until the Taliban gained control.
This June the Afghan finance minister
visited Prime Minister Blair to issue a
reminder: the money needed to rebuild
the country was running out and a fur-
ther 8§15 billion was needed. He said,
‘the international community has given
us the lowest amount of per capita
assistance of any post-conflict country’.
Afghanistan was promised $5 billion in
2002 but has received only $1.8 billion
so far. President Karzai threatened to
resign unless regional warlords paid
more money to the central government.

With elections scheduled for next

| year the interim government could not
claim one major infrastructure repair
project undertaken since the Taliban's

rremoval. The US has now agreed to
increase its support for the repair of the
Kandahar to Kabul road. However, US
aid is planned to fall from $1 billion in
2002 to $321 million in 2004. Afghani-
stan’s economy has returned to
dependence on opium production and
in June a bumper harvest was recorded:
up ten-fold since the last year of the
Taliban in 2001.

Central government in Kabul remains
weak and US spending is divided
between it and the regional warlords
who helped the US and British forces

giarised article by an Iraqi exile from
Middle East Review of International
Affairs based on evidence from the first
Gulf War, 11 years before, cobbled
together with already published
reports from Jane's Weekly. The pro-
duction of this ‘dossier’ was Alaslair
Campbell’s idea.

Campbell was apparently responsi-
ble for a committee called ‘Iraq Com-
munications Group’ and an autono-
mous group within the Foreign and
Commonwealth Office called the Coa-
lition Information Centre (CIC). CIC
produced the February dossier at the
behest of the Irag Communications
Group, claiming that it was based on
‘intelligence’. In fact it was nothing of
the sort: it was simply old information
and lying propaganda. For instance,
‘where the original author had written
about the Iraqi intelligence agency ‘aid-
ing opposition groups in hostile re-
gimes', Campbell’s committee had
'changed it to read ‘supporting terrorist
‘organisations in hostile regimes’. This
'dossier was produced without any
inisterial oversight, signed off by

impbell, touted around in Washing-
on by Tony Blair, and published to
arliament claiming to be ‘compiled
m intelligence reports’, f
The FASC report found that the
ossier was ‘almost wholly

evict the Taliban. Between them the war-
lords can muster 100,000 armed men
while the central government has an
emerging 5,000 strong National Army.
The Taliban have regrouped in
southern and easlern Afghanistan. In
early June 49 people were killed in a
gun battle near Kandahar belween
Taliban and pro-government militia.
On 7 June a ‘suicide bomber', thought
to be Al Qaida killed four German sol-
diers and wounded 25 others in Kabul.
Attacks on ISAF troops are increasing,
including on British soldiers. Two Nor-
wegian soldiers were shot and wound-
ed, a hand grenade was thrown into the
British military headquarlers in Kabul.
A remote control bomb exploded close
to a Dutch soldier. As Foreign Minister
Straw visited Kabul on 30 June, rockels
were fired into the city of Jalalabad and
a bomb injured 16 worshippers in a

mosque in Kandahar.
US forces are making little headway

against the Taliban and Al Qaida
remaining in Afghanistan nor against
those stationed across the border in
Pakistan. Mullah Omar and Bin Laden
continue to elude their pursuers,
Saddam Hussein, for the moment,
remains at large. The mounting toll of
dead soldiers exposes the folly of impe-
rialism and its project to rule the
world. The US ruling class and its will-
ing Labour government ally wade on
into the mire. Wherever they tread
resistance rises up. At the moment of
its greatest might this great beast, this
behemoth, has feet of clay. [ |

counter-productive’. In fact it was an
embarrassment, It also found that the
‘degree of autonomy given to the Iraqi
Communications Group chaired by
Alastair Campbell and the Coalition
Information Centre which reported to
him, as well as the lack of procedural
accountability, were contributory fac-
tors to the affair of the “dodgy
dossier””. For a tame commillee this
was criticism indeed.

This is all you need to understand
why Alastair Campbell blew his top
while giving evidence to the FASC

hen Prime Minister Tany Blair
addressed the US Congress on
17 July, he spelled out the

grounds for the ‘special relationship’
between the British and US ruling
classes. These grounds are common
beliefs, common goals and the defence
of freedom. ‘.., because all nations Lhal
are free value thal freedom, will defend
it absolutely, but have no wish to tram-
ple on the freedom of others’. The rul-
ing class has comforled itself with such
illusions for a very long lime, Writing
on the English Constitution in the late
nineteenth century, AV Dicey defined
the ‘rule of law":

‘We mean in the first place, that no
man is punishable or can be lawfully
made lo suller in body or goods
excepl for a distinct breach of law
established in the ordinary legal
manner before the ordinary courts of
the land. In this sense the rule of Jaw
is contrasted with every system of
government based on the exercise by
persons in authority of wide, arbi-
trary, or discretionary powers of con-
straint.’

English law is littered with such fine
notions and this one is said to be the
most importanl: but at times when
bourgeois rule is under threal, or
British imperialism is challenged, the
extension of such notions of ‘freedom’

and ‘equality before the law’ to the
working class and oppressed becomes
dangerous. Universality is quickly dis-

pensed with, This has always been the
case for British imperialism: from Asia
to Africa to Ireland. The British have
derogated from the terms of interna-
tional treaties, breached human rights
and introduced repressive legislation
specifically to deal with Irish Repub-
licans. ‘Being Irish means you're
guilty' expresses exactly the abandon-
ment of the rule of law for anyone
engaged in the struggle for Irish self-
determination. By such means “the
Birmingham 6 and the Guildford 4
served long prison sentences despite
their innocence. By such means the
Irish were demonised.

Now the British ruling class is at it
again — once more under the leadership
of the British Labour Party.

More than 650 prisoners are held by
the US in appalling conditions in
Guantanamo Bay in Cuba: some of
them are children. They are not accor-
ded any rightls under international law
and have been left in a legal limbo for
the last eighteen months. By any inter-
national standards their detention con-
stitutes torture. They are barely
allowed contact with their families,
they cannot appoint their own lawyers,
They are interrogated (including by
MI6) without legal representalion.

inquiry, When in trouble create a diver-
sion. That diversion was Campbell’s
‘anger’ over BBC reporter Andrew
Gilligan’s claim on the Radio 4 Today
programme that an intelligence mole
had said the government had ‘sexed
up’ the September dossier knowing
that the 45-minute capability claim
was dubious. Campbell declared war
on the BBC and demanded an apology,
aided and abetted by a Prime Minisler,
‘deeply hurt’ at being called a liar, and
various ministers in the firing line like
Hoon (MoD) and Ben Bradshaw
(Environment). Attention was immedi-
ately deflected to forcing Gilligan to
reveal his source, away from the real
issue of government lies in the lead up
to the war. Everyone knew that the 45-
‘minute claim was dubious (to say the

S
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They are kepl in open mesh ‘cells’. 6t
8in x 7{l. Solilary exercise is allowed
only twice a week. There have been 29
reported suicide altemplts.

Nine of the delainees in Guanta-
namo Bay are Brilish. Two of them,
Moazzam Begg and Feroz Abbasi, were
among the firsl six detainees chosen for
trinl before the military kangaroo
courls the US stale has concocted espe-
cially to deal with them. They face trial
in front of a military ribunal, ‘represent-
ed’ by a mililary defence team imposed
on them by their gaolers, with the
prospect of a possible death sentence if
they do nat plead guilty. There is no
appeal, except to the US President, who
has already made his mind up,
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At the press conference following
Tony Blair's speech before the US

Congress, President George Bush
summed it up: ‘these are bad people’.
‘Let me just say, these were illegal com-
batants, They were picked up off the
battlefield, aliens aiding and abetting
the Taliban.’ (In fact this was not true of
either Begg or Abbasi). Bourgeois law
is reduced to its brutal essence; the pre-
sumption of guilt if you are associated
with opposition to bourgeois rule.

The announcement that they will be
the first to be tried was made shortly
before Blair's appearance in Washing-
ton: 163 MPs signed a Commons
molion calling for repatriation. After
18 months apparent inaction, the Brit-
ish Labour government made a diver-
sionary flurry of concern. Tony Blair
was said to have persuaded George
Bush to negotiate on the proposed trial
arrangements to ensure that they com-
plied with international law. There
was some talk of repatriation for trial in
Britain, This ‘special influence’ was to
be the dividend of the Coalition.

What nonsense! It has been reported
that the US offered, a year ago, to repa-
triate the two men if Britain would
guarantee they would stand trial. This
was rejected by Home Secretary David
Blunkett, because he was not certain
the CPS would consider it had sulffi-
cienl evidence lo press charges. The

B The Prime Minister,
Guantanamo Bay detainees
and the rule of law

British government had been, in facl
in prolonged talks with the US defence
department about the mechanics of the
trials even before details of the trial
procedures became public. Ruth Wedg-
wood, an adviser to the US Department
ol Defense, wrote in the Financial
Times (10 July 2003): ‘From the chatter
of certain British ministers, one might
think this [trial procedure] was a great
surprise. In fact the US has been con-
sulting with the British government for
months’.

Lord Goldsmith, the Attorney Gen-
eral, was sent to Washington to broker
a deal on 21 July. In fact he was barter-
ing the detainees' human rights. He
came back with faol’s gold: assurances

that there will be no death penalty for
the British detainees and they may be
allowed to appoint their own lawyers
as long as they don’t see all the evi-
dence. This is a far cry from interna-
tional law. If there is not enough evi-
dence to convict these detainees in
‘ordinary courts of law’ in an ‘ordinary
legal manner’, then they should be
free. Anything short of this is a breach
of their human rights: it is prejudice,
not justice.

Just a little reminder of Tony Blair's
fine beliefs before the US Congress:

‘The spread of freedom is the best
security for the free. It is our last line of
defence and our first line of attack.
And just as the terrorist seeks to divide
humanity in hate, so we have to unify
it around an idea. And that idea is lib-
erty.’

APPLAUSE

‘We must find the strength to fight
for this idea and the compassion to
make it universal.

‘Abraham Lincoln said: “Those that
deny freedom to others deserve it not
for themselves”.

‘And this is the sense of justice that
makes moral the love of liberty.’

The more this man pontificates about
‘liberty’, the more urgent is the task of
opposing his vile hypocrisy and that of
his disgusting party.  Carol Brickley

least), but thal had ceased to be an
issue,

Within a day of the publication of
the FASC report, the MoD announced
that it had found the mole and offered
enough hints to ensure that the press
could identify him as Dr David Kelly,
Chief Scientific Officer. at the MoD,
senior adviser o the proliferation and
arms control secretarial and to the
Foreign Office’s non proliferation de-
partment. He had also been a senior
UNSCOM inspector in Iraq from 1994
to 1999. The MoD now threw him to
the hyenas.

Despite the fact that the FASC had
already published its report, it sum-
moned Dr Kelly to give evidence on 15

July. Once again they did Campbell's
dirty work: allempting to refule
Gilligan’s claim, All the failed-politi-
cians-turned-bullies that inhabit Select
Committees, turned their fire on Kelly.
This was 'the high court of Parliament
and Kelly must answer’: was he
Gilligan's main source? He said he
thought not. Blair demanded that the
BBC name their source. Blair-loyalist
Ben Bradshaw, clearly at home with
Star Chamber tactics, announced that
until proved otherwise Dr Kelly would
be guilty. On 18 July David Kelly was
found dead.

