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EDITORIAL

Labour government:
public enemy no 1

n 1997, the overwhelming maj-

ority of the left urged us to vote

Labour. In the case of the SWP,
members tell us they were
‘ordered’ to vote Labour. Now as
the SWP bleats ‘this is not what
we voted Labour for', let us look
at what they urged us to support.

In the first place a racist party.
Labour never made a secret of its
support for immigration laws, or
of its intention to enact more
oppressive asylum legislation. Its
support for Britain's imperialist
interests was equally well adver-
tised. The left was certainly urging
us to vote for these, whatever
hand-wringing there has been
since over Yugoslavia.

The left also told us to vote for
a party that is financed by big
business and amms companies.
The US arms multinational Ray-
theon is a Labour Party donor. It
supplied the Tomahawks that
were fired by the British subma-
rine HMS Splendid on Yugoslavia,
It also supplies Patriot missiles,
and is now heading a consortium
to supply five AWACS aircraft for
£800m. The last Labour confer-
ence was sponsored by British
Aerospace, Labour continued to
export arms and Hawk aircraft to
the Suharto regime in Indonesia
as well as to fascist Turkey. Less
well known is that it has agreed
more than 500 arms export licen-
ces to India, and 128 to Pakistan.
There is a long tradition of British
arms dealers supplying both
sides in any conflict, a tradition
that Labour is happy to uphold.

Prior to the 1997 general el-
ection, FRFI constantly wamed of
Labour's totalitarian character,
speaking of its 'social fascism’. In
its determination to see Labour
re-elected, the left made light of
this. Now we see the results:
* Labour is even more enthusias-
tic in its use of 'gagging orders’
than the Tories were, In its first
two years it issued 50 Public
Interest Immunity Certificates to
prevent disclosure of state infor-
mation in legal cases, compared
to 30 in the last two years of the
Tory government. Of these 50, the
Northem Ireland Office has issu-
ed 28. The Ministry of Defence
has issued seven (none in the last
two years of the Tories). Robin
Cook has just issued one to pre-
vent Paul Grecian suing Customs
and Excise for malicious prosecu-
tion for his alleged role in the
'arms-to-lraq' affair. In opposi-
tion, Cook roundly condemned
the Tories' use of these gagging
orders to cover up sales of arms
to Iraq.
* A Freedom of Information Bill
which is more restrictive than the
current law. It will allow ministers
to prevent the disclosure of infor-
mation which ‘would prejudice
the effective government of pub-
lic affairs'. A ruling once made
could not be contested through
judicial review. Parliamentary
orders can be used to extend cat-
egories of information excluded
from disclosure, thereby prevent-
ing any debate. The new Infor-
mation Commissioner will not
have the power to order release of
information on public interest
grounds. 'Commercially sensitive’
information will be exempt from
disclosure, no doubt to the great
delight of Labour's big business
friends. Canadian laws were used
to reveal that US government offi-
cials had passed secret European
Community reports on GM foods

to Monsanto. Labour's Bill would
prevent disclosure in these cir-
cumstances on grounds of ‘com-
mercial sensitivity',

¢ Labour wants to lock up so-
called ‘psychopaths’ indefinitely
even if they have committed no
crime, despite all the difficulties
associated with diagnosis. This
has nothing to do with treatment,
much more with a return to
medievalism. The number of mur-
ders committed by those with
mental disorders has consistently
fallen over the last ten years, and
is less than 10% of the total.
Labour's ‘modernising govem-
ment’ policies themselves have a
strong component of control of
the public. FRF| has already poin-
ted out how the 1998 Crime and
Disorder Act requires the police,
local authorities and the NHS to
exchange information. The new
Asylum Bill sets up a similar
process between the police and
the immigration service. 'Joined
up’ government means joined-up
information on us all.

Labour announced well before
the 1997 general election that it
was going to ‘reform’ state wel-
fare. The left chose to ignore this.
Harman's attack on lone parent
benefits was the start. Now it is
Incapacity Benefit. As a social
insurance benefit, it should be
universal. The Tories started to
undermine this in 1995 by making
it taxable and implementing the
‘all work' test for eligibility.
Labour’s intention is to make any-
one who has not made National
Insurance contributions in the
previous two years ineligible, and
to means-test it for those receiv-
ing an occupational pension of
more than £50 a week. The effect
of these proposals will be to cut
spending by £750m a year, and to
redistribute a benefit from the
poor to the very poor,

Labour's class character was
not in doubt in 1997, whatever the
left said at the time. Labour said
what they were going to do, and
now they are doing it. When Blair
denounced public sector workers
in a speech to the Venture Capital-
ist Association he displayed the
arrogance of wealth and privilege.
‘One of the things | would like to
do, as well as stimulating more
entrepreneurship in the private
sactor, is to get a bit of it into the
public sector as well' he said. An
example of this ‘entrepreneurship’
came the following week, when it
was shown that top pay had risen
on average 26% in 1998, com-
pared with a 5% rise in average
eamings. Meanwhile Volvo was
exposed as having engaged in
price fixing for many years, Was
Volvo fined? Was it ordered to
refund what it had stolen? Was
the evidence obtained by the
Office of Fair Trading put in the
public domain? Of course not -
we're talking multinationals here,
and all the car manufacturers
have been atit.

The left told us to vote for all of
this. What does it offer us now?
Socialist Review, the Socialist
Workers’ Party journal, tells us
that ‘Union leaders such as John
Monks and John Edmonds are
asking whether Labour has
moved too far towards the middle
ground. There are calls for a return
to Labour's traditional policies
from all sides'. So, 'Forward to Old
Labour', ‘'Forward to Harold
Wilson’, ‘Forward to John Monks',
What uttert  '<ruptcy.
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Education notes

Does the Railtrack Teacher

of the Year use the
Disneyland Reading Pack?

SUSAN DAVIDSON

The capitalist class needs the
children of the working class
to be both educated to a cer-
tain level and socially con-
trolled. It is for this reason
that they have supported the
establishment of a universal,
free school system and have
underwritten its expenses by
tax returns and keeping their
hands off school property,
land and capital input that
they buy and sell as a right in
the capitalist world.

Now private sector companies
are making it clear that they
want to make more money out
of their investment in state edu-
cation and in New Labour they
have a government that sup-
ports and encourages them
under the flag of entrepreneur-
ship. They are positively de-
lighted that worksheets should
carry corporation logos and that
lesson plans should be about
‘real’ world problems like the
seating plans of a McDonald’s
outlet, They have no problem in
dealing with firms familiar to
working class children and not-
orious for their poor pay and
conditions. Pizza Express pay
catering staff below the mini-
mum wage, claiming that cus-
tomer tips keep them within the
law and that they have long
since formalised this svstem
with the Inland Revenue. adding
that staff prefer this method.
Pizza Express is a part of the
Whitbread Conglomerate which
has an actively marketed educa-
tion policy. Ofsted-approved lit-
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eracy and numeracy packs are
freely available to primary and
secondary schools in attractively
presented packs far superior to
what schools could produce
themselves.

Pragmatic head teachers ap-
point fund-raising staff to joinin
the hunt for freebies and
improvement grants from any-
one offering financial or mater-
ial support. After all, endow-
ments and private funding keep
the private schools afloat, so the
argument goes, so why not
acknowledge that it's a material
world? If kids in the USA are
motivated by winning vouchers
from the local burger chain, why
nol British kids? After all, times
are very lough. The (free) British
Nuclear Fuels support pack on
the environment is delightfully
and glossily illustrated for Year
6 children, and so are the (free)
Shell Guide to British Birds and
British  Petroleum  Science
Guides. The Dvlon Calour Art
posters cover up cracks in the
walls and the Meat Industries
Guide to British Farming ties in
well with ICI's information on
Chemical Fertiliser benefits
together with free GCSE revi-
sion notes.

In @ climate of bullving and
naming and shaming, demands
for academic improvement con-
tinue relentiessly and there is
no money to improve. The gov-
ernment has called ina US firm ,
Hay Managemen! Consultants,
to prepare the way for Perfor
mance Related Pay {Payment by
Resulls) for September 1999,
This will create a crisis in the
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recruitment and retention of
experienced teachers in poor
areas, It is no good looking to
the government for  help,
Schools with the poorest pupils
or the worst problems are losing
out in an unfair lottery of com-
petitive bidding for funding
(TES report 4.6.99). 16,000
schools have failed to win bids
from the £3bn distributed since
May 1997, most of which has
gone on school capital prog-
rammaes involving building con-
tracts and providing improved
amenities for better-off pupils.

Parents in the inner cities
where the education authorities
and schools are 'failing’ are also
not really motivated to protest
against 'privatisation’. All they
wanl are decent resources and a
pleasant and adequate environ-
ment for their children’s educa-
tion. A recent protest called by
the local NUT against the pri-
vatisation of Islington School
Services attracted almost no
support despite the best efforts
of the local SWP. The truth is
that most working class resi-
dents are disgusted at the over-
sized classes and undersized
facilities on offer in Islington
schools. If McDonald's could do
it better, then so be it, they
could hardly do worse!

The truth, however, is that the
business sector cannot do it bet-
ter and has no interest in provid-
ing a service, All experience of
‘privatising’ the US school sys-
tem has shown that class size
increases while teachers’ pay
and exam results fall. Inoffi-
ciency, corruption and failure
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PURA PROBLEMS
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are terms that the Labour gov-
ernment has worked hard to
associate with the public sector.
The reports from the USA show
that these are the hallmark of the
aducation business. All the cor-
porations want to do is o push
their products and soften up
their future customers. All the
government wants is to enforce
flexible, low-pay contract work-
ing as the destination for poor
people, What we see here is the
expression on the real face of the
capitalist state, When we talk
about the state education system
let us be quite clear: we will
have to fight far harder than we
have done. No mare shock-hor-
ror at what the Labour govern-
menl are doing, The demand for
decent schoaling for the working
class is a battlecry against the
interests of capital and its politi-
cal representatives. &
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Frankenstein Foods: more to come

CATHERINE GOUGH

On Sunday 18 July, demon-
strators damaged a 25 acre
field of GM oilseed rape at
‘Model Farm', Oxfordshire,
About half the crop was
destroyed. The Stop the Crop
protest was organised by the
Genetic Engineering Netwoark
at one of the largest of
Britain's trial sites for geneti-
cally modified crops. Three
people were arrested at the
site, and the police have
promised more arresls.
But it is clear that the gov-
ernment and its agribusiness
bedfellows are losing the argu-
ment on GM foods. In July
Marks and Spencer's and
Sainsbury's announced that
they had eliminated GM foods
from their products and all the
other large supermarkets pledg-
ed to follow suit. Consumers are
clearly not prepared to be guin-
ea pigs in a global experiment
run by chemical companies like
Monsanto aiming to dominate
the world market in herbicides
and pesticides. Concern has
grown not only about the effects
of GM foods on human beings,
but also the consequences for
the wider environment.
Although the government is
less publicly gung-ho on the
question, the Ministry of Agri-
culture, Food and Tisheries

(MAFF) is still peddling com-
placency. It is now clear that
more extensive crop trials are
planned for next year. In a docu-
ment called a ‘factsheet’ and
carried on ‘The Biotechnology
Knowledge Centre’ website
(sponsored by Monsanto!),
MAFF's principle aim is o stifle
questions. The magic formula
intended to make the crop test
sites acceptable is ‘tightly con-
trolled conditions’. All trial
sites, they say, are designed to
remove the risk of cross-pollina-
tion. The reality, however, is
that the controls are minimal,
the test sites are not rigorously
inspected, and fines for breach-
ing the controls are piddling. It
was the same with the BSE/mad
cow disease controls on abat-

toirs — in practice they were
constantly breached, 'If during
the process [the crop trials|’,
says MAFF, 'there is evidence of
harm, the government will take
appropriate action’, It would be
interesting to know how MAFT
intends to recover the modified
genes once they have escaped.

