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AN ERA OF

PERPETUAL WAR

The spate of reports and critical debate in the US has  Baghdad, indiscriminately destroying
defused mounting pressure on the Bush administra- buildings. Children were among the
tion, allowing it to escalate the violence in Iraq under ULt Al
th 3 £ last push either to total vict ith In mountmg‘pressure on Iran the
e guise of one last pu Ither to total victory or WIth-  sent a sccond aircraft carrier to the Gulf
drawal. But the US has no intention of pulling out of in January. Vice President Cheney said
Iraq. Withdrawal would not simply be a sign of failure %2 strong signal that we have sig-
 and defeat in Iraqg but a

nificant capabilities and that the US is

,  in the region to stay and deal with the
ian threat’. When asked about air

i inst Iran he refused to specu-
citerated President Bush’s
jat “all options are on the
'US maintains Iran is sup-
weapons to the Iragi resistance
ntelligence reports to the con-
u ush said that any
ed to be a threat to

of US imperialism. The resistance to
US and British occupation by the Iraqi
people has given political space for the
defiant stands of North Korea and Iran
over nuclear arms. It has inspired the
renewed resistance movement in Af-
ghanistan. It has blunted possible
imperialist responses to the election of
Hamas in Palestine and to the victory
of Hizbullah against the Israeli inva-
sion of Lebanon, It has given the op-
portunity to develop the Cuba-Vene-
zuela-Bolivia anti-imperialist front in
Latin America. In February, President
Bush reversed his refusal to talk with
Syria and Iran as proposed by the Iraq
Study Group and invited them to join a
‘neighbours’ meeting on stabilising
Iraq, which met on 10 March.

The US’s difficultics have also pro-
voked ecriticism among European
imperialist rivals, French Prime Mini-
ster Dominique de Villepin dismissed
as ‘absurd’ the idea that an enlarged
US force would bring peace to Iraq
and insisted, ‘We need a clear horizon

s  for the departure of foreign troops and
{he return of full sovereignty to Iraq’.

Most EU members of NATO have
rebuffed Bush’s call to increase their
troop commitments in Afghanistan.
The Belgian Prime Minister called for

Italian Prime Minister Romano Prodi
resigned when his coalition govern-
ment split over retaining Italian troops
in Afghanistan and expanding a US
military base in Vicenza in northern
Italy. Russia has objected to US plans
to site missile defence systems in
Poland and the Czech Republic and
threatened to target its own missiles
on the Polish and Czech bases.

Era of perpetual war

Zbigniew Brzezinski, adviser to Presi-
dent Carter in the late 1970s, ex-
presses the fears held by sections of
the US ruling class. He cites two sce-
narios that could drag the US into
open conflict with Iran and outlines
diplomatic measures to avoid this and
to extricate the US from Iraq.
Brzezinski proposes the US should
confirm its determination to leave Iraq
and set a timetable in discussion with
leaders of every section of the Iraqi
community. The US should invite all
Iraq’s neighbours and other Muslim
countries to discuss peace and stabil-
ity in the region and have wider dis-
cussions with the EU, China, Japan,
India and Russia. He also proposes a
major effort to solve the Palestine
problem.

NATO to withdraw. In February, continued on page 4
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WELCOME...
Ten years of Labour

Things can only get better,
Can only get better,
Now ['ve found you...

Thus chirped the pop-song; the
Labour Party's theme tune as
they retumed to government
ten years ago. It was the
soundtrack that promised
rewards to the middle classes
who voted them in, but nothing
for the poor.

In the run-up to the 1997
election charade Fight Racism!
Fight Imperialism! said: ‘vote
Labour and there will be no
change...In fact it will be more
oppressive, more racist, more
anti-working class than the
Tory government' (editorial
FRFI 135). This was not a guess
or a long shot. It was statement
based on analysis and history,
which led us to conclude that:

‘[Labour] is far better placed
than the Tories to mount a con-
certed attack on state welfare
spending. It will continue with a
bipartisan foreign policy and
will maintain its support for the
loyalist ascendancy [in Ireland].
It will retain all existing immi-
gration controls. It will not
repeal either the Asylum Act or
the Jobseeker's Allowance.’

How right we were! The welfare
state is in crisis, with the Na-
tional Health Service and state
education being dismantled to
facilitate privatisation by the
back door (see page 3). Immi-
gration controls have been
tightened and asylum seekers
made destitute, detained and
deported (see page 16). Lab-
our's adherence to a neo-liberal
agenda has seen budget after
budget favouring big banks
and companies in the financial
services sector (see this page).
‘Things are not getting bet-
ter’, said a military expert about
the British occupation of south-
em Iraq: ‘The British are aggra-
vating tensions just by being
there.’ The first six years of the
Labour government saw more
imperialist interventions than
during 18 years of Tory rule.

AR )
1997: New Labour takes office

tions, in which private merce-
naries reinforce national armies.
War in which those branded as
‘enemies’ are flown secretly
around the globe, tortured and
held indefinitely in concentra-
tion camps like the one at Guan-
tanamo Bay (see page 6). Warin
which words like ‘bringing peace
and stability’ and ‘the demo-
cratic world’ fall from the
mouths of those threatening to
use the ultimate weapons of
mass destruction to halt Iran’s
nuclear energy programme (see
page 5).

So much for all those who
claim to have been ‘betrayed’
by Labour, that this is ‘not what
they voted for.’ It is precisely
what they voted for. It is what
social democracy has to offer
in a period of crisis in the capi-
talist system. Ten years ago we
concluded: ‘There is no choice
for the working class but to
begin the fight to establish its
own independent political
organisation and to assert its
own interests against those of
the rich and powerful. The
message is: don't vote -
organise!’

Sadly, but predictably, the
British left did not agree.
Consequently, they struggle to
explain the last decade of
escalating racism and imperial-
ist aggression by Labour. They
call the disintegrated anti-war
movement a ‘success’, claim-
ing that: ‘in five short years we
have got rid of our Prime
Minister over the question of
the war' (John Rees, Socialist

pled alliances with 'left’ Labour
MPs. They organise and police
demonstrations to control pub-
lic anger. They claim that Britain
has been reduced to a mere
colony of the US, cynically
opposing the policy of war with-
out exposing how war is neces-
sary for British as well as US
imperialism (see page 11).

And now, when things are
getting worse than ever, many
on the British left have ex-
ceeded themselves in stupidity,
blatant opportunism and reac-
tion with their latest strategy:
rejoin the Labour Party to sup-
port Labour MP John McDon-
nell's leadership challenge! The
Stop the War Coalition (STWC)
has become a platform in the
bid for leadership of the most
racist and imperialist Labour
govemment in history. At the
STWC demo on 17 February,
McDonnell declared: ‘We want
a British Prime Minister that
speaks independently for Brit-
ain and does not parade around
the world like some personal
Vice President of the USA.
Another leadership contender,
Michael ‘Four Homes’ Meacher,
told the STWC ‘People’s Ass-
embly’ on 20 March: ‘We should
establish our own agenda of
peace — not the George Bush
agenda of a “war on terror”.’

Since its foundation in 1914,
the Labour Party has stood for
‘social imperialism’. There is no
sign that these ‘left’ candidates
for leadership will end this tra-
dition. Unperturbed, Rees wel-
comes the McDonnell cam-
paign on behalf of the SWF,
stating that: ‘whenever there is
a gain for the left, whether

~ inside or outside of the Labour

Budget

for a paraéitic

and decaying capitalism

ordon Brown’s eleventh
Gand last budget speech

was designed to take the
wind out of the sails of David
Cameron, the new Tory pre-
tender. With barely a hair’s
breadth separating the policies
of the two main imperialist par-
ties, Brown’s budget challenged
the Tories on their home turf by
announcing a 2p cut in both cor-
poration and income tax rates
from April 2008. The cut in the
rate of income tax from 22p to
20p in the pound — the lowest
basic rate for 75 years — was
theatrically announced at the
end of his budget speech.

This was not a tax cutting
budget. If anything, overall
taxes will rise in 2008-09 once
the announced changes kick in.
Brown is rigidly constrained by
Labour’s neo-liberal agenda;
the “fiscal discipline’ needed to
promote the interests of bank-
ing and multinational capital at
the heart of Labour’s economic
policy. So the income tax cut
will largely be paid for by
removing the 10p starting rate
— hitting low paid workers —
and by aligning national insur-
ance and tax rates at the higher
rate tax level. The costs from
the cut in corporation tax on
businesses from 30p to 28p are
to be recovered by significantly
reducing the capital allowance
per year on investment in plant
and machinery from 25% to
20% and by increasing the cor-
poration tax on small busi-
nesses from 19% to 22%.

On the spending side Brown
has produced the tightest
spending round for many years.
Education spending, the new
‘priority’, will see a real annual
increase of only 2.5% a year to
2010-11, a significant slow-

down on the 4.4% real annual
increase since 2000. Home
Office expenditure will be
frozen, Revenue and Customs
and Work and Pensions will be
cut by 5% a year in real terms.
Public sector pay will be cut
with pay rises below the rate of
inflation.

Military spending will con-
tinue to rise next year with an
extra £400m pencilled in to pay
for the continuing war in Iraq
and Afghanistan. Military
operations in Iraq and Afghani-
stan cost £1.7bn last year
bringing the overall total on
these ‘international commit-
ments’ so far to £7.4bn.
Defending Britain’s imperialist
interests throughout the world
is the top priority for the
Labour government and, what-
ever the economic constraints,
the necessary funds will be
found.

So who were the winners and
losers from this budget?
Following income tax changes,
the main losers are low-paid
workers unable to claim tax
credits and eamning between
£5225 and £18,610 a year,
including single adults with no
children eaming less than
£18,500 a year. This group has

been hit hardest by the abolition
of the 10p band. The winners are
those earning between £18,500
and £39,000, many in the richest
10% of households. The rise in
income from increased tax
allowances for pensioners over
65 will almost certainly be
wiped out by the increases in
council tax and the massive rises
in the price of fuel.

Most significant are the win-
ners from the changes in capi-
tal allowances and the cut in
corporation tax. They were the
highly profitable multinational
companies, and particularly the
international banks in the
booming financial services sec-
tor and the City. Stephen
Green, chairman of HSBC,
spoke for them all when he
said: ‘We continue to see
London as the crossroads of the
world and the premier interna-
tional financial services sector.
The news on corporation tax is
a very welcome boost for busi-
ness and one which serves to
further enhance London’s com-
petitiveness’. The losers were
small businesses and manufac-
turing and other companies
investing in plant and machin-
ery in Britain. As one director
of a Birmingham-based steel
processor put it: ‘[The budget]
is an insult to the country’s
manufacturing base’. Such is
the nature of British capitalism.

Gordon Brown made all this
clear in his budget speech.

g P
markets and free trade — an
open and inclusive globalisa-
tion, not protectionism’. This
then is his final budget in the
service of a parasitic and
decaying capitalism before he
takes over from Blair.

David Yaffe
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Ireland: Assembly elections

PAUL MALLON

Speaking in the White House at
the 14 March St Patrick’s cele-
brations Irish Taoiseach (Prime
Minister) Bertie Ahern trum-
peted progress with the Irish
peace process: ‘The IRA cam-
paign has ended, the weapons
have been decommissioned,
inclusive support for policing
has been agreed and the pro-
gramme of normalisation of

“security in Northern Ireland

will be completed shortly. The
door js now open to shared
government’. Sinn Fein’s Mar-
McGuinness has declared
‘wholehearted support for
ﬂpmgSNI’ (Police Service of

36 seats mthe

nionist  Party
0.1% share of

consist of four DUP ministers,
three Sinn Fein, two UUP and
one SDLP. Paisley has been the
real winner of the peace pro-
cess: in 1997, his DUP got only
13.6% of the vote compared to
the UUP’s 32.7%.

Those candidates standing on
a Republican platform opposed
to Sinn Fein’s support for
British policing polled around
1%. On the day before the elec-
tion the recently formed ‘Ex-
PoWs and Concemed Repub-
licans Against RUC/PSNI’ took
outa full page advert in the frish
News signed by over 400 for-
mer political prisoners, stating:
‘The people’s desire for peace
has been cynically exploited
...We reject the logic of the
proposition that the interests of
Ppeace can be in any way served
by our young people signing up
to join the British Crown forces
such as the RUC/PSNIL...We
view this as a betrayal of every-
thing Republicans fought for...
We support open and free
dqbale among Republicans. . .to
l}nn_g about, by peaceful means,
a thirty-two country democratic
Republic...’ However, Sinn Fein
and its supporters were happy to
Ignore the prisoners’ standpoint.

As part of his budget on 22
March, Chancellor  Gordon
Brown revealed a billion pound
package as part of a ‘peace div-

~idend’ to force the parties to

agree to power sharing by 26
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March. Sinn Fein President
Gerry Adams had earlier writ-
ten to the Chancellor stressing
the importance of a ‘sustainable
and substantial economic pack-
age’. This provides £600 mil-
lion over four years for infra-
structure  development, inclu-
ding a major new roads pro-
gramme. £400 million of this
will come from the Dublin gov-
emment. A further £400 million
will enable the Stormont As-
sembly to delay the introduc-
tion of new water charges. The
DUP described the package as
‘modest progress’, and whilst
Paisley expressed continuing
doubts about Sinn Fein’s com-
mitment to policing, Northern
Ireland Secretary Peter Hain
said that 26 March ‘is the date
by which there is either devolu-
tion or dissolution’,

STOP PRESS: As we go to
press, Gemry Adams and [an
Paisley have agreed to enter a
power-sharing agreement start-
ing 8 May. Paisley’s brinks-
manship in the days before the
deadline meant that Hain had
to back down from his ultima-
tum. It shows that the DUP
have an outright veto on all
major political decisions, and
this sectarian reality will be
visited upon the nationalist
people again and again in the
future. The carnival of reaction
will continue.



Labour government is
bad for your health

‘The chaos currently engulfing
the NHS is due entirely to its
marketisation by the govern-
ment and the transfer of up to
50% of public money to the
private sector [...]
Increasingly, government has
given away control of resource
allocation and more and more
of the NHS s scarce funds are
flowing into the pockets of
shareholders, bankers, man-
agement consultants, and for-
profit providers — away from
the service.’

Allyson Pollock, head of the

Centre for Infernational Public
Health Policy, University of
Edinburgh, January 2007.

Such chaos is evident at every
level in the NHS:
® The shortage of midwives
and the closure of matemity
units;
® The national NHS IT system
and its continuing failures:
Computer Weekly in September
2006 catalogued a series of
failures around the country that
Wwere considered to have caused
‘significant adverse impact on
the delivery of patient care [...]
or significant financial loss
and/or disruption’. There is
no sign that matters are
improving as suppliers con-

tinue to fail to deliver.

@ Nurse shortages in hospitals
whilst, for instance, 75% of
nurses qualifying in September

2006 from City University in
London have no nursing job .

® The false assurances that
services removed from hospi-

Junior doctors demonstrate against a new system for training

tals will be available in the
community when community
services are also being sav-
agely cut.

To cap it all, the government
has announced a review to
‘look at the possibility of draw-
ing up a package of [NHS]
services that all users are enti-
tled to’ — and therefore define
the ones that people will have
to pay for. Restricting NHS
provision to core services will
make it a two-tier service that
penalises the poor.

Women and children
In February, figures obtained
by the Community Practi-
tioners and Health Visitors
Association showed a 40%
drop in training places for
health visitors. This is mainly
because  health authorities
have  not  commissioned
courses for financial reasons.
In Scotland, it has been pro-
posed to merge the role of
health visitor with that of dis-
trict nurse. The number of
school nurses has also dropped.
Ironically, an OECD report
released in February showed
that children and young people
in the UK have the poorest
quality of life of the 21 indus-
trialised nations surveyed. The

six assessment categories were:
material well-being, health and
safety, education, peer and
family relationships, behav-
iours and risks, and young peo-
ple’s own subjective sense of
well-being. The UK came low-
est overall and was in the bot-
tom third in five of the six cate-
gories.

Britain now has one of the
highest rates of maternal mor-
tality in Europe: 13 deaths per
100,000. There has been a 21%
rise in deaths of pregnant
women over the past three
years compared to the previous
three years. In Britain Caesar-
ean sections now make up over
20% of deliveries compared to
the World Health Organisation
guideline of 15%. Meanwhile,
there is an estimated shortfall
of 10,000 midwives, maternity
units are being closed or health
care assistants are being
employed as a cheaper option.

Foundation hospitals
The Homerton hospital, a
Foundation hospital in east
London, exemplifies the cur-
rent situation in the NHS.
Morale is plunging as more job
cuts are announced daily. The
Trust has had to reduce costs
by £6 million in 2006/07 and
will have to cut a further £5
million in 2007/08. Manage-
ment is proud that out of the
100 posts gone so far there
have only been ten redundan-
cies, but it takes no account of
what the job losses mean for
the service, the staff team or
morale. Instead it claims that

cutting ‘waste’ will reduce job
losses. A nice message pops up
on every computer screen:
email goodideas@homerton
nhs.uk and any suggestions
will be taken up! The chief
executive writes that ‘if all
those who use rubber gloves
reduced their usage by two
pairs a day, the savings would
fund the salary of a band five
nurse’. A ‘war on waste’ email
circulated states ‘if we all
reduced our waste by just 5p
per working day, we could fund
an extra trained nurse — small is
not trivial’!