The BBC and Gilligan then revealed
that Kelly was indeed the main source.
This immediately let the Government

off the hook. Blair was able Lo breathe
again: either Dr Kelly had lied to the
Select Committee, or Gilligan had. The
government could either blame the
BBC or a dead man. A judicial inquiry
could safely be called into the circum-
stances ol Dr Kelly's death. Everyone
can respectfully vow to behave better
and carry on behaving as they always
have. For the time being the gambit has
worked. Geoff Hoon may lose his job,
and Campbell may follow, but no one
is paying any more altention to those
weapons of mass destruction that have
failed to show up in the Iraqgi desert,

Carol Brickley
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Dear comrades

As usual I enjoyed reading the
latest FRFI {173). The articles
on the rise of racism and the
response of the leR were par-
ticulatly interesting, and bear
some parallels to experiences
here in Australia over the last
seven years or so. The far right
as both a 'stalking horse” for,
and a by-product of, govern-
menl racism, is a concept that
many don’l see. A number of
Marxist groups in Australia
fell into the trap of campaign-
ing against small (and very
marginal) groups of neo-Nazis
when the One Nation right-
populist/racist party was just
beginning its three year ascen-
dancy; following that, parts of
the left and the vast majority

of the (small-L) liberal swamp
focused all their fire on One
Nation’s crude racism, and
meanwhile serious opposition
to the government's racist
policies towards asylum seek-
ers only really got going in the
last three years or so. Serious
campaigning for the poor who
are being fooled by racist poli-
tics is weaker still, even
though we are making a start.

But one article irritated me:
Michael MacGregor’s coverago
of the Scottish eleclions.

The SS8P has made impres-
sive advances, and many in
Australia have taken a keen
interest in its left regroupment
strategy, and are interested as
to how il has built up such a
large base of support (far
ahead of any other socialist

group in the UK — or Australia
— for a long time). So to hear
criticisms of the SSP - where
it is fudging the politics, fail-
ing to mobilise, elc, is wel-
come because it is important
to have a balanced perspective
on something you are consid-
ering (in some degree) as a
model to emulate.
Unfortunately, MacGregor’s
piece was long on condemna-
tion and short on evidence.
The offences of the SSP he
cites don't stack up to his final
conclusion that the SSP is
‘now completely committed
to a parliamentary strategy’
and their ‘anti-imperialist
principles are to be sloughed
off whenever it is an electoral
necessity’ and ‘refusal to take
up the challenge to Labour’.

Scottish Socialist Party -
impressive advances for the left

The two main offences
which MacGregor cites are
Tommy Sheridan calling
Labour voters lo give their sec-
ond vole to the SSP and failing
to stand against one Labour
MP (who was anti-war).

If Sheridan enfy called for
Labour volers to preference
the SSP, then he would be just
banging onto Labour’s coat-
tails. But from other reading
I'm fairly sure that the main
thrust of tho SSP’s campaign
was aimed against Labouy and
especially the war on Iraq.
Getling second votes was vital
for the SSP to get more seals.
More seals gives them more
credibility as a voice for
socialism, however you judge
their flaws. Maybe Sheridan
made a wrong call, but this

mistake hardly adds up to
‘endorsement’ of Labour.

On the second point, it
would seem fairly under-
standable to allow an anti-war
Labour MP to run (insteac of
handing the seat to a Tory or
SNP possibly?). 'm not saying
I support the move; my gener-
al instinct would be to run a
candidate against Lapqur.
regardless.  But  explaining
why this branch’s move was
so wrong in a constructive
manner would probably be
more educational for the read-
ers than simply canning them.

The amount of space Mac-
Gregor gave to positively pre-
senling the SSP results is pret-
ty tiny — just the first para-
graph. Perhaps the majorityof
FRFI readers already know

that information, perhaps
FRFI just wants to present
another side which won't
have been heard already. But
in the small amount of infor-
mation given, we can glean
that the SSP is in some fashion
attacking Labour - even in
pure parliamentary terms, the
SSP won six seals while
Labour lost six.

If Michael MacGregor
wants to join the dots together
for his readers in this way, he
needs to present more evi-
dence. Perhaps in future, FRFI
could devote more attention
to this?

In solidarity
Ben Courtice
Australia

-SSP covers up for
Labour imperialism

Ben Courtice raises some
important points. Essentially,
he is arguing that our criticism
of the Scottish Socialist Party's
opportunism in relation to
electoral gains is nol convinc-
ing. The article, Courlice
believes, is 'long on condem-
nation and short on evidence'.
He can forgive the SSP's 'mis-
takes and ‘understandable’
tactical moves in relation to
the British Labour Party
because it won them more
seats in the Scottish Parlia-
ment and this ‘gives them
more credibility as a voice for
socialism’. The SSP has, after
all, built up a base of support
{in Scotland), which puts it
‘far ahead of any other socialisl
group in the UK - or Australia
- for along time’. Without sub-
stantial evidence to the con-
trary, Courlice is arguing that
ends justify means.

We have to be concrete. We
are living in an imperialist
country, where the British
Labour government has played
a central role, in its nearly six
years of office, in three barbar-
ic, one-sided imperialist wars:
Yugoslavia, Afghanistan and
Iraq. That is why anti-imperi-
alist politics must be the start-
ing point for any socialist or
progressive movement in the
present period.

In Britain this means break-
ing completely with the racist,
imperialist British Labour
Party. It means building a new
movement that fights for the
real interests of the working
class in this country, while
giving unequivocal support to
the working class and op-
pressed peoples fighting impe-
rialism throughout the world.
So how do socialists build this
new movement? Courtice
avoids this critical question.

If this point is accepted then
MacGregor’s criticism of the

SSP’s failure to campaign on a
principled basis for a ‘no’ vote
for the Labour imperialists
must surely carry a great deal
more weight than Courtice is
prepared to give it. Sheridan,
the leader of the SSP, had actu-
ally said: 'I would appeal to
Labour voters: even if you
want to vote for your local
MSP, give us your second vote,
as a second vote for Labour
would be wasted' (FRFI 173).
How does this help to build a
socialist movement? He does-
n't tell voters that any vote for
Labour would be supporting
imperialist barbarity — only
that a ‘second vote” for Labour
‘would be wasted’.

Courtice’s argument against
our position is not only politi-
cally weak but also false. He
says that from MacGregor's
article ‘we can glean that the
S8P is in some fashion attack-
ing Labour — even in pure par-
liamentary terms, the SSP won
six seats while Labour lost six.’
This is false because all six of
the SSP seats came from the
regional lists on the second
vote. The Labour Party only
‘lost’ seats in the constituency
vote, where its share of MSPs
fell by six. It actually gained
one seat in the regional lists so
that its loss overall was, in
fact, five seats — not six as
reported in FRF1 173. The SSP
seats, if anything, could be
said to have come from
Scottish Nationalists, whose
share of regional MSPs fell
from 23 to 15. So in no way
could the outcome of the elec-
tion be seen as the SSP "attack-
ing Labour’. At no stage did
the SSP threaten or challenge
Labour even in ‘pure parlia-
mentary terms’, as Courtice
states,

Can we accept with
Courtice that it was politically
‘understandable’ for the SSP
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not to run in the Dundee con-
stituency to give the silling
anti-war Labour MSP, John
MecAllion, a clear run for the
seat? In a period when the war-
mongering of the Labour party
is clear to ever-wider sections
of the population, there is
nothing ‘understandable’
about refusing to challenge
Labour. This is a matter of fun-
damental principle. Socialists
cannot on the one hand reject
the Labour Party as a racist and
imperialist party and on the
other hand actively endorse
one of its representatives at
election times, even if that rep-
resentative claims to take an
anti-war stance. A principled
anti-war stance today would
require that any member of the
Labour Party leave it and start
the long and difficult process
of building a socialist move-
ment in this country, The SSP
failed to argue this and this
tells us something about its
political characler.

'Vote SSP when you can,
Labour when you must’ sums
up its political intervention.
Such a policy undermines the
building of a new political
movement to challenge impe-
rialism in such a critical his-
torical period and is politically
significant in terms of the
SSP’s relationship to the Lab-
our left. The SSP is an elec-
toral regroupment of the
Labour left. This relationship
is both an endorsement of
Labour and also of the bour-
geois parliament as a legiti-
mate forum for building a
socialist movement.

We do not oppose socialists
entering parliament in certain
periods and using it as a plat-
form to spread more widely
principled socialist ideas.
Indeed the ‘minimum pro-
gramme’ of the SSP — abolition
of Council Tax, free school

SSP's Tommy Sheridan

meals, a £7,32 minimum wage,
a job creating maximum 35-
hour week in the public sector,
an ond to privalisation, and
opposition to war for oil -
could be used towards such an
end, bul only in the centext of
building a principled anti-
imperialist working class
movement oulside parliament.
Real struggles to defend the
living standards of those under
attack will not come through
parliament but through the
class struggle. Real struggles
against war and imperialism
have to take place outside par-
liament on the streets, in com-
munities and  workplaces,
schools and colleges.

Courtice argues that the
SS5P's aim was to get elected to
the Scottish parliament as
‘more seats gives them more
credibility as a voice for
socialism’. We would ask:
credibility — with  whom?
Certainly not the working
class — less than half the popu-

lation voted for the Scottish
Parliament, with the vast
majority of nen-voters coming
from the poorer sections of the
working class. They recognise
what it is and who it repre-
sents: the privileged sections
of the working class and the
middle class.

It is possible to have a
movement rooted in the work-
ing class, which provides
school meals, and serious
opposition to imperialism as
the history of the Black
Panther movemenl in the
United States demonstrates.
The Black Panthers were able
to provide breakfast clubs to
thousands and wage a relent-
less struggle against the US
imperialist war on the Viet-
namese people. The Black
Panther Party was clear in its
electoral interventions in that
they demonstrated how hous-
geois parliament could not
defend working class rights,
This was based on a principled

position of understanding the
nature of imperialism and how
it created poverty and attacked
living standards both in the op-
pressed nations and in the
imperialist countries them-
selves. These issues are not
mutually exclusive but entire-
ly linked and interdependent.

We are not prepared to give
the SSP the benefit of the
doubt in this regard given its
previous history. Anti-imperi-
alism has always been an
Achilles heol for this party. Its
appalling history in relation to
Ireland cannot be simply for-
gotten. The Irish peace process
has stalled the struggle fo
self-determination. This ha:
allowed the SSP to gloss over
the split within sections of the
Scottish working class. The
Orange (Loyalist) section of the
Scottish working class has long
played a reactionary role in
defending the racism and sec-
tarianism of British imperial-
ism. We should not be sur-
prised at this — the key current
within the SSP, the Militant
Tendency, owes its political
formation not only to the
Labour Party but also to the
supremacist Loyalist tradition
itself. Militant was centrally
involved in condemning and
undermining the Irish struggle
and went as far as to call the
Republican Movement ‘sectar-
ian' and even ‘fascist' at the
height of the Irish struggle.
This political legacy continues
in the modern era. At its
‘Socialism  2000' event in
Glasgow the SSP invited the
Ulster Volunteer Force's reput-
ed ‘commander in chief” Billy
Hulchison to speak from the
platform. The Socialist Work-
ers Party is also a current with-
in the SSP. Like Militant, the
SWP supported the Labour
government’s deployment of
troops to the North of Ireland
in 1969. Both these political
trends openly condemned the
Irish people’s struggle at the
height of Britain's war in
Ireland. This history makes it
all the more necessary for the
SSP'to have an uncompromis-
Ing position against Labour
imperialism.