Meanwhile the World Trade
Organisation (WTQ), domina-
ted by the US and pledged to
‘free trade’ principles, contin-
ues to bully the world on the
USA's behalf. Sanctions worth
£121.8m were imposed on Eur-
ope in the row over bananas. No
bananas are grown in the USA,
but US multinationals own vast
tracts of Central and South
America, employ local people
as slave labour, and undercut
the banana trade for Caribbean
islands which rely totally on
banana exports. Now the row
has extended to US hormone-
treated beel which is banned in
Europe. The WTO has imposed
$116m of sanctions on Europe,
excluding Britain. The British
government successfully argued
that it, alone, had always
opposed the EU ban and there-
fore should not be punished,
Anvone who still thinks that the
‘Special Relationship' between
the USA and Britain is limited
to foreign affairs and diplomacy
should think again. It is firmly
rooted in cconomics,

No one can doubt that if the
issue of GM foods ever comes
before the WTO it will rule in
favour of the multinationals,
allowing the USA to impose its
production processes on the
world.

Maonsanto has, however, fall-
en at a significant hurdle with
regard to its BST (growth hor-
mone) treated milk. Formerly,
the United Nations food stan-
dards agency, Codex, was heav-
ily infiltrated by representatives
of the agribusiness multination-
als, who stopped, for instance,
effective labelling of GM foods.
But at the beginning of July,
Codex decided that BST-milk is
a risk to human health, and this
forced the USA to withdraw a
pending action at the WTO.
BST increases milk yield from
cows by 10-15%, it also dam-
ages the health of cows and
passes directly into humans
who drink it, potentially caus-
ing hreast and prostate cancers,
Increased milk vield is not nec-
essary either in the USA or
Europe — both have a milk sur-
plus. But this sort of rampant
capitalism is not driven by need
or human health, it is driven
simply by market share and
profits. The ‘increased yields’
offered by the USA, through
hormone-treated milk and beef,
or lrom genetic modification,
will make us all sick. |



HANNAH CALLER & RICHARD ROQUES

On 18 June, as leaders of the
G8 summit met in Cologne to
ensure the wealth of the
planet remains in the hands
of a tiny minarity, in 40 coun-
tries, from Brazil to occupied
Palestine to Australia, pro-
tests took place against the
barbaric nature of capitalism.
In London the action started at
7.30am as 100 cyclists set off for
the City of Landon, the financial
centre of imperialist Britain.
Within an hour our numbers
had swelled to 500 bikes of
every kind including one with
wings that flapped 15 feot into
the air as the pedals moved. City
roads were taken over. Commu-
ters in cars jeered and shouted —
every minute representing mil-
lions of pounds of lost transac-
tions, Cyclists urged them to
take the day off and join the fun.
At Bank, all roads were occu-
pied to the sound of drums and
whistles and the entrance to the
Bank of England was sur-
rounded as grim-faced bankers
looked on.

It was clear the City was taking
June 18 seriously: the  Stock
Exchange was closed and barri-
caded. It was only 10.30am and
already hopes of bringing the City
to a standstill looked promising.

At midday crowds began to
gather outside Liverpool Street
Station, our numbers swelling
in the sweltering heat as a
samba band played. Two daring
protesters scaled a building to
hang a banner reading ‘Enough
is enough!" A roar of approval
went up from the crowd —a taste
of things to come, Led by the
cyclists, thousands followed to
congregate on Dowgate Hill
where a party was underway.
There was juggling, dancing,
sound systems and live music,
children playing in the lake cre-
ated by the four-storey fountain
from the water hydrant and no
room for cars or cops or City
gents in the reclaimed Ccity.
Across Cannon Bridge the ban-
ner read: “The earth is a com-
mon treasury for all’; further up
North Thames Street, ‘Revo-
lution the only solution’.

We were there to oppose
evervthing the City of London
represents. The London Inter-
national Financial Futures and
Options Exchange (LIFFE} had a
row of security guards behind
barriers. Our anger at capital-

“ism's stranglehold over the lives
of millions of people worldwide
was enough to dislodge the bar-
riers. The glass front of the buil-
ding was smashed and protest-
ers swarmed into the building as
security guards stood by. When
the police first arrived they were
outnumbered and outmanoeu-
vred and retreated. Other pro-
testers built a wall of bricks and
mortar and symbolically-elosed
another LIFFE entrance.

By now the police had
returned in riot gear, forcing the
crowds back with truncheons
and no mercy. But when finally
the crowd — by now tens of
thousands strong — appeared to
leave over Southwark Bridge, it
was only to reappear like a tide
of rebellion to march triumph-
antly down the Strand and pour
into Trafalgar Square to dance
in the founlains, ignoring the

police hovering at the edges.

On 18 June. the City was
brought to a standstill with no
cars, no fumes and no financial
transactions. For one day, we
triumphed in the most exciting
and inspiring fashion. However,
we have to discuss seriously
where we go from here. One
important point is that the dem-
onstration took place the day
before the end of the war in
Yugoslavia, as NATO bombs
still rained down on Serbia. Yet
amongst the anti-capitalist dem-
onstrators only a few groups,
including  SchNews and the
RCG, made the connection and
distributed malerial opposing
the war. Noam Chomsky once
said: ‘If you go to one demon-
stration and then go home,
that's something, but the people
in power can live with that,
What they can't live with is a
sustained pressure that keeps
building organisations that keep
doing things, people that keep
learning from the last time.” We
have to keep doing things, keep
building - and keep learning. W
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Abdullah Ocalan:

Bristol
reclaims

the streets

HELEN YAFFE

A message with a Lwist was
broadcast from the pirate sta-
tion Radio Interference on the
night of 2 July as a warm-up
to the next day's demonstra-
tion: ‘We hope the trouble-
makers who attended the
Reclaim the Streets in London
will not be present in Bristol!'
This was a reference to the
aggressive police presence al
London’s June 18 protest,

But the police had no intention
of staying away and surrounded
the party protesters from the
outset, intimidating us with hor-
ses, helicopters and cameras.
Despite organisers’ reassurances
that the protest would be peace-
ful, the police had warned jour-
nalists to stay awav. No sur-
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prise, then, to discover the
police had a vested interest in
disturbing the peace — a leaflot
claimed that if the protest re-
mained peaceful Avon and
Somersat police would have to
foot the bill; if there was vio-
lence. London police would pay,
on the assumption that RTS acti-
vists from London would be act-
ing as professional rabble-
rousers. The police would rather
believe this conspiracy than
recognise that civil 'disorder’ is
a national phenomenon.

Despite police numbers, we
danced on, closing down two
motorways. Unfortunately, the
sound system was located too far
away in St Paul’s and taking the
protest to the ‘ghetto’ was unac-
ceptable to the police, They
blocked us in with horses and
vans and forced protesters back
with frenzied truncheon waving,
After hours sweltering in the sun
with no shade and no water, pro-
testers tried harder 1o push back
the police lines. The police
brought dogs and dropped all pre-
tence of ‘peace-keeping', One pro-

tester, Toby Myers, reports; “The
police moved the horses towards
me. sandwiching me between
them so 1 was lifted off my feet.
The woman cop on oneg herse
grabbed me round the neck,
squeezing my jugular. She said
“I'll show you what we'll do if
you wanna cause trouble, I'll
show vou what we'll do, I'll kill
you™’

Finally the police blockade
began to shuffle the protesters
towards the park at St Paul's,
the intended destination, The
sound system had already been
confiscated, so there was no
party. As a result of police
swarming the area and protest-
ers running for an exit in resi-
dential streets, the local people
were angry at what they saw as
an invasion of their community.
This is a recurring problem of
Reclaim the Street demos and
needs to be addressed. Next time
let's take the mayhem up to the
quiet, wealthy, tree-shaded
streets of Clifton. Perhaps then
the troublemakers in uniform
will stay away? 11

awaiting the emperor’s signal

TREVOR RAYNE

The Turkish State Securily
Court pronounced the death
sentence on the President of
the Kurdistan Workers' Party
(PKK) Abdullah Ocalan on 29
June. He was found guilty of
damaging the sovereignty of
the Turkish Republic and of
separatism, which is punish-
able by death under Article
125 of the Turkish penal
code. The published verdict
found Ocalan’s remorse over
30,000 deaths in the 15 vears’
war ‘unconvincing’, PKK
responsibility ‘for killing
thousands of innocent peo-
ple' prohibited leniency. An
appeal to the Turkish High
Court of Appeals will be
mounted.

Such is the judicial fagade.
Ocalan’s fate hangs like that of a
defeated gladiator’s upon the
whim of the emperor who has
yet to give the signal for life or

death, The emperor will decide
which best suits the interests of
US imperialism,

Ocalan sought to use the trial
to promote a peaceful resolu-
tion of the Kurdish question in
Turkey. The Turkish state had
his lawyers beaten up on the
streets and in court, Three of
Ocalan's lawyers were sen-
tenced to imprisonment, The
lawyers could not meet Ocalan
in private and could not bring
files, pens or paper to the pri-
son. Before and after the trial
hundreds of HADEP (a legal,
mainly Kurdish political party)
supporters were arrested and
detained. On 26 April the Tur-
kish Interior Minister banned
the phrase ‘people of Kurdish
origin'. Reporters have to resort
to 'our citizens who are called
Kurdish by separalist circles'
ete, Following the Ocalan ver-
dict the Turkish army again
invacded northern Irag. On 21
july Turkish intelligence offi-

vers kidnapped Cevat Sovsal, a

Nationul Liberation Front of
Kurdistan (ERNK) official, from
Moldova. However much QOca-

lan and the PKK may wanlt a
settlement, the Turkish state
intonds to press on until it has
crushed Kurdish resistance.

MATTHEW MacDONALD

{ The numbers involved
Most mainstream newspapers
gave the number of demonstra-
Jtors as between 4,000- 6,000. To
anyone there on the day, this is
risible. I'd estimate at least five
times that number.
A minority of people caused the
damage and riot
It seems incredible that so few
people could have caused £2m
worth of damage, been in so
many places at once and reqg-
uired so large a police presence,
Innocent civilians were injured
and targeted
Completely untrue, as were re-
ports in the Daily Mirror, Tele-
graph and Mail that protesters
threw bottles at bystanders.
Almost all injuries were suffered
by protesters, despite newspaper
talk of the horrifically injured
‘brave bobbies'.
The damage caused had no pur-
pose and was unjustified
Tha riot was said to be the work of
a crowd ‘fuelled by alcohol'
Why, then, were only some build-
ings damaged, such as LIFFE,
McDonald’s and Mercedes?
Violence against the police was
unprovoked
Anvone who has been on any
demonstration will find this hard
to believe. The police started the
fighting, not the demonstrators.
After all, it was the police who
had the shields, batons, horses
and riot vans, Outside the LIFFE
building in particular, the police
attacked the crowd and forced
them to defend themselves.
Protesters used fake blood to
feign violence
Why would they need it? Police
ran over and hospitalised two
people (one was trapped under
a riot van for half an hour) and
truncheoned hundreds more,
The greatest lie of all, how-
ever, was promoted by the Daily
Telegraph's editorial of 19 June
| which said that capitalism was
the only force that could bring
true freedom. 24
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In March the British govern-
ment’s Strategic Exports Control
Report  was published. It
showed that British arms sales
to Turkey are increasing under
the Labour government com-
pared to the Conservative gov-
ernment: missiles, sniper rifles,
silencers, ammunition etc. This
Labour government closed
down the Kurdish MED-TV.
Now it is considering granting
export credits to Balfour Beatty
plc to build the llisu dam in
Turkey. This will force 20,000
Kurds from their homes, to add
to the three million already dri-
ven out by the Turkish state’s
scorched earth policy.