The chief executive announ-
ced in mid-March that it looks
like the hospital will close this
year’s £4.6 million financial
gap. She mistakenly says that
there is no evidence that this
has been at the cost of patient
care. Senior clinicians who are
involved in this process are
seriously harming the health of
the community that the hospital
serves. To add insult to injury,
they are dressing it up as
‘streamlining services resulting
in improved efficiency and
quality of care’. This is hap-
pening up and down the coun-
try.

More and more campaigns
are springing up to defend
NHS services: the government
review makes action all the
more urgent. Everyone who
cares about equitable, universal
and high quality health care
provision free at the point of
delivery must begin to act
together.

Hannah Caller

‘The scramble for state
nursery places
Travel on public transport in
any British city late on any
weekday evening and you will
see exhausted parents or carers
struggling home with babies in
buggies, sleepy toddlers and
little children. They are the
Labour government’s sacrifi-
cial lambs on the altar of the
education market. In 2007 state

provision of free nursery places

is almost non-exisient and paid
state nursery places are hard to
get even for working parents
paying up to £200 a week.
While state nursery and pri-
mary places have dropped by
300,000 in the past ten years,
the private scctor has boomed,

roomed in the grab for prof-
itable investment opportuni-
ties. Handing over £35 million
of assets to companies and
Trusts to run Academy schools
is only the latest in Labour’s
10-year promotion of private
enterprise as the future of edu-
cation. As a result, class size in
British schools remains dis-
gracefully high with Recepticn
classes of 30, 25% of school
leavers have no qualifications
and Britain is placed 24th out
of 29 advanced countries in
staying-on rates for further
study.

Big money
Meanwhllc, most of Labour’s
new ideas fa1l at the cost of

- Education notes

Class war in the
classroom

Free state education was intro-
duced at the end of the 19th
century because private bene-
factors, philanthropists, chari-
ties and churches were failing
1o educate the working class to
a level necessary for a disci-
plined proletarian class in an
industrial economy. At regular
intervals the ruling class takes
a stand against the expansion
of educational levels for all.
The capitalist class remains
antagonistic to the expansion
of the cultural and educational
levels of the working class as a
whole.

This hostility dominates
British society today. Any
increases in state expenditure
are designed to go towards the
of living and salaries
reasing layer of mid-

Labour plans to axe free
English language lessons for
asylum seekers aged over 19
from August 2007, despite
its demands that immi-
grants pass an KEnglish
Language Test to be allowed
to stay. Ironicaily, enly five
years ago the government
declared its commitment to
free English for Speakers of
Other Languages (ESOL),
on the basis that the ability
to speak English was essen-
tial for full integration into
British society.

- 2.1 million people aged 16-
64 currently receive ESOL
teaching. Many of them will
be excluded after August
- 2007, The proposal has spark-

ed condemnatmn and protest

Protesters domnstrm thmugh Newcastle upon Tyne |gahm Labour’s
cuts to ESOL funding

adult family members. The
~ Children's Society has wam-

, ed that cuts would disem-

power parents and place an
inappropriate level of respon-
“sibility on children, There
have already been instances
where children with non-
English speaking parents have

ith-  had to interpret the results of

sensitive medical tests, some-
times relating to rape and tor-
ure, Without English lan-
uage lessons, asylum seekers,
fugees and low-paid migrant
workers will be unable to help
children with school
or participate fully in
welfare.
Labour’s plans for ESOL
contradiction be-

Fight Labour plans io
cut ESOL fundmg

ensure they cannot do so. Bill
Rammell, Minister for Educa-
tion, defends this racist hypo-
crisy on the basis that ‘Is it
really right that taxpayers'
money should support the
learning of English for people
whom we expect to leave the
country?'

Cuts in ESOL funding will
affect not only asylum seek-
ers  but also lower-paid
migrant workers, as fee re-
mission will only be available
to people receiving means-
tested benefit and family tax
credit, An ESOL course costs
an average of £200. Even
those entitled to tax credits
face an application process so
complicated that only an esti-
mated 50% of those eligible
actually claim them.

Alyse Thomson




IRAQ

An era of

continued from page |

Brzezinski cites as the correct
model of diplomacy that used by the
US after the Vietnam war. What he
ignores is that in the 1970s the US was
undisputedly the leading imperialist
nation. The EU was still in its infancy.
Neither China nor Russia posed any
economic challenge. The capitalist
crsis of investment and expansion
was at a much lower stage. True, the
Soviet Union deterred US imperialist
expansion, but this applied to the US’s
rivals as well. Now the EU countries
combined have more than twice the
US’s foreign investment. Japan and
Germany are re-arming. The econo-
mies of China, Russia and now India,
all nuclear powers, are growing rap-
idly. The competition for profitable
investment, energy IeSOUrces, raw
materials and markets is escalating.
These competitors would take advan-
tage of any US retreat. US forces are
not going to withdraw. We face an era
of perpetual imperialist war.

US digs in
The US has built four massive mili-
tary bases at strategic points through-
out Iraq. It is also building the world’s
biggest embassy in Baghdad, four
times the size of the United Nations in
New York, with walls 15 feet thick
and self-sufficient in supplies and
services. These are not the actions of
an occupier intending to leave.

US and British plans to seize Iraqi
oil are also moving ahead. Iraqi oil
reserves are the second largest in the
world. A Jaw facilitating their ex-
ploitation by foreign companies is in
its final stages. The law was drafted
by representatives of the Iraqi govern-
ment and the major oil multinationals,
including BP and Shell, under the
supervision of US management con-
sultants and with assistance by the
British Foreign Office. It allows for-
eign multinationals to amrange Pro-
duction Sharing Agreements (PSAs)
that could effectively give them con-
trol of 87% of Iraqi oil for 30 years or
more, with profits between 42% and
162% guaranteed for 25 years.
Members of the Iraqi parliament only
saw the law when it was leaked on the
internet.

PSAs will mean the theft of up to
$200 billion from the Iraqi people.
The IMF had insisted the law be
- passed by the end of 2006 but objec-

from the oil-rich i
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FRFI supporters in Newcastle mark the anniversary of the Iraq war with a demonstration
at their local Shell garage: Blood for Oil

conference and two-day strike last
summer. The US and Iraqi govern-
ments promptly froze its bank
accounts and arrested and fired union
members. At least two of their leaders
were assassinated. Saddam’s law ban-
ning unions remains in force. Paul
Bremner, head of the Coalition
Provisional Authority, declared unions
illegal in 2004.

War budget

The Bush administration’s budget
requests for 2008 includes $145 bil-
lion for the wars on Iraq and
Afghanistan for the year beginning
October 2007, plus a further $93 bil-
lion emergency fund for this year,
bringing the total spent on the two
wars to $662 billion. The amount so
far spent on the Iraq war alone is
greater than all the money ever spent
anywhere on cancer research. These
requests are on top of a record $481
billion budget for the Pentagon: 0%
up on last year and 62% greater than
in 2001, not the sort of spending to
suggest a run-down of US military
action. If the Pentagon were a country
its budget would rank just behind the
Netherlands in 16th place. To pay for
the war the US govemment plans to
slow growth in Medicare spending
and cut the Social Security pension
programme. Overall spending on non-
security matters will be cut in real
terms year on year.

Shadow Democratic

opposition

The supposed opposition to Bush’s

plans that enabled the Democratic

Party to win control of both houses of
last autumn has come to

is complete nonsense. Security spe-
cialist Andrew Cordesman points out
that the British had lost control of
Basra by the second half of 2005. A
Washington Institute for Near East
Policy report says: ‘By September
2006 British forces needed to deploy a
convoy of Warrior armoured vehicles

just to ferry police trainers to a sir'lglc
police station and deliver a consign-
ment of toys to a nearby hospital.” Tl)c
remaining 5,000 British troops will
stay until at least 2008. Because of the
deferiorating sccurity situation they
will abandon the British consulate in
Basra and withdraw to Basra air sta-
tion outside the city, only patrolling
the airport and giving support to Iraqi
forces. The British plan to hand over
Maysan Province to Iraqi control in
the next two months but this has
already been put off several times.

In January 2003 the Labour govern-
ment justified the impending invasion
with a vision of post-war Irag as ‘a
stable, united and law-abiding state ...
providing  effective representative
govemnment to its pcople.’ By
February 2007 the Ministry of
Defence had reduced such ambitions
to achieving ‘a manageable level of
threat from insurgents.” Blair still
denies the occupation is unpopular and
the cause of armed resistance, but
Richard Cobbold of the Royal United
Services Institute said, ‘Things are not
getting better. The British are aggra-
vating tensions by just being there’—a
point echoed by Basra politician
Salam Al Maliki, a supporter of
Mogqtada Al Sadr, who said, ‘“When
the occupiers go, all the violence here
will end’.

Who is behind the ‘sectarian
killing’?

The prime target of the US ‘surge’ is
the Mehdi Army, supporters of the
Shia cleric Moqtada Al Sadr, who has
consistently opposed the US occupa-
tion even though his supporters form
an important bloc in the Iraqi coalition
government. The US has said they
will either kill or capture Al Sadr. The
Mehdi Army has fought major battles

with occupying forces on severy|
occasions. The US and Britain blame
the Mehdi for many of the attacks op
Sunnis, but Al Sadr has repeatedly
called for the unity of the Iragi people,
saying that those carrying out {pe
attacks were members of the [ragi
security forces which had infiltrateq
the Mehdi.

Certainly, many of the killings are
carried out by the Iraqi police, Shia
militias were enrolled by the imperia|.
ist forces in the early days of the ocey.
pation and soon came to dominate the
Iraqi security forces. There is eyen
unconfirmed evidence that British
forces were responsible for some
bombings in Basra. This would be
consistent with tactics employed i
other counter-insurgency operations:
divide the opposition and terrorise the
civilian population.

Private security firms continue thejr
operations. They include Armor
Group whose chair is ex-Conservative
Foreign Secretary Sir Malcolm
Rifkind. These ‘private military con.
tractors” were given immunity from
prosecution in Iraq alongside the
occupying forces. There are at least
48,000 such mercenaries in Iraq, pos-
sibly up to 100,000. Nearly 21,000 of
them are British. They have been seen
firing indiscriminately at Iraqi citizens
while driving down the streets.

Meanwhile, there is no end to the
suffering of the Iraqi people. Latest
figures from UNHCR show two mil-
lion people out of a pre-war popula-
tion of 25 million have now fled the
country, with a further 500,000 ex-
pected to join them by the end of the
year. Another 1.7 million Iraqis have
been displaced within their country,
UNHCR says that women and chil-
dren are being forced into prostitution
and child labour in order to survive.

Resistance grows in
Afghanistan

he suicide bombing at the Bagram

air base in February graphically
~ M illustrated the deepening prob-
lems for the imperialist forces in
Afghanistan. After five years-of occu-
pation they could not even protect the
most heavily guarded base in the coun-
try when US Vice President Cheney
was visiting. A report by the US Centre
for Strategic and International Studies
(CSIS) said that the occupation was
fuelling the Afghan resistance and that
NATO operations were doing more
harm than good. It criticised NATO for
overestimating the number of resist-
ance fighters it has killed and for blam-
ing civilian deaths on the Taliban. The
report admitted that most Afghanis
were disillusioned with the occupation
and that indiscriminate actions by the
imperialist forces were ‘creating ten
enemies out of one’.

At the end of February, a rally of
25,000 people in Kabul quickly turned
into a demonstration against the occu-
tion with chants of ‘Death to
ica’ and ‘Death to the enemies of
fghanistan’. The CSIS report went
criticise wha it called ‘abusive
S Afghan government
among local com-

th

with bribery and corruption and domi-
nated by warlords and drug barons.
Ahmad Wali Karzai, younger brother
of the puppet president Hamid Karzai,
is himself one of the biggest drug
barons. He shares in a heroin trade
worth £1.6 billion a-year: 50% of the
total Afghan GDP. Poor Afghian farm-
ers, who are having their poppy fields
destroyed by the imperialist forces
and their stooges, have nothing to fall
back on. Some have to sell their chil-
dren because they cannot afford to
feed them. Even so, total opium pro-
duction rose by 25% in 2005-6 and the
area under production in 2006 in-
creased by 61%. The eradication pro-
gramme too is failing.

Imperialist troops from Iraq
to Afghanistan

In an attempt to halt the deteriorating
situation the US is sending another
3,200 troops, bringing its total to
27,000, They will be diverted from
duties in Iraq, causing others to have
their tour of duty extended by several
months. Britain too is sending a fur-
ther 1,400 extra troops, bringing its
total in Afghanistan to 7,700, more
than in Iraq. 600 troops will have to be
withdrawn from Bosnia, and Defence
Secretary Des Browne has admitted
that Britain cannot sustain the extra
troop deployment indefinitely. How-
ever, he also said the troops will stay
until ‘the government of Afghanistan
is able to deliver security and eco-
nomic prosperity’. He did not suggest
when that might be. Plans have also
been announced to increase the
Afghan army from 32,000 to 70,000
by 2008. Additionally, there are tens

of thousands of US and British paid
mercenaries in Afghanistan.

Despite renewed calls by Bush and
Blair for further spending and military
commitment by other NATO countries,
most are refusing to respond. They will
not even agree to supply extra transport
aircraft and helicopters that the occu-
pying forces —require. France has
opposed any idea that the new NATQ
rapid response force should be used in
Afghanistan, saying it is intended for
emergency actions only.

The imperialist forces are expecting

a spring offensive from the Afghan
resistance. The new head of NATO
forces in Afghanistan, US General Dan
McNeill, was critical of his British pre-
decessor’s policy of establishing local
peace deals and favours a more aggres-
sive approach. British patrols will now
extend to five provinces in the south
and east and include the border with
Pakistan.

In February, both Cheney and Labour
Foreign Secretary Margaret Beckett
visited Pakistan’s President Musharraf
to ‘persuade’ him to do more to prevent
the Taliban and other Afghan resistance
forces operating across the border from
Pakistan. The border runs through
mountainous  terrain  for  2,500km.
Whatever new measures the imperial-
ists employ they have little chance of
culting oft fresh supplies and reinforce-
ments to the Afghan resistance.

When the latest phase of the British
occupation began just over a year ago
the then Labour Defence Secretary
John Reid suggested the British troops
might come home without a shot being
fired; since then they have used over
600,000 rounds of ammunition. M
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FIVE MINUTES

TO MIDNIGHT

Part two

On 14 March the British House of Commons voted by 409 votes to 161 to
replace the Trident nuclear submarine missile system with a new generation of
nuclear weapons. The cost of the new system will be £65 billion over 30 years,
according to the Ministry of Defence. The submarine and missile technology
will be primarily US-supplied thereby preserving the ties between the British
state and the US military-industrial complex. Iran’s government denounced
the vote for encouraging the drive towards nuclear proliferation. In Five min-
utes to midnight, Part one (FRFI 195) we examined US and Israeli preparations
for an attack on Iran, including the possibility of a nuclear attack. Here we
explore the latest developments over Iran and North Korea and the manoeuvres
of rival powers as they resist the US capitalists’ attempt at global hegemony.

TREVOR RAYNE reports.

North Korea, Iran and the EU
On 12 February North Korea agreed
to close its main nuclear weapons
related facilities in exchange for large
amounts of energy assistance. North
Korea has no oil or gas reserves. The
US government thanked China for its
role in achieving the deal. China
signed a mutual assistance treaty with
the Democratic People’s Republic of
Korea (DPRK) in 1961 that requires
China 10 come to the assistance of the
DPRK if it is attacked. The Chinese
state has no intention of seeing a hos-
tile regime installed in place of the
DPRK on its northeast border. Given
that the DPRK receives 90% of its
imported supplies from China, most
significantly fuel and food, China no
doubt encouraged the DPRK to talk to
the imperialists.

Former US ambassador to the
United Nations John Bolton condem-
ned the agreement as a concession to
North Korea’s nuclear threat. The
removal of former US Defence
Secretary Rumsfeld and of Bolton
from their posts signals that the neo-
conservatives and the more pro-war
elements are losing their influence in
the US govemment, in large part
because of failures in Iraqg.

US and Israeli bellicosity towards
Iran continues. On 25 February US
Vice President Cheney said, ‘It would
be a serious mistake if a nation like
Iran were to become a nuclear power.
All options are still on the table’. The
formula ‘all options’ refers to the con-
tinuing nuclear threat against Iran if it
continues its nuclear energy pro-
gramme. US troops are stationed in
120 countries and have bases sur-
rounding Iran, Two US aircraft carrier
fleets are in the Persian Gulf. ;

In January the US authorised its

forces to kill or capture Iranian agents~
consular

in Iraq. Five Iranian

0n 23 March, as we go to press, the Iranian Revolutionary Guards captured 15 British Royal
Marines and sailors, accusing them of illegally entering Iranian waters in the Perslan Gulf.
Predictably, the British government said their personnel had been In Iraqi waters and were
kidnapped. Both the US and Britain use this area to spy on Iran. The Iranian people have
every right to defend their soverelgnty. The British military, on the other hand, has no right

to be in the Gulf or In the Middle East.

there is support for an attack. All three
leading Democratic candidates for the
Presidency, Clinton, Obama and
Edwards, subscribe to the “all options’
formula.