Paul Mallon
Scotland
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TRADE UNIONS

‘L-wing’ ' on:

“all mouth

“and no trousers

In July, the RMT union conference voted to cut contributions to the Labour Party and
allow branches to affiliate to other parties. Its general secretary, Bob Crow, who
branded the Labour Gabinet as ‘war criminals’, predicted the union could disaffili-
ate from Labour within five years. Such Is the anger among firefighters that if their
union, the FBU, had held a conference this year there would have been strong calls
for disaffillation. The broadcasting union Bectu is already balloting members on
such a move. Several of the biggest unions, including TGWU, UNISON, GMB and
ASLEF, have agreed to review their Labour Party links and funding. The media talk of
a new breed of left-wing trade union leaders, ‘the awkward squad’, who have cap-
tured the leadership in these and other unions, threatening a new age of militancy
and conflict with the Labour government. These unions have called a ‘council of
war’ for the autumn. The TUC general secretary, Brendan Barber, a Blair supporter,

has not been invited.

ut what ovidonce is there
that, aller yoars of lothargy
and support for Labour's
reaclionary policies, the
trado unions are loking a
now stand os Nighting organisations
of the working class? AL its poak in

1979 union moembership was moes
enan #.3 sotilon. Iy 1008 it had fallon
to 7.3 infllion and has stagnated a1

around this lovel vver sinco. How-
ovor, the propurtion of omployoos in
trade unions, (union density), bhas
conlinued to fall from 27.1% in 2000
10 26.6% lust year. Unfon density re-
malned highest among profossionals
and essociated professional and tech-
nical stafl al 48% aml 42% respec-
tively. Thoso with the highest educa-
tional qualifications wure also more
likoly 10 be in o union. OF those with
a degree or vquivalonl 37% were in
unions, as wero 44% of those with
another higher educational qualifica:
tion, unchanged from 1999. Within
the varicus spheres of work, union
densily was highest among public
administrators al 59% and education
warkors a1 53%. Togethor with health
workers these three categories ac-
counted for almost half of all trade
union mombers. At tho other end of
tho scalo, union donsity among those
with GCSE qualifications or less was
around 25%. Manufacturing, which
accountod for just 16% of all union
members, had a union density of
27%. For sales and customer servico
stafl union density was 13% and
among workers in hotels and restau-
rants just 5%. Whereas around 35%
of all workors ovor 30 years of ago
were in trade unions this fell to 19%
for the 20-29 ago group and to just
5% for tho under 20s; a further deto-
rioration in figures for young work-
ers since 1999. Workers who have
been in post for loss than a year
{12%) ar between one yoear and two
(16%) aro also much less likoly to be
in a union, as aro part-time workers
{20%) and those in smaller work

lacos of fower than 25 employees
16%). Union density in tho public
sectlor {s around 60% while that in
the private soctor is less than 20%.
Thoso figures demonstrato that the
unions organise mainly tho profes-
sional, belter-off and white collar
workers, especially thoso working in

tho public seclor.

On the other hand. workers with
foww qualificalions, the poorest sec.
tion of tho working class, are largoly
ignored by the uwnions. This is espo-
cially truo of those working in now
privato sorvice induslries whoro pay
and conditions arv appalling and job
security virtually non-existent. Il any-
thing. this situation has worsenod
ovor tho past fow years and it seems
sot to continuo. The two unions re-

orting tho greatosl increases in mem-
ﬁcrship last year were tho National
Union of Teachoers (9.8%) and the
Public and Civil Servants Union
(5.2%).

There is no evidence, then, that
the unions have made & concerted
offort to increase membership over
the past few years and in particular
to try and organiso the poorest, most
opprossed sections of the working
anss. Yet an intorim roport for the
Leverhulmo Trust on the Future of
Unions in Modern Britain says there
aro around three million workers in
non-unionised workplaces who want
to join trade unions and another
threo million already coverod by

tho unions for having no clear strate-
gy or organisalion for incteasing
membership.

As another indicator of union
activity in pursuit of their members’
interests, wo could look at the num-
bor of working days lost through
strike action. There has been some
improvement in the last fow years
from the all-time lows of the lale
1990s. In both 2000 and 2001 thero
were about half a million days lost
through strike action. This rose to 1.3
million days in 2002. However, even
this amounts to just one in six union
members taking just one day’s action
during the year and needs to be set
against the average working days lost
each year in the 1970s of 12.7 million
and in the 1980s of 7.2 million.
Furthermors, figures for the first four
months of this year are well down on
the provious two years.

Instead of fighting for the funda-
mental intorests of the working class,
the unjons have become part of the
corporate establishment, offering all
sorts of sideline perks such as credit
cards, holiday discounts and private
health schemes and being run like
busi In 2001/2 their total in-

union collective agreements, who
could join if they folt there would be
some benefit. The reporlsoint.s out,
though, that unions have allowed the
10% wage premium that union mem-
bership traditionally brought to be
almost completely lost and criticises

come increased by 5.2% to £825.5
million, which included nearly £40
million of investment income. This
was £14 million more than they spent,
leaving them with total funds of
£912.1 million. Their asseots amounted

to over £1.1 billion, including invest-
ments of £443.1 million. Big busi-
ness indeed, and just like big busi-
nesses the unions have been merg-
ing. The Leverhulme Report points
out, these mergers have been about
‘market share unionism’ rather than
achieving economy of scale 1o
release resources for organising.

It should not surprise us then to
lind thal union leaders pay them-
selves [al cat salaries. According to
the yearly reports submilted between
October 2001 and Scplember 2002,
for example, the leader of ASLEF
ook a wages and benefits package of
£72.605. the leader of UNISON. took
£84.170 and the leader of the ACEU
took £109.768. Such lypical rewards
will no doubt be laken up by all the
so-called new breed of union leaders.
Can we scriously expect people en-
joying such lifestyles to know or care
much about those workers struggling
to survive on the minimum wage?
Can wo serjously expect them Lo lead
a fight against a Labour government
that protects and extends the imperi-
alist system of exploination that
makes such privileges possiblo?

At a timo when millions of trade
union members faco poverty pay,
growing job ingecurity. anxicly over
Fensiuns. anger at [fat cal salaries,
cars about privatisation and tho
longest working hours in Europe, it
would be sueptising if theso union
leaders hadnt come up with some
antl-Blabr, anti-New Labour rhoeloric.
They wero hardly likely to be elecled
If thoy didnn. as Jack Dromey (hus-
Land of Harriet Harman), Blair's fav.
oured candidate for tho TGWL job,
found out to his cost. In fact, with the
possiblo oxception of Hoby Crow, all
theso members of the so-called *awk-
ward srymd' favour evlaining close
ted with the Labour Party. Kovin
Curran of tho CAH sald. 'It's not about
walking away from the Party, il's
about staying in", At his union confer-
once in June, UNISON leader Davo
Prontiss said, "Woalready havo a Lrade
unlen party. Vs called the Labour
Party...wo stay within - (ully paid up
mombers”. Derek Simpson of Amicus
{ssolidly behind tho link with Laboue,
Mick Rix of ASLEF actually wanls to
increase Labour Party contributions.
The now leader of TGWU, Tony
Woudloy, bizamrely described cutling
links with Labour as ‘a right-wing
agenda’ and, in a veiled attack on
Crow, said, ‘It is time 1o reclaim our
pany — nol walk away from it, as a few
on the fringes would argue™.

At the beginning of July several of
theso union leaders teamed up with
members of the Labour Socialist
Campaign Group {SCG) of MPs for a
*Save Our Party” conference. The two
groups agreed to work together to pro-
duce an "alternative manifesto’ and
lobby the Labour government. As SCG
chairman John McDonnell MP said,
“Unless thero is a radical redirection

Bllly Hayes

of the government's approach and
policies, the Labour Party is al real
risk of losing the next clection’.

This then s the real intent be-
hind tho so-called new militancy. Far
from opposing the Labour Party, its
vicious anti-working class and anti-
trado union policies, tho ‘new mili-
tants’ want Lo save it by winning just
onough concessions to maintain the
votes of Labour suppartors. The koy
votes for Labour lo retain aro thaso of
tho professional and skillod middlo
and upper working class, tho labour
arislocsacy, precisoly the seclor that
dominates and is bost served by the
trado unions. As for the millions of
the poorest working class peoplo
who chooso not to vole for Labour
and are excluded [rom tho unions
they aro dismissed out of hand, as In
this contemptucus remark by Billy
Hayos, leador of the Communi-
catlons Workers Union (CWU) and
nnothor of tho ‘now militants®: “Tho
waaknoss of Blairism today shows
theeo is tho chanco for chango if trade
unionists play their part in shaping
tho Labour Parly we nced. You have
to recognise Lthat most working class
poople, at loast those who aro polili-
cally intorested. see Labour as in
somo sonso Lheir party’. Hayes has,
no doubt, inherited the last reported
pay and benefits package for the
leador of the CWU of £99.642 a year.

The one way for unions to gain
real clout and become fighting organ-
isations is lo organiso those sections
of the working class that aro pres-
ently excluded, the millions of poor
workers who have litlle Lo lose and
overything 1o light for. This they res-
olutely refuse 10 do. Whether or not
they are led by 'new militants' and
‘the awkward squad’, the unions
remain tools of tho privileged labour
aristocracy. The growing anger and
desperation of other workers who aro
insido the unions will sooner or later
erupt into action but when it does
thoy must bo prepared, as has hap-
ened so often beforo, to be betrayed
Ey their leaders.