Socialists in Britain demand
an end to British government
complicity in the war on the
Kurds, an end to British arms
sales to Turkey and defend the
life of Abdullah Ocalan against
the murderous Turkish and US
states. ]
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South Africa

ANC election

victory

DALE T McKINLEY

The recent South African gen-
eral election shows that the
ANC still commands over-
whelming support amongst
the poor and working class,
who constitute the vast major-
ity of the population, Such a
situation is attributable to
both the lack of any viable left
alternative to the ANC, and a
leadership (under Thabo
Mbeki) that has shown ilsell
particularly adept at keeping
the loyalty of its constituency.
However, the crucial issue is
whether the new government
can sustain this lovalty. In turn,
this will depend on the degree
to which the ANC is forced to
substantively alter its neo-lib-
eral, macro-economic  pro-
gramme, by the very poor and
working class forces who have
given it political power for
another five years.

Victory of form over substance
At the opening of Parliament,
Mbeki pledged that the ANC
government would do all in its
power to construct a ‘caring’
and ‘people-centred  society’
that ‘will be responsive to the
needs of especially the poor'.
His message was consistent
with the ANC's Election Mani-
festo, which, ignoring.. the
deeply unpopular neo-liberal
framework adopted by the ANC
government in 1996, promised:
» Strong state infervention 1o
create jobs

* Increased social spending

» Public sector-driven delivery
of basic services

* A restructuring of state assets
that avoids mass lay-offs and
wholesale privatisation

* A dynamic, participatory
democracy to drive overall
transformation

In the absence of any mass-
based, left alternative, and
helped by the reactionary cam-
paigning of the right-wing oppo-
sition, a massive ANC victory
was never really in doubt,

Capitalist course entrenched
The ANC's success has to be

measured  against the ‘other’
reality: only days after telling
the nation that the labour mar-
ket was ‘too flexible', Mbeki
announced the need for a
review of labour legislation to
increase ‘the competitiveness of
our economy’ (ie massive job
losses and casualisation by in-
creased labour “flexibility’).
Similarly, the promise of
‘transformational restructuring’
of the public sector has been
quickly turned into a major
‘downsizing' exercise, with the
likalihood of over 100,000 jobs
being lost and an inability to
deliver basic services to the
masses. Neither has it taken
long for the Mbeki government
to send a clear message that il is
he and his circle of political
power-brokers and private sec-
tor ‘consultants’ who will make
important policy decisions. So
much for & participative democ-
ratic process. On the interna-
tional front, the Mbeki govern-
ment has made a speedy U-turn
on previous opposition to Clin-
ton’s African Growth and Op-
portunity Act, signalling the
"lccophnrt- of South Africa’s
role in making itself 'safe” for
imperial corporate capital,

The gathering momentum of
class struggle

The frst two ‘realities’ have, of
necessity, led to a third, As this
is being wrilten, unions are
heginning to mobilise for seri-
ous mass action against the neo-
liberal agenda of both the gov-
ernment and the private sector.
Other progressive forces in the
SACP and the broader left are
alsn beginning to take on a wide
range of issues that affoct the
lives of the working class and
poor. There will be the need to
combine these different forms of
struggle and give them an anti-
capitalist thrust, The current sit-
uation demands more than ever
that the forces of the working
class and poor openly propagate
and explicitly organise for their
class interests, All thase who
are daily being crushed by the
class realities of capitalism will
surely welcome this. =

Iran:

The revolution is coming

The overthrow of the Shah in
1979 was one of the most pop-
ular revolutions of the 20th
century, with millions of peo-
ple taking part. Its tone was
anti-imperialist and its con-
tent democratic. The left
made its mark through anti-
imperialist slogans against
the USA and capitalism in
general, but lacked any spe-
cific programme for transfor-
mation of social and political
structures. The left at the time
was influenced by guerilla
movements in Latin America
and experiences of China and
the Soviet Union, but had Iit-
tle contact with the workers
who were the social base of
the revolution.

Khomaini, a shrewd politician,
placed himself at the helm of the
revolution and hijacked the anti-
imperialist slogan from the left
by taking over the US Embassy
in Tehran. He forced the left and
the masses to accept his lead,
which amounted to little mare
than spitting on and burning the
US flag. Khomaini called this the
second revolution.

Then came the October Sur-
prise -~ Khomaini’s conspiracy
with Ronald Reagan's election
tearm and elements of the CIA
against President Carter's re-
election bid. This involved a
request by the Reagan team not
to release the US ]mqmgoq dur-
ing Carter’s presidency in order
to weaken his campaign, Mean-
while, Reagan promised that all
the hostages would be released
within a week of his election, In
return, Reagan offered to release
Iranian military and financial
assets, Many on the left in Iran
ware taken by surprise when the
Irangate episode was exposed
and the ‘anti-imperialist’ Islamic
regime was found 1o be conspir-
ing with the CIA, [srael and CIA-
backed Contras in Nicaragua.

In the 20 vears since the
Islamic counter-revolution, the
regime has murdered close to
100,000 political prisoners from
many communist, socialist and
left groups as well as from Moja-
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Colombia: guerrilla offensive

MIKE WEBBER

Guerrillas of the Revolution-
ary Armed Forces of Colom-
bia (FARC) and National
Liberation Army (ELN) have
taken the offensive against the
brutal Colombian regime of
Andres Pastrama. The offen-
sive began on 8 July, when
500 rebels overran an army
camp south-west of Bogola,
According to Marlin Hodgson,
The Guardian 13 July, ‘the guer-
rillas may be poised to attack
the country’s main regional
cities and accomplish their
long-term plan of surrounding
the capital Bogota. In the last
days of fighting the rebels have
attacked 24 police stations, ran-
sacked banks, blocked roads
and dynamited an oil pipeline’.
A measure of the regime's
desperation may be gleaned
from the fact that last year the
head of the armed forces said he
would accept any kind of US

military. assistance, including
atomic bhombs, Colombia is
already the biggest recipient of
US military assistance in the
hemisphere. The US Southern
Command Chief has already
declared that ‘we are mindful of
our obligalion to intervene,
either co-operating with the
Panamanians or independently
il the conditions dictate’,
Dfficial statistics give some
indication of what large sections
of the Calombian working class
and peasantry are fighting. The
top 3% of Colombia's landed
elite own over 70% of arable
land, while 57% of the poorest
farmers subsist on less than 3%.
40% of Colombians live in
absolute poverty, unable to sat-
isfv basic needs. 4.5 million
children under 14 are hungry -
that is, one in every two. The
country's exploiters do very
well out of this human misery.
The cocaine cartels, upon which
70% of the population depends
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directly or indirectly for em-
ployment, are so wealthy that in
the 1980s they offered to pay off
the country's foreign debt.

The US military claims that
FARC and ELN work hand-in-
hand with the drug traffickers.
The fact is that while the guer-
rillas protect the livelihoods of
poor peasants unable to make a
living any other way, the cartels
support the [lascist death
squads, an integral part of the
regime’'s  counfer-insurgency
effort. BP employs these para-
military forces in Casawar
province to suppress any trade
union organising efforts in its
oilfields, with members of the
workers' trade union [(USQ)
being kidnapped, tortured and
killed.

None of this hindered New
Labour from appointing BP's
chief executive Lord David
Simon as Minister of Trade and
Competitiveness within a few

davs of baing elected. m

hadin, a religious group. Their
tormentors raped every woman
and teenage girl facing the firing
squad.’ Women have been de-
graded Lo second-cluss citizens.
All workers” associations, inclu-
ding shoms or workers' coun-
cils, were dishanded and thou-
sands of activists in the factories
killed, The level of real wages
fell from $11 to 81 a day.?

Today in Iran there is not a
single independent union, no
collgative bargaining and strike
action is illegal. Attacks against
national minorities like the
Kurds and religious minorities
continue unabated. The war
with Irag to export Islamic
counter-revolution to the region
also brought devastation, a mil-
lion dead or injured and a total
damage of $300 billion.

In the past four vears we have
witnessed spontaneous upris-
ings in  Tehran-Islamshahr,
Ghazvin, Arak, Tabriz, Mashad,
Shiraz, Kurdistan, and Baluch-
estan, practically covering every
major industrial section of the
countey, In many of these upris-
ing tens of thousands took part
and fought against the Islamic
Guards and the Basige and other
Islamic vigilantes called Hiz-
bollah. To suppress these mass
uprisings — whose leaders the
Islamic regime called ‘paid
agents of the Great Satan USA
and Israel” - tanks, machine guns,
and helicopter gunships ware
used against civilians.

In this same period the
[slamic regime initiated an IMF
and World Bank Economic
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Structural Reform Program. The
results were falling oil prices,
increasing foreign debt ~ around
$30 1o $40 billion - large mil-

itary  expenditure, negative
growth rates and negative in-
vestment for the entire 20 vears
after the overthrow of the Shah,
Islamic economics have pushed
per capita production  and
income down to the levels of
forty years ago.”

The Central Bank of Iran
announced this week that in the
current fiscal year it will be
forced to reschedule part of its
debt and the interest; it is now
defaulting on a total of $7.6 bil-
lion, This represents about 50%
of total annual revenue from the
oil sector, which brings in 98%
of foreign exchange. Unemploy-
ment stands at over 50% and
inflation has been running at
10,000%. These are just some of
the underlying social and eco-
nomic factors behind the pre-
sent revolutionary crisis.

Workers are mobilising in the
factories, students in the univer-
sities and a million unemployed
on the streets. Workers have
taken bosses hostage, in order to
get wages owed for a year.
Barricades erected by the work-
ers and fighting against the
Islamic Guards have become a
norm of the workers' struggle. |
racently received a report from
Iran that oil workers have callad
for a national strike, and elec-
tricity and water industry work-
ers support the strike action.* In
the 1979 revolution, the support
of the water and electricity

industry workers for the oil
workers' strike was crucial.

In the past few months two
liberal opposition leaders -
Parvaneh Forouhar, & woman of
70, and her husband Daryush
Forouhar, of the National Front
— and five other writers and
intallectuals have been butcher-
ed in Tehran by VAVAK, the
state security forces. State offi-
cials admitted the killings but
argued that the ClA and Israel
must have planned the murders
to weaken the Islamic regime!

Over the last few months, stu-
dents throughout Iran have
opposed a new anti-democratic
law. demanded freedom for
political prisoners and the pros-
ecution of the murderers. On 9
July a moderate pro-Islamic
paper was closed for publishing
a letter from one of the killers.
Students led a demonstration in
support of that paper. Then the
sccurity forces and the vigi-
lantes attacked the university
darmitories at 3am on 10 July;
four students were killed, many
injured and 1,400 arrested, This
led to an uprising which within
six days had spread through the
whole country. It was quickly
radicalised by associating calls
for prosecution of the murderers
with the demand for the re-
moval of the so-called spiritual
leader of the Islamic regime,
Khamenei. In more than ten
maijor cities, thousands came to
the streefs in support of stu-
dents’ demands.® That uprising
was bloodily suppressed, but
this is the beginning of the com-
ing revolution in fran,

Reza Ghaffari

1 R. Ghaffari, An ayewiiness Report of
Istamic Regime's Prisans in fran.

2 R. Ghaffari: The Economic
Consequences ol Islamic Fundamentalism
in Iran: The Political Economy of Islamic
Regime of Iran; 1979-1994. Capital and
Class. No.56 summer 1995, pp106-107.
3 Ibid. pp105 and 112

4 BBC World Service, Parsian language
Broadcasting at 6.00pm, 19 July 1999.
5 The Economistreported the coming
revolution in lran by the Iranian students,
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Freedom for Kashmir

ROBERT CLOUGH

The prospect of war between
two nuclear powers is terrify-
ing, but for a period over this
summer the threat was very
real, as Indian and Pakistani
armies battled over the future
of Kashmir. Intense diplo-
matic efforts have averted it
for the moment, but the possi-
bility of future bloudy conflict
remains.