In keeping with the December US
Iraq Study Group proposal US and
Iranian diplomats met in Baghdad in
March to discuss Iraq’s security.
Angry words were exchanged: to US
accusations that it had proof that Iran
was arming Iragi Shia militias, the
Iranian envoy reposted, ‘Your accusa-
tions are merely a cover for your fail-
ures in Iraq’. About 90% of attacks on.
US forces are made by Slmm based

‘Where would it fire that bomb? At
Israel? It wouldn’t have travelled 200
metres through the atmosphere befor
Tehran would be razed’. Chirac vas
rounded on by the US media andj ts
European counterparts,
Having imposed its own
sanctions on Iran, the US is/pre
Europe to withdraw the crédi
which the country finance
and to discourage inves!
The European Union (EU
ted this pressure and refuse
sanctions alongside the/ U
Iranian banks that the US
associated with Iran’s

has resis-
to impose

On 17 January the Bulletin of the
Atomic Scientists moved the hands
of the Doomsday Clock from seven
to five minutes to midnight. The sci-
entists explained: ‘we stand on the
brink of a second nuclear age. Not
since the first atomic bombs were
dropped on Hiroshima and Naga-
saki has the world faced such per-
ilous choices’.

Nuclear proliferation, the US’
stated readiness to use nuclear
weapons, the nuclear weapons
stockpiles in the US and Russia and
the threat to civilisation presented
by global warming all counted in
the decision to move the Clock
hands towards midnight.

Science is a force of production.
The development of the forces of
production has the potential to

The militarisation of science |

assist humanity in its liberation from
want, but under capitalist relations
of production the forces of produc-
tion are turned into means of
exploitation and destruction. Just
as the development of factory
machines were turned into instru-
ments of drudgery and exploitation
so the combination of telecommu-
nications, computers and satellites
is turned against humanity as
means of spying and warfare.

Satellite technology has the
capacity to help in agriculture, to
fight against disease and the
threats to the environment. In the
hands of imperialism science is
used to locate and destroy military
and civilian targets and to enrich
the parasites that conduct the
global financial markets.

ments, Citing a threat to the US and
Europe from future Iranian nuclear
missiles, the US announced its inten-
tion to station missile defence systems
in Poland and the Czech Republic;
these countries are supposedly en-
route to the US for the hypothetical
missiles. Bulgaria has also signed an
agreement to host three US bases.

Speaking in Munich in February
Russian President Putin said that
‘illegal’ and unilateral US military
action had plunged the world into an
‘abyss of permanent conflicts’. Yury
Baluyevsky, Chief of Russia’s Gen-
eral Staff; remarked, ‘What they [the
US] are doing at present, building a
third missile defence ring in Europe, is
impossible to justify’. Russia wamed
Poland and the Czech Republic that
they risked becoming Russian military
targets and Germany’s foreign mini-
ster criticised the US for not con-
sidering Russian worries about the
anti-missile system. The Labour gov-
ernment has been lobbying for US
anti-missile systems to be based in
Britain.

With the US military floundering in
Iraq we can expect more assertiveness
from Russia, the EU and China where
their interests do not coincide with
those of the US.

China and space war
diplomacy

‘The emerging synergy of space supe-
riority with land, sea and air superior-
ity will lead to Full Spectrum Domi-
nance.’ US Space Command, Vision
for 2020, 1997.

‘Space represents a fundamentally
new and better way to ap}gly military
Joree.” US Strategi ommand, 2002,
He wh k!l._ WS everyrhmg fears noth-

bly adopted the resol
favour to one against
one abstention (Israel).

Deng Xiaoping once sai
must ‘hide brightness
abscurity. ..to bide our time and build
up our capabilities’, Fosting the
Olympic Games next year, China's
rulers must calculate that the time to
‘nourish obscurity” is now past, On 11
uary China successfully launched a
issile to destmy one of its own
eaﬂwz:-salelhtes in space. This was

| alter three previous

US satellitesintelli-
11d stymie an to
i China=idid  not

‘demonstrated that it

both countries aspire to in the civil
space area’. Japan and South Korea
added to the condemnation.

Orbiting satellites (Global Position-
ing, imaging and communications) are
essential to the US military. They
serve to navigate ships, aeroplanes,
troops, artillery, ‘smart bombs’ (such
as the one that destroyed the Chinese
embassy in Belgrade in 1999) and to
provide real-time intelligence. US
General Fogelman, then Chief of Staff
of the US Air Force, expressed mis-
placed faith in the new technology: ‘In
the first three months of the twenty-
first century, we shall be capable of
finding, tracking and targeting virtu-
ally in real-time any significant ele-
ment moving on the face of the Earth.’
He could have added ‘and destroy it’.
In August 2006 President Bush

claimed the US right to ‘freedom of
action in space” with a policy to ‘deter

others from either impeding these
rights or developing capabilities in-
tended to do so’. This includes the

right to ‘deny, if necessary, adver-
saries the use of space capabilities
hostile to US national interests’.
Whether they intended to or not, the
Chinese, by firing on their own satel-

lite in space, issued a warning to the

US on the use of its military.

In thrall to its space technology
advantage over the rest of the world, a
key component for global domination,
the US has received a symbolic strike
at one of its weakest points.

During 2006 China added more
electricity generating power than the
entire UK national grid; about 102
gigawatts, or twice the capacity of
California. (Financial Times, 7 Feb-
ruary 2007) This expanded capacity is

“underpinned by fossil fuel imports.

The Middle, East now accounts for
46"/ f China’s.oil supplies. China’s
1 $uppller§\an, Angola, Saudi

ran and" Russia. China is
negot nng oil deals\!( tens of bil-
lions of dollars wnth Dozens of
yesting in

Tehran metro. Chmnkmter in Iran
do not coincide with those of ﬁ\e Us.
China and .lnpan together hdd over
$1.7 trillion in US currency US-
based assets. The Royal Bank ‘Scot-
land noted ina February- ey”tﬁ;n !he
central banks of Italy, |
Sweden had made ‘major '13] 1 ents'
in their dollar holdings as tl'@‘dollar
weakens, US Treasury Secretm}’ Hank
Paulson recently installed a
to his Chinese cof art,
the Chinese ar U!}‘m;%
this an honour, but perhaps
aweakness in the embnug, of their dol-
lar-issuing  partner. with North
a is beginning

ﬁ'

¢ ="4.- of Japan and India to the US
quest for global hegemony and the
lethal folly of blind faith in technology

it in military matters.
' EIGHT, BACISMI FIGHT IMPERIALISM! 5



US imperialism on
the defensive

In early March, George Bush scuttled round Latin America, visiting
Mexico, Guatemala, Brazil, Colombia and Uruguay in a desperate
effort to mend his political fences as the masses press their
demands for a divorce from US imperialism. In response Venezuelan
President Chavez took the opportunity to shadow Bush and expose
his politics. ALVARO MICHAELS reports.

illary Clinton explained why
Bush had to make the visit
when she said recently: ‘Look
at what’s happening in Latin
America...where we are seeing anti-
American regimes gain ground. We
don’t engage with bad guys, so we
don’t engage with, you know, Chavez
and try to...see if there is any way to
pull him back, or at least prevent oth-

ers from following his lead.’ The US
Government Accountability Office es-
timates that if Venezuela were to sud-
denly cease exporting oil to the US,
the latter could experience a reduction
of its gross national product of up to
$23 billion.

At the 2005 Summit of the Am-
ericas, Chavez, along with Brazil's
Lula da Silva and Argentina’s Nestor

Demonstration in Bogota against Bush’s visit to Colombia

Guatemala will hold presidential
clections this September; the radical
contender being Rigoberta Menchu, a
very popular indigenous leader and

iy S

Kirchner, had crushed any US hopes
of establishing a Free Trade Area of
the Americas. Now, two years later,
Chavez’s fierce criticism of Bush at a
mass rally in Buenos Aires brought
support from Argentinean President
Nestor Kirchner, Ecuador’s President
Rafael Correa, and, unusually, from
Paraguayan President Nicanor Duarte.
Each of these has their own agenda,
but none can afford to reject the spirit
of Chavez's speeches. For Correa, Ven-
ezuela’s foreign policy is ‘wonderful’,
and US foreign policy ‘terrible’. Duarte
spoke of Washington’s ‘waging of
wars’ and pointed out that the US gov-
ernment does not remove protectionist
barriers in the developed world.

In Golombia, 20,000 troops were mobilised to protect Bush against a mass demonstration

Nobel Peace Prize human rights win-
ner in 1992, Her victory would mean
much closer ties with Bolivia. Bush
went to console the right wing there
who are completely compromised by
their past involvement in the ethnic
cleansing of the indigenous peoples
which cost the lives of 200,000 in the
1980s.

Venezuelan aid to Bolivia now riv-
als that of the US. The former’s low
interest rate loans allow countries like
Ecuador and Argentina to pay back
their debt to the IMF and spend more
on social services. In Ecuador, Vene-
zuelan funds have allowed social
spending, 38% of the 2007 budget, to
finally catch up to match foreign debt

payments. More importantly, Vene-
zuela, Bolivia, Ecuador and Argentina
recently announced the creation of the
Banco del Sur, or Bank of the South.
This will break the stranglehold of the
IMF and the US.

Even Mexico’s President Calderon
now intends to seek closer ties to Ven-
ezuela and criticised Bush’s immigra-
tion policies. Meanwhile Brazil gets
most of its coal from reserves in Ven-
ezuela and nearly all of its natural
gas from Bolivia, so Bush’s idea that
the US purchase sugar cane-derived
ethanol from Brazil is preposterous
simply from the standpoint of capacity.

In Uruguay, President Tabaré Vaz-
quez is more in line with Lula and
Chile’s Michelle Bachelet than with
Chavez. Although Uruguay is currently
seeking a free trade agreement with
the US, the visit was deeply unpopular
with the masses, and criticised from
within the ruling coalition. Marina
Arismeni, Minister of Social Develop-
ment, stated that ‘Mr Bush represents
all that is most execrable, murderous
and warmongering in the world’.

In Colombia, the government sinks
deeper into its own mire, anxious not
to lose its US subsidies — actually
commission on surpluses made by US
corporations there. 20,000 troops were
mobilised to protect Bush as he and
Uribe reassured each other before
Bush rushed off to his next destina-
tion. In Sdo Paulo, Montevideo, Bog-
ota, Guatemala City and Merida, tens
of thousands of protesters had marched
against him; some demonstrations
leaving many injured and hundreds
detained. According to a poll in Arg-
entina, Brazil, Colombia, Chile, Mex-
ico, Peru and Venezuela conducted at
the end last year, 86 percent of those
surveyed disapproved of the US’s
role in Latin America and wanted to

see a change in the country’s foreign
policy. [ |

COLOMBIA

Multinationals in
collusion with state terror

as well as AUC leaders Salvatore Man-
cuso and Rodrigo Tovar, alias ‘Jorge
40?, both of whom are wanted for ex-
tradition to the US for being amongst
Colombia’s biggest cocaine traffickers.

As part of a process of centralising
state power, President Uribe’s goy-
ernment has offered pardons, pensions
and jobs — in Jocal militias, the army
and police ~ to over 31,000 demo-
bilised AUC members through the
‘Law of Justice and Peace’, The aim is

to create a force capable of defeating
~ the socialist armed resistance of the -
- sen

been well documented for some time,
but not the political links. Now Pres-
ident Uribe, a wealthy landowner who
was involved with other ranchers in set-
ting up the death squads in the 1980s,
finds six of his allies being questioned
about drug trafficking and extortion,
On 30 November 2006 the Supreme
Court ordered the investigation afler the
seizure of a laptop belonging to ‘Jorge
40’ revealed detailed accounts and rec-
ordings of meetings between politicians
and AUC paramilitaries, These involved
the arrangement of elections for cho-
candidates and scams involying
the theft of funds from the health sery-
ices, These funds are held by local gov-

ts and If:fd(;owholg chain of
gamon olitical tyrants).

links mayors, military of-
ords and paramilitary gangs,

low. A former head of Colombia’s in-
telligence agency (DAS) who served
under Uribe, Jorge Noguera, is also
under arrest for organising an electoral
fraud in coastal municipalities which
secured Uribe the 300,000 votes that
gave him his first-round presidential
victory. One other former congress-
man has admitted his part in the Ralito
Pact and has resigned his government
office. A former Congresswoman, Mur-
iel Benito Rebollo, has been arrested,
whilst a former govemnor, Arana Sus,
is also on the run.

Corporate terror

It is not just the Colombian state that
connives in the murder of its citizens.
US corporations do as well. On 10
March, US federal judge Bowdre al-
lowed a case to be opened in Alabama
against the US Drummond Coal Cor-
poration for ordering the murder of
three of its employees in Colombia.
The men’s union, Sintramienergética,
is using the testimony of ex-DAS
member Rafael Garcia who is now in
prison in Colombia.

Garcla, former head of DAS IT,
stated in 2006 that he had attended a
meeting with Augusto Jiménez, Presi-
dent of Drummond in Colombia, who
gave him a suitcase with $200,000 to
pass on to ‘Jorge 40’ to pay for the
assassination of Valmore Locarno and
Victor Hugo Orcasita, both trade union-
ists at Drummond. They were mur-
dered in 2001. Locarno and Orcasita
were respectively President and Vice
president of Sintramienergética, The
next President, Gustavo Soler, was
also murdered,

This is not the only example of col-
lusion between US multinationals and

- the AUC death squads. In 1997 the

then chief of the AUC, Carlos Castafio
and the managing director of Bana-

0 . dex, a Chiquita Brands subsidiary, ag-

reed an operation to ‘pacify’ its Uraba

* plantations, In March, Chiquita Brands

fined $25 million for paying the
UC paramilitaries $1.7m over more
than six years — to February 2004 —
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becoming one of the main financiers
of terrorism in plain violation of its
OWn government’s Patriot Act, and the
US’s belated and hypocritical classifi-
cation of the AUC as a terrorist group
in 2001. 3
The US Department of Justice, fol-
lowing a Securities and Exchange
Commission report, has now con-
firmed that in November 2001 Chig-
uita shipped 3,400 AK-47 rifles and
four million 7.65mm cartridges from
Nicaragua and stored them for the war
against the FARC. Chiquita was
forced to sell off Banadex after the
2004 revelations. Yet there has been
no trial of Chiquita, Banadex or any of
its directors for any of the crimes they
committed in this period. 1t has taken
until March 2007 for the State
Prosecutor to ask the US for informa-
tion about the case. The ‘pacification’
of areas such as Magdalena Medio
involved the murder of thousands of
workers as the AUC cleared the land
for the large corporations to enable
them to set up their plantations. Such
land clearances have displaced three
million people within Colombia.
Chiquita itself has a notorious history,
including, as the United Fruit Com-
pany, funding the CIA's overthrow of
the progressive Arbenz govermment in
Guatemala in 1954.

Drummond and Chiquita are not
alone, Coca Cola has paid for the mur-
der of union members on its property,
whilst Nestlé and Del Monte’s Multi-
fruit currently face charges for abuse
of workers. Meanwhile the US has
made no move to extradite either Man-
cuso or ‘Jorge 40°, or to suspend $700
million aid it is giving annually to the
Colombian government to crush the
revolutionary movement of the FARC.
Mancuso has threatened to stop talk-
ing if he can’t leave prison and live
freely, and has declared himself insol-
vent to avoid paying compensation to
his victims’ families. In Colombia, the
multinationals and their ruling class
allies murder with impunity.

Alvaro Michaels




Imp_erialist crimes
against humanity

On 20 February, a US Court of Appeal ruled that hundreds of
detainees held at Guantanamo Bay concentration camp had no right
to habeas corpus under the US Constitution, as ‘non-citizens held
outside the sovereign territory of the US'.

On 13 March, a British court cleared the final two out of seven
British soldiers charged with the abuse of nine Iragi prisoners in
Basra in 2003, which resulted in the death of one man. In February,
four other soldiers were cleared due to lack of evidence.

These cases represent the triumph of barbarism over justice.
Where once the US and Britain had to hide their war crimes, today
they flaunt them, casually brushing aside international human rights
legislation, including the Geneva Conventions, as an inconvenience.

CAT WIENER reports.

Legal limbo
“Cuba —not the United States —has sov-
ereignty over Guantanamo Bay’, wrote
Appeals Court Judge Raymond
Randolph. In fact, the Platt Amendment
of 1903 gives the US ‘complete juris-
diction and control’ over the territory.
To all intents and purposes, Guan-
tanamo Bay is part of the US. It is occu-
pied territory. US federal law applies to
all US personnel stationed there. Cuba
has regularly denounced the illegality
of the mterrogation camp based on its
land Can the Cuban courts now
demand the release of the detainees?
The US has deliberately created
this legal no-man’s land by side-step-
ping the laws that govern warfare,
where necessary simply redefining the
rules of the game. The court ruling up-
holds the Military Commissions Act

[ passed by Congress in 2006, which

states that ‘enemy combatants’ may
not file claims in US courts. But, as
US civil rights lawyer Michael Ratner
explains in his excellent book about
Guantanamo:*

“The administration is using the
term enemy combatants for combat-
ants captured in Afghanistan and Iraq
who should be classified as prisoners
of war. That is what the Geneva
Conventions require...Enemy combat-
ant is a sort of catch-all phrase, to
which no status or rights apply under
international or domestic law and
which the administration thus be-

lieves it can use to treat people as it
wants’.

The Geneva Conventions cover

everyone captured in the arena of war.
Those operating outside the strict
framework of a war between nations —
‘terrorists’ — are provided for under
domestic criminal law. No one, how-
ever heinous their crime, is outside the
law. By defining the events of 11
September 2001 as a declaration of
war rather than a terrorist act, and
launching its global ‘war on terror-
ism’, the administration can claim that
the entire world is a battlefield and
anyone picked up in that battlefield is
an enemy combatant and therefore
comes under military legislation. If
classed as POWSs, those captured in
Afghanistan would have had to be
freed once that war was over. But the
war on terrorism is a perpetual war,
with no end in sight — and thus the
administration justifies keeping the
Guantanamo detainees locked up in-
definitely with no possibility of legal
redress other than military tribunals,
where they never see the evidence and
where confessions extracted by tor-
ture are admissible.