Jim Craven

The Socialist Workers Party (SWP), as with most of the British teft,
clings to the notion that the only significant strugdle comes from those
workers within the labour and trade unlon movement. In an article in
the journal Links (January-April 2003), Alex Callinicos, a leading mouth-
piece of the SWP, argues that the Labour Party is a capitalist workers®
party that ‘express|es] workers' resistance to capitalism and seek[s] to
contaln that resistance within the framework of the system’. The prob-
lem, Callinicos says, is that the Labour government is butfered from the
revolutionary wrath and fervour of the union rank-and-file by the trade

. unlon bureaucracy. Not surprising, therefore, that Callinicos, just like
the bourgeols media, seizes upon the militant rhetoric of the new trade
union leaders to announce a breakthrough in the class struggle. ‘In
Britain, for example, a genulne “class-struggle teft wing” has emerged
in the trade union bureaucracy that Is prepared both to Oppose war on
Iraq on a principted basis and to challenge Blair's neo-liberal economic
agenda.’ In your dreams, Professor Callintcost
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REVIEWS

GEORGE ORWELL

and the limits of
individualism

eorge Orwell (1903-1950) is
celebrated on the centenary

of his birth as the author of

two novels that achieved

iconic status and sold a million
copies each in ten years: the revolu-
tion betrayed in Animal Farm (1945)
and Big Brother totalitarianism in
1984 (1948). But his real significance
is as the most powerful creator of the
myth of English socialism — or rather,
the English socialist. He has come to
represent the ideal socialist — essen-
tially patriotic and aloof from com-
promise and commitment, except to
his own conscience and moral stan-
dards. Indeed, much of Orwell’s writ-
ing, outside of the two commercially
successful novels, is about
his own personal integrity.

the General Strike ten years before
when the miners were starved into
submission. Instead, throughout his
account, Orwell’s antagonism is dir-
ected against the socialists. He sneers
at the communist circles in London
who apparently lack his own powers
of empathy: ‘You and I and the editor
of the Times Lit. Supp., and the poets
and the Archbishop of Canterbury
and Comrade X, author of Marxism
for Infants — all of us really owe the
comparative decency of our lives to
poor drudges underground...’ (The
vitriolic references are to left-leaning
poets like Auden and Spender and to
Hewlett Johnson, the ‘red’ Dean of
Canterbury). The Road to Wigan Pier

honest to be outright “crypto” or fel-
low-traveller, but reliably pro-
Russian on all major issues’).

Special Branch and the CIA appre-
ciated Orwell’s already established
role as an anti-leftist writer and pro-
pagandist. He worked for the BBC
Eastern Service from 1940-1943 and,
as literary editor of Tribune, he con-
tributed a regular page of political
and literary commentary called ‘As I
Please! which included the essay
‘England Your England’ (1941), an
excessive display of patriotic pride in
the English qualities of class toler-
ance, -moderation and reasonable-
ness. From 1945 Orwell was The

and later became a regular

His emphasis on personal
and political independence
attracts the left-leaning ||
middle class who were
largely deprived of influ-
ence in British universities

7 John Street, Bedford Row, London, w.C.l

HOLborn 7258
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during the 18 years of
Thatcherite reaction but to-
day have a place in the left-

George Orwell (Eric
Blair) was by no means an
isolated ‘outsider’ despite
an adventurous and some- ||
times isolated young man- ||
hood. Born in India in 1903
Orwell entered Eton in 1917.
Here he became a utopian
schoolboy socialist and to-
gether with others, including
Cyril Connolly, who was to
become a leading left writer
and editor, fomented the so-
called ‘Bolshy Election’ at
Britain’s most famous school

university, he joined the
Indian Imperial Police in
Burma for seven years, but
resigned in 1928, unhappy

of-centre media. of i

This is to certily that

Tribur o

is o member of the........
Branchof the National
in 1921. Without going to ( T

RWELL

contributor  to the
Manches-
ter Evening News. From
1947 he was vice-chair of
the Freedom Defence Com-
mittee which vetted civil ser-
vants for political tendencies
in order to exclude Commun-
ist Party members, past and
present, from office.
In 1949 Orwell sent 38
names from his list to a
friend at the Information
Research Department (IRD),
which was established to
combat communist cultural
and literary influence and
infiltration into trade unions
or organisations like the
BBC and the National
Council for Civil Liberties.
What was the purpose of
this voluntary intelligence
submission to the special
branch? After all, the Com-
munist Party's telephones
had been tapped for years,
the PID (Political In-
telligence Department) had
rooms in Bush house where
the BBC Overseas Service

Observer's war correspondent

with the stupidity of colonial
administration, His memoir
Burma Days was published in 1934.
His decision to become a writer was
made after living as an indigent
worker and he wrote about his expe-
riences of casual poorly-paid work
and life in doss-houses and on the
streets in Down and Out in Paris and
London in 1932 (some sources say
1933). Orwell’s writing career took
off after Homage to Catalonia, his
account of experiences in the
Spanish Civil War in which he was
wounded in 1936. Orwell was to
remain permanently resentful of
Victor Gollancz of the Left Book Club
who, under the direction of the
British Communist Party rejected his
manuscript because it

the communist

iticised the

marks the end of Orwell’s utopian
socialism and the start of his active
hostility to political organisations of
the left.

Orwell’s anti-communist creden-
tials were well established before the
second world war, the Nazi-Soviet
non-aggression pact and the conse-
quent change of line by the British
Communist Party. His anti-commu-
nism pre-dates the Cold War and
McCarthy era purges of radicals and
the left in the US. He was ripe to
serve his own class who were already
preparing to contain their anti-fascist
ally, the Soviet Union.

- In the early 1940s Orwell began
to compile lists of people who he
suspected of being Communist Party
members [(agents) and those he
‘sentimental sympath-

its

gave them space and most
of Orwell’s ‘names’ were
under surveillance. None of the
names would have been new. The list
included Charlie Chaplin who had
fled to Britain following questioning
by the Committee on Un-American
Activities and a campaign of what he
called ‘virulent hatred’ directed
against him. Following his film about
Hitler, The Great Dictator 1940, and
his speech ‘A Second Front Now!’
(‘On the battlefields of Russia democ-
racy will live or die’) in 1942, Charlie
Chaplin was publicly targeted in the
US by the FBI. George Orwell offered
this useless information because he
wanted to prove that he was a hard
man of the reactionary tendency.
Orwell’s publishers claim that he
was a free spirit and the social con-
science of his age. In reality, while
posing as a man of integrity who
rejected false creeds, he actually en-
couraged the British left to embrace
the cause of anti-communism. In the

~end the limits of individualism are
determined by the real world. Orwell

ose to support the emergence of a
st-war settlement in favour of the
S and British imperialism and Cold
ar isolation for the Soviet bloc with
over 20 million war dead. He
se to offer himself up as a model
n English socialist, independent,
otic, reformist and ultimately, a
eois servant of the state.

Ay Susan Davidson

The

of falsification

0002

H Libertarian anti-militarism, then and
now, edited by Anna Key. Published by No
War but the Class War

This collection of articles, dating
from 1896 to 2002, covers the usual
anarchist nonsense on the state and
some rabid anti-communism,. Ms Key
even reproduces an article from the
Makhnovists’ paper The Read fo
Freedom, which calls on Red Army
soldiers to desert. The Makhnovists
were a peasant-based military force,
led by the anarchist Nestor Makhno,
who during the Russian Civil War
(1918-21) joined with counter-revo-
lutionary White and imperialist
armies against socialist Russia. This
band of brigands also carried out
pogroms against Jewish communities
in the Ukraine.

In an article entitled ‘Against war
and capitalism’ they deny the exis-
tence of imperialism. They should
try to explain that to the starving
masses in Africa or Asia, or war-rav-
aged Iraq, or blockaded Cuba. The
writer of this article — which is dated
2002 and unsigned — claims that anti-
imperialists supported the Taliban.
This is a lie! The truth is that it was
anarchists, with Tony Benn, the Trot-
skyist SWP, the CIA and the British
bourgeoisie, who celebrated the
defeat of the progressive government
in Afghanistan by the Mujahideen. It
was this defeat which paved the way
for the murderous, misogynist rule of
the Taliban.

In an article called ‘Remember the
heroes’, the anarchist faith in the
always elusive progressive bour-
geoisie is exposed. They blame the
bourgeois democracies for Franco’s
victory, when the blame, partly, falls
closer to home. After all it was anar-

chist leaders who took ministries in
the Popular Front (capitalist) Catalo-
nian government of Luis Companys,
which  strengthened Companys,
enabling him to muster a counter-
revolutionary attack on the Barce-
lona telephone exchange on 3 May
1937, while it was defended by anar-
chist and syndicalist rank and file
workers!

Because most anarchists have lit-
tle knowledge of the history and pol-
itics of their movement, their leader-
ship —and they do have a leadership,
usually an unelected clique — can
cloak itself in a revolutionary virtue
it does not possess.

The anarchist theoretician Peter
Kropotkin took the side of British,
French and Russian imperialism in
the first inter-imperialist war, along
with French syndicalist Leon Jou-
haux, against the communist posi-
tion of ‘the main enemy is at home —
turn the war into a revolutionary
war’. The founder of the anarchist
movement Mikhail Bakunin backed
the pro-capitalist trade union leaders
in the International Workingmen'’s
Association (the First International)
against Marx in a faction fight over
the latter’s honourable and princi-
pled defence of the Paris Commune.
Bakunin’s political forerunner Pierre-
Joseph Proudhon was an anti-Semite
who backed the racist slave-holding
South in the American Civil War
Furthermore, if Ms Key has read
Proudhon she will know he was a
male chauvinist who was appalled
by the idea of female emancipation
or sexual fulfilment:

‘As for equality in the matter of the
sexes, its inevitable consequences are

free love, condemnation of marriage,
condemnation of womanhood, jeal-
ousy and secret hatred of men, and, to
crown the system, inextinguishable
lechery; such, invariably is the phi-
losophy of the emancipated woman.’
(Pornocratis, Proudhon)

This pamphlet’s contributions
come from many different strands of
the anarchist movement. Like alch-
emy it does not work. If you mix
base metals together you don't get
gold, just a pile of scrap. I myself
will stick with Marx and Lenin and
under their banner fight imperialism,
racism, women’s oppression, war
and want, and leave the libertarian
anarchists to their bistros and salons.

Jimmy German

A world to save

B World Rescue, Nares Cralg, Housman
Bookshop Publications 2002, 52pp, £1.50

This small and affordable pamphlet
aims to become an easy source of ref-
erence for those who have taken it
upon themselves to put the dire state
of our planet at the top of their agen-
da.

Having lost all faith in the govern-
ments of today, Craig cites what
appears as almost their desire for the
destruction and desertification of
developing countries through the use
of the International Monetary Fund
(IMF) and its tried and tested plan for
destroying the infrastructure of many
countries and forcing them to rely on
expensive exports that are of no great
use to them.,

He also mentions the US govern-
ment’s role in being the most prolific
producer of emissions of carbon
dioxide gas, the main reason behind
the crisis of global warming. And,
perhaps more disappoinlingly, the
consistent rejection of all environ-
mental treaties, most notably the
Kyoto Agreement,

The effects of globalisation and
the almost tyrannical rule that the
multinational companies seem to
have over the world’s resources is a
recurring theme throughout Craig's
pamphlet. From the dramatic in-
crease in trade and investment abroad
we have seen a boom in air cargo,
with more runways and airports.
More ships, coupled with more ports
held in strategic locations, and of
course, the ever-increasing number
of cars and trucks on the road. All
these effects from the globalisation of
the world’s resources have caused
even more increases to the amount of
CO, in our atmosphere.

The gravity of Craig’s message
cannot be overstated and he makes it
overwhelmingly clear throughout.

‘The crisis confronting our world
today can only be compared with
that which the dinosaurs faced 65
million years ago. The total extinc-
tion of humanity, together with all
flora and fauna, has now become a
truly real possibility. It would mean
nothing less than the end of 3.5 bil-
lion years of evolution.’

Linsay Powell
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On 11 July the recorded prison population in England and Wales

exceeded 74,000 for the first

time ever. In the previous four

weeks the number of prisoners had risen by 633 to 74,012.