At the root lies the partition that
accompanied independence in
August
Pakistan to include Kashmir
with its Muslim majority were
thwarted by Kashmir's ruler, the
Hindu Sheikh Abdullah. The
newly-formed Pakistan army
failed to reach the Kashmiri cap-
ital Srinagar before the Indian
army, and Kashmir became the
only Indian state with a Muslim
majority. But India’s promises
for a referendum on Kashmir's
future, agreed with the UN in
1948, were nevar fulfilled.

1947. The claims of

In 1988-90, frustrated at
India’s unwillingness to hold
the plebiscite promised 40 years
earlier, opposition movements
in Indian-occupied Kashmir org-
anised mass demonstrations
demanding independence, The
Indian army responded with
brutality: hundreds were shot
down, and thousands imprison-
ed. Armed resistance was born,
Since then, India has acted as a
ruthless army of occupation,
while Pakistan has given mili-
tary support to sections of the
opposition. Last summer, both
India and Pakistan held nuclear
tests in a bout of sabre rattling,

The latest round in the con-
flict started in May when a
mixed force of Muslim funda-
mentalists and Pakistani infan-
try crossed the partition line at
its highest points near Kargil,
occupying Indian army bunk-
ers, Attempts by the Indian
army to evict them proved fruit-
loss: hundreds of soldiers died
as they tried to ascend mountain

sides al heights of over 5.000
metres. Artillery bombardment
sparked off fighting along the
450-mile front, and on 26 May
the Indian air force launched
bombing attacks, Lack of pro-
gress by early June raised the
real prospect of an Indian cross-
ing of the partition line in order
to cut off supply routes to the
bunkers. All-out war would
have ensued, with the threal of
nuclear war if it went badly for
either side,

Intense diplomatic pressure
from China and the US, long-
term allies of Pakistan, pre-
vented further escalation. In
early July, Pakistan announced
the withdrawal of its troops
from the disputed peaks. The
Kashmiri question remains
unresolved and neither India
nor Pakistan can play a progres-
sive role, FRFI calls for a com-
plete withdrawal of troops and
supporls the right of the
Kashmiri people to seli-determi-
nation. E



TGWU launch witchhunt
against Nigel Cook

Deportations
According to the lates! available

figures on deportations and
detentions, in April 1999, 405
people were deported from the
UK and a further 2,360 were
refused entry and lorcibly
removed. In 19498 there were
7,185 deportations and 27,590
forcible removals. On 31 May
1999 there were 962 people
detained solely under the pow-
ers of the Immigration Acl. 182
of them were held at Campsfield
House; 142 at Tinsley House: 91
at Harmondsworth; the remain-
der were scattered throughout
detention centres at airports and
ports and in prisons and police
stations across the country.

The Immigration and
Asylum Act

The latest pernicious attempt to
keep refugees and immigrants
out of Britain had its third read-
ing in the House of Commons on
16. June. Following pressure
from ‘left” MPs and others, the
government amendgd its origi-
nal proposal (to cut cash bene-
fits to those claiming asylum to
£1 per day for adults and 50p for
children) to allow them to claim
£10 per week per person. Big
deal! — the £3 extra for adults
and £6.50 for children will still
be deducted from the total bene-
fits allocated in both cash and
vouchers.

The only other minor ‘con-
cessions” at the Bill's third read-
ing were ones which cam-
paigners had fought hard for for
many vears: a reduction in the
years of ‘prior cohabitation’
demanded for unmarried part-
ners from four to two. and an
end to the deportation of
women whose marriages col-
lapse in their initial 12-month
‘probationary period” due to
domestic violence,

Only 41 out of 351 MPs voted
against the Bill and it has now
gone to the House of Lords prior
to returning to the Commons
where it will certainly become
law,

Big winners from
vouchers
However big or small the

voucher component in the mea-
are benefits handed out to asy-
lum-seekers eventually turns
out to be, the only winners from
the system will be the supermar-
kets. Many refugees have al-
ready been handed vouchers
which are only redeemable at
one specific outlet, with most
local authorities either chonsing
Tesco or Sainsbury's,

Asylum-seekers fight
back

Immigration detainees continue
to resist, especially at Group 4-
run Campsfield House, where
on 8 June, 50 detainees went on
hunger-strike and later the same
month  two  asylum-seekers
granted themselves permanent
admission to the UK, via a back
window!

Nicki Jameson

Two years after Nigel Cook
was sacked for organising
workers into the TGWU at
the sweatshop where he
worked, his union are trying
to kick him out.

Nigel is still being denied vic-
timisation benefil, Bill Morris,
T&G General Secretary, and the
Finance and General Purposes
Committee  (F&GP} refused
Nigel's claim without giving
any reason. The northwest
F&GP (Region 6) had supported
Nigel's claim and in February
1998 wrote to Bill Morris asking
for victimisation benefit to be
paid, On 20 November the
Reinstate Nigel Cook Campaign
(RNCC) went to the Region 6
F&GP meeting to demand they
challenge Morris' decision not
to pay the benefit. When the
F&GP refused to meet with
Nigel, the RNCC supporters
held a sit-in at its office.

On 31 March 1999 Dave
McCall, T&G Regional Secre-
tary, wrote to Nigel threatening:
‘It is now my intention to pur-
sue a formal statement of com-
plaint against you...Your con-
duct on 20 November 1998
violated our working rules...
and that you harassed members
of staff.’

McCall has now ordered Nigel
to attend an initial disciplinary
hearing in Manchester. The
accusation of harassment is a lie
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Nigel Cook

which we wholly refute.

If McCall and the F&GP are
really concerned about ‘our
working rules' why won't they
challenge Morris’ blocking of
the TGWU rule, schedule 11 (g}
which guarantees that all ‘mem-
bers who are victimised shall be
entitled to benefit'?

The charges against Nigel
come six months after the event
and coincide with the forth-
coming release from adminis-
tration of M&S Packaging, the
company which sacked Nigel.
At precisely the time when the
union is able to fight on his be-
half, it is instead attacking him.

If Nigel is thrown out of the
union, it won’t have to repre-
sent him at any forthcoming
industrial tribunal. This goes
against the commitment made
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to Nigel when the T&G with-
drew legal support and attem-
pted to have his industrial tri-
bunal case withdrawn, without
his agreement, rather than chal-
lenge the bankruptcy laws thal
prevented his case from being
heard at a tribunal two years ago.

Help stop this witch hunt!
Send letters of protest to Bill
Morris,  Transport  House,
Palace St, London SW1E 5D or
Dave McCall, Transport House,
Salford Quays, Manchester M5
28G, If you are in the TGWU,
raise it al your branch meeting,
Or let your union know what is
happening in the T&G, Get your
organisation to send letters of
protest to the T&G and letters of
support and solidarity to Nigel.
Help us publicise what is going
on and send details of anyone
who can help us to legally chal-
lenge the decisions of Morris
and the T&G. Please send us
copies of any letters you send or
receive. If you can afford a
donation it would be greatly
appreciated. &

New ﬁmhmymmmw

available from campaign address.
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SkyChefs’ trlke. a famlllar
tale of T&G betrayal

LIZ TULLY

Lufthansa SkyChefs, a Ger-
man/US multinational, con-
trols the lion's share of the
£5bn airline catering indus-
try. It deliberately provoked a
strike at London’s Heathrow
airport and then, six hours
into the 24-hour official strike
on 20 November 1998, sacked
the entire striking workforce.
In choosing their Heathrow
plant, rather than Gatwick or
Manchester, SkyChefs may have
calculated that, with the over-
whelming majority  of their
workforce Asian women, many
of whom do not speak English,
they would be easy to defeat.
But for the last eight months, the
strikers have heroically main-
tained a 24-hour pickel outside

the factory gate - despite the
shameful lack of support from
their unicn, the TCWL.

The substance of the dispute
is the imposition of more lab-
our-intensive working practices
which compromise health and
safety, eliminate overtime pay-
ments and give management the
right to compel workers to Jab-
our up to 60 hours a week, The
T&G agreed ta this ‘productivity
deal’ on the basis that the work-
ers would get a share of the prof-
its or abandon the trial. It can
hardly have come as a surprise
that once the practices were
established, management rene-
ged on the deal and imposed the
new terms and conditions
against the will of the work-
force, Since then the T&G have
offectively isolated the strikers

by preventing contact with T&G
shop stewards, hijacking the
strike committee, destroying the
SkyChefs support group and
recommending that workers at
other airline catering compa-
nies  accept the new deal
rejected by the SkyChefs work-
ers. Meanwhile, they recom-
mend passively awaiting the
rulings of the industrial tri-
bunal. Tell that to the
Hillingdon women, two miles
up the road and now in the
fourth year of their strike, who
have won every tribunal and

still haven’t been reinstated!
This is a story of blatant betrayal
by the T&G. =

Show your support for the SkyChefs
strikers by joining their picket line at
Faggs Road (five minutes from Hatton
Cross tube station).
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Workers’ solidarity wins out

MARK METCALF

On 7 July, solidarity between
immigrant and British work-
ers achieved victory for
builders employved on a site
in Waterloo.
The previous week 300 mech-
anical installers and pipe fittors
working for suhcontractors
Dahl Jenson found their wage
cheques, including massive
amounts of avertime, had boun-
ced. Dahl Jenson had vanished.
The workers approached the
Joint Sites Committee and the
builders’ union, UCATT, was
informed, Action was planned
for 7 July; the leaflet stated: 'No
work will take place on this site
until all the building workers

are paid the money they have
warked for', There were hun-
dreds of workers on the site,
working for other firms, some for
as little as £3 an hour. They
included Kosovan, Albanian,
Latvian. Russian, Portuguese and
French workers. Add this to the
English, Welsh, Irish and
Scottish Dahl Jenson sworkers
and you had quite a mix. The
question was would they respect
the Dahl Jenson picket line?
Would all the workers be able to
set aside their prejudices and dif-
ferences in a commaon struggle,
Many workers desperatoly
needed the money or were pros-
sured by their bosses to cross
the picket line, bul almost all
respected the picket. By 8.30am

there were 300 picketers on the
gate, no work was taking place,
deliveries were being  turned
away and machinery was idle.

A couple of hours later,
Bouynes, the company in charge
of the site, agreed to pay the
Dahl Jenson workers two woeks'
wages and consider them for
any jobs on the site. They also
said there would be no victimi-
sation of the picketers.

It is clear that organiscd
workers can win , that anti-trade
union laws can and must be de
fied and that solidarity between
warkers of different nationali-
tics can be forged in struggle. W
This article has been cut, for reasons of
space, from a longer analysis of the
lessons of this dispute,

Remember the
Liverpool dockers -
another T&G sell-out

In these days when so little politi-
cal drama or social realism is
shown on television, the Channel
4 screening of Dockers was
viewed with much interest. Not
least because the programme
was written by the sacked men
and their supporters in Women of
the Waterfront, with help from
writers Jimmy McGovern and
Irvine Welsh. The result was a
drama which served as a moving
reminder of the impact made on
the lives of those involved in such
disputes, not just the dockers but,
for example, the sacked Tame-
side careworkers and the Sky-
chefs strikers.