Britain, covertly, is taking steps
down the same road. There are non-
British citizens swept up as alleged
suspected terrorists and illegally
detained without charge. One, Reda
Dendani; who is Algerian, broke

through the secrecy surrounding these

by the Geneva Conventions. The use
of stress positions, short-shackling,
withholding of food and medical care,
sleep deprivation, exposure to ex-
tremes of temperature, beatings and
psychological torture are all routine.
All constitute degrading or cruel treat-
ment prohibited by international law.
Detainees are questioned for up to 18
hours at a time, sometimes chained to

'Conditioning’ detainees for interrogation has become the hallmark of the war on terror

cases, to write from Long Lartin
prison: ‘[The Home Office] has tres-
passed its limits by ordering my
detention in a high security prison
against my will without any charge...
I'm not allowed to know and there-
fore to cross-examine what is held
against me...I'm fighting a ghost...I’'m
in the UK’s version of Guantanamo’.
He has been held almost continuously
for four years.

Torture

As early as January 2002, Alberto Gon-

zalez, then Counsel to the President

and now Attomney General, wrote to

President Bush arguing that the Gen-

eva Conventions should not apply to

Taliban or Al Qaida prisoners for three

reasons:

e not applying them would eliminate
‘any argument regarding...POW
status’;

@ the war on terror ‘renders obsolete
Geneva’s strict limitations on the
questioning of enemy combatants’;

@ not applying the Conventions would
‘substantially reduce the threat of
domestic criminal prosecutions...
under the War Crimes Act’.

In other words, the administration

planned to use, or was already using,

brutal and inhumane methods to extract
information from detainees and wanted
to be sure it could continue to do so
with impunity.

Guantanamo is an interrogation
camp, something absolutely banned

iron rings on the floor, and refused
food or water or toilet breaks. The
FBI, CIA and US Department of
Defense have all taken part in interro-
gations, as have Britain’s MI5 and
Israel’s Mossad.

In 2003, Guantanamo camp com-
mander Major General Geoffrey D
Miller was sent to Iraq to ‘Gitmoise’
Abu Ghraib prison, in particular to
teach techniques to ‘facilitate’ inter-
rogation by ‘softening up’ prisoners.
By the spring of 2004 the whole world
saw what such techniques involved
as horrific pictures of sadistic and sex-
ual torture of Iraqi prisoners by US
and British troops were broadcast
around the world. Serving soldiers
from the Queen’s Lancashire Regi-
ment told British newspapers that
such practices were widespread. By
2005, militias trained by the US and
Britain, as well as private contractors
involved in running jails throughout
Iraq, were discovered routinely tortur-
ing prisoners, including wholesale
starvation, beatings and the use of
electric drills.

Green light for torture
‘What I saw in that cell wasn’t interro-
gation...it was torture as far as I'm
concerned. It was barbaric.” (unidenti-
fied soldier, Panorama, ‘A Good Kick-
ing’, BBC1 13 March 2007)

The court case held in February and
March concerned the brutal treatment
meted out to nine Iraqi hotel workers

captured by the Queen’s Lancashire
Regiment in 2003, One of the men,
receptionist Baha Mousa, died afler 36
hours of beatings with his head shoved
down a latrine and 93 separate injuries
on his body. The men’s jailer, Corporal
Donald Payne, admitied the war crime
of treating the nine men ‘inhumanely’
but was cleared of manslaughter. This
means that no one will now be held to
account for the murder of Baha Mousa.
According to Panorama, the army and
investigators colluded to ensure those
responsible were never even charged.
Lieutenant Craig Rodgers and his men,
who, the programme alleges, were re-
sponsible for the worst of the brutality,
did not appear in the dock. Over the six
months of the £20m trial, soldiers
replied ‘I do not remember’ to more
than 650 questions. Lt Rodgers has
since been promoted to captain and is
now in Germany training troops for
Iraq and Afghanistan.

At their ftrial, the defendants
claimed that beating, hooding, forced
stress positions and sleep deprivation
were used as ‘conditioning’ to ‘soften
up’ prisoners ahead of ‘tactical ques-
tioning’. The court heard that this was
in contravention of the Geneva Con-
ventions and the laws of armed con-
flict but was ‘accepted practice’ and
sanctioned by top officers. In fact,
under the Geneva Conventions, a
command to mistreat a prisoner is an
illegal command and carrying it out
constitutes a war crime.

Panorama’s harrowing reconstruc-
tion of the Iragis’ ordeal was shocking,
not only in its portrayal of casual, rou-
tine brutality, but also in exposing what
a travesty the claim of ‘interrogation’ is.
After just a day and half the men would
have said or signed anything to make
the torture stop. Two days after the
broadcast, the Pentagon trumpeted the

confession of Khalid Sheikh Moham-
med whom they claim is the Al Qaida
No 3'. He admitted his absolute rtes-
ponsibility ‘from A to Z' for every
attack ever planned or carried out by Al
Qaida. He had been held by the FBI and
CIA for four years and tortured —
including the use of ‘water-boarding”
(partial drowning) — in secret interroga-
tion camps before being flown to
Guantanamo in September 2006.

This is imperialism unrestrained by
laws or morals, operating as it knows
best — with a bloodied and iron first.
Britain and the US are guilty of crimes
against humanity. They must be
brought to justice.

* Guantanamo: what the world should
know, Michael Ratmer and Ellen Ray, Arris
Books 2004, £8.99

Cuban economy grows
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o maintaln its programme for repairing and

 upgrading hospitals and polyclinics;
» continue its international medical mis-

even though aggression agalnst Cuba has
been intensified by the US government. We
have the right to be proud of what we have
achieved and of our capacity for resistance,
to build a project that little by little Is being
throughout the world."
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2007 BRIGADE TO CUBA
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May. A full report of the brigade’s activities will appear In FRF1 197.



In the previous issue,’ we
showed how Charles Post's

attack on the theory of

imperialism, the material basis
for the labour aristocracy, was
factually and theoretically
flawed. In this issue, we

discuss Post's own

explanations of reformism

and struggle.?

ose who reject the theory of

the labour aristocracy® create a

difficulty for themselves: they

must find some other explana-

tion for the stubborn hold of

reformism on the mass of the working

classes in the imperialist countries. Post

takes three runs at it but never clears the
bar.

Attempt number one

He first tries to blame the labour
bureaucracy: ‘the bureaucracy of the
labor movement is the social foundation
for ... reformist practice and ideology
in the labor movement’. After a couple
of pages developing a sociological
explanation of bureaucracy — based on
material privilege — Post realises that he
still hasn’t answered the question of
why workers support these bureaucrats:
‘Why do most workers, most of the
time, accept reformism?’

Attempt number two :

The hold of reformism — you see - is
because workers are satisfied so long as
the bureaucracy delivers: ‘the continued
hold of reformism over the majority of
workers requires that labor officials
“deliver the goods” in the form of
improved wages, hours and working
conditions’. Yet Post immediately runs
into trouble for, as he shows himself,
the bureaucrats haven’t been able to
‘deliver the goods® for years. We still
need an explanation of reformism.

Attempt number three

It turns out that this is inherent in capi-
talism: ‘The objective, structural posi-
tion of workers under capitalism pro-
vides the basis for collective, class radi-
calism and individualist, sectoralist and
reactionary politics’. The working class
can’t take one step forward without tak-
ing two steps back. For Marx, by con-
trast, ‘the working class is revolutionary
or it is nothing’. For Post, the working
class is reactionary: objectively, struc-
turally, it is condemned to ‘individual-
ist, sectoralist and reactionary politics’,
The result is that:

‘the stronger sections of the working
class...defend their positions by organ-
izing on the basis of already existing
ties against weaker, less organized sec-
tions. They can take advantage of their
positions as Americans over and against
foreigners, as whites over and against
blacks, as men over and against women,
as employed over and against unem-
ployed, reformism proves

‘Strikes can be utterly reactionary. The successful Ulster Workers Council strike of May
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1974 by Loyalist workers brought down the ‘power-sharing' executive and strengthened

the grip of imperialism over Ireland.

socialism. Reformism and reaction are
not objective structural consequences of
capitalism afflicting the entire working
class, but temporary, historical conse-
quences of imperialism. Part of the
working class, the labour aristocracy,
acts as a brake on the overall struggle
with the ruling class, passively acqui-
escing in or actively supporting their
betrayal and repression. It is a sad fact
that, for example, during the Civil
Rights Struggle in the 1950s and 1960s,
the US labour aristocracy stood aside as
millions of black workers struggled for
equality.

But after all, struggles for civil rights,
against immigration controls, for the
right to abortion and so on, are not, for
Post, the ‘real’ struggle. The ‘real’
struggle, you see, is in the workplace:

‘Only through the experience of collec-
tive, class activity against the employ-
ers, starting at but not limited to the
workplace, can workers begin to think
of themselves as a class with interests in
common with other workers and
opposed to the capitalists. Workers who
experience their collective, class power
on the job are much more open to class

— and anti-racist, anti-sexist, anti-mili-
tarist, anti-nativist — ways of thinking.”

Rather than join with workers who,
whether ‘starting at’ the workplace or
not, are already anti-racist, we have to
wait around in the workplace, hoping
for the racists to wise up. It’s clear that
Post unconsciously assumes that his
workers are generally white, male and
employed. After all, how many black or
Hispanic workers are spontaneously
racist? How many women workers are
sexist? And what are the unemployed to
do?

Post’s entire theory of revolution
rests on the crude idea that ‘workers’
self-organization and self-activity in the
workplace struggles is the starting point
for ... an effective challenge to working
class reformism’. Workplace struggle
supposedly automatically dispels re-
formist illusions: ‘Without the experi-
ence of such struggles, workers will
continue to passively accept reformist
politics or, worse, embrace reactionary
politics’. This being the 21st century
and Post being anti-racist, anti-sexist
and all those good things of course,
other struggles are important — sort of.
But, really, Post implies, it ain’t a seri-
ous struggle unless it’s in the work-
place.

Post gives himself theoretical air
cover for this idea by appealing to
Marx:

‘As Marx pointed out, it is through the
workplace and union struggles that the
working class “becomes fit to rule” —
develops the organization and con-

sciousness capable of confronting capi-
tal.”

Apparently Post recalls Marx’s quote
via Hal Draper. Actually, Marx (and
Draper) ‘pointed out’ something com-
pletely different — in fact, quite the
opposite. Post leaves out just one word.
Marx did not say ‘fit to rule’. He said
“fit for political rule’ [our emphasis].
Here’s what he really said:

‘Whereas we tell the workers: “You
have fifteen, twenty, fifty years of civil
wars and peoples’ struggles [‘Biirger-
kriege und Vélkerkimpfe'] to go
through, not only to change the condi-
tions but in order to change yourselves

and make yourselves fit for political
mule¥tA

For Marx, it isn't workplace struggle
that makes workers ‘fit to rule’, but
political struggles. What, then is the
role of ‘workplace struggle’ in Marxist
theory?

Marx, Engels, the trade
unions and ‘workplace
struggle’

Marx and Engels became very closely
engaged with trade unions and their
struggles through their work in the
International Working Men’s Associ-
ation (IWMA), the ‘First International’

as it became known subsequently. Their

reflections are very instructive.
~ Marx and Engels were' the first
socialists to recognize the importance

Labour Arigtocracy I
reformism
and reaction

of trade unions or ‘combinations’, as
they were sometimes known at the time
they wrote. They recognized that the
union was the most basic form of work-
ing class organization, created in order
to prevent competition between work-
ers for jobs from driving their wages
down. By uniting or combining, work-
ers put an end to individual competition
and confronted the capitalists as united
wage labourers against employers, over
the wage relation.

‘Trades’ Unions originally sprang up
from the spontaneous attempts of work-
men at removing or at least checking
that competition, in order to conquer
such terms of contract as might raise
them at least above the condition of
mere slaves. The immediate object of
Trades’ Unions was therefore confined
to everyday necessities, to expediencies
for the obstruction of the incessant
encroachments of capital, in one word,
to questions of wages and time of
labour.**

Despite this limited aim, as explained in
the Communist Manifesto, communists
fully support such struggles: ‘The
Communists fight for the attainment of
the immediate aims, for the enforce-
ment of the momentary interests of the
working class’.

Trade unions give the working class
collective power and give it organiza-
tional skills. Although developed in the
course of spontaneous defence against
the capitalist class, it prepares them for
more far-reaching tasks:

‘If the Trades” Unions are required for
the guerilla fights between capital and
labour, they are still more important as
organised agencies for superseding the
very system of wages labour and capital
rule [sic].”’

They have to serve as

‘organising centres of the working class
in the broad interest of its complete
emancipation’.

[n order to do so, they must support, not
just workplace struggles, but

‘must aid every social ﬂ{ld Potisical
movement tending in that direction.

They must embrace not only unionised
workers, but all workers:

‘considering themselves and acliing as
the champions and representatives of
the whole working class, they cannot
fail to enlist the non-society men into
their ranks.”’

They must help workers who are not so
powerful:

‘They must look carefully after the
interests of the worst paid trades, such
as the agricultural labourers, rendered
powerless by excepticral circumstan-
ces.’

They must make evident that they are
struggling in the interests of the entire
class:

*They must convince the world at large
that their efforts, far from being narrow




and selfish, aim at the emancipation of
the downtrodden millions.*

And, since Marx was writing for an
audience of different nationalities, he
did not need to explain what was obvi-
ous to them all: the intemational dimen-
sion of these obligations

Strikes and workplace
struggle

As a devotee of “workplace struggle’
Post is particularly excited by strikes,
Yet strikes are just tactics, and individ-
ual workplace struggles are battles, not
the war. Engels could write to
Bemstein, in 1879:

‘One can speak here of a Jabour move-
ment only in so far as strikes take place
here which, whether they are won or
not, do not get the movement one step
further. To inflate such strikes ... into
struggles of world importance, ... can,
in my opinion, only do harm.’®

Strikes can be utterly reactionary. The
successful Ulster Workers Council
strike of May 1974 by Loyalist workers
brought down the *power-sharing’ exec-
utive and strengthened the grip of impe-
rialism over Ireland. In Poland in 1980-
82, the Solidarnosc (‘Solidarity’) trade
union organized strikes and disruption
to bring down socialist Poland, leaving
the working class impoverished, unem-
ployed and forced to emigrate in the
hundreds of thousands in search of
work.”

Clearly, what is decisive is whose
interests are served by the strike.

Beyond strikes

Post doesn’t spell out in detail how
workplace struggle develops, but we are
left with the impression that, if work-
place struggles simply increase in vol-
ume and intensity, they will, somehow,
left to themselves, turn into something
different. But workplace struggles have
their limits:

‘the attempt in a particular factory or
even a particular industry to force a
shorter working day out of the capital-
ists by strikes, etc, is a purely economic
movement’.'?

To emancipate itself, the working class
must take its struggle beyond the work-
place, confront the capitalist class as a
whole over the conditions of, not just
this or that workplace, but of the entire
working class:

“On the other hand the movement to
force an eight-hour day etc law is a
political movement. And in this way,
out of the separate economic move-
ments of the workers there grows up
everywhere a political movement, that
is to say a movement of the class, with
the object of achieving its interests in a
general form, in a form possessing a
general social force of compulsion.’

Organisation and struggle in trade
unions provide preparation and training
for this political struggle. These politi-
cal struggles, in turn, help develop this

However, Marx is not saying that
economic somehow automati-

spirit of generalization and revolution-
ary passion. Only the General Council

can provide them with this, and thus
accelerate a truly revolutionary move-

ment here and, in consequence, every-
where,''

Thus, the economic struggles can
only fully tumn into political &tﬁ]gnlc: as
a result of the intervention of the most
advanced section of the working class
to raise the class consciousness of the
rest of the class. This is what changes
the class from being a class in itself. to a
class “for itself”,

‘The Communists...point out and bring
1o the front the common interests of the
entire proletariat,.. are...practically, the
most advanced and resolute section of
the working-class partics of every coun-
try, that section which pushes forward
all others...theoretically, they have over
the great mass of the proletariat the
advantage of clearly understanding the
lines of march, the conditions, and the
ultimate general results of the proletar-
ian movement.’'

The economic struggle and
the political struggle

Far from economic struggles building
up and turning into political struggles,
some of the most momentous political
developments for the working class
grow out of political events and catalyse
economic struggle.

The IWMA was founded as an initia-
tive originally led by English trade
unionists. Yet, if we were of the mind-
set where everything depends on ‘work-
place struggle’ we would look in vain
for the strikes we might expect to bring
it about. In fact, the IWMA was
founded as the result of great political
struggles of the British working class,
of demonstrations of its (then) interna-
tionalism.
® The British working class was sponta-
neously sympathetic to the US Republic
and the great mass of working people
supported it during the Civil War.
Meetings were held all over the country
in support of the United States, culmi-
nating in the great meeting in London
on 26 March 1863, organized by John
Bright and trade unionists.

@ When the Italian republican Garibaldi
visited London in April 1864 he
received an enthusiastic welcome from
the British working class.

@ Polish independence, too, had the
support of the working class. Another
great meeting was organized by trade
unionists in London on 22 July 1863
and made an appeal to French workers
for solidarity. A joint public meeting in
support of Poland was held on 28
September 1864 and led to the founding
of the IWMA.