NICKI JAMESON reports.

n total the prison population has
risen by 2,532 in the past year
and is 30,000 higher than 10
years ago. At that time Britain
already had the highest per capita
prison population in Western Europe,
at 103 prisoners out of every 100,000
of the total population. This remains
the case, with the figure now having
risen to 139 per 100,000. More peo-

le are gacled in England and Wales
zgm in any other western European

country and more people are impris-
oned per head than in Algeria (111),
Egypt (121), Libya (127), Malaysia (121),
Burma (118), Turkey (93) or Saudi
Arabia (110), and far more than in
India (28), Pakistan (51) or Nigeria (34).

Of today’s English and Welsh
prison population, 10,604 are aged
between 15 and 21 years old, 545 of
whom are girls. There are 4,059 adult
women in prison.

With his usual hypocrisy, Home
Secretary David Blunkett is publicly
encouraging judges to make greater
use of community sentences and cur-
few orders and saying custody
should only be used when strictly
necessary. For the second time this
year, the number of days out of a
short sentence that can be served out-
side prison with a curfew monitored
by an electronic tagging device has
been increased, going up first from 60
to 90, and now to 135. However, at
the same time, Blunkett is rewriting
sentencing law to ensure that harsher
sentences will be passed and longer
tariffs given to life sentence prisoners
(see last two FRFIs).

Commentators sympathetic to the
Labour government portray Blun-
kett’s approach as one whereby cus-
tody is the last resort for those com-
mitting petty crimes but will be used

PRISONERS’ FIGHTBACK _

Confronting the
punishment culture

strictly and punitively against those
committing more serious offences,
Although it has been slatistically
proven by the Penal Affairs
Consortium that such an approach
would in itself result in a steep
increase in the prison population, it
would be capable of attracting a cer-
tain public popularity — understand-
ing towards shop-lifters, people with
drug problems, those with disorderly
life-styles; ruthless punishment for
anyone who commits a violent or
sexual offence. However, it is not
what is happening.

Instead, custodial sentences are
being increasingly used across the
spectrum, with a culture of punish-
ment encouraged at every level by
politicians, judges and the media. A
recent report by the Prison Reform
Trust (PRT) found that people con-
victed of minor offences are three
times more likely to be jailed for the
same offence than in 1991.

There is no sign of this trend being
reversed any time in the near future.
Almost every measure in the current
Criminal Justice Bill is set to increase
imprisonment, whether by the direct
implementation of longer sentences,
or by the indirect increase that will
result from the reimprisonment of
those who breach the very long and
detailed release licences they will be
subject to.

And although the system looks to
be bursting, the fact that every new
gaol is now privately financed means
there will always be a strong lobby-
ing body in favour of increased
imprisonment. In England, Group 4
currently runs Altcourse, Rye Hill
and The Wolds prisons, Premier
Prisons run Ashfield, Doncaster,
Lowdham Grange and Dovegate, and
United Kingdom Detention Services
(UKDS) run Forest Bank. In Wales,
Securicor runs Parc prison. Two
more prisons, one run by UKDS and
the other jointly by UKDS and
Premier, are due to open at Ashford
and Peterborough. These companies
will always be happy to compete for

more contracts to imprison more
men, women and children, and they
also run secure units for children and
detention centres for asylum seekers.

However, even with private
finance prisons are nol being built
fast enough to house the growing
numbers imprisoned, and it is the
same old decaying Victorian prisons
that were full to bursting in the late
1980s prior to the Strangeways revolt
that are the fullest now. At local pris-
ons, where large numbers of people
are remanded in custody by the
courts, it is proving increasingly dif-
ficult for those awaiting trial to con-
tact their lawyers. Booking a legal
vigit can take weeks, and when the
visit eventually happens, it is likely
to be severely limited in time.
Booking social visits is even harder
and more dispiriting, with the state-
ment in the Prison Rules that remand
prisoners can have as many visits as
are available rendered meaningless
by the impossibility of getting
through the booking system or find-
ing an empty slot for the visit.

Where a convicted prisoner then
ends up serving their sentence has
also degenerated into a farcical lot-
tery. There are prisoners in Swale-
side in Kent trying to get to the north-
east of England; prisoners in
Frankland in Durham whose families
are in London; prisoners on the Isle
of Wight who get no visits as every-
one who could see them is in
Birmingham or Manchester and can-
not travel. And so on. This has
always been the reality for prisoners,
as neither the British nor European
courts have ever accepted that the
‘right to family life’ extends to pris-
oners being located near enough to
their families for visits to take place.
But it has been possible to negotiate
transfers either permanently or for
‘accumulated visits’. The more
clogged up the system becomes, the
more difficult this becomes, both
because it is genuinely hard to
arrange with so many prisoners, and
because prison staff use it as a con-
venient excuse.

And while staff in the new private
prisons are notorious for ignoring
prisoners’ rights and inventing their
own rules, those in the old infamous
POA-run prisons, such as Wands-
worth or Parkhurst, remain as brutal
and bullying as ever. A recent report
by the Chief Inspector of Prisons

described Parkhurst as somewhere
where prisoners’ safety could not be
guaranteed, and highlighted their
assertions that the gaol is institution-
ally racist, a claim borne out by a
simple examination of the high num-
ber of black prisoners detained at any
one time in the gaol’s massive segre-
gation unit.

Within such a climate, violence
and abuse thrive; suicide and self-
harm are on the rise. According to
another PRT report, a record number
of women prisoners have committed
suicide in prison this year — with 10
deaths in the first six months of 2003,
more than in the whole of 2002.

There have also been 26 attempt-
ed suicides and nearly 3,000 report-
ed incidents of self-harm during this
period.

A year ago, we wrote: ‘Although
the 1990 revolt, which began at
Strangeways prison in Manchester,
was primarily caused by the appal-
ling attitude and brutality of prison
staff, there can be no doubt that the
overcrowded, insanitary conditions
in which prisoners were being held
for up to 23 hours a day, for weeks on
end, played a major role in fuelling
discontent. Since Strangeways, the
state has largely kept the prison pop-
ulation subdued through carrot-and-
stick measures such as parole and
the Incentives and Earned Privileges
Scheme. But with more and more
prisoners shoved into the system
every week, many of these measures
become inoperable, and ultimately
irrelevant. The desire for “privi-
leges” cannot be used to divide and
rule if there are none to be had and
the system can only manage contain-
ment.’ (FRFI 167 June/July 2002)

At the beginning of June, prison-
ers at Wealstun, a low security prison
in West Yorkshire, took to the rooftop
of the gaol, in protest at their exercise

and association being cut. Last
October saw a major disturbance at
Lincoln prison, and in January this
year Scottish prisoners at Shotts rose
up twice within the space of weeks.
While such episodes of resistance are
currently sporadic, if the system con-
tinues to crowd prisoners in at the
rate it is doing, to entirely disregard
their need to be located somewhere
they can retain family ties, and to
trample over their basic rights,
another mass uprising on the scale of
1990 may not be far off. |

Parkhurst prisoners win compensation for brutality

Years of brutality at HMP Parkhurst have finally been ‘officially’ recognised
by one of the largest compensation pay-outs to prisoners in British history.
On 28 June 2003, four ex-Parkhurst prisoners won a total of £79,000 in
damages following a High Court hearing of their claims for assault, malicious
prosecution and misfeasance in public office. GEMMA SHANKLIN reports.

In November 1997 six prisoners,
Robert Kakoo, Darren Nash, Paul
O'Toole, Tommy O’Rourke, Patrick
Petrie, and Michael Trevors were
dragged down to the segregation unit
at Parkhurst following a violent con-
frontation with prison staff. The pris-
oners said this was sparked when a
Prison officer hit Patrick Petrie over
the head with his radio. The others

- had then been tending to Patrick’s
. Injuries-and were therefore not in the
~ drea where an attack then took place
~ Upon three prison officers. However,

in the incident that followed, these

ers and forcibly removed from the
g by officers in full riot gear. The
e then held in appalling i
and assaulted a jist

Nash, Kakoo, O'Rourke, Trevors
and Petrie were tried at Portsmouth
Crown Court in 2000. Each was
charged with GBH, two counts of
ABH, Violent Disorder and Affray,
and most faced automatic life sen-
tences if convicted. After hearing
more than six weeks of evidence, the
jury only needed a few minutes to
decide that the prisoners were not
guilty of these trumped up charges.

Petrie, Kakoo, Nash, and Paul

O'Toole (who did not stand trial, but

was dealt with via the prison’s adju-
dication system/kangaroo court) t_hen

- Men were singled out as the ringlead-  sued the Prison Service. The prison

pendent’ watchdogs had allowed
prison officers’ behaviour to go un-
checked by ignoring or failing to deal
with the numerous complaints made
by these prisoners, their families and

f their solicitors,

- The individual members of prison
staff who have been identified as re-
ponsible for mistreating the prison-

ers must now be dealt with firmly.

They should not be allowed to remain

in' Prison Service employment and
should face criminal proceedings.

The Prison Service as a whole
needs to be subject to a far higher
level of independent scrutiny as the
current mechanisms are clearly inad-
equate in preventing the abuse of
prisoners by prison officers.

It was the beating of prisoners in
segregation that sparked off the Park-
hurst riot in 1969, and a European
Court action by a prisoner falsely
accused of participating in that in-
cident that established prisoners’
right of access to the law in such cir-
cumstances. It is scandalous that
since then there has been so little
Progress.

INSIDE AND
OUTSIDE NEWS

Inside

Prisoners on A wing of the Woodhill
control unit protested and were beat-
en by prison staff, following a refusal
to allow them out for exercise on one
of the hottest days of the year.

Outside
Congratulation to Gary Mills and
Tony Poole — finally freed by the
Court of Appeal after 14 years of false
imprisonment!
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Ny concession tv Labour

ocialist Alliance’s elec-

toral fiasco on 1 May

(see Roundup FRII

173) has not dimmed

the enthusiasm of the left for
building an electoral alternative
to what it describes as New
Labour. In Socialist Worker,
Lindsay German describes pos-
sible models that a ‘credible
electoral alternative’ could
take, and after discussing the
model of the SSP suggests that
‘There's another model — the
original Independent Labour
Party (ILP) which Marxists
were central to founding in
1893 with Keir Hardie. It
had Marxists, trade unionists,
Christian socialists and was
an attempt to bring together
the components of what had
been a mass movement. It
failed partly because it was
formed after the high tide of
New Unionism in a period
of defeats and partly because
Hardie held to a form of
Christian socialism which
lacked political clarity.” Such
an assessment glosses over
many crucial facts. The found-
ing conference of the ILP
rejected the title ‘Socialist
Labour Party’ in favour of the
title ‘Independent Labour Party
as ‘a signal to the Liberals that
there were no fundamental
political disagreements be-
tween the two parties, at least
none that might that prevent

Demonstrate to support the Palestinian struggle

them arriving at electoral ag-
reements, open or otherwise’,
(Clough, Labour: A party fit
for imperialism p22). The ILP
organised almost exclusively
amongst the skilled and
better-off sections of the work-
ing class and drew its ideolo-
gy from the Fabians and mid-
dle class liberalism — Marxists
had no influence. In other
words the ILP was to the
Liberals what the Socialist
Alliance is to the Labour Party
today. This might explain why
German is now touting it as an
example for the SA.