The characters in the film lead
us through the 28 months' dura-
tion of their struggle. Prior to the
dispute, we see the harsh reality
of the working conditions faced
by the dockers: long and unsocia-
ble hours, heavy and potentially
dangerous work. Meanwhile,

disowned by his own mother who
refuses to let him camry his
brother's coffin. The sense of
betrayal and anger felt by the
strikers towards the scabs is only
equalled by the mounting resent-
ment towards the union for the
role they played from day one in
undermining the dockers’ strug-
gle.

We see the scales fall from the
eyes of the most faithful of union
supporters as one event after
another reveals the union to be a
wolf in sheep's clothing. The lack
of support for the strike for fear of
the union being sued, the fact -
revealed in the House of
Commons - that T&G official Jack
Dempsey turned down a Torside
boss's offer to reinstate five
sacked men on the first day of the
dispute, the refusal to call for
international solidarity - are pow-
erful testimony of the union's
betrayal,

John Prescott drenched by supporters of the Liverpool Dockers at the
BritAwards 1998

there is the struggle to hold onto
jobs and hard-won rights under
the increasing threat of casualisa-
tion and the introduction of cheap
labour.

As events unfold, we witness
the solidarity between the Sea-
forth registered dockers and the
Torside men (around whom the
dispute originated) overcome the
friction that had existed due to dif-
ferences in contracts. The sacking
of the Seaforth men, resulting
from their decision not to cross
the picket line, comes as no sur-

prise to the men involved,
although it is a sickening blow -
the first of many.

The strain of the dispute on
families and friendships is clearly
ilustrated around the central
character Tommy Walton (played
by Ken Stott), whose Ilifelong
friend Macca (Ricky Tomlinson)
turns scab because of his lack of

| faith in the strike, Macca is in turn

In his address to the T&G con-
gress, Jimmy Nolan (Peter Armi-
tage) makes a rousing speech
about the basic tenets on which
the union was built, describing
how ‘the strength of the many will
protect the few', With the dockers
eventually left out in the cold and
the union leadership being
escorted away in their chauffeur-
driven Jaguars, this phrase takes
on a magnificent irony.

Unfortunately, this is not sim-
ply a case of weak T&G leader-
ship, as the condemnation of Bill
Morris might imply. Those of us
who have been active in other
struggles, like that of Nigel Cook
can only draw the conclusion that
while the unions bleat that their
hands are tied by anti-union legis-
lation, they are in fact working
towards their own agenda. What
was that phrase? ‘The strength of
the many will protect the few.’

Katy Suggitt
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CUBA VIVE

Cuba: in the frontline

‘against imperialism

Imperialism’s barbaric onslaught on the former Yugoslavia provoked a clear split amongst

the so-called progressive forces of the world. On the one side stood those who avidly
applauded imperialism’s war aims, dressed up in the hypocritical language of humanitarian
aid. On the other, apparently isolated but in fact representing the mass of humanity, those who
denounced imperialist warmongering. Loudest and most consistent amongst these was Cuba.

L

8 October 1976: families of those killed when CIA-backed agents blew up a civilian Cubana flight
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moumn the 73 dead. The human toll of US aggresion against Cuba continues to this day.

rom the outset Cuba publicly
denounced NATO and de-
scribed the war as one in-
tended to strengthen US
domination over the world. It
condemned the UN for lying supine
while the bombing went ahead (see
FRFI 149), As the war ended, the
government of Cuba issued a blow-
by-blow account of the Serbian cas-
ualties suffered in over 70 days of
NATQ bombing and called publicly
for Javier Solana, Secretary General of
NATO to be indicted as a war crimi-
nal. As Cuba's ambassador to the UN
remarked, ‘history will never pardon
the phrase “collateral damage" which
has been employed so muchin recent
months to refer to the destroyed bod-
ies of innocent children.' Of perhaps
even preater significance was an
explicit denunciation of the political
character of social democracy as ‘the
modern right’, reprinted in Granma
from Le Monde Diplomatique on 16
May. The article attacks in particular
Solana, a long-standing leader of the
Spanish Socialist Workers Party and
Gerhard Schroeder, Lionel Jospin,
Massimo D'Alema and Tony Blair,
social democratic heads of govern-
ment of Germany, France, Italy and
Britain. It wamns: 'Today they are
making war on Serbia and tomorrow
they could make war on the suburbs
of our cities, in the name of “real-
ism”.

Such statements mark at the very
least a radical change of tone, if not
of policy, given that as little as a year
ago, various pronouncements from
the Cuban leadership seemed to
suggest a rapprochement with bour-
geois forces. In seeking unity, Castro
insisted they must not ‘introduce
ideological problems’. The battle for
the survival of the world should unite
‘those who have a lot of resources
and those who have very few...
people of every social class and reli-
gion.” To understand this shift, it is
necessary to examine the current
political context and the realignment
of forces brought to a head by the
NATO war.

Cuba in the frontline

“The solution to the Cuban problem
today carries the top priority in the
United States government, All else is
secondary." Robert Kennedy, US
Attorney General, January 1962

On 31 May 1999 Cuba issued a law-
suit against the United States for
human damages to the tune of
$181.1bn in respect of 3,478 Cubans
killed and 2,099 injured as a result of
illegal actions by US government
agencies and personnel over the last
40 years. The claim follows a recent
Florida court judgment where Cuba
was ordered to pay $62.54m compen-
sation for each of three ‘Brothers to
the Rescue’ shot down by Cuban air-
craft in 1996. Using recently declas-
sified CIA documents and testimony
in a number of legal cases, the claim
details the armed attacks carried out
on Cuba under programmes such as
the ‘Covert Action' plan approved by
President Eisenhower in 1960, which
led to five years of sabotage and ter-
rorism, the Bay of Pigs invasion in
1961, the blowing up the Cubana air-
liner in 1976, and the bombing of
Havana hotels in 1997, as well as bio-
logical warfare and other acts of
aggression.

After Cuba’s crushing defeat of the
US-trained mercenary force at the
Bay of Pigs, the Kennedy admin-
istration set up a Cuba Project task
force to find a way to overthrow the
Castro government. In March 1962
the Joint Chiefs of Staff concluded
that organising a successful internal
revolt was impossible: the taskforce
was to create a provocation that
would justify direct intervention. So
Pretexts to justify US military inter-
vention in Cuba was drawn up,
including the following suggestions.

* blowing up a US ship in Guan-
tanamo Bay and blaming Cuba, fol-
lowed up with an airfsea rescue
operation covered by US fighters to
‘evacuate’ ramaining members of the
nonexistent crew

» sinking a boatload of Cubans en
route to Florida
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» developing a ‘Cuban communist
terror campaign' in the Miami area,
including widely-publicised attempts
on lives of Cuban refugees in the US
» simulating a Cuban-based, Castro-
supported filibuster against a neigh-
bouring Caribbean nation

¢ shooting down a civilian flight and
blaming Cuba

And so on: What was clear at the lime
was that a US invasion of Cuba was
imminent, It was in these circum-
stances that Cuba willingly accepted
Soviet missiles onto its lerritory in
1062. There is no doubt that only the
resolution of that crisis — with the US
undertaking to the USSR not to
invade Cuba - guaranteed the
island's safety over the next 29 years.

But with the collapse of the USSR
in 1991, Cuba found itself politically
isolated and on the brink of eco-
nomic crisis. Already by 1992, fol-
lowing the Gulf War, Colin Powell
was boasting that ‘Cuba and Ho Chi
Minh City would be next'. Where
could Cuba look to guarantee its
security? It began to reach out to
social democratic forces in Europe
and north America to cement desper-
ately-needed trade deals and offers of
investment. Inevitably, public pro-
nouncements began to reflect the
need for strong economic ties. There
will undoubtedly have been those
within the Cuban Communist Parly
who saw a political alliance with

social democracy as the way forward.
It took the war in Yugoslavia te
expose that hope as a delusion.

The war revealed social democ-
racy in its true colours as leaders like
Blair of Britain and Schroeder of
Germany proved enthusiastic cheer-
leaders for NATO’s mission. When
long-standing trading partners like
Britain, France and Canada lined up
with the US at the United Nations
Human Rights Commission to con-
demn Cuba - by one vote - for
human rights abuses, the rift was
complete. For that vote was more
than simply to punish Cuba for
opposing the war. [t represents a dan-
gerous additional weapon in the US
arsenal: when imperialism goes to
war, it cloaks its bloody aims in the
language of human rights.

NATOQ's war showed, too, the
impotence of the United Nations.
Since the end of the second world
war, war against a sovereign state has
been deemed illegal by the UN
except as an act of self-defence.
NATO blatantly disregarded interna-
tiona! law, and the United Nations
proved powerless to stop them.,

Meanwhile, the USA is cranking
up its propaganda machine to report
a social, political and economic cri-
sis in Cuba and warning of maritime
borders being opened by Cuba to pro-
mote a mass exodus. At the same
time it is pushing the Organisation of
American States to create a ‘group of
friends’ to intervene if *democracy” is
threatened in any of the member
nations. No wonder Cuba feels under
threat. As Castro pointed out ‘The US
is constantly provoking and invent-
ing things against Cuba, trying to cre-
ate conflicts within our country...
that would justify monstrous crimes
like those it has just committed
against the Serbian people...We're
not going to do anything foolish that
would serve as a pretext for them'.
(11 June 1999)

A new alliance
Cuba's public stance is a rallying call
against imperialism. However, des-
pite a powerful potential ally in
China, which opposed the NATO
war and sees itself threatened by
imperialism, Cuba remains compara-
tively isolated.

[t therefore remains driven by the

need to forge new alliances, to create
new anti-imperialist blocs, while
maintaining an uncompromising
political position. The appointment
of a new Foreign Secretary, Felipe
Perez Roque reflects this trend.
Granma reported that the decision
took into account ‘the complex and
tense international scenario, its
growing importance for the future of
Cuba and the world and the necessity
for a more profound, rigorous, sys-
tematic and demanding work in this
area.’

Much of Cuba’s efforts have been
directed to the other states of Latin
America and the Caribbean, where
suspicion of the USA is running high
in the wake of its ‘group of friends’
proposal, As the minister for Peru
pointed out at the OAS, such a group
would be allowed to interfere in a
state supposedly in conflict, without
that state’s prior approval, The US
has also recently performed illegal
tests of uraninum-loaded bombs on a
base in Puerto Rico. where one per-
son died and four were injured. Cuba
has recently had visits from leaders
of Haiti and the Bahamas and re-
ceived warm support from Colombia
and Honduras for its medical aid.
The rapprochement is producing a
flurry of trade deals and agreements
and strengthening economic and
political support for Cuba in the
region,

In addition, Cuba is seeing im-
provements in its own economy.
with 2.5% economic growth pre-
dicted and a sugar harvest that sur-
passed ils target for the first time
since the start of the special period.
At the same time domeslic oil pro-
duction is exceeding all expecta-
tions, with the possibility that Cuban
oil will supply 50% of the country's
needs within the next five years, and
a nuclear power station on the south
coast is to be completed shortly.

All these improvements offer
Cuba a little breathing space. But in
the longer term, in the words of the
Monde Diplomatique article, ‘the left
will have to reinvent itself’. Until
communists the world over take up
Cuba’s challenge to imperialism and
its ally, social democracy, the threat
ta Cuba will remain,

Tania Jackson in Havana
and Cat Wiener

Boycott Bacard:

Bacardi's recent court victory in New
York, over its right to use the Havana
Club trademark to market its any-
thing-but-Cuban rum in the United
States, shows the depths of com-
plicity between this rapacious and
anti-Cuban company and the US gov-
ernment.