Political struggle can in fact be the
catalyst for economic struggle! Many
are familiar with Marx’s remark that
labour ‘cannot emancipate itself in the
white skin where in the black it is
branded’. But not so many are aware of
the context of his remark:

‘In the United States of North America,
every independent movement of the
workers was paralysed so long as slav-
ery disfigured a part of the Republic.
Labour cannot emancipate itself in the
white skin where in the black it is
branded. But out of the death of slavery
a new life at once arose. The first fruit
of the Civil War was the eight hours’
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boots of the locomotive from

‘Itis a sad fact that ... during

gl

nomic issues. Although it agitated for
the eight-hour day and extension of the
franchise, leading to the Reform Bill of
1867, Marx saw that the way forward
for the working class internationally
against Capital lay through support of
the Irish struggle for independence

‘England ... [is] ... the only country in
which the material conditions for this
revolution have reached a certain
degree of maturity. It is consequently
the most important object of the Inter-
national Working Men's Association to
hasten the social revolution in England.
The sole means of hastening it is to
make Ireland independent. Hence it is
the task of the International everywhere
to put the conflict between England and
Ireland in the foreground, and every-
where to side openly with Ireland.”'®

This is a world removed from the “pri-
macy of workplace struggle’.

imperialism. Lenin has already antici
pated Post’s argument

‘In countries more advanced than
Russia, a certain reactionariness in the
trade unions has been and was bound to
be manifested to a much stronger
degree than in our country. Our Men-
sheviks found support in the trade
unions ... precisely because of the craft
narrowness, craft egotism and oppor-
tunism. The Mensheviks of the West
have acquired a much firmer “footing”
in the trade unions; there the crafi-
union, narrow-minded, selfish,
hardened, petty-bourgeois
“labour aristocracy,” imperialist-mind-
ed, imperialist-bribed and imperialist-
corrupfed, emerged as a much stronger
stratum than in our country,""

case

covetous,

There was no significant ‘imperialist-
minded, imperialist-bribed and imperi-
alist-corrupted’ labour aristocracy in

the Civil Rights Struggle in the 1950s and 1960s, the US

]

labour aristocracy stood aside as millions of black workers struggled for equality.’

Can the labour aristocracy
really be revolutionary?

After his flawed attempts to undermine,
empirically and theoretically, the eco-
nomic aspects of the theory of the
labour aristocracy, Post cites historical
examples which, he claims, demon-
strate that the ‘best paid industrial
workers' are generally revolutionary or
radical, while lower-paid workers have
been ‘unorganized or apolitical’. Post is
in embarrassing company: a century
ago, Eduard Bemstein, the notorious
revisionist in the German Social Demo-
cratic Party, asserted that:

‘in the socialistic movement in
England, just as elsewhere, the better-
paid — that is, the educated — workmen
of higher mental endowment form the
picked troops. One finds in the assem-
blies of socialist societies only very few
so-called unskilled workmen.”"”

For revisionists like Bernstein and Post,
there is no imperialism and, conse-
quently there can be no bribery of the
workers — it is just a matter of differ-
ences in pay and education, For revolu-
tionaries, it is not a question of the best-
paid workers, but of their relationship to
imperialism,

. Post claims that ‘the most important
counter-example’ to the theory of the
labour aristocracy ‘is the Russian work-
ing class in the early 20th century’:

Russia! Could it be any plainer? Unlike
in the more developed imperialist coun-
tries,

‘the general situation in our country is
inimical to the efflorescence of “social-
ist” opportunism among the masses of
the workers. In Russia we see a whole
series of shades of opportunism and
reformism among the intelligentsia, the
petty bourgeoisie, etc; but it constitutes
an insignificant minority among the
politically active strata of the workers.
The privileged stratum of workers and
office employees in our country is very
weak.'?!

Post’s ‘most important counter-exam-
ple’ falls flat on its face.

By referring only to the level of pay,
and not to the relationship to imperial-
ism, Post mischievously equates those
bribed by imperialism and those who
are not.

*The mass base of the left, antiwar wing
of the pre-First World War socialist par-
ties and of the postwar revolutionary
Communist parties were relatively well
paid workers in the large metalworking
industries. ... The French and ltalian
Communists also became mass parties
through the recruitment of thousands of
machinists who led the mass strikes of
the postwar period. These highly paid
workers were also overrepresented in
the smaller Communist parties of the
United States and Britain.’

This indeed proved to be the case - and
the source of unceasing problems.
Prec they were drawn
ialist-minded, imperial-

elves of their support for colonial-
q!\?h'mmmmoluﬁur
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to cope

Parties in Great
v and other

FIGHT RACISM! FIGHT IMPERIALISM! 9

with the colonial invasions perpetrated
by the bourgeois class of their coun-
tries? What have they done from the
day they accepted Lenin’s political pro-
gramme to educate the working ¢lass of
their countries in the spirit of just inter-
nationalism, and that of close contact
with the working
colonies? What our Parties have done in
this domain is almost worthless.’

masses in the

Again, Post's misrepresentation falls
flat on its face as soon as we look at it
close up

We'll spare Post the embarrassment
of exploring his quaint notion that
Britain experienced a ‘proto-revolution-
ary mass struggle’ in 1967-75. Yet, he
coolly ignores the much more important
struggles of the Irish people against
British imperialism, the risings of black
youth in 1980-81, and the miners’ strike
of 1984-85. If reality doesn’t suit his
argument, he simply ignores it

In other cases, he ignores the signifi-
cance of anti-imperialist struggles in
enabling the metropolitan struggle to
advance. Take Portugal, 1974-75. Post
conveniently forgets that the revolution
was prepared, not by workplace strug-
gle (that developed later) but by 20
years of armed ‘people’s struggles’ led
by revolutionary communists in the
Portuguese colonies in Africa. But, of
course, they weren’t white, ‘“Northern’
or in the workplace.

Conclusion

Post tries to portray the privileged

labour aristocracy as the vehicle of

socialism. In fact, he only manages to

score own goals. His historical exam-

ples blow up in his face. His whole

political theory of ‘workplace struggle’

tries to restrict the struggle, not to

advance it, to confine it to economic

struggle and to leave imperialism, the

enemy of working people throughout
the world, untouched. The most impor-
tant struggles in the United States today
are those against the war and in support
of immigrant workers. But Post’s poli-
tics don't lead us into bartle alongside
the most advanced workers — the immi-
grant workers struggling for their rights
— but divert us into the dead-end of
waiting for the most backward section

of the US working class to tumn revolu-

tionary.

Steve Palmer
US correspondent
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PALESTINE:

New National Unity

government

On 17 March the Palestinian Legislative Council (PLC) met in Gaza
City and Ramallah and voted 83 to 3 in support of the National Unity
government proposed by Hamas and Fatah. The three votes against
included two Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine (PFLP)
members of the PLC who opposed it on the grounds that the political
programme of the new government is a retreat from the prisoners’
National Reconciliation Document, the publicly-declared basis on
which a unity government was to be formed. Missing from the vote were the 41 members of the PLC
who were being held in Israeli prisons, the majority detained without charge. BOB SHEPHERD reports.

f the 25 ministers in the

new government 11 are from

Hamss, six from Fatah, four

from smaller parties and
four are independants. Two of the
most important ministries, Foreign
and Interior, have been filled by
independents and the Finance Min-
istry by the US-educated Salam Fay-
yad, a member of the small pro-im-
perialist Third Way party. Hamas’s
Ismail Haniyeh continues as Prime
Minister with a Fatah member as
Deputy Prime Minister.

The agreement between Hamas
and Fatah was an unexpected devel-
opment as all previous attempts to
form 2 unity government had broken
down over Fatah’s condition for join-

ing: that Hamas remounce violence
(that is, resistance to occupation),

recognise Israel’s right to exist and
adhere to all previous international
agreements signed by the PLO. It fol-
lowed on deadly clashes between
Hamas and Fatah forces in Gaza
which had led Haniyeh to declare that
‘the US and Israel’s strategy was to
prevent the formation of a national
unity government and instigate a
Palestinian civil war’.

Between 24 January and 6 February,
when talks began in Mecca between
the two sides, over 50 Palestinians
were killed in the fighting which
started when Fatah members of the
Palestinian Authority (PA) security
forces in the north of Gaza attacked
Hamas members of the Executive
Force. On 25 January there was a
rocket-propelled grenade (RPG) at-
tack on the house of the Hamas

by the Palestinian resistance forces in
June was being held there,

A second ceasefire was declared on
3 February, and talks sponsored by
Saudi Arabia on a national unity gov-
ernment began in Mecca on 6 February.
On 8 February Hamas and Fatah signed

Foreign Minister Mahmoud Al Zahar
in Gaza. The Hamas Interior Minister
declared that Mohammad Dahlan was
behind the attacks and that he was
leading a ‘mutiny” trend in Fatah that
was acting in the interests of the US
and Israel. A ceasefire agreed on 30
January almost immediately broke
down. The next day, Bush authorised
the immediate transfer of $86m to
Abbas to boost his security forces. On
1 February, Hamas forces stopped a
convoy of trucks from Egypt carrying
arms for Abbas’s Presidential Guard;
in the resulting fighting over 20
Palestinians were killed. The same
day, Fatah forces attacked the Islamic
University in Gaza City using mortars
and RPGs, causing millions of dollars
of damage. It was reported that they
believed the Israeli soldier captured

Palestinian Prime Minister Haniyeh
with President Abbas

the Mecca Accord. The basis of the Ac-
cord was set out in a letter of entrust-
ment presented by Abbas to Haniyeh
asking him to form a new govern-
ment; ‘to work in order to achieve its
national goals as was approved by the
Palestine National Council, the clauses
of the Basic Law and the National
Reconciliation Document...to respect
international resolutions and the ag-
reements signed by the Palestinian
Liberation Organisation (PLO)’.

Abbas and Fatah have been forced
to retreat from their immediate aim to
exclude Hamas from the Palestinian
government by a combination of mass
popular opposition to the growing civil
war and the strength of Hamas’s mili-
tary resistance. The letter of entrustment
represented a major retreat by Fatah as
it did not mention imperialism’s three
demands as set down by the Quartet of
the US, UN, EU and Russia,

In agreeing to form a unity govern-
ment Hamas is hoping that the inter-

national isolation of the PA will be

broken; for this to happen, though,

they will be forced to give more politi-

cal authority to Abbas and hig pro-

imperialist allies. These moves will

risk weakening and undermining the

anti-imperialist forces in the Pales-
tinian government. The response of
imperialism to the new government
exposed divisions in the approach of
the US and European states. Norway
immediately recognised the govern-
ment; Italy also declared its support
and the new Palestinian Foreign Min-
ister was invited to visit France and
Belgium for talks. Russia also de-
clared its support. Margaret Beckett,
the British Foreign Minister, in wel-
coming the formation of the unity
government bemoaned the fact that it
had not accepted the Quartet’s condi-
tions but indicated that Britain will
deal with ministers who are not mem-
bers of Hamas. A similar position was
put forward by the US government but
with no indication that it will end its
economic blockade of the PA. Israel
has declared that it will not have any
dealings with the new government and
will continue to withhold Palestinian
tax revenues; it will though keep its
contacts with Abbas.

One of the first decrees passed by
Abbas after the formation of the new
government was the appointment of
Zionist and US stooge Mohammad
Dahlan as his National Security Ad-
visor. This was immediately opposed
by Hamas, Salah Bardawil, its PLC
spokesman declaring ‘Dahlan is a pro-
vocative personality and we have just
escaped a critical internal situation,
involving infighting and the killing
of people. He was one of the most
noticeable figures during the fight-
ing...he is persona non grata in the
Palestinian street’. This is the first
open expression of what will be a
continuing conflict within the unity
government between the pro and anti-
imperialist trends represented there.ll

British imperialism in Vietham

Many people, including much of the Left, believe that British troops did
not fight in Vietnam and that Britain gave the US political, but not
military, support. For instance, Peter Taaffe of the Socialist Party in
Socialism Today (November/December 2003), comparing Prime
Minister Wilson to Blair, claims that Britain did not send troops to
Vietnam and that Wilson played the role of peacemaker. The
Communist Party of Great Britain made a similar point in the Weekly
Worker on 15 March 2001. This is a myth. Britain fully supported the
US in Vietnam and even had troops there. THOMAS ATKINS examines

the evidence.

1945-1954

On 2 September 1945, Ho Chi Minh,
the leader of the Viet Minh proclaimed
Vietnam independent on behalf of its
people. The Japanese occupation and
Vichy French colonial troops had been
disarmed. France, the pre-war colonial
power, was in no position to intervene.
Britain sent its 20th India Division to
occupy Vietnam on behalf of the
f rearmed the fascist Jap-

Vichy troops and re-im-

ancient Greek for ‘two-faced’ — an ac-
curate description of the ‘diplomatic’
support given by both the Tories and
Wilson’s Labour government for US
policy in Indo-China. In February 1965
the US began its ‘Rolling Thunder’
bombing campaign of North Vietnam.
Britain promised ‘unequiyocal support’.
Just two days after the attacks began
Labour Foreign Secretary Michael
Stewart told the British Embassy in
Washington of the ‘military necessity
~of the action.’

 Intelligence

our own liberals.’

That year prominent Labour Party
member philosopher Bertrand Russell
resigned from the Labour Party afier
51 years over Vietnam and Labour’s
‘shameful betrayal’. In contrast Tony
Benn — still a Labour Party member
today despite his professed opposition
‘to the war in Iraq — joined the Labour
government as a minister and kept his
mouth shut in conformity with the
principle of ‘Cabinet collective re-
sponsibility’.

military radio traf-
t on to the US. MI6

the British embassy
C b

The Anglo-Dutch oil company
Shell provided the US armed forces
with fuel throughout the war. The
British crews of the British-registered
Shell tankers were paid a war bonus.
In the 2001 Discovery TV documen-
tary The authorised history of the Royal
Air Force, Captain David Green of the
RAF claimed to have been a Beverley
transport pilot based at Nui Dat be-
cause the US did not have military
transport aircraft capable of landing
on short airstrips hacked out of the
jungle, Throughout the war the RAF

supplied US troops from RAF Butters-

worth in Malaya and from Hong Kong,

Personnel

In September 1961, Tory Prime Mini-
ster Macmillan appointed Brigadier
Sir Robert Thompson as head of the
British Advisory Mission Vietnam
(BRIAM). Both Tory and Labour ad-
ministrations claimed that BRIAM was
a civilian advisory team. It was noth-
ing of the kind. During the 1950s, in
Malaya, Thompson was involved in
developing a strategy to put down a
communist-led liberation movement.

~ They brought the rural population into

fortified villages, cutting them off from
the freedom fighters, and imposed
collective punishments. Massive areas
of the countryside were declared ‘free-
fire zones.” The British used head
hunters as mercenaries and tortured
prisoners. Thompson brought this strat-
egy to Vietnam where it developed
into the infamous Strategic Hamlets
programme. BRIAM also trained US
and South Vietnamese troops at the
British Army jungle warfare school in
Malaya. From 1962 to 1963, over 300
South Vietnamese troops were trained.

In summer 1962 Britain mounted a
military expedition into Viemam com-
manded by Colonel Richard Noone.
Noone, an MI6 officer and special
forces soldier, was involved in using
Malayan and Burmese Defence Force
soldiers and mercenaries who spoke
the same dialect as some Vietnamese
tribes, to act as interpreters between
US special forces and South Viet-
namese troops and fight against the
liberation forces. This was in violation
of the Geneva Accords.

There is evidence that British spe-
cialist troops and special forces served
in Vietnam. Websites for British veter-
ans reveal that over 70 campaign serv-
ice medal Vietnam clasps were issued
to British troops. The recipient would
have had to serve at least 28 days in
the theatre of operations. The US
Library of Congress records that on 18
January 1964 a US Army Huey heli-
copter attacking enemy positions
crashed into the South China Sea. Two
crewmen were rescued and two posted
as missing in action, but Wing Com-
mander Allan H Lee RAF was posted
as killed in action,

On 28 July 1965 Bundy did propose
to President Johnson that Britain be
paid a billion dollars for a brigade in
Vietnam. Johnson rejected the idea, but
is alleged to have quipped to Wilson
‘At least give me a bagpipe band.’ The
evidence shows that Britain had already
provided a great deal more, ]
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B e blood never dried: a people’s history of the British Empire,
John Newsinger, Bookmarks Publications 2006, £11.99

John Newsinger presents his book The blood never dried:
A people’s history of the British Empire, as a riposte to
contemporary apologists for imperialism such as Niall
Ferguson. His own argument, however, is far more dan-
gerous for the anti-war movement, as it seeks to justify a
continued alliance with the Labour Party through its left
wing. This is the strategy of the SWP, of which Newsinger

is a member.

he SWP openly backed Lab-

our until the 1997 general

election despite the increas-

ingly reactionary programme
of ‘New Labour’. Now this is unten-
able: Labour has lost all credibility
amongst anti-war activists. As a
result the SWP has been forced to
provide more covert support which
continues the alliance with Labour’s
left wing, but which also seeks to
build an alternative, a more credible
Labour Party, Respect. Newsinger
provides an ideological defence for
this standpoint.

The first chapters of The blood
never dried deal with episodes of
British colonialism in the 19th century
which particularly illustrate the bar-
barity and naked greed of the British
ruling class: its support for slave plan-
tations in Jamaica, the Irish famine
of 1846/47, the Opium Wars against
China, its savage suppression of the
1857 Indian Mutiny and its conquest
of Egypt and Sudan in the 1870s and
1880s. But when Newsinger moves
into the 20th century and deals with
the 1916 Easter Rising his reactionary
standpoint becomes evident.