Such an assessment would
find support from the Stop the
War activists’ conference on

18 June which FRFI support-
ers attended. Tony Benn — like
Keir Hardie a committed
Christian — gave the keynote
speech. No criticisms of the
Labour Party were offered;
typically, the SWP's John Rees
omitted to mention the re-
sponsibility of the Labour gov-
ernment for the war on Iraq.
Others expressed their racist
contempt for the Palestinian
people by describing Hamas
as the mirror image of Zion-
ism. Nothing here, then, to up-
set future electoral alliances,
or to challenge Labour imperi-
alism. Nor was there on 17
July when FRFI comrades at-
tended a meeting in Newington

Rock around the B

RATB challenges

oll up! Roll up! all you

phoney socialists and

apologists for imperial-

ism... Time for Marxism
2003, the Socialist Workers’
Party’s (SWP) annual week-
long conference advertised as
holding the answers to true
socialism. This year Rock
around the Blockade chal-
lenged two of the orchestrated
attacks on Cuba from SWP
platforms, a meeting about
Cuba and another supposedly
about Che Guevara.

RATB knows the SWP's
line about the Cuban Revolu-
tion; it barely changes no mat-
ter how fast reality moves or
history disproves it. This year,
once again, the SWP demon-
strated how close their anti-
Cuban views are to the right-
wing fascists in Miami linked
to the Bush administration,
the Cuban American National

- Foundation (CANF). Professor
Mike Gonzalez, the SWP's Cuba
‘expert’, gives out CANF’s web-

fomenting counter-revolution-
ary organisations in Cuba in
- order to create the pretext fora

site details, The CIA has been

and repeats the tired old lies
about the Revolution being
won by a bunch of middle-
class idealists, the Cuban
working class being exploited
by a privileged elite surround-
ing the dictator Fidel Castro,
and about homosexuals and
those with HIV/AIDs being
oppressed and incarcerated.
The SWP exploits the pub-
lic interest in Cuba and Che
Guevara to attract hundreds of
people to its meetings where
they are drip fed these lies.
RATB activists were forced,
once again, to confront these
apologists for imperialism,
particularly at this dangerous
time when Cuba has been
named on the Bush ‘axis of
evill hit list. Every time
Gonzalez uttered a lie in the
Cuba meeting, he was correct-
ed from the floor. An RATB
activist spoke about the gains
of the Cuban Revolution in the
context of Latin America and a
world dominated by neo-liber-
alism, where 30,000 children
die everyday from poverty.
Another RATB speaker point-
~ed out that Cuba is standing
against imperjalism and that
the Cuban people are armed
‘and will fight to defend the
 which they feel is
own, ?xuhghout

Green, North London; Lindsay
German described Jeremy Cor-
byn and George Galloway as
‘wonderful’ and said that ‘with-
out these two MPs the cam-
paign would have been much
smaller and had less political
clarity’. A very wealthy MP
arrived late as usual to milk
the adulation of the audience
with the staged entrance that
is his trademark. George Gall-
oway (estimated minimum an-
nual income £200,000, owner
of three houses) then quoted
Rosa Luxemburg on socialism
against barbarism, but wouldn’t
answer as to whether his en-
dorsement of this great revolu-
tionary meant we shouldn’t
vote Labour in the future.

In contrast, FRFI is fighting
to build a genuine anti-imper-
jalist movement which makes
no concessions to the Labour
Party. In London, members of
FRFI/Victory to the Intifada
group have stepped up action
in support of the Palestinian
people by reinstating Thurs-
day evening pickets outside
Marks & Spencer at Marble
Arch. Comrades are organis-
ing a day of action, ‘Oxford
Street Intifada’, on Saturday 2
August against all those cor-
porations who support the
illegal occupation of Pales-
tine. The day will involve
actions, occupations and
street meetings to highlight
the role of companies such as
M&S, Selfridges, Caterpillar
and Starbucks. VTI also joined
the picket of Downing Street
on 21 July when Ariel Sharon
met Tony Blair — a convention
of war criminals.

FRF) activists intervene as SWP's Chris Harman (right) attacks Cuban soclalism

abstract question, but a matter
of whose side you take in the
real world — the capitalist rul-
ing class or the poor and
oppressed.

Two days later at the Che
Guevara meeting much the
same anti-Cuban propaganda
was restated by Esme Choo-
nara, An RATB activist point-
ed out that the SWP regularly
holds meetings around the
country on Che Guevara in
order to attack the Cuban
Revolution. She noted that as
usual the SWP speaker had
failed to mention Che Gue-
vara’s important contribution
to Marxist economics and the
problems of transition to

~ socialism, dismissing him as a

le-class idealist individu-
ist. The comrado stated that
WP’s opposition to the
lution stems from
~ hostility to the

‘power in an armed

struggle, by and for the poor-
est and most oppressed peo-
ple. The example of the Cuban
Revolution is a challenge to the
SWP’s polilics of reformism,
gradualism and parliamen-
tarism, which focuses on the
trade union movement as the
agent of social change. In pre-
revolutionary Cuba, the trade
union movement was con-
trolled by the state, corrupted
and run by gangsters. The
Revolution had to be organised
outside the official trado
unions, Today in Britain, the
trade unions are almost as tied
to thoe state as thoso of Cuba in
the 1950s. Tho SWP refusos to
recognise this and broak its
links with the official labour
movement, including tho Lab-
our Party, to which most unions

ay massive subscriptions. In
the anti-war movemont the
SWP givos platforms to ropro-
sontatives of the imporialist

In Manchester, weekly pick-
ots of Market Street M&S are
attracting more abuse from
Zionists. Provocations are reg-
ular; one picketer is facing a
charge under the Public Order
Act whilst others await a court
hearing on summonses issued
by the Gity Council. The City
Council has also summonsed
Stop the War activists; one has
been charged with police as-
sault. The Zionist fewish Tele-
graph has been weighing into
the M&S picket; in a recent
letter from Israel, a Zionist

who had seen the picket com-
plained that ‘public opinion in
Britain is so anti-[srael’ —so we
must be having some impact!

FRFI supporters also con-
tributed to the Northeast Soc-
jal Forum in Durham at the
end of June, speaking on Cuba
and Palestine. Meanwhile in
London, members at LSE held
a very successful public meet-
ing featuring the investigative
journalist Greg Palast. Ninety
people listened to a lively dis-
cussion on corporate corrup-
tion and imperialism.

____EVENTS

LONDON

FRFI/Victory to the Intifada Group
Saturday 2 August ‘Oxford Street
Intifada’ Day of action and
occupations against the main
corporate sponsors of Zionism: Marks
& Spencer, Caterpillar, Starbucks and
Selfridges, Meet at 12 noon oulside
Marics & Spencer, Oxford Street
(Marble Arch end)

Wednesday 20 August.

Victory to the Intifada campaign
meeting Discussion: Palestine and the
Middle East Come and organise anti-
imperialist solidarity with the
Palestinian Intifada. 7pm, Room G1,
London School of Economics,
Kingsway, WC2 (Holborn tube)

For more details call 07815 617 746

Pickets of Marks & Spencer, Marble
Arch: Every Thursday evening 6 - 8pm

MIDLANDS
For turther details, contact
07949 256 477

Labour Party and pro-imperi-
alists, like Charles Kennedy,
blocking out the real anti-war
and anti-imperialist activists.

We refuse to allow the SWP
a free ride with its anti-Cuban
lies and we will return to
Marxism every year until the
SWP abandons its pro-imperi-
alist position on Cuba. If it is
serious about discussing Cuba
we challenge the SWP to
invite a Cuban representative,
or someone who supports the
Cuban Revolution to debate
on a platform with it.

Rock Around the Blockade
held a meeting in London
about the situation in Venez-
uela, showing a wonderful
documentary made by Irish
film makers who happened to
be in the presidential palace
in Venezuela at the time of the
CIA-organised coup against
democratically elected Presi-
dent Hugo Chavez. The foot-
age shows how hundreds of
thousands of Venezuelans,
particularly the poor, took to
the streets in anger to demand
the return of their kidnapped
president and how the main-
stream media had manipulat-
ed its roporting to distort the
world’s  understanding  of
ovents taking place. An intor-
osting discussion followed
addressing quostions of the
nocessity of the armod strug-
glo in social change, how soc-
jnlism can bo built and how
the enomy is to be defeated,

Ten RATB fostival goors
pullod pints at this yoar's
Glastonbury Festival in the
Worker's Boor Tent. All wages
and tips go to the campaign, so
cheers! Fundraising continues

MANCHESTER

Victory to the Intifadal Picket of Marks
& Spencer, Market Street, Manchester
City Centre, 12-3pm every Saturday.
For more info contact,
Victory_Intifada@hotmail.com or
phone 07816 547 066

For information on other activities of
Manchester RCG over the summer,
contact, manchesterfri@revolutionary
communist.com or phone 07816 547 0G6.

GLASGOW

FRFI Readers Group meeting: Thursday
28 August, 7.30pm, Govanhall
Neighbourhood Community Centre, 6
Daisy Street, Glasgow G42 8JL

FRF1 Student Society meeting:
Thursday 2 October, 7.30pm. Debates
Chamber, Strathclyde University
Students Union, John Street Glasgow.

For more details on Scatland FRFl
activities and weekly stalls and events
call 07778 785529

on Friday 22 August in Lon-
don with the next Rebel Music
rebellion, conscious club nights
with London’s best hip-hop,
break-beats and reggae DJs and
MCs. The musical rebellion
takes place at the Electro-
werkz, from 9pm-3am. Entry
is £3 before 10pm and £5 after-
wards. E-mail rebelmusiccuba
@hotmail.com for details or see
the RATB website: www.rath.
org.uk. Regular stalls are held
around the country to defend
Cuban socialism and oppose
the illegal US blockade.

Next RATB meeting
in London:

Wednesday 6 August.

The 26 July Movement and the
Cuban Revolution — an introduction
7pm, Room §75, London School of
Economics, Houghton Street, WC2.
Nearest tube: Holbom,

For meetings and events in your area,
contact the campaign on

020 7837 1688 or a-mail us at
office@ratb.org.uk

BACARDI BARRED!

Pub chain JD Wetherspoon has re-
placed anti-Cuban Bacardi white
rum at all its bars in protest at the
strong-arm tactics employed by
Bacardi to maintain a monopoly
position. JD Wetherspoon say they
want to ensure a varlaty of choice
for their customers — and that
Includes having the far superior
and Cuban Havana Club rum read-
lly avallable.
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If you believe that the treachery
of the opportunist British labour
and trade union movement must
pe challenged, then there is no
alternative —Join the RCG!
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l have seen comrade Ben
Courtice’s letter about Michael
MacGregor’s article on the
Scottish elections in FRFI 173
(see page 10 of this issue).

I assumed that Mike's statement
that the SSP is 'now completely
commilted to a parliamentary
strategy’ and that their ‘anti-
imperialist principles are to be
sloughed off whenever it is an
electoral necessity’ lo be irony.
The problem with irony is that
nol everyone understands the
sarcasm, through no fault of their
own. The SSP, from its origins in
the British Labour Party, has only
cver had a parliamentary stralegy
and il has never had any anti-
imperialist principles.