Although the blockade means
Cuban rum cannot be sold in the
USA, in 1974 Cubaexport registered
the Havana Club trademark there to
prevent its use by other companies.
The rights to the trademark were
bought by the French company
Pernod Ricard when it set up a joint
venture with Havana Club holdings
in 1994 - in the face of threatening
letters from Bacardi.

In 1996, Bacardi started illegally
marketing its own Havana Club.
Pernod Ricard sued. But, thanks to
section 211, hastily tacked onto last
year’s US budget law after frantic
lobbying by Bacardi's lawyers, Bac-
ardi won, Section 211 arbitrarily
stipulates that no court in the US
may recognise or in any way validate
any claim regarding trademarks and
commercial names related to prop-
erties ‘confiscated’ by the Cuban
government. Bacardi claims Havana
Club uses former Bacardi assets nat-
ionalised by Cuba in 1960. Section
211 contravenes international trade

law, and Pernod Ricard is taking the
case to the World Trade Organisa-
tion. As Castro pointed out ‘Thope no
one will now complain if we start
marketing a Cuban Coca-Cola.'
Despite widespread propaganda
making much of its Cuban roots, it is
well-known that the Bacardi family,
having made its fortune from the
exploitation of sugar-workers in pre-
revolutionary Cuba, fled in 1959 and
has remained the sworn enemy of
the Revolution eversince. Its lawyer,
Ignacio Sanchez, a member of the

violently counter-revolutionary Mi-
ami-based Cuba-American Founda-
tion (CANF) helped draft key
sections of the Helms-Burton Act,
Bacardi is a principal backer of
CANF.

There has never been a better time
to boycott Bacardi and expose its
counter-revolutionary role. Friday 13
August sees Rock around the Block-
ade's official launch of our boycott
campaign, with a day of action plan-
ned (see p14 for details). With stick-
ers, petitions and leaflets, we will be
calling on individuals and organisa-
tions to boycott all Bacardi products,
drink Havana Club instead and hit
Bacardi where it hurts — in its profits!

nation as exiles.’

taries the world over.’

were illiterate.

Debunking Bacardi lies
Myth: ‘After 98 years of existence in Cuba, the Cuban assets of Compania
Ron Bacardi SA were illegally confiscated by Cuba’s totalitarian regime. The
Bacardi family, along with thousands of their countrymen, fled the Isfand

Fact: Those who fled Cuba in 1959 were cronies and henchmen of the
hated Batista regime. When Cuba’s revolutionary government nationafised
Bacardi's assets in 1960, the company refused offers of compensation.

Myth ‘Before the revolution there was a fun-loving place in Cuba where all
things blended together to create the perfect atmosphere. .. where elegance
and good taste reigned... Havana was an attraction for tourists and digni-

Fact: Pre-revolutionary Havana was a brothel and casino for US playboys
and a rich Cuban elite. While Bacardi amassed assets worth $67m, the
majority of Cuba’s largely rural population lived in shacks without running
water or electricity; a third were unemployed or semi-employed and 43%




From 24 March to 9 June the 19
countries of the North Atlantic
Treaty Organisation (NATO)
attempted to smash Yugoslavia
back to a pre-industrial
condition. NATO claims to have
achieved a great success.

I has sowed ruin and

calls it peace. The tensions that
gave rise to the war remain
unresolved. Future wars are
being planned. Unless the
war-mongers are challenged
and defeated the planet is in
peril. TREVOR RAYNE reports on
the aftermath of the latest
Balkan war.

‘When people ask us how much
damage we did, my answer to
that is “enough”. We did enough.’
British Defence Secretary

George Robertson

* Yugoslavia was subjected to ap-
proximately 35,000 air sorties, thou-
sands of cruise missiles (NATO gives
no figure) and over 35,000 cluster,
graphite, depleted uranium etc,
bombs. About 2,000 civilians were
killed and 6,000 injured by the bom-
bardment. 400-600 Yugoslav soldiers
were killed.

* Over 850,000 Kosovan Albanians
and 150,000 Serbs were made
refugees. ;

¢ Damage to Yugoslavia is put at
$100-150 billion. The Economist
Intelligence Unit forecasts Serbian
gross domestic product will fall 40%
this year, Macedonia's 15% and the
regional output by 3.8%.

* 400 Yugoslav schools were hit and
g similar number of medical units
and hospitals.

* Listimates of the number of bridges
destroyed vary from 50 to 150.

«The United Nations High Com-
mission for Refugess calculates be-
tween 10%-20% of homes in Kosovo
have been damaged.

This is the reality of the ‘humanitar-
ian war', so carefully sanitised for
our viewing and approval. Targeting
quickly shifted from the Yugoslav
military to civilians and civilian
infrastructure: factories, water and
power plants, social facilities, Dam-
age lo the Yugoslav power grid is
over $160 million. Disputes within
NATO were about the rate of destruc-
tion, not the targets themselves.

As we have seen from the war on
Iraq, (which the USA and Britain
bombed every day of the Balkan war)
casualties of NATO's Balkan war
will continue to rise, Toxic chemi-
cals from destroyed factories and
power plants are seeping into the
food chain. The Danube River east of
Novi Sad is dead. Depleted Uranium
bombs spread radioactive poison
causing cancers, birth defects, fatal
nerve and liver diseases. Radioactive
air pollution is detected in Yugo-
slavia by a team working for the
European Commission. Hospitals
that once treated the sick are unable
to function and patients are dying,

Before the disintegration of Alba-
nia, when the Kosovo Liberation
Army (KLA) seized weapons in 1996,
the number of people killed in ethnic
conflict in Kosovo averaged ten a
year. In 1997, 15 people were killed
in ethnic strife. In the year before
NATO's assault United Nation's
(UN) figures showed the number of
Kosovan Albanian and Serb deaths
to be roughly equal, around 2,000.
During the 78-day attack 10,000
Kosovan Albanians are believed to
have been killed by Yugoslav forces
and Serb irregulars, On 25 June in
Pristina, under NATO occupation,
but hardly protection, 15 people
(Serbs) were killed in a single day.

The Independent reported British
troops ealing pizzas with KLA forces
in a KLA torture chamber, No doubt
this is how the victors celebrate.
What kind of a victory is it?

‘Serbs out, NATO in, refugees in.’
British Defence Secretary

George Robertson

The stated objectives were ‘humani-
tarian and peacekeeping’. ‘Saving
Kosovan Albanians'? Certainly not:
10,000 were ‘entirely predictably’
killed. ‘Restoring peace to Kosovo'?
Na: K-For troops entered Kosovo on
12 June; within three days the KLA
had killed or kidnapped 30 people.
Within four days the Red Cross esti-
mated 30,000 Serbs, Montenegrins
and Gypsies had fled Kosovo, includ-
ing the only Orthodox Church bish-
op in the province. The withdrawal

* of Yugoslav soldiers saw the exodus

increase.

Local K-For commanders have the
power to detain anyone for conse-
cutive 48-hour periods. Immediately
upon entering Kosove US troops
began seizing people as suspected
war criminals. George Robertson
issuad his triumphalist sound bite,
‘Serbs out, NATO in, refugees in', the
exodus turned into a stampede.

British paratroopers, whose last
assignment was in Belize (keeping it
safe for the Conservative Party trea-
surer), played their customary role.
one perfected on the Irish nationalist
people. One day into Kosovo they
shot a Serb civilian. The exercise was
repeated with other victims on 29
June, 3 July, and so on, always to the
accompaniment of excuses and
apologies from their commanders,
with the obligatory appeal from K-
For head, General Sir Michael
Jackson, for Serbs to stay in Kosovo.
Approximately 150,000 have left, out
of an original population of 200.000.
In other words; NATO has presided
over precisely the ethnic cleansing it
claimed to oppose, just as it did in
Bosnia in 1996, NATO and British
troops do not bring peace - they
bring violence and repression.

The ‘Peace Deal’

Yugoslav President Milosevic, Euro-
pean Union envoy Finnish President
Martti Ahtisarri and the Russian
envoy and former Prime Minister
Victor Chernomyrdin agreed a deal
on 3 June. It gave the UN Security
Council control over the operation in
Kosovo. From Yugoslavia's point of
view this means that the UN man-
date can, theoretically, be revoked by
Russia and China,

There is to be no referendum on
independence in Kosovo after three
years, which the March 1999 Ram-
bouillet Accord (Diktat is a better
name) proposed. Kosovo is to
remain, formally, part of Yugoslavia
and Serbia.

NATO is to be confined to Kosovo,
unlike the Rambouillet Diktat that
envisaged its right to operate without
hindrance across all Yugdslavia. The
KLA is to be ‘demilitarised’ within
90 days; again unlike the Ram-
bouillet Diktat which envisaged its
permanent presence as an armed
force.

Significantly, Russian troops are
part of the K-For deployment. This

was undoubtedly contrary to the
original intentions of the USA and
Britain, who before and during the
air war tried to belittle Russia and
minimise its involvement.

Objectives partially achieved,
contradictions intensifying

‘War is the continuation of politics
by other means,' said Clauswitz, a
principle underlined by Lenin.
FRFT's analysis of the war began by
examining the politics and relations
of the contenders. The restraints put
on capitalism by the existence of the
Soviet Union and socialist bloc were
removed with the Berlin Wall in
1989 and the collapse of the Soviel
Union in 1991, There followed not
just a scramble for resources, markels
and profits by the major capitalist

disagreements. French
President Chirac ‘personally ap-
proved targeting decisions’ and
vetoed plans to hit Belgrade targets
parlier. Britain's military leadership
and the Labour pgovernment ex-
pressed frustration at restraint on tar-
aeting and the pace of the assault.
Nevertheless, NATO held together
and Kosovo is now a de facto colo-
nial protectorate, divided into US,
German, French, Italian and British
zones. German capitalism was less
intent on excluding Russia than the
USA and Britain. German diplomacy
with Russia helped secure the deal.
German capilalism views Russia as
useful in helping it resist complete
US domination of eastern and south
gastern Europe, the better to achieve
Germany’s own ambitions.

trol ' and
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Belgrade: the aftermath of NATO bombing
powers, but also a change in rela-
tions between these powers. US
global leadership was in question as
Germany and fapan felt more free to
assert their own imperial interests.
The role of British imperialism had
to be defined and demonstrated in
changing global circumstances, par-
ticularly in relation to the USA and
Germany. British capitalism had to
assert a role in Europe that would
serve the defence of its overseas
assets (second only to those of the
USA) and the status of the City of
London as a leading world financial
centre,

War is also an attempt to resolve
contradictions or conflicts by violent
means. To what extent has it done
this? The war expressed different,
not always complementary inferests.
The USA sought to enforce military
and political hegemony in Europe
and the world. Russia was to be iso-
lated and subordinated. British
imperialism wanted to elevate its
status in Europe and Germany to
expand its influence. China was
given a warning and imperialism
demonstrated the fate awaiting any
who defy it.

Contradictions between the differ-
ent powers and class forces have not
been resolved but are intensifying,
bringing with them the threat of wars
to come.

Russia and China were unable to
prevent NATO aggression. NATO
acted beyond the control of the
UN Security Council and so a check
on US power was swept aside. This
is a threat to Russia and China and
countries that look to them for pro-
tection.

In NATO’s first joint military oper-
ation out of its territory, conduct of
the war was subject to political con-
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Russia manoeuvres
Russia showed il
pjected from the world stage at the

would not be
will of the USA and Britain, It
retained the means to act in those
areas where it has geo-strategic influ-
ence o protect.