Lenin welcomed the Rising, con-
demned those who called it a putsch,
and used it to expose the doctrinaire
concept of a ‘pure’ social revolution.
Against those who argued that it was
‘premature’ he said:

‘It is only in premature, individual,
sporadic and therefore unsuccessful
revolutionary movements that the
masses gain experience, acquire
knowledge. gather strength and get to
know their real leaders, the socialist
proletarians, and in this way prepare
for the general onslaught.’

Newsinger rejects this. He com-
plains ‘if only the rebels had waited’
(p102) and although he concedes that
‘Lenin provided the starting point for

any analysis of the Easter Rising’, he
~ adds that *he [Lenin] lamented the

fact “that they rose prematurely, when
the European revolt of the proletariat
had not yet matured”™ (p102) without
referring to Lenin’s subsequent com-

rialism. Critically, Labour refused to
recognise the Dail Eireann in 1918
to which the mass of Irish people
had given their allegiance; it
objected to the British use of force
not out of concern for the victims
but because it might tumn them
towards revolution. Labour favoured
self-determination only if a subse-
quent Irish constitution ‘afforded pro-
tection to minorities’ and prevented
‘Ireland from becoming a military or
naval menace to Great Britain’ which
together conceded the need for parti-
tion and a continued occupation. (see
David Reed, Ireland, the Key to the
British Revolution, 1984)

This takes us to the central point.
Newsinger does point out that the
Labour Party has always been pro-
imperialist, saying for instance that:
“While Tony Blair, Gordon Brown and
the New Labour government might
well have dispensed with just about
everything the Labour Party stood for,
as far as domestic policies are con-
cemned, with regard to imperialism
they are very much in the Labour tra-
dition’. (p10)

But what is this tradition? How and
why did it arise? Newsinger cannot
explain since he implicitly rejects
Lenin’s developments of Marx and
Engels’ positions on the nature of
British imperialism, its impact on the
British working class and the develop-
ment of opportunism as a necessary
trend within the working class move-

thc-"r are of vast importance to us...If these
interests
 the life of this country would be a con-

THE BLOO
NEVER DRIgD

A People's Histor
of the British Empire

lenge capitalism and inequality. From
the outset, it represented the interests
of a privileged stratum of the working
class, the labour aristocracy, and de-
fended the source of those privileges —
British imperialism. Labour’s estab-
lishment was a retrograde step for
the working class since it entrenched
the power of the labour aristocracy
against the mass of the working class

after the defeat of the unskilled union
movement in the late 1890s. Labour’s
reactionary role as a bastion against
communism was consolidated with
the Party’s 1918 constitution and later
with its takeover of the Labour and
Socialist International.

Newsinger can as little account for
Labour’s absolute commitment to de-
fending the colonial empire in 1945-
51 as he can for its earlier opposition
to Irish self-determination. Although
he cites the fabulous profits the
Anglo-Iranian Oil Company made in
this post-war period (p165), he misses
out Bevin’s key concern when he
quotes the Labour Foreign Secretary
as saying that ‘the Middle East was an
area of “cardinal importance...second
only to the United Kingdom itself™”
(p167). Let Bevin himself explain:

‘His Majesty’s Government must
maintain a continuing interest in that
area if only because our economic and.
financial interests in the Middle East

, were lost to us, the effect on
on in the standard of

- A dangerous view

of this country’. (Cited in Robenrt
Clough, The Labour Party: A party fit
for imperialism, p87)

The same weakness is evident
when Newsinger deals with both the
dollar-earning capacity of Malaya's
tin and rubber industries and the ac-
cumulation of sterling balances from
the colonies — which were essentially
forced loans (p207). Newsinger ag-
rees that ‘it was under Aftlee’s gov-
ernment that British colonies were to
be most ruthlessly and successfully
exploited® (ibid). But he does not
describe the political consequences.
For that we have to turn to one of his
sources who concludes that through
the manipulation of the sterling bal-
ances, ‘the colonies were compelled to
subsidise Britain’s post-war standard
of living...the Labour government
used colonies to protect the British
consumer from the high social price
which continental countries were then
paying for their post-war reconstruc-
tion’. (DK Fieldhouse in R Ovendale,
The foreign policy of the British
Labour government 1945-51, pp96,
99). Relative social peace in Britain
was bought at the expense of the colo-
nial people.

Newsinger thus detaches the eco-
nomics of imperialism from its poli-
tics. He compounds this by belittling
the independent interests of British
imperialism post 1945. True, he refers
at times to the global character of
‘British interests’ (p181, p221) or to
‘British capitalism’s global interests’
(p228). But he never concedes that
such ‘interests’ reveal the predatory,
parasitic character of an imperialist
power or that Britain has remained the
second major imperialist power
throughout this time. Far from it: in
his introduction Newsinger says he
wants ‘to explore the process of
British subordination to American
imperialism that has taken place since
the Second World War’ (pl1), saying
that after Suez, ‘both Conservative
and Labour governments have aspired
to a subordinate role in the American
Empire. This remains the situation
today and it will continue when Blair
has gone. In opposing our own gov-
emment, we are participants in the
global fight against American imperi-
alism’ (ibid).

Newsinger’s crude anti-US politi-
cal standpoint starts with the Labour-
led British intervention in Korea in
1950 where he argues that British
intervention was no more than Britain
paying a ‘blood price’ for its alliance
with the US (p217), adding that ‘The
cabinet decided that “British land
forces should be sent in order to con-
solidate Anglo-American friendship
and to placate American public opin-
ion". British troops were to fight and
die in an American war' (p218,
emphasis added).

It is one thing to say that British
imperialism is a junior partner of US
imperialism. But to characterise this
as ‘dependency’ minimises Britain’s
significance as the world's second im-
perialist power and Newsinger achieves
this by omitting any of the relevant
facts (for which see David Yaffe's arti-
cle in FRFI 194). He is part of an anti-
American tradition in British social
democratic politics which dates back
more than 50 years. Thus the CPGB
declared in its 1952 political pro-
gramme, the British Road to Soc-
ialism that ‘the subjection of Britain
to American imperialism is a betrayal
of the British people in the interests

~of big business...In the economic

sphere, Britain has been turned into a
satellite of America’ (p7). Tony Benn
holds a similar position, writing in

only 2004 that “f thers s a role for Brtain

that would make sense it would be as
an independent nation’, whilst cau-

tioning that ‘if we began moving in
this direction...the response in the
White House. ..could be explosive as
they face the world without Britain as
its colony’. (Socialist Campaign Group

News, June 2004) This, from the
President of the Stop the War Co-
:lllillln, draws outl the reactionary |ng|r,

of Newsinger’s argument very clearly

What are the political consequen-
ces? Whilst Newsinger says (p10) that
‘Labour politicians invented a tradi-
tion of anti-imperialism for the con-
sumption of Labour Party members’,

he also says ‘many Labour Party
members, or more likely today, ex-
members, and some Labour MPs cer-
tainly have been anti-imperialists and

believe in this tradition’ (pl0 and,
similarly, p146). Yet he cites only one
instance where such internal opposi-
tion could be argued to have made a
difference in preventing British
troops being sent to Vietnam (al-
though hundreds were sent covertly).
Even then, they were unable to pre-
vent the Wilson government from giv-
ing full support to the US’s onslaught.
Otherwise left Labour MPs have been
completely powerless.

Lenin was very precise about what
was required of anti-imperialists,
arguing that the ‘fight against imperi-
alism is a sham and humbug unless it
is inseparably bound up with the fight
against opportunism’. In other words,
such Labour members would have to
break with and fight openly against
the imperialist and racist party to
which they belong. Instead, the anti-
American standpoint Newsinger sets
out continues to tie the working class
to the middle class and bourgeoisie,
and hence to the Labour Party: it is a
defence of opportunism.

Emest Bevin

In conclusion, Newsinger fails to
explain the material basis for Labour’s
imperialism. He reduces Britain’s posi-
tion in the post-war period as the sec-
ond most powerful imperialist power
to a mere dependant of the US.* His
‘anti-imperialism’ can include any Lab-
our reactionary who mouths anti-US
sentiments. Lindsey German’s recent
call to welcome previously pro-war
MPs as new recruits to the anti-war
movement (Socialist Review, Septem-
ber 2006) is a case in point. A few
weeks later, a mere dozen such MPs
supported a call for an inquiry into
the war thereby illustrating the bank-
ruptcy of such a strategy. Anti-imperi-
alists must oppose it.

Robert Clough

* Some might point to other SWP representa-
tives as acknowledging the existence of
British imperialism. For instance, Chris Har-
man writes that ‘New Labour Prime Minister
Tony Blair is commonly referred to as George
Bush's “poodie”. This sums up the subordi-
nate position Britain plays in relation to US
Imperialism. Bult it also underestimates the
degree to which British capitalism has its
own imperialist interests’ (Interational Soc-
ialism 99 Nod). Harman sees a military de-
pendency on the US, but he also refers to ‘the
decline in the economic importance of the
[British] empire in the 1950s and 1960s’'
without explaining how and why Britain's
overseas Investments remain second only to
thase of the US, or what their political signifi-
cance is. Like Newsinger, he separates the
politics of imperialism from ts economics.
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Raising the debate
on socialism

Il Democracy and revolution: Latin
America and socialism today, DL Raby,
Pluto Press 2006, £18.95, 280pp

military and a clear majority of the
people, and this has been decisive in
defeating the attempted coup and a
series of crippling strikes. Raby
believes that the policy of ‘endo-
genous development’ (a mixture of
state-owned enterprises, workers’ co-
operatives, and private capital) will
meet the demands of the people. In
this context a deeper analysis of the
current position of national and inter-
national capital in Venezuela would
have been useful. How much power
will have to be taken away from the
national bourgeoisie and multination-
als if the land redistribution and em-
ployment programmes are to work?
What will be the likely reaction?

Democracy provides the dynam-
ism necessary to carry a revolution
forward. This is undeniable, but as
Raby points out, Venezuela’s socio-
economic system is still predominant-
ly capitalist. Venezuela may find that
if it is to face down the threat of impe-
rialism it has to settle for something
less than a perfect democracy at the
present time. It’s clear that Raby sup-
ports Cuba, but at times she verges on
being apologetic about its political
system, when, as she acknowledges,
the Cubans have good reason to be
concerned about protecting revolu-
tionary power.

Raby shows several similarities
between the Cuban and Venezuelan
experiences. Both movements arose
largely independently of existing poli-
tical parties and were not explicitly
socialist at the outset. Both empha-
sised the importance of a new type of
grassroots democracy, and both have
had strong, charismatic leaders, who
enter into a direct relationship with
the oppressed classes, interpreting and

the capitalist class. A single party sys-
tem is not antonymous to dcmncrac_v,
and, on the contrary, in Cuba, has pro-
vided the unity needed to camy the
Revolution forward and create a more
profound type of democracy. She
describes the system of ‘popular
power’, whereby representatives are
directly elected at every level, and in
which the Communist Party and mass
organisations are forbidden from in-
terfering. However, she criticises what
she regards as the more restrictive
nomination procedure above munici-
pal level, and says that debate at the
national assembly is controlled by the
Communist Party. She concedes that
‘It is possible to justify this as neces-
sary in the face of US sabotage, but it
cannot convincingly be described as
fully democratic’. This is a conces-
sion: the overriding issue for the Cu-
bans must be to defend the Revo
lution, and this may at times require
limitations to a form of democracy
which still remains superior to that in
bourgeois nation states.

Raby says that Venezuela is, in
some ways, a more relevant example
for others to learn from. She is hope-
ful that Venezuela will carry through
a revolution and, at the same time,
build a participatory democracy that
is fully open at every level. In this
respect she is inspired by the success
of grass roots organisations such as
the Bolivarian Circles, land and
water councils and ‘Units of Endo-
genous Battle’, which are described

- in detail.

Raby recognises that Venezuela
has a long way to go in challenging its
national oligarchy, which still holds
huge economic power, but she is opti-
mistic. Chavez has the support of the

The premise of this book is that a new
type of revolutionary movement, in-
spired by the example of Cuba and
Venezuela, is now a real possibility
with imperialism and neo-liberalism
in crisis. This follows the defeats the
Left suffered with the collapse of the
socialist bloc. DL Raby analyses the
Cuban and Bolivarian revolutions, as
well as the defeats in Chile (1970-3),
Nicaragua (1979-90) and Portugal
(1974-5) and attempts to draw lessons
for revolutionary movements else-
where.

At a time when commentators in
both the mainstream and the Left
press talk about ‘transition’ in Cuba,
and refer casually to it as a ‘dictator-
ship’ or a ‘deformed workers’ state’,
this book offers an important alterna-
tive analysis. For Raby, ‘the Cuban
Revolution, for all its faults, continues
to represent the most advanced attem-
pt to build socialism anywhere in the
world; but this makes it all the more
important to defend Cuba and analyse
it critically’. Raby seeks to understand
the unique features of the Cuban Rev-
olution and explain how it has man-
aged to build and maintain a socialist
democracy despite US hostility and

the extreme hardships of the Special
Period, which, as Raby points out,
would have caused a state without
~ * mass popular support to fall within a
‘matter of weeks. -~ p

‘Raby makes no apologies for Cu-
ba’s single party democracy and de-
votes a chapter to analysing the way in
which pluralist liberal democracies
are used to maintain the privileges of

T
T

responding to their demands. From
these characteristics, together with her
analyses of the defeats in Chile, Nic-
aragua and Portugal, Raby draws les-
sons for revolutionary movements else-
where. A successful movement should
be rooted in national popular culture
and committed to participatory democ-
racy. It should transcend conventional
political parties and institutions and
remain ideologically pluralistic. Further-
more, a strong leadership is essential
(often producing an individual charis-
matic leader like Fidel or Chavez)
which must be determined to seize
state power.

The signs of such a movement
emerging in Europe are thin on the
ground, but Raby is encouraged by the
size of the anti-war movement, and
also by the electoral gains of various
Left parties in Europe, such as Comm-
unist Refoundation in Italy, or Respect
in Britain. She admits that none of
these forces has revolutionary poten-
tial alone, yet sees them as a possible

basis for a new popular movement.
However, she does not consider
whether the lessons of Cuba and Ven-
ezuela can be applied to movements
in imperialist countries, where there is
a privileged section of the working
class politically tied to imperialism.
What would she now make of Com-
munist Refoundation voting to keep
troops in Afghanistan, or to stop cam-
paigning against the occupation of
Iraq? Or of the collapse of the anti-
war movement in this country?
However, with its broadly positive
assessment of the Cuban Revolution,
this is an important book. As Raby
says, the Cuban Revolution is the
most advanced attempt to build
socialism anywhere, and the Left in
this country should not just support it,
but seck to leamn from its example.
Raby is to be commended for raising
the level of the debate on the way for-
ward for socialism.

Sam Rae

Hamas:
to government

H Hamas: A beginner’s guide, Khaled
Hroub, Pluto Press 2006, £11.99, 170pp

During the first Intifada Hamas
refused to participate in the popular
committees, the beginnings of mass
popular power, which emerged in the
early stages of the uprising against
Zionist occupation. It actively op-
posed the Palestinian left’s call for
civil disobedience to undermine the
Zionist administration in the West
Bank. Hamas was

the fledgling Palestinian Authority for
their stance.

Hroub looks at the tension within
Hamas between the political tasks it
faces as part of the Palestinian nation-
al liberation struggle and its religious
ideology and social agenda. He points
out that although Hamas is an Islamist
movement, many of its supporters are
atheists or Christians and indeed Ha-
mas stood Christian candidates in the
2006 elections, one of whom is now
the Minister of Tourism. His explana-
tion is that in the eyes of the Pal-
estinian people in the West Bank and
a, Hamas represents the principles
- national  liberation struggle
cupation. ‘Palestinians sup-
tever movement holds the
istance against that occu-
omises to defend the
 of freedom and self-
this juncture of his-
Hamas the defender
he idea of establish-

Khaled Hroub was born in a refugee
camp in Bethlehem and is curmrently
director of the Arab Media Project at
Cambridge University. His Hamas: a
beginner’s guide i clear, concise

‘many others have been assassinated

from left opposition

but points out that women disappear at
leadership levels. ‘Compared to the
broader Palestinian national move-
ment, where many female figures
have left a political impact at the pub-
lic and leadership level, Hamas wo-
men are almost invisible to the outside
world.” When Hamas formed the Pal-
estinian government it appointed only
one woman to the cabinet as the min-
ister of women’s affairs which Hroub
argues perpetuates traditional conser-
vative attitudes.

Hroub states that Hamas was both
surprised and totally unprepared when
it won the 2006 elections by a land-
slide. The movement was suddenly
faced with the task of goveming Pal-
estine and making the transition from
resistance movement to a governing
party. He looks at the grass-roots
social work of Hamas through its net-
work of Islamic charities in the West
Bank and Gaza which provide health,
education and welfare, In November
2003 there were 120,000 Palestinians
receiving monthly financial assistance
and 30,000 more getting annual all-
owances. This sustained devotion to

- the needs of the poor and a lack of cor-

ruption helps to explain the success of
the movement and its mass base.
Hroub reminds us that many of
Hamas’s political leaders come from
poor backgrounds and still live in

odest homes in refugee camps
among their popular base and that

by the Israeli government.