Ben will understand that the
acid test for British socialists is
Ireland. Both main components
of the SSP, Sheridan's group and
the Socialist Workers Party
(SWP), supported the Labour
government sending troops onto
the streets of Derry and Belfast

in 1969. Even today, after 34 years
of oppression and murder, they
cannot bring themselves to call for
the unconditional withdrawal of
British troops. To underscore this
reactionary appetite, they invite
the Orange fascistic Progressive

Unionist Party onto their
platforms, no doubt to secure the
Scollish Orange vole!

Ben may not know this, but
unlike in Australia, voting in
Britain isn't compulsory. Having
grasped the fact that voling
doesn’t change anything, the
proletariat doesn't bother. In the
English inner-city constituency
where I live, only about 27% ol
the electorate vote. The voters
the Labour Party and the SSP are
appealing to are the labour
aristocracy and the democratic
petty bourgeoisie. The Socialist
Alliance in England and Wales
and the SSP both have an
electoral strategy of ‘vote
socialist if you can, vote
Labour if you must’ and, in the
case of the former, they used it
as a slogan. They won't stand
against left Labour MPs.

Some of these MPs led
chants of *Vive la France!’ on
anti-war demos, feeding the
illusion that imperialism,
albeit in this case the French
variety, can be humane. Of
course, we know how cruel
they can be, as they commit
colonial atrocities to the tune
of the once-revolutionary
batlle hymn, the Marseillaise.

website: www.revolutionarycommunist.com and www.rcgfrfi.easynet.co.uk

Scottish Socialist Party

In his 1916 work
Imperialism: the highes! stage
of capitalism, Lenin
explained: ‘The receipt of high
monopoly profits by the
capilalists in one of the
branches of industry, in one of
the numerous countries elc,
makes it economically
possible for them to bribe
certain sections of the workers,
and for a time a fairly
considerable minority of them,
and win them to the side of the
bourgeoisie of a given industry
or a given nation against all the
others. The intensification of
antagonisms between
imperialist nations for the
division of the world increases
this urge and so there is
created a bond between
imperialism and
opportunism... the most
dangerous of all in this respect
are those (like the Menshevik,
Martov) who do not wish to
understand that the fight
against imperialism is a sham
and humbug unless it is
inseparably bound with the
fight against opportunism’.

JIMMY GERMAN
East London

In the news recently following
highly critical reports by Her
Majesty’s Chief Inspector of
Prisons, in particular

of HMP Liverpool, it (Liverpool)
has, and I quote word for word,
been ‘threatened with

A A

| enclose paymentof £ for

issues at rate

privatisation’. Key word here
being ‘threatened’. So prison
privatisation, is it a good thing
or a bad thing?

Is it a coincidence that since
corporate firms have taken over

have a monopoly on canteens and

Return this form fo: FRFI,
BCM Box 5909, London WCTN 3XX

catering thalt the prison
population has increased? In
Amerika it is not uncommon for

firms such as Wackenhut to
pressure local authorities into
introducing stiffer penalties for
things such as throwing litter, to
fill up private jails, ensuring a
maximum profit.

HMP Liverpool will not be
‘privatisod’ — well, it will, but
being frank it will be sold to the
highest bidder. As it is the UK's
and Europe's largest jail, there
will be quite a bidding war over it.

Every new prison now is

the running of prisons/escorts and  designated, constructed, managed

and financed by private firms
under the governmenl’s genius
solution of the PFI, which was
introduced to ensure that the rich

Prison privatisation ‘threat’

got richer and the government
saves money to invade developing
countries. Many prisoners prefer
private prisons as they're usually
easier on the privileges, but it
ain’t because of the firms running
them, as most modern prisons are
generally more relaxed and have
better conditions than the
Victorian buildings.

So when politicians talk of
building new prisons, this will no
doubt have private firms falling
over themselves to get a contract
and boost their profits.

ROBBIE STEWART
HMP Woodhill

Fighting for justice

It has now been almost 18 years

since Anita Kirkwood was brutally

murdered, and as yet her killers
have still not been charged with
her murder. No member of the
general public, except the police
and my defence counsel, know
the true story behind her murder.
Because I know and therefore
will not accept responsibility for
her murder, I will never be given
parole. It is a no-win situation.
But I fight on for justice. It's a
matter of pride. I will not allow
the police to cover their
corruption up. The British legal

system is basically flawed and
this flaw must be shown to the
general public. I am going to do
this by putting on the web all the
details that the police and my
defence counsel withheld from
the jury, including the identity of
both of Anita’s killers.

1t has to be exposed, for me and
all the other innocent people the

Thames Valley police have sent to

gaol.
If you believe that your readers
‘have the right to know the truth
behind her murder, tell them to

check out www.mojuk.org.uk and

you will find the truth behind the
cover-up that the police have kept
hidden from the general public for
so long.

1 have known since 1985 who
really murdered Anita, The police
have known too, because I wrote
and told them which police
statements and forensic evidence
to check out to catch their
murderer. I didn’t know about the
second murderer until 1991,
because my own defence team
had withheld statements and
forensics from me until that date,

TERENCE WILLIAM ALLEN
L55957-D1-19

122a Milton Road, Portsmouth,
Hampshire P03 6AS

Labour
for sale

Why are the trade unions
funding New Labour? Surely
funding can be left to Lord
Sainsbury who virtually ‘bought’
New Labour singlehandedly?

Historically we find MPs of
every party awarding themselves
30%-plus pay increases while
simultaneously urging public
sector workers to ‘show pay
restraint’ at 3%.

DR DAVID MACDONALD
Lancashire

LE TTE R s :::mocm Box 5909 London WC1iN 3XX e-mail: rcgfrfi@easynet.co.uk

The plight of
the Kalahari
‘Bushmen’

Tho African government of
Boltswana continues to ignore the
rights of the Khwe ‘Bushmen’ to
their ancestral lands in the central
Kalahari desert.

In 1997, the government evicted
about 1,300 ‘Bushmen’ and put
them into bleak ‘resettlement’
camps where they are dependent
on government handouts. But
hundreds resisted eviction to
remain near their ancestors’
graves and their numbers have
recently been swelled by several
families who escaped the camps
and made their way back home.

The Central Kalahari Game
Reserve was created in the 1960s
specifically to protect ‘Bushman’
land, and the people lived there
Jargely unmolested until the mid-
1980s, when the Botswana
government decided it wanted
them out so it could explore freely
for diamonds, and offered
inducements including the
promise of schooling, health care,
employment, small plots of land,
livestock and cash. But little of
this materialised. And at the
school in New Xade resettlement
camp, pupils have complained of
physical and sexual abuse and
having their ‘Bushman’ heritage
ridiculed. The few cash handouts
have been largely spent in local
bars. Traditional activities such as
hunting and gathering roots and
berries are impossible in the barren
landscape surrounding the camp,
where the ‘Bushmen’ are prey to
boredom, depression, alcoholism
and the violence that results.

Meanwhile, those who stayed
put in their ancestral
communities inside the reserve
face constant intimidation. The

government periodically
threatens to stop the monthly
water delivery on which the
‘Bushmen’ now depend. It had to
be forced by the pressure group
Survival to repair the pump on
the only borehole when it failed.
It also limits hunting — a way of
life for the ‘Bushmen’ for
thousands of years —to only three
antelope per man per year, citing
the need for ‘conservation’ —
despile the face that herd numbers
are increasing. ‘Bushmen’ hunters
caught by officials have been
beaten, imprisoned and tortured.
The Botswana government
is violating international and
domestic law in trampling on the
human rights of the bushmen. It
should immediately recognise the
right of the ‘Bushmen’ to
collective ownership of their
ancestral lands and allow them to
sink new boreholes and freely
hunt the game they have always
depended upon. Finally, it must
provide transport back to the
reserve for all those evicted and
who now wish to return.

ROBERT REDFORD
Lincoln

Party’s Marxism 2003 event and

- and it is obvious that that
Organisation has got itself into a
~ knot over the issue.
The SWP believes that Cuba
‘state capitalist’, but cannot.
seem to fit the reality of Cuba'’s
remarkable social advances into
this theory. So how did Mike

an_zalaz gel around this tricky fact
 Inhis speech? He simply ignored
¥ LH_e did not once mention one
ignificant gain of the revolution

his whole almost hour:
S0

¥ l attended the Socialist Workers .

in particular the session on Cuba,

mentioned the fact that Cuba’s
infant mortality rate is now
below 6.5 per thousand live
births, that it has more doctors
working in Africa and Latin
America than any ather ;
country, or that they are aiming
for every Cuban to reach degree

level in education, then paopl: in

to wonder just what sort of
capitalism it is that supposedly
exists mfcub.u;;y oo
~ However do not seem

~ ho ough to spell

Cuban state, Have no doubt about
it, this is what the SWP wishes to
see, There could only be one
- outcome of the Cuban government
_ being overthrown and that is to
return Cuba to neo-colonial status
run by gangsters and fascists with
the Cuban people plunged into
- the same misery that exists in

~ Latin America, Africa, Asia and the

~ former socialist bloc, This means
~ that the SWP is directly against
the interests of the Cuban working
class and the workers and peasants
of all countries who see Cuba as
example of socialism.
ur comrades’ intervention
against this anti-communist
vent was excellent!

=

Prison slavery

Thanks to Mark Barnsley for his
excellent article in FRFI 173. As
he points out, prison slavery is an
important part of the Prison
Industrial Complex.

On 31 May 2003 US President
Bush jnr visited the Auschwitz
concentration camp installed by
the Nazis in the 1930s, Hundreds
ofthousands of woman, men
and children were killed there.
Bush said that everyone must
fight against this kind of evil.

He isright! On top of the
concentration camp gate the Nazis
had put the words ‘Arbeit macht
frel’ (Work makes you

free).

I'know that I cannot compare
the situation of the slaves in the
concentration camps with the
prison slavery being practised
today in Britain, the rest of
Europe, the US or wherever, But
what kind of mentality do those
who use prisoners and their
labour have?

T'am a prisoner and so I know
the situation behind bars, That is
why I can tell you that we need a
European-wide and worldwide
campaign and movement against
forced labour, We must join
together and fight against the evil
perpetuated by the likes of Bush
and Blair.

THOMAS MEYER-FALK
C/o JVA-Z3117, Schonbornstr, 32,
D76646 Bruchsal, GERMANY

‘What we
stand for

The Revolutlc'mary Communist
Group fights for a society which
produces for people’s needs, not
profit - that is, a soclalist saciety.

Capltalist soclety 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 fulfiled.

P> In Britain today millions are out of
work with many people — women in
particular - trapped Iin low wage,
part-time jobs. 25% of the popula-
tion — the majority women and chil-
dren — lives in poverty, with lower
wages, lower benefit and fewer
soclal services. Meanwhile, money-
grabbers in the privatised industries
(like the water authorities) and banks
amass more profits and pay their
directors Inflated salaries. The RCG
supports the struggle of the work-
ing class to defend and improve its
living standards.

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 pec-
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 appose alf
immigration laws.