At the onset of the war Prime
Minister Primakov turned his plane
back to Russia in mid-Atlantic on the
way to the USA. At the close of the
air war Russian troops raced to
Pristina airport to be the the first of
K-For into Kosovo; lwo acts demon-
strating Russian antagonism towards
NATO expansionism.

Russia’s military refuses to serve
under NATO command. During a dis-
pute over the deployment of Russian
troops, NATO told Hungary,
Bulgaria, Romania and Ukraine not to
allow Russian forces to over-fly their
territories. Russian pressure forced
the Ukraine to reject the request.

The USA and NATO have estab-
lished a new forward base in Kosovo
to join their positions in Bosnia and
Macedonia. This threatens eastern
Europe and Russia's south western
flank round to the Caucasus and the
Caspian Basin energy reserves,

Russia has said it will redeploy
nuclear weapons to its western bor-
ders and recently launched nuclear
military manoeuvres off the coast of
Iceland in a show of force to NATO.
In July Russian and Iranian ministers
met to denounce foreign interference
in the Caspian region. A Russian
Mig-29 fighter group has been de-
ployed in Armenia as a counter to
NATO influence in Azerbaijan,
Georgia and Moldova.

China’s response
China intended to use its UN veto
against the deal. but abstained on

The aftermath of
NATO’s war

grounds of Yugoslavia’s acceptance.
China has not accepted US apologies
for bombing its embassy, has not
signed the World Trade Organisation
aggreement on membership and has
suggested that in the face of a declin-
ing trade surplus it may devalue its
currency, This could trigger another
Asian financial meltdown.

On 6 June China condemned a
USA-Japan ‘security pact' as ‘a seri-
ous threat to China and the Asia-
Pacific region’, Shortly afterwards
South Korea's navy sank a North
Korean boat. In July Taiwan rejected
the ‘One China’ policy. China then
announced it had neutron bomb-
making capacity: these are bombs
intended to threaten Taiwan. Next,
China announced ‘warlime mobilisa-
tion drills’ in the seas that divide
China from Taiwan. Britain and
France began shipmenl of nuclear
waste to Japan; material that can be
used in nuclear weapons.

General Blair

Following up the British govern-
ment's bellicosity during the war,
Britain now provides the biggest
NATO contingent in K-For, Intended
to be 13,000, it is being reduced as
military high command complains
that British forces are over-stretched.
Regardless, on 25 June, Blair an-
nounced that British troops and
police were on standby as a UN rapid
reaction 'peace-keeping’ force. The
double-hreasted general is getting
carried away with his ‘new doctrine
of international community’,

Eager to get the lion's share of new
defence contracts for British firms,
the Labour government has proposed
European Union ‘convergence crite-
ria’ for defence spending. This
means bigger EU arms budgets.

In the ruins

NATO's advance . will provoke
greater instability in the Balkans,
Montenegro's political leadership is
encouraged by the USA to break from
Serbia and hence Yugoslavia. Des-
pite the ‘peace’ agreement, the KLA
remain armed and intent on creating
a greater Albania with serious con-
sequences for Macedonia and its
large Albanian population and for
Greece likewise, Demonstrations are
mounted against Milosevic in Serbia,
but there is no indication that they
are anti-imperialist,

The immediate cost of rebuilding
Kosovo is put at £3 billion. The
European Union has scheduled £320
million. Britain has contributed
$800,000 to the UN High Com-
mission on Refugees for Kosovo, less
than the cost of one Cruise missile.
However, some 250 British firms
have picked up Kosovo-linked infor-
mation, but few have announced any
intention of investing there. The
notable exceptions being Securicor
and Group 4 which want to run
Pristina’s prison.

Britain and the USA are intent on
fishing in troubled waters and insist
that Serbia receive no reconstruction
aid until Milosevic is removed. Such
an approach is calculated to stir up
conflict in Serbia and allow imperial-
ism to remove any remaining obsta-
cles posed by the Yugoslav state to its
rule. -4
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. ‘Accumulation of wealth at one pole is...at the
same time accumulation of misery, agony of
toil, slavery, ignorance, brutality, mental
degradation, at the opposite pole, ie, on the side of
the class that produces its own product in the form
of capital’

(Karl Marx, Capital, Vol 1)’

. ‘The challenge of globalisation in the new
century is not to stop the expansion of global
markets. The challenge is to find the rules and
institutions for stronger governance - local, national
and global - to preserve the advantages of global
markets and competition, but also to provide
enough space for human, community and
environmental resources to ensure that
globalisation works for people - not just for profits’
(Human Development Report, 1999)°

he frenetic international expansion of capital to every part of the
world, the prising open of national borders to trade, capital and
information flows and the increasing penetration of the market
into all aspects of human life has had devastating consequences
for the vast majority of humanity. Unprecedented wealth at one pole has indeed
accompanied untold misery and toil at the other.

Over the last 10 years the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP)
has charted year by year the impact of neo-liberalism and globalisation on
human development. In their Human Development Reports they have presented
a picture of capitalism's glotgal expansion which has shown increasing
concentration of income, resources and wealth among people, corporations
and countries, accompanying growing marginalisation, growing human
insecurity and growing inequality in both rich and poor countries. Such
‘pemicious trends’ they believe can be reversed with ‘political will and
commitment in the global community’ and the benefits of competitive markets
can be preserved with globalisation offering great opportunities for human
advance.? But, as DAVID YAFFE argues below, these ‘pemicious trends’ are the
inevitable consequence of the capitalist system of production whose driving
force is the production of ever greater profits. People’s ‘needs’ will only be
satisfied, if at all, and limited human advance can only occur, as a by-product of
this profit-producing process.
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Globalis

A world of obscene and
growing inequality

World gross domestic product (GDP)
increased ninefold over the last 50
years to reach $30,000bn and average
per capita incomes more than tripled,
yel more than 80 countries still have
per capita incomes lower than they
were 10 years or more ago. From 1980
to 1996, only 33 underdeveloped®
countries achieved 3% annual growth
of GNP per capila, the rate needed to
lay the foundation for reducing
poverty, while in 59 countries, mainly
in Sub-Saharan Africa, Eastern Europe
and the ex-Soviet Union, GNP per
capita declined. It is of little surprise
that the income gap between the fifth of
the world’s people living in the richest
countries and the fifth in the poorest
has grown from 30 to 1 in 1960, to 60 to
1in 1990 and 74 to 1 in 1997.

Towards the end of the 1990s the
fifth of the world’s people living in the
highest income countries had or con-
sumed:
¢ 86% of the world’s GDP - the bot-

tom fifth just 1%.

* 82% of the world's export markets —

the bottom fifth just 1%.

« 68% of foreign direct investment -

the hottom fifth just 1%.
¢ 74% of the world’s telephone lines -

the bottom fifth 1.5%.
¢ 93.3% of internet users — the bottom

fifth 0.2%.

* 84% of the world's paper - the bot-

tom fifth 1.1%.

* 87% of the world’s vehicles — the

bottom fifth less than 1%.
¢ 58% of total energy — the bottom

fifth 4%.

That the world's dominant consumers
are overwhelmingly concentrated am-
ong the highest income countries is
dramatically highlighted by the fact
that one child born in the rich capital-
ist nations consumes more resources
than 30-50 children born in underde-
veloped countries,

The underdeveloped countries with
some 80% of the world’s population
have less than 20% of the world's GDP.
Maore than a quarter of the 4.5bn people
living in underdeveloped countries do
not have some of life's most basic
needs.
¢ 1.3bn people live on incomes of less

than 81 a day, almost 3bn on less

than 82 a day.
¢ 1.3bn people do not have access to
clean water.
¢ 2.5bn people lack basic sanitation
« 2hn people lack access to electricity.
¢ More than 850m peaple are illiter-
ate.
Al least 33m people in the world were
living with HIV/AIDS at the end of
1998, with 95% of all HIV-infected
people living in underdeveloped coun-
tries. AIDS causes 2.5m deaths a vear.
As a result nine countries in Africa are
expected to see a loss of 17 years in life
expectancy — down to 47 years, the
level of the 1960s.

Inevitably, there are large income
inequalities within the underdevel-
oped countries. In 29 of the 68 coun-
tries with data, the ratio of the incomes
of the richest 20% to those of the poor-
est 20% exceed 10:1, in 17 countries
15:1 and in 9 countries 20:1. In Latin
America and the Caribbean the gaps
are huge with the richest 20% having
an average income of more than
$17,000 and the poorest 20%. $930.
The overthrow of socialism in the ex-
Soviet bloc led to the fastest changes in
income inequality ever recorded. Of
these countries, Russia has the greatest
inequality with the richest 20% having

11 times the income of the poorest
20%.

Inequality is growing also within the
rich imperialist countries themselves,
Inequality has risen in 18 of the 19
countries in the rich countries’ organi-
sation the OECD. Inequality grew most
in Sweden, the UK and the USA,
According to the HDR 1999, the num-
ber of families below the poverty line
in the UK rose by 60% in the 1980s,
and in the Netherlands by 40%. In fact,
using the more familiar definitions of
poverty — people living in households
with income below one-half the aver-
age — the number of people in poverty
in the UK increased 182%, or nearly
threefold, between 1979  and
1995/1997 from 5m to 14.1m or 24% of
the population. More than a third of
children (4.6m) in the UK live in
households below this poverty level.

This growth in inequality through-
out the world has its counterpart in the
obscene concentration of wealth
among the ultra-rich. In the four years
between 1994 and 1998, the net wealth
of the 200 richest people in the world,
including 50 from underdeveloped
countries, 16 from the Arab states and
3 from the ex-Soviet bloc, increased
from $440bn to $1,042bn, more than
the combined income of 41% of the
world’s people (2.3bn). The assets of
the richest three people were more
than the combined GNP of the 48 least
developed countries with more than
540m people.?

These developments are not acci-
dental but are the necessary outcome
of a crisis-ridden capitalist system.

The reality of globalisation

Globalisation is only the latest mani-
festation of the structural crisis of capi-
talism that has been continuous in one
form or another since the mid-1970s.
The stagnation in the capital accumu-
lation process, with the rate of world
economic growth falling over the last
three decades, and the re-emergence of
rivalries between the rich capitalist
nations at the end of the 1970s, were
the result of an overaccumulation of
capital in the heartlands of capitalism
and imperialism. There were insuffi-
cient profits to both secure the normal
profitable expansion of productive
capital and finance a growing state sec-
tor together with a rapidly expanding
unproductive private service sector.

The rate of profit on capital was falling.

Globalisation has been capital’s

response, Its key features are:

* The huge increase in the export of
capiltal.

* The growing monopolisation of cap-
ital through mergers, acquisitions
and privatisations.

¢ The unprecedented autonomy of the
financial system from real produc-
tion.

« Cuts in state welfare

e A dramatic rise in the exploitation
of labour and intensity of work,

¢ Mass unemplovment and rapidly
growing inequality

The imperative is, by any means nec-
essary, to increase the profitability of
capital. Far from being a beacon of eco-
nomic progress, the frenetic interna-
tional expansion of capital to every
part of the world is a sign of economic
crisis and instability in a world of
growing and obscene inequality.”

Economic domination by rich
imperialist countries

Unlike the UNDP, its sister organisa-
tion the United Nations Conference on
Trade and Development (UNCTAD),

which publishes the World Investm
Reports, has few scruples in promot
globalisation, It sees foreign dis
investment (FDI) by mullinatio
companies as ‘building an integra
production system - the product
core of the globalising world ec
omy'. And it believes the ultim
objective of FDI liberalisation — rem
ing barriers to entry of FDI - fis
enhance economic growth and welf
in countries”.® However, this is far fn
being the case. UNCTAD reports o
tain a wealth of statistical mates
which show how multinational cg
panies, in seeking out the most pi
itable outlets for FDI, reinforce the e
nomic domination of the vast majos
of the world by a small number of 5
imperialist countries.