However Hamas’s commitment to
the oppressed, according to Hroub,
does not move beyond charitable
handouts and welfare to building a
movement that represents the inde-
pendent interests of the working class
in Palestine: ‘In practice Hamas mem-
bership includes merchants, business
people and the rich as well as the mid-
dle class and poor. Qutside Palestine,
rich Muslim business people in the
Gulf Countries and other Muslim
places represent the majority of fund-
ing’. In this context, Hroub says that
Hamas puts forth no particular eco-
nomic ideology, although he says that
it ‘subscribes to the widespread belief
within the circles of Islamist move-
ments that Islam encourages free ent-
f:rps:ise and enshrines the right to hold
individual property’(p69).

I would recommend  this book to
anyone interested in understanding the
current political struggle in Palestine.

Barnaby Mitchel
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Rye Hill prison staff on
trial for manslaughter

A jury at Northampton Crown Court has heard that a
prisoner at privately-run Rye Hill prison committed
suicide less than three weeks after making serious
allegations of corruption against five officers. Three
former members of staff are charged with
manslaughter by gross neglect. One of them, along
with another ex-officer, is charged with conspiring to

pervert the course of
justice. It is believed to be
the first time in over 30
years that prison staff
have stood trial in
connection with the

death of a prisoner.

ERIC ALLISON reports.

cution that in March 2005, 23-

year-old Michael Bailey from
Birmingham was found hanging in
his cell in the segregation umit at
Rye Hill prison near Coventry. He
was on suicide watch following a
rapid decline in his mental state
which began shortly after being put
in segregation.

The former Director of Operations
at Rye Hill, Steve Hepworth, told the
court that he had an hour-long meeting
with Michael Bailey after he had made
the allegations against staff. Bailey had
been ‘very coherent, switched-on, con-
fident and articulate’. However, when
the two men met again two weeks later
‘in the segregation unit, he had become
2 “frightened, incoherent figure who
mumbled away while sat on his bed’.
Under cross-examination, Hepworth
conceded that Bailey would have
been vulnerable if information about
his allegation of corruption had got
out. He agreed Bailey had passed on
‘highly sensitive information that, if
correct, would implicate prison officers
in criminal conduct’ and that a move

Thc court heard from the prose-

HMP Rye Hill

to another prison should have been
considered.

The court was also told that at the
time of Michael Bailey’s death, senior
management at Rye Hill were investi-
gating 25 separate intelligence reports
relating to trafficking or other inap-
propriate behaviour by prison staff.

Dan Daymond, Paul Smith and
Samantha Prime are charged with the
manslaughter of Michael Bailey. The
thrust of the prosecution’s case is that
they ignored the waming signs in the
days leading up to his death. On one
occasion he stripped naked in the exer-
cise yard and walked around reciting
the Lord’s Prayer. Another time he

told a member of stalf that he was
ready to be baptised and to die,
Michael’s mother, Caroline, visited
her son two days before he died. She
told the court that Michael was norm-
ally a self-confident and positive young
man who took care of his appearance
but had not showered or changed his
clothes for a week. There were culs
and scars on his chest and neck which

HMP RYVE AL

Michael told her were self-inflicted.
He said he had tried to commit suicide
using a string tied around his neck but
that the noose had broken under his
weight. Ms Bailey said that her son
was in a highly emotional state on the
visit, repeatedly bursting into tears
and saying that staff had told him that
his family were dead.

Later that evening she telephoned
the prison and passed on her concerns
to Samantha Prime, who worked on
Edwards wing, where Michael was
held before going to the segregation
unit. In police interviews, Prime de-
nied the conversation took place.

The prosecution told the jury that if

- wrong mustn't ba held to account. But we
~ know that prison doesn't wark, in view of
~the high reoffending rate, so it's time for

Ms Bailey had told Samantha Prime
about the marks on Michael’s neck
and his admission of sel(-harm and the
officer had done nothing about it this
would amount to gross negligence.

The jury heard that Bailey was
placed in a cell containing a ligature
point and was allowed to keep his
shoelaces and that although the staff
were supposed Lo carry out daily ‘fab
ric checks’ on all cells, the one where
Bailey died had not been checked for
weeks. The jury was told that the
failure of Paul Smith, the segregation
unit manager, to order these checks
and to organise proper suicide watch
checks amounted to gross negligence
on his part.

Prosecuting counsel, Rachel Brand
QC said that Bailey should have been
checked six times an hour by staff but,
when he was found dead at 12 noon
on 24 March 2005, nobody had seen
him for an hour, He had been found
hanging by a ligature formed by a
shoelace, threaded through a hole in a
metal panel on the inside of his door.
Ms Brand said that there was no doubt
that he had taken his own life but that
he had been failed by prison staff,
whose duty was to safeguard him, par-
ticularly with their knowledge of his
mental state. Without their gross neg-
ligence, if they had done their duties
fully and properly, Michael Bailey
would not have been able to take his
own life.

Ms Brand said that after the alarm
was raised, custody officer Dan Day-
mond told his colleague, Ben King, to
forge entries in the Suicide and Self-
Harm Book. King is then said to have
falsely entered the times 11.09, 11.17,
11.30 and 11.45 in the book with the
words: ‘in cell’.

As the trial continues, prison staff
appear to be relying on the defence
that Global Solutions Ltd (GSL), the
private company that runs Rye Hill, is
to blame, rather than they as individu-
als, as they were not properly trained
to do their jobs. The jury was told by
defence counsel that a month after
Bailey’s death the Chief Inspector of
Prisons visited Rye Hill and found that
most officers were ‘fairly new and
young’ with “far less experience of jail
than the long-term prisoners in their
care’. The inspectorate had voiced very
serious concerns about safety at the
prison and had singled out the ‘below

flowing, and the Prison Service lurching
from one crisis to another. And the ongo-
ing abuse of human rights in our gaols,
shameful in the 21st century, must be
addressed, otherwise Labour has no
right to call itself a 'modem’ govern-
ment.

My only child Sarah, 18, was the
youngest of the six women who died in
the so-called care of Styal Prison. | am
angry that a further 34 women have died
from self-inflicted injuries in women's
prisons in England since my daughter's
death in January 2003. Many of the
women were mothers who have left
behind motherless children. Home Sec-
retary John Reid likes to think he is
‘tough’ on crime. But | wonder if he
understands how tough it is for the chil-
dren whose mums have died in the ‘care’
of his prisans.
~ No-one is saying people who do

some common sense — and, hopefully,
humanity - to enter the debate.
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standard’ monitoring of prisoners re-
garded as being at risk of suicide or
self-harm,

The barrister representing former
prison guard Paul Smith told the jury
that despite Rye Hill having a policy
dictating that stafT should have a mini-
mum of a year's experience before
working in the segregation unit, in
early 2005 three virtually untrained
staff were on the unit at the Warwick-
shire prison: one had only two months
post-training experience; another had
been an operational officer for 16 days
and the third had not received his
Home Office security clearance

GSL is a massive corporation which
runs prisons, immigration detention
centres, prisoner escort services and
a myriad of related projects. In Britain
it manages Rye Hill, Altcourse and
The Wolds (criminal prisons for adult
males), Yarl's Wood, Campsfield
House, Tinsley House and Oakington
(immigration prisons), Medway and
Rainsbrook Secure Training Centres
(prisons for children). It also runs pris-
ons and detention centres in Australia,
South Africa and on Christmas Island
in the Indian Ocean. GSL has a 25-
year £35m PFI contract to design,
build, finance and operate Manchester
Magistrates Court and a £400m 30-
year contract to construct and service
the new GCHQ government spy build-
ing in Cheltenham. It should indeed be
held to account for the death of
Michael Bailey, along with those of all
the prisoners and detainees who have
died in its establishments. However
this does not mean that the individuals
who brutalise or neglect prisoners and
then blame their bosses should be able
to wipe their hands and walk away.

From Wormwood Scrubs to Abu
Ghraib, on the all-too rare occasions
in which the state is compelled to
prosecute its own for crimes against
the oppressed, the fall-out is similar:

the little people blame those at the
top and those at the top keep their
distance. The staff from Rye Hill are
right to blame a multi-million pound
corporation for exploiting both them
and prisoners like Michael Bailey to
make a fat profit, but this does not
exonerate them for theirr own indif-
ference and neglect. Custody officers
who do nothing to prevent deaths of
prisoners should be on trial but they
should not be alone in the dock. M

Dovegate

In March another private prison,
Dovegate in Staffordshire, was the
subject of a critical Chief Inspec-
tor’s Report. Dovegate, which holds
860 prisoners and is operated by
Serco, was last inspected in 2003
when the inspection team found
staff were low in numbers and inex-
perienced, and criticised the prev-
alence of drugs and bullying. The
latest report quotes a survey of
prisoners in which 56% said that
ey had felt unsafe at some point —
more than double the pigpoertion
in similar prisons and far higher
than in 2003. Foreign nationals
were reported to feel acutely at risk.
More prisoners complained of being
threatened, intimidated or assaulted
by staff than in other similar estab-
lishments.

On 29 January, a month before
the publication of the report, ar-
ound 30 prisoners refused to return
to their cells and allegedly set fire to
dustbins and smashed TVs. Accor-
ding to press reports, the distur-
bance lasted six hours and was
brought to an end after 120 officers
were brought in from other prisons,
including Stafford, Any FRFI read-
ers.in prison who have more infor-
mation about this incident are in-
vited to send us accounts or updates
for publication, |




Fighting back against imperialism

Fight Racism! Fight Imperialism! has
been busy over the past two months
organising mectings and demonstra-
tions in support of those fighting back
against imperialism internationally or
involved in struggle in Britain.

Support asylum seekers!
We have been actively supporting asy-
lum seekers who have taken a stand

(DRC). The Labour government sup-
ported the fake elections in the DRC and
is deporting asylum secekers on charter
flights under the pretence that the DRC
is safe. London comrades have also con-
tinued pickets on the first Tuesday of
every month at Communications House
reporting centre for asylum seekers.
Come and join us,

In Newecastle, through involvement

against racist deportations. In London
on 10 February FRFI activists took part
in a picket of Harmondsworth Detention
Centre to demand its closure. Later in the
month FRF1 helped organise a de-
monstration at the Home Office to stop
the deportation of families back to dan-
gerous and life-threatening conditions in
the Democratic Republic of Congo

GURNTNAMO!
1s THIS

FRFI protest in Trafalgar Square to mark the fourth anniversary of the invasion of Iraq

with Tyneside Community Action for
Refugees (TCAR), FRFI has been work-
ing closely with asylum seekers facing
deportation. This has included two Kur-
dish families who were snatched in dawn
raids and taken to Yarl’s Wood detention
centre and then Heathrow airport. The
Erdogan family and the Dagon family
both physically resisted their removal
and were taken off the aeroplanes as the
pilots refused to fly. TCAR held emer-
gency demonstrations outside the
Government Offices North East in res-
ponse to the snatches of both families.
FRFI comrades are building support for
the pledge of resistance in local commu-
nities and are working together with
anarchists who are monitoring the activi-
ties of the North Shields Immigration
Reporting Centre. We will show the gov-
ernment that they cannot simply ‘disap-
pear’ people. Together we are stronger
and the government’s actions will have
political consequences on the streets.

On 3 March TCAR joined with New-
castle College Student Union and ESOL
(English for Speakers of Other Lan-
guages) staff and students to organise a
march and rally against the Labour gov-
ernment’s proposed cuts to funding for
ESOL. Along with denial of the right to
work and a parallel and inferior welfare
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system, cuts to ESOL funding are an-
other attempt by the Labour government
to divide asylum seekers from others in
Britain who are also under attack, and to
prevent any united fight back.

Another TCAR family, Joy and her
daughter, received notification that they
would be deported to Jamaica on Wed-
nesday 14 March, despite a pending citi-
zenship claim by her daughter. TCAR
organised a national media campaign
and as a result the deportation was
frozen. The media focused on the fact
that Joy’s sons had served in the British
Army, with the front page of the /nde-
pendent carrying the headline: ‘Your
country needs you...but not you: sol-
diers’ mother faces deportation’.

A TCAR delegation attended the
Glasgow No Borders conference with a
proposal to coordinate national actions
in defence of asylum rights. TCAR
argued for the need to take a collective
approach and defend the interests of all,
recognising the limitations of a legal sys-
tem that is geared towards failing asylum
seekers. Also in Glasgow, on 7 March,
FRFI joined a militant demonstration
against recent deportations to the DRC.
Around 80 asylum-seekers gathered out-
side the immigration courts, with chant-
ing and singing against dawn raids and
deportations.

On 7 March in Manchester the
Congo Support Project (CSP) held a
lively demonstration outside the Asylum
and Immigration Tribunal on Mosley
Street. It was supported by FRFI mem-
bers through the North West Asylum
Seckers Defence Group (NWASDG).
More than 100 protesters from DRC
attended, together with some other anti-
racist campaigns..

Another of the British state’s disgust-
ing, racist institutions, kept out of the
public eye, is Dallas Court Immigration
Reporting Centre in Salford Quays.
NWASDG has been organising protests
outside the building for almost a year,
and now more asylum seckers are begin-
ning to do the same. The CSP called a
demo on 13 March from 12 noon to 2pm.
1t was attended by around 250 Congolese
refugees, supported by NWASDG and
FRFI, some Libyan activists and other
anti-racist individuals. For more than 20
minutes the demonstrators blockaded the
entrance to Dallas Court, forcing it to be
temporarily closed, and gave speeches
about British imperialism’s reactionary
record in DRC, and demanding the right
to stay. When the police attempted to
arrest one black man for ‘picking up a
brick’ or ‘other offensive object’ (a mys-
terious thing which was never found) the
crowd physically rescued him from the
arms of two cops. When it was discov--

ered that Rosetta, a Congolese woman
signing on, had been detained at the cen-
tre, the demo demanded her release and
extended the protest by 2'/2 hours.
NWASDG are calling further protests
outside Dallas Court

Stop the war!

FRFI has been active against the brutal
occupation of Iraq. On 17 March in Traf-
algar Square in London, FRFI held an
anti-war demonstration as part of the
International Day of Action against the
War. Written in large chalk letters on the

Victory to the Intifada!
In London, weekly demonstrations con-
tinue against Marks & Spencer on
Oxford Street because of the company’s
support for Zionism. In Manchester on
17 February we held a picket of Marks &
Spencer on Market Street. The Man-
chester protest against M&S continues to
gather new supporters. A successful picket
was also held in Rochdale a week later,
FRFI also attended the opening meet-
ing of the Enough! Coalition in London.
Enough! is an organisation formed in
large part by the leadership of the Pales-

ground were the words ‘655,000 dead in
Iraq”. British people and tourists also
signed messages of resistance in many
languages. We were joined by Kurdish
and Turkish comrades from the MLKEP.
On the same day in Manchester a protest
was organised with the Stop the War-
mongerers (see Roundup FRFI 195), in
Piccadilly Gardens to mark four years
since the invasion of Iraq. The local Stop
The War Coalition called a ‘die-in’ protest
on the same day at the same time in Albert
Square, a quarter of a mile away.

In Newcastle FRFI activists have
continued their work with Tyneside Stop
The War Coalition (TSTWC), engaging
in joint activities whilst putting forward
the principled demand of a break from
the Labour Party. On 24 February a
Troops Out demonstration took place in
the centre of Newcastle, called by FRFI
and supported by Tyneside STWC. On
17 March FRFI activists staged a protest
outside a Shell petrol station in the East
End of Newcastle to highlight British
multinationals’ ambitions in the plunder
of Iraq, which was joined by members5f*

e
Tyneside STWC.

Congo Support Project demonstration in Manchester

tinian Solidarity Campaign. One of the
main conditions for joining Enough! is
to hold to the principle of non-violence.
We wrote and asked if non-violence
applied to Palestinians living under occ-
upation. Enough! didn’t answer and
rejected our application to join.

Viva Cuba!
Work in solidarity with socialist Cuba
has continued around the country. At the
London School of Economics there was
a meeting organised by the FRFI society.
The highly political discussion was
about revolution and democracy in Latin
America and the main speaker was
author DL Raby (see review page 12).
In the last year Rock around the
Blockade has raised over £3,000 to sup-
port the work of the Union of Young
Communists in Cuba (UJC). In Aprl a
brigade will be going to Cuba to donate
this material aid and give political soli-
darity to the UJC. There will be report-
back meetings across the country in May.

Come and join us!

- Saturday 19 May, 12 noon

_Hpk,etoi Marks & Spencer, Market Street
~ Sunday 3June,2pm
 Cross Street Chapel

- For further details call 07816 547 066 or
- email meregfrfi@fsmail.net

Website: www.manchesterfrfi.co.uk

 Tocontact NWASDG: call 07779 189 794 or

- March and 12April. Contact us for details
- ofthe demo nearest to you,

Victory to the Palestinian people!