P While the working class bears the
brunt of the crisis, laws like the the
Criminal Justice and Public Order Act
and anti-trade union legisiation have
been introduced to criminalise the
right to protest. The RCG opposes all
anti-working class laws and fights
to defend democratic rights - the
right to organise and protest.

P> Britain is an imperialist country.
Ireland Is Britain’s oldest colony and
the nationalist waorking class of the
Six Counties is subjected to military
occupation and brutal repression.
The RCG supports the struggle of
the Irish people for seif-determi
tion and calfs for the immediate
withdrawal of British froops.

P Internationally, oppressed nations
are driven imto poverty and debt by
imperialism as multinationals extort
superprofits from the labour of the
poor. Throughout Asia, Africa, Latin
America and eastern Europe the
effects of the free market are obvious
- low wages, appalling work condi-
tions, poverty and starvation for the
mass of the people; environmental
degradation, corruption and repres-
sion in govermment. The RCG sup-
ports 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 needs
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 The Labour Party is a ruling class
party which defends capitalism. It
has never defended the interests of
the working class. The RCG fights
for the independent interests of the
whole working class. We do not
support any of the pro-capitalist
parties in elections.

- Tha RCG fights against prejudice
and bigatry, which are used by the
ruling class to divide and weaken the
work_[ng class. We oppose all dis-

c black le
igrants, , lesbi: gay
men and people with disabili

The defence of the working class
and oppressed can only come from
the working class organising demo-
cratically and independently in its
own interests, in Britain and Intena-
tionally. The Revolutionary Commu-
nist Gmup stands for the rebirth of

a mov
ly to destroy capitalism and imperi-
ﬂlsm. 2 and rvf:faco them with a

g to
d the of the kil
class and oppressed. Join us.

Fight Racisml Fight imperialisml
BCM Box 5909, London WC1N axXx
Telephone: 020 7837 1688. Website:
http://www.rcgfrfl.easynet.co.uk
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~ 3t% Golombia: a long
struggle against
Imperialism

Plan Colombia is restructuring the country to meet the demands of US imperialism
which needs to plunder the huge natural riches of South America to maintain its
global position. Britain and other European powers are keen to join in. Fascist
Colombian President Uribe is pressing home the asset-stripping programme of the
US. The telecom industry has been privatised and now the state oil industry
Ecopetrol is to follow. A referendum in October aims to create a corporate state that

FIGHT IMPERIALISM

n the third anniversary of
Plan Colombia, the pretext
of a war against narco-farm-
ing is barely maintained.
One way or another, the
same quantity continues to be grown,
to make real money for the wealthy
producers in Colombia, and the deal-
ers in the US and Europe. The mas-
sive use of chemical sprays simply
destroys the lives of the ordinary
peasants, driving many of them from
the land. Those that hold on are
offered inducements to grow export
crops instead of much-needed sta-
ples. These are subject to speculation
and over-supply so that the peasants
risk debt and starvation. On 26 June,
resistance forced an Administrative
Tribunal to order the suspension of
aerial fumigation, and, conceding the
right of Colombians to enjoy a
healthy environment, to order prop-
er studies of the chemicals used. This
did not stop Uribe announcing the
continuation of such schemes in
speeches he made during July.

Plan Colombia involves re-estab-
lishing the power of the Colombian
state over the entire country, and
forcing through privatisaon and
participation in the Free Trade Area
of the Americas (FTAA). In January,
US Treasury Secretary John Snow
visited Colombia to agree a bilateral
free trade pact to push forward the
FTAA. Plan Colombia has now been
renamed the Andean Anti-narcotic

Initiative with $697 million to spend
this year alone. The Initiative aims to
get other Latin American states to
provide troops to fight in Colombia.
Venezuela and Brazil have refused,
but the Chilean Government turns a
blind eye to many in its armed forces
volunteering.

Since his election last August,
Uribe has been building up the armed
bands that hold his ‘modernising’
state together, devoting ‘much effort
to weakening his country’s rebel
armies’ (The Economist, 19 July),
Amid heavy security, US Secretary of
State Colin Powell visited Bogota in
December and promised to pour
another $200 million into the mili-

: : tary and police forces. The US has

; more troops in Colombija at this
time than it had in Central America
 during the 1980s, when W;:Eingtop

o

Mo

~ ments from

will finally end the years of internecine struggle within the ruling class. Meanwhile
the state is concentrating its attack on the resistance of the working class and the

poor peasantry. ALVARO MICHAELS reports.

the AUC gangs signed a ten-point
agreement with the government to
demobilise. However, five did not,
and, with at least 9,000 armed thugs,
continue to murder opponents of
land reform and privatisation.

All the terrorist gangs continued to
operate during the negotiations with
army support. They were resisted by
the Revolutionary Armed Forces of
Colombia (FARC) and the Army of
National Liberation (ELN). On 28
December, members of the FARC 24th
Front and the ELN wiped out an
extreme right wing paramilitary base
in San Pablo. During a fierce battle 60
AUC members were killed. In the
same month, paramilitaries from the
AUC lost more than 150 lives in three
separate battles. In February FARC at-
tempted to assassinate Uribe. Now
the official military campaign against
FARC and the ELN is growing. Uribe
refuses to speak to FARC except
through the UN, rejects a demili-
tarised zone to conduct prisoner
exchanges and says that if an ex-
change of prisoners ever takes place,
those held by the government must
leave the country. FARC is demand-
ing direct talks, the establishment of a
negotiation zone and no exile for
exchanged prisoners.

Britain’s role

On 9 July, Tony Blair hosted an inter-

national conference on Colombia,

the second in two years. 23 govern-

the EU, US and Latin

ether with the World
> maintain its influ-
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Demonstration outside Coca Cola distribution centre, Chicago, organised Sinaltrainal. The union is

a0

calling for a boycott because of Coca Cola's Involvement with AUC.

any police or armed forces presence
in much of the country’.

Militarised privatisations:
water, telecommunications
and oil

Privatisation is central to Uribe’s
strategy. The privatised Colombian

lectric companies ISA and ISAGEN

eady hought up the electrici-
of Peru and Bolivia, essential
tructure for the FTAA. On 23
anuary 2003, Uribe ordered the
seizure of the Cali Waste Water Corp-
i tate security forces sur-

d roups of
ning to kill workers
‘the company’s Colon Plant. Previ-
tempts o privatise it have
)n 29 January, more than
0 people assembled in the square
: e Municipal Admin-
Centre to oppose Uribe's
ere two explosions as

on, polico attacked
organisers. Later,
d students, workers
of the community who
ir rolease outside the
Police threw more
ne demonstrators from
Administration Centre,
ito the square, dis-
‘a care for'

elderly people who were participat-
ing in the rally.

Ecopetrol, nationalised in 1951, is
also on the way to being privatised;
it has been converted into a public
limited company as a first step. The
company provides 35% of the coun-
tries exports and $2bn revenues to
the state each year. It directly em-
ploys 7,000 workers and 100,000
indirectly. It represents massive pot-
ential shareholder value, with assets
of 25bn pesos and liabilities of only
17bn pesos. In preparation, on 20
June, armed police invaded the Bar-
rancabermeja oil refinery port, expol-
ling the workers as shifts changed.
2,000 workers resisted teargas and
waler cannon. The next day thoy
were violently dispersed alter hours
of confrontation. The Cartegena re-
finery was also militarised on 7 Junae.
In Apiay oil field, unionised workers
have been prevented from working,

100 oil workers have been mur-
dered and many sacked and gaoled
for their resistance to the state-ap-
pointed management. Now the state
is forcibly handing the industry over
to ‘real’ capitalists whilst reinforcing
strict corporate discipline: ‘behaviour
... (which) does not meet requirements
and attitudes... (that) do not generate
confidence’ will be stopped ‘by vir-
tue of the powers that the company
exercises over its employees’, In the

face of working class resistance, how-
ever, the state has now offered nego-
tiations and will allow workers to
return if they accept the conversion
of Ecopetrol into a private corpora-
tion. On 19 June there was a national
strike of state employees, with
marches throughout the country by
workers and students and a further
one is being called for 12 August.

The October referendum
Uribe’s proposed October referen-
dum seeks to gain support with a sin-
gle tick to wholesale attacks on the
working class and poor. It proposes
to dismiss 45,000 federal workers,
strip away trade union rights, cut
education, impose more taxes on
workers whilst freezing wages, social
spending and benefits, and reduce
the size of Congress. So far the Con-
stitutional Gourt has felt obliged to
kick out four of the proposals and
stop the remaining 15 being an-
swered with a single tick! However,
it left in the request for full approval
of the IMF adjustment programme.
The main objectives of this plebiscite
are to legitimise the IMF plan, and to
be able to enforce it by changing the
constitution to allow executive
power to override the courts or
Congress. A 25% turn-out is all that
is necessary to make the proposals
law. It is vital, therefore, that all
workers boycott the referendum.

International solidarity:
boycott Coca-Cola!

Two years ago, Sinaltrainal — Colom-
bia's National Union of Food Indus-
try Workers — filed a case in US
courts accusing Coca-Cola and its
locally-owned bottlers of using para-
militaries to intimidate and assassi-
nate union organisers. It focused on
the murder of Isidro Segundo Gil and
the intimidation of five of his co-
workers at a bottling plant in Carepa.
In March, the judge removed Coca-
Cola from the case; Sinaltrainal has
appealed.

In December 2002, former US At-
torpey General Ramsey Clark and
other supporters of the Colombian
union movement attended an inter-
national tribunal in Bogota. The event
put Coca-Cola bosses on trial for
criminal acts against trade unionists
in Colombia and began with a nat-
ional protest at the Coca-Cola bot-
tling plant in Bogota, called by Sinal-
trainal, many of whose members have
been murdered. The main banner
read: “The people of the US demand
justice for the people of Colombia.
No to Coca-Cola and no to Plan
Colombia’. The protesters chanted
‘Who is paying for violence in
Colombia? Coca-Cola!’ Marching to
the US Embassy, chants turned to:
‘We don’t want to be a colony of the
US, we want to be a free and sov-
ereign Colombia’ and ‘The workers
aren’t terrorists, US imperialism is
the terrorist’. Speakers outlined how
in the past 12 years eight Coca-Cola
workers have been killed, 48 have
been displaced and several exiled.
Coca-Cola has a bloody history in
Guatemala and India, and more rec-
ently in Venezuela.

Aprecio Atiz, president of the
union federation CGTD declared that
the rulers in Colombia today are as-
sassins, In 2001, of 240 trade union-
ists assassinated worldwide, 201
were in Colombia, In 2002, the fig-
ures were 213 and 184 respectively.
Another union speaker said ‘For
overy glass of Coca-Cola that we buy,
we are buying a bullet to assassinate
a Colombian. We do not believe in
consultation with the transnational
corporations. Imperialism doesn’t
just want a little piece of Colombia, it
wants the whole country. And it does-
n't just want Colombia, it wants all of
Latin America. It wants us all to
kneel and continue to be exploited’.
In solidarity, an international cam-
Paign was launched on 24 July to boy-
cott Coca-Cola, FRFI calls on its read-
ers to support this action.

Ko to US torverism in Colgmbls!
Beycolt Coca-Calal