Report from RATB brigade ta Cuba

email fightback_05@yahco.com

Website: www.asylum-seekers-
defence,org.uk

LEEDS

RCG/FRF In Leeds are currently planning
new activities in the area

To get involved contact 07899 983 131, or
emall frfl_leeds@yahoo.co.uk

Congo Support Project
FRFl is supporting the national days of
action against deportations to DRC on 28
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disability benefit (30% of US

workers do)?! Isn’t the proletariat

defined as such by getting paid
less than the value of its labour? If
50, what justifies so many
American ‘workers’ receiving
such massive bonuses, and why
do they accrue only to the pockets
of the American working class
and not the world working class?
Are they paid for out of profits
created by American workers?
But over half of the US
bourgeoisie’s profits come from
super-exploitation according to
the gross underestimate given in
Mr Palmer’s own article. (FRFI
195) Further, according to the
same article, American workers
receive on average between
$14.72 per hour for service
workers (who create no
exchangeable commoditics and
are, strictly speaking,
unproductive/parasitic in
capitalist terms) and $25.14 per

Reply

The proletariat is not defined by
‘getting paid less than the value of
labour’. That would exclude the
unemployed, and capitalistically
unproductive workers. It is defined
as ‘the class of modem wage
labourers, who, having no means of
production of their own, are reduced
to selling their labour-powerin
order to live’ (Communist
Manifesto). The critical point that |
was making with the figures about
benefits was their unequal
distribution-within the working class.
“This point Clive does not refute but
just ignores: a huge section of the
US working class
does not share in imperialist
superprofits. What the ‘massive
bonuses’ are that Clive is referring
to, | have no idea. The figures | gave
for workers’ pay are not the US
average, but for a certain size of
establishment | gave them to make
aspecific point about large
companies. The definition of
‘service’ has nothing to do with

FRFI BCM Box 5909 London WC1N 3XX e-mail: editorial@rcgfrfi.plus.com
website: www.revolutionarycommunist.com

Underestimating the labour aristocracy

Since when does ‘the working
class’ receive paid vacation and
bank holidays (77% of US
workers do); healthcare insurance
(71% of US workers do); dental
coverage (46% of US workers
do); retirement benefits (60% of
US workers do); life insurance
(52% of workers do); short-term
disability benefit (39% of US
workers do); or long-term

hour for manufacturing workers
(an insignificant rump of US
waorkers in any case),

If we determine that all labour
cmployed by capital globally is
equally productive (and this is
being gencrous to the imperialist
country workers due to the far
greater intensity of work done in
Third World countries) then we
ought to divide the global GDP by
the number of workers and hours
worked annually. Doing so, we
find that the value of labour is
around $4-5 (above the average
income of a typical Third World
worker). What justifies the
massive wages plus subsidies that,
because they are somewhat
unevenly distributed, Mr Palmer
suggests point to the existence of a
large American proletariat? Mr
Palmer bemoans the fact that the
already absurdly inflated pay
packet of the average
unproductive American worker
has gone down in recent years,
whilst failing to mention that the
purchasing power of the same has
gone up. I am afraid that, as usual,
FRFI is downplaying the size of
the labour aristocracy which is, in
fact, the vast majority of the
population of imperialist countries
like the USA.

CLIVE
England

is defined, afflicts 11%-21% of the
population. Amongst the poor,
surveys show that about 13%
permanently do not have enough to
eat and much larger proportion have
food Insecurity — about 25 million in
the US experience temporary or
permanent hunger.

_ Clive's calculation of the relative
wealth of workers in imperialist and

oppressed countries Is simple,
Inviting and wrong. Marx devoted a
whole chapter of Capital (Volume 1,
chapter 22, 'National differences in
wages') to showing why this is

“invalid. Clive’s assumptions about

productivity are unjustified, not least
because workers in oppressed
countries do nof work harder or mare
intensively. Productivity is the result
of not just the worker effort but
of the means of praduction
(machinery, tools, energy) he or she
uses in work.

Clive shares with Post the belief
that all workers benefit equally from

 imperialist superprofis. At least Post

produced facts fo ry to back up his

her youngest child suffer from

Immigration officers snatch child from school

ln March, Julio Quinones, aged
10, who is Bolivian, was removed
from his classroom at Brunswick
Park primary in Camberwell, south
London, by immigration officers
armed with batons, put in a van
where his mother was already
waiting and driven away. His
teacher, Susannah Bellingham,
said they did not know where the
child had been taken and his

friends were left frightened and
bewildered. The school was given
less than an hour’s warning.
Bellingham told the Times
Lducational Supplement (16
March 2007): “We didn’t have
time to prepare our goodbyes. ..
I'm shocked that this is considered
acceptable practice. It seems cruel
to do that (o a child. He is being
plucked from his life here, which

Bring baok
Munasimongla g
Kanyama

- Sondiviging
Milles
7o R

Bring back Munasimenda Kanyama

I am seeking your support to
help me bring my husband,
Munasimenda Kanyama, home. He
was refused a visa in Zambia on 2
January 2007 on grounds that left
the family bewildered.
Munasimenda and I had been
living together in London since 26
September 2004 and we have six
school-aged children. On 1
November 2006 we got married in
Zambia, having gone there after an
immigration hearing in Britain
advised us that it would be best for
Munasimenda’s application if we
sought entry clearance as a married
couple. However he has not been
allowed to return to Britain. 1
cannot manage to look after the
children alone. One of them is

I am glad to hear that you are
working tirelessly in support of
reuniting me with my family, from
whom | have been disconnected
due to illegal and racist UK
immigration legislation. The
Willesden and Brent Times is also
publicising my case. The current
situation in Zambia is that on 2
January | was refused an entry visa
on the grounds that the British
authorities did not believe that | am
married to Kate, despite our
providing them with evidence of
the marriage certificate and
photographs of the wedding and all
bills relating to our staying
together in the UK for over three
years.

My solicitor and my wife have

suffering from sickle cell di I
am therefore campaigning to bring
my husband home.

KATE KANYAMA

London

pp this decision and
the Home Office has given until 6
June 2007 for a file to be received
from Zambia to facilitate a case

t, and it therefore
might take another year before a
hearing date can be set. Meanwhile

is really all he has ever known’,

More than 2,000 children
whose families have lost their
claims for asylum are detained by
the Home Office every year. The
Home Office has been accused of
targeting children and families,
rather than individuals, to boost
deportation figures. In the same
week, the Institute for Race
Relations released a report
accusing Britain and other
European countries of robbing the
children of asylum seekers of their
basic human rights,

To drag children out of school,
away from their friends and
community without warning and
incarcerate them in a detention
centre shows the level of
callousness to which this Labour
government has sunk in its racist
hostility to asylum seekers.

CAT WIENER
Camberwell, south London

I am unemployed, homeless and
unwell. My wife has brought me
enough medication to last up until
April. At the moment am residing
in a church sleeping on a small
mattress on the floor and church
members provide me with some
meals whenever possible. I miss
my family and | hope that you can
help me be reunited with them as
soon as possible, especially the
children who need me as a father
figure in the home for guidance,
love and protection.

The campaign to Bring Back
Munasimenda Kanyama! is
supported by the following
organisations: Africans Getting
Involved, United Kingdom
Coalition, RCG/FRF], Rain Trust,

ACP with the SUF, AHPN, OPAM
and by Brent East MP Sarah
Teather. A street event to publicise
my campaign took place in Kilbumn
Square on 10 March. | appeal for
support to help me be reunited with
my wife and family. Thank you all
for your support.
MUNASIMENDA KANYAMA
Zambia

Defend Ola and her family from deportation!

OIawumiAIao and her three
children, aged six, four and one,
were released on 13 March 2007
from Yarl’s Wood immigration
removal centre in Bedfordshire
after almost six weeks. They are
now back home in Liverpool from
where they were kidnapped by
snatch squads early on 1 February.

‘But for an injunction filed by her

solicitor, they would have been
deported by 5 February. Ola and

is B but were not given any

lived in Liverpool for the past 18
months without ‘absconding’,
reporting to Reliance House
regularly and keeping her children
in the local schools. Britain is
colluding with the Nigerian
government to rig the 2007
elections and plunder of Nigeria's
oil. Awar is raging in the Niger
Delta between the people and the
US and British-trained and armed
Nigerian army, the Joint Task
Force, a brutal official militia.

TForeign oil workers are being told

to leave Nigeria, while Britain tries
ta deport Ola!
ince September 2006, we
been campaigning against
's deportation. On hearing

Ola’s local councillors, who all
proved uninterested. One
councillor told us helping Ola was
‘out of my league’. Ola’s MP and
her children’s school were very
supportive ard rang Ola in gaol.
Many people wrote to the Home
Office and phoned Yarl’s Wood.
Eventually this public support
forced the racist Home Office to
grant Ola ‘Temporary Admission’.
Now they want her to ‘voluntarily”
leave Britain. Ola says, ‘I want to
calTy on campaigning’.

CHARLES CHINWEIZU
NWASDG

FRFI:
great analysis

Thnnks for David Yafte's
wonderful analysis of British
capitalism (FRFT 194). With its
help I've amazed at least one
friend who thought Blair had
merely taken leave of his senses.

Hardly less notable has been
Steve Palmer’s total refutation of
Charles Post’s sophisms (FRFI
195). 1t really is amazing to
observe the wilful self-deceits of
those who covertly support the
existing order yet claim to be its
critics,

JOHN 0'HIGGINS
Lelcester
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On 12 February 2007, 38 asylum seekers were
deported on a special flight from RAF Brize Norton to
Erbil in northern Iraq. On 26 February, 40 adults and
children were flown from Stansted Airport to Kinshasa
in the Democratic Republic of the Congo (DRC). As
Home Secretary John Reid steps up his drive to
demonstrate the increased efficiency of the
Immigration and Nationality Directorate, we can expect
more large-scale removals to war-torn countries

that Britain has decreed to be ‘safe’.

NICKI JAMESON reports.
Brize Norton to Erbil

Despite the continued stance of the
United Nations High Commissioner
for Refugees that the situation in
northern Iraq ‘remains tense and un-
predictable’ and that ‘careful consid-
eration’ must be given before any
deportations take place, the British
government has chartered planes to
send groups of asylum seekers to there
three times in the past two years.

In November 2005 an attempt to
deport 70 Iraqi Kurds was partially
averted with just 15 removals taking
place following a series of last-ditch
legal applications. One of the deport-
ations that did go ahead was subse-
quently ruled unlawful, resulting in
humiliation for the government, which
was forced to track down the asylum
seeker and bring him back. Having
learned nothing from this, on 31 Aug-
ust 2006 John Reid wrote to the High
Court, stating he would ignore any
challenge short of a full injunction to
the next planned mass deportation of
32 Iraqis.

Deportations to Iraq are likely to
increase, as the government is desper-
ate not only to prove to its critics that
it is not ‘soft on failed asylum seek-
ers’, but perhaps even more crucially
to establish, despite all evidence to the
contrary, that at least part of Iraq is
safe, now it has been ‘liberated’ and
‘democratised’ by the British and US

Around 60 people protested at Brize
Norton on 12 February as the latest
charter took off carrying 38 asylum
seekers. Reports say the plane landed
in Erbil, not at the normal passenger
terminal but in a cargo area, which
journalists and most airport workers
were kept away from. Members of the
ruling Kurdish Democratic Party’s spe-

cial police, the Asayish, were waiting
for the plane and some deportees were
beaten by airport guards as they were
herded onto a waiting bus.

Stansted to Kinshasa
Two weeks later, over 40 people, in-
cluding 19 children, were forcibly
removed on a charter flight to DRC.
Sixty demonstrators gathered at the
Homas Dffice . A

that the government was ‘conniving at
murder’ .

Although, unlike Irag, DRC is not
directly occupied by British and US
troops, the British Labour government
1s still keen to peddle the myth that it
is a safe place, following the election
last November of President Joseph
Kabila after a war that had ravaged the
country since 1998 and in which over
four million people died. While the
British media, when it mentioned it at
all, reported the war as an ‘ethnic’
war, this was not true. DRC has the
world’s largest deposits of copper,
cobalt, coltan and cadmium, as well as
large quantities of chrome, timber, tin,
rubber, oil, uranium, germanium, dia-
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to DRC

Demonstration at Home Office, 26 February, organised by Congo Support Project and FRFI

Mass deportations

Britain has made regular use of char-
ter flight deportations since 2001. Up
until the end of January 2006, 12,956
individuals had been removed on 320
flights at a cost of between £1,226,972
and £1,968,025 per annum. In the fol-
lowing year (February 2006-January
2007) there were 64 flights; the major-

charter flight deportation.

seekers to Congo?

about what is happening in DRC.

are here.

him? ~

him in 200 years time?

FRFl interviewed two Congolese refugees, Yannick and Dems after a mass
protest outside Dallas Court reporting centre in Salford which followed the

What is your view about the British government’s deportation of asylum

To deport people into the hands of the people who have killed five million
people is inhuman. Britain is picking on soft targets as a present to Kabila
and to prevent Congolese demonstrations informing the British people

What is your message to the British people?

Everyone wants to be in their country if there's peace - no one will choose
to be here without their family. The fact we are here shows that there must
be a problem in Congo. There is a war in our country. We ran away from
people who want to kill us. There’s no peace in our country that's why we

Britain says Congo is safe. What do you think?

If Congo is safe as the British government says, why are they going to
Maheba refugee camp in Solwezi, Zambia and bringing refugees [via GPP -
see main article] to live in Sheffield, Bolton, Hull and Rochdale? This is a
contradiction. And again, why is there no UN tribunal in Congo? Five million
people have died. This is genocide. Britain is asking for a war crimes tribu-
nal in Darfur, Sudan, but not in Congo? This is very shameful.

Tony Blair claims to be a champion of Africa. What’s your message to
Blair recently apologised for slavery. | say to him, don’t apologise for some-

thing that he did not do, but apologise for what he did in Iraq and Congo.
This is hypocrisy to apologise. Does he expect someone to apologise for

monds and gold and the war was for
contro] of these resources. According
to a 2003 UN report, high level politi-
cal, military and business networks
were involved in the organised theft of
DRC’s mineral resources, and by
2002 had transferred at least $5 billion
of state mining assets to private com-
panies, including 18 British firms
such as Anglo American, De Beers,
Afrimex and Barclays Bank. Since his
election Kabila has signed lucrative

ity of them part of Operation Aardvark
(51 flights removing 1,267 people to
Eastern European-countries) and Op-
eration Ravel (11 flights taking 259
people to Afghanistan).

The use of charter flight deporta-
tions looks set to continue and
increase. Though costly it appears that
the government has calculated that it
is still more cost-effective than de-
porting individuals on standard flights,
And, although group deportations will

inevitably be responded to by more
. widespread protest than those of indi-
 viduals, the state appears prepared to
weather that protest for now. Of course,
the deportation of individuals and fam-
ilies on routine flights has not stopped,
against airlines who carry
and the reactions of holi-

in the US

La Migra esta en el
Canal!...La Migra esta
en el Canal!

The streets are empty. Children are

afraid if they go to school, their par-
ents will no longer be there when
they return. Workers are afraid to go
to work; scared they may not see
their loved ones again. Many fami-
lies are too afraid even to go out to
get food.

No, this isn’t Baghdad, but the
Canal district of San Rafael in Marin,
an immigrant stronghold in the heart
of the wealthiest county in the United
States. The terrorists responsible are
the ‘Migra’, the Department of
Homeland Security’s Bureau of
Immigration and Customs Enforce-
ment who, as part of the cynically
named ‘Operation Return to Sender’,
are harassing and deporting immi-
grant workers across the US.

The Migra have been slinking into
the Canal in the early mornings, pre-
tending they are police: ‘The neigh-
bours have complained about the
noise’, ‘Is this your car?’ They drag
people out of cars, burst into homes
turning children out of bed, threaten-
ing them with flashlights, question-
ing them about their parents.
Children as young as seven have
been taken away for questioning.

Uprising at Campstfield
immigration prison

On 14 March guards at Campstield
Detention Centre tried to drag an Al-
gerian detainee from his room to deport
him. Other detainees tried to prevent
this and a revolt ensued. Thirty-five
police officers and a dozen prison ofii-
cers carrying shields were sent into
Campsfield in response. According to
Immigration Minister Liam Byme, 60
of the 200 detainees at Campsfield
have now been transferred to other de-
tention centres,

Tragedy and resista |
Scotland e

Qn 7 March Uddhav Bhandari doused
 himselfin petrol and set himself alight at

detention
STOP
deportations

i Asylum is not

1

acrime !
NO
Deportations

Organising against
immigration raids

Children have been left alone to fend
for themselves — calling hotlines ask-
ing for help, staying away from
school — or marooned at school if
their parents have been kidnapped
from work, unable to collect them.
Babies, separated from their mother’s
milk, have been hospitalised with
dehydration.

In Marin alone 65 people have
been arrested — although only five
were named on the warrants; 23 have
been deported. Others are back in the
Canal, under house arrest, tracked by
electronic bracelets.

But the fightback is beginning.
Hundreds took to the streets in protest
in San Rafael, most of them children.
The local mayor and civic leaders,
Democratic politicians and other dig-
nitaries condemn the raids, although
we know they won’t do anything seri-
ous to defend immigrants.

Protest is also taking place outside
the US. Guatemala has been bled dry
by US imperialism and 10% of its
population is in the US. When Bush
visited in March he was taken aback
to find even the Guatemalan President
denounced US immigration raids and
tens of thousands protested against
them in the streets of the capital.
Venceremos!

Steve Palmer, US correspondent

Solidarity with asylum seekers

the Asylum and Immigration Tribunal in
Glasgow’s Bothwell Street. The father of
twa fled Nepal six years ago but was fac-
ing a second immigration hearing which
could have led to him being sent back.
He died on 19 March, the latest victim of
the Home Office’s brutal asylum and
immigration policy.

On the very day Uddhav set
himself on fire, 80 asylum seekers and
supporters  demonstrated against the
tecent deportations to DRC outside
the same building. Militant speeches
condemned British and French im-
perialism for pouring arms into
Alfrica and making ceaseless wars,
while at the same time attacking the
people forced to flee from these con-
flicts.