While world export of goods a
services increased almost three tin
between the 1970s and 1997, FDI gr
seven times over the same peri
This is a characteristic feature of imy
rialism.? FDI links national economi
and multinational companies hs
become the principle vehicle in
process.

In 1997 export of capital in the fo
of FDI reached a new record level
$424bn.10 85% of these exports ca
from multinational companies in |
rich imperialist countries with o
five of these countries responsible
nearly 72% of this (60% of world tof
—US (8114.5bn), UK ($58bn), Germa
($34bn), Japan ($26bn) and Frar
($24.5bmn). The same five countr
have been predominant for nea
three decades, only changing theirs
ative positions, The accumulated ste
of FDI in 1997, attributed to so
53.000 multinational companies a
450,000 foreign  affiliates,
$3,500bn, with more than 90% of
belonging to multinational compan
from the rich imperialist countries
69% of that (62% of the world tol
from the same five dominant countri

-..and multinational
companies
There is a concentration of FDI amg
a small number of multinational co
panies from the dominant imperiaf
countries. The top 100 multinatio
companies alone had foreign assets
$1,800bn and foreign sales of $2,148
- more than 14% of the total assets
foreign affiliates of multinational co
panies and nearly 23% of their fores
sales, Their total foreign employms
in 1996 amounted to barely 0.26%
the world's workforce. Their over
global employment actually fell 3.3
between 1995 and 1996, so they
hardly job promoters, The same §
rich imperialist countries provided |
headquarters of 75% of these com;
nies, with only two companies comi
from underdeveloped countries.
multinational companies in the 1
alone are responsible for half of the |
DI stock. In six of the nine other imy
rialist countries for which there :
data, 25 multinational compan
account for more half of their resp
tive countries’ outward FDI stock
57% of the outward stock in the case
the UK. The share of world exports
foreign affiliates of multinational co
panies increased from a quarter in
late 1980s to a third in 1995, Tw
thirds of all international transactic
are associated with the internatio
production of multinational corpo
tions. The 350 largest corporatio
account for 40% of global trade.

The frantic drive to increase t
mass of profits sufficiently to comps
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Villagers in India protest at a power project, financed by US muitinational Enron

sate for a fall in the rate of profit not
only leads to the centralisation of capi-
tal in the hands of ever fewer and larger
multinational corporations, but also
determines the extent and direction of
foreign direct investment. The forces of
monopoly consolidate at a global level.
The majority of FDI going into the
imperialist nations increasingly takes
the form of mergers and acquisitions,
as opposed to new or 'greenfield’
investment, A smaller number of huge
corporations dominate the global mar-
ket, limiting competition and reducing
employment as capital is restructured
and rationalised globally to reduce
costs and increase profitability.

In 1997 total majority-owned cross-
border mergers and acquisitions
(M&A) reached a record level of
$236bn (out of total cross-border M&A
of $342bn) and accounted for nearly
60% of global FDI, up from 50% in
1996. Corporations from the imperial-
ist countries accounted for 90% of
these. Cross border M&As in 1997 were
nearly a quarter of all M&As world-
wide. Preliminary figures for 1998 sug-
gest this process is accelerating.
Worldwide FDI rose 59% last year to
an estimated 8644bn, fuelled by a
surge in cross-border M&As by imperi-

Armed guard outside a bank In Mexico

. alist corporations. The value of major-

ity-owned M&As at $411bn was almost
double that for 1997 and triple the 1995
amount. New ‘greenfield’ investment
accounted of only a fifth of last year’s
FDI. It is this take-over mania that is
fuelling stockmarkets and creating the
obscene incomes of the new rich, as the
value of their salaries and share options
reach stratospheric levels,

...and super-exploitation of
underdeveloped countries

The amount of FDI invested in under-
developed countries has grown signifi-
cantly over the last five years. $149bn,
37% of FDI, went to these countries,
This is more than double the level of
inflows into underdeveloped countries
from 1986 to 1991 and nearly 25%
above that of the high levels recorded
in the early 1980s. In 1997 the under-
developed countries' share of global
FDI stock was more than 30% - show-
ing the long-term importance of these
countries for enhancing the profits of
imperialist corporations.

This investment is, however, very
concentrated, Multinational corpora-
tions require not only a high rate of
return on their investments but also
the ability to generale an adequate
mass of profits through the access their
investments provide to productive
resources and essential markets glob-
ally. This means they concentrate on a
small number of strategic countries
and investments that serve their over-
all global profitability. In 1997, nearly
90% of investments in underdevel-
oped countries went to only 15 coun-
tries, with one country alone, China,
receiving 30%. On the other hand, for
100 underdeveloped countries FDI has
averaged less than $100m a year since
1990 and nine countries have experi-
enced disinvestment or net outflows.

South, southeast and east Asia
received 55%, and Latin America and
the Caribbean 38% of the total FDI into
underdeveloped countries. However,
FDI into Africa (excluding South
Africa) was $4.7bn in 1997, a mere 3%
share of the total going into underde-
veloped countries. It is comparable to
the share going to a single Asian coun-
try such as Indonesia. Nearly two-
thirds of investment in Africa went to
just five countries — Nigeria, Egypt,
Morocco, Tunisia and Angola. Nigeria
raceived more than a third of FDI going
to sub-Saharan Africa. Not surpris-
ingly, the share of oil-exporting
African economies in Africa’s total

inflows was very high, about 73% in the
period 1991 to 1996. Such investment is
not concerned with enhancing the ‘eco-
nomic growth and welfare’ of these
countries but with the global profitabil-
ity of the imperialist corporations.

So it is not surprising that the rate of
return on investments in Africa by US
multinationals has averaged 29% since
1990. It has been more than double that
in any other region, including the rich
capitalist countries as a group (8.7% in
1993), in many of those years, In 1997 it
fell a little to 25.3%, still more than dou-
ble the average for all countries, and
much higher than the return in Asia
{16.2%), Latin America (12.5%) and in
underdeveloped countries as a whale
(14.0%). Income from UK investment in
Africa increased by 60% between 1989
and 1995, Japanese foreign affiliates had
a higher return from Africa than any
other region except for Latin America
and the Caribbean and West Asia. FDI
in Africa is low precisely because of its
low level of economic development,
and it is limited to those sectors with
important natural resources and high
profitability.

The overaccumulation of capital in
the rich imperialist nations has led to a
massive increase of flows of short-term
capital in the form of portfolio invest-
ment, seeking high returns with little
or no long-term commitment to the
area of investment. These now total
more than $2,000bn, almost three
times the level of the 1980s. As a result
there has been a large increase in port-
folio investment in emerging market
economies (underdeveloped countries
that have sizeable markets opened up
to free-ranging international capital
flows). The flows have increased from
$706m in 1986 to $34.6bn in 1995.
This is reflected in the growing impor-
tance of stockmarkets in a small num-
ber of underdeveloped countries as a
potential source of high returns for
financial institutions from the rich
imperialist countries. Stockmarket
capitalisation of emerging markets
expanded more than 10 times from
$171bn to $1,900bn from 1986 to 1995,
increasing their share of world stock-
market capitalisation from 4% to
nearly 11% in the same period. The
concentration of these flows of port-
folio investment to underdeveloped
countries is even greater than for FDI
inflows. In the case of flows from the
US, 35% of the total flows to emerging
markets, 89% went to only 11 coun-
tries.

Unpayable foreign debt

The recent demonstrations of Jubilee
2000 in the run up to the Cologne sum-
mil of the seven dominant imperialist
powers (G7) and Russia in mid-fune
did much to highlight the devastating
consequences of debt on the lives of
the world's poorest people. However,
the debt relief of some $50bn offered by
the summit to the world's poorest
nations — most of which was not being
paid back anyway - far from ‘helping
the world’s poorest nations achieve
sustained growth and independence’
(Bill Clinton), will not fundamentally
change anything. The debt relief will
only become possible on acceptance of
IMF structural adjustment programmes
(for three years instead of the previous
six). This means ‘economic reform’ to
open up the economies of the poorest
nations and subject them even more
thoroughly to the trade and capital
flows from the imperialist nations. In
other words the economic order that
caused the problems in the first place,

=poverty

will not only remain in place but will
be strengthened. The poor countries
will continue to spend more on debt
payments than on basic health and edu-
calion and their debt will still increase.

In fact the global dominance by the
imperialist powers, with the inevitable
perpetuation of inequality, poverly
and debt, is far more structurally
embedded in the svstem and far less
open to debt reduction as a selution
than many have maintained. The facts
speak for themselves.

The debt of the underdeveloped
countries is now a staggering $2,346bn.
The overall debt has been growing
despite massive debt repayment. From
1987 to 1997 the debt grew from
$1,451bn to $2,346bn an increase of
$895bn despite debl service payments
of $2,198bn. 53% of this debt is owed
to private capital and outside the remit
of any official debt negotiations,
involving governments and multilat-
eral institutions such as the IMF and
World Bank. It is only in the case of the
poorest countries that the largest pro-
portion of their debt comes from ‘offi-
cial' sources,

Sub-Saharan Africa owes $189bn
and nearly 70% of this is from ‘official’
sources because private capital has
barely invested in the area in the recent
decade. Writing off most of this debt
will hardly change anything, precisely
because of sub-Saharan Africa's depen-
dent relation to the world economic
system. Its exports, for example,
amount to nearly 30% of GDP, far
higher, than the 19% of GDP average of
the rich imperialist countries in the
OECD. And many of the prices of what
it exports, primary commodities, have
fallen as prices of its imports have
risen, Primary commodity prices in the
1990s were 45% lower than those in
the 1980s and 10% lower than the low-
est level during the Great Depression
in 1932, The terms of trade of poorest
underdeveloped countries have de-
clined a cumulative 50% in the past 25
years, Sub-Saharan Africa will never
be able to produce enough or export
enough to stop its debt growing and
feed, clothe, give basic health care and
education to its people.

It is precisely the unequal relation-
ship that the underdeveloped world
has with the world economy, which
transforms the labour of the underde-
veloped world's people through trade,
foreign direct investment and debt into
capital and profits for the imperialist
corporations.

...and financial capital
International bank lending, dominated
by the financial corperations from
imperialist countries, grew from
$263bn in 1975 to $4,200bn in 1994,
The world’s top ten investment banks
control 77% of the market. §1,500bn a
day flows through the foreign exchange
system as financial institutions and
multinational  corporations hedge,
gamble and speculate on the move-
ment of national currencies. The finan-
cial system has now an unprecedented
autonomy from real production and
represents an ever-present threat to the
economic stability of even the most
developed capitalist countries.

The so-called miracle Asian ‘Tiger'
economies could not escape the devas-
tating impact of financial capital in its
relentless drive to sustain profitability
when, in 1997, their economies hit
deep structural problems. Interna-
tional capital simply withdrew from
the area. These countries spent some
$100bn defending their currencies to

no avail and around $86bn was with-
drawn by financial capital from the
area in less than a year. As the crisis
spread to other emerging economies,
overall flows to these economies from
international banks fell from $120.4bn
in 1996 to $36.9bn in 1997, with flows
being reversed in 1998 and $29.1bn
withdrawn from these markets. The
turnaround in the current account of
Korea which resulted was equivalent
to 18% of Korea’s GDP and for
Thailand, it was even greater, at 20% of
GDP. 75% of the swing between 1996
and 1998 was by commercial banks
alone withdrawing funds from the five
mos! affected Asian economies. These
countries, as a result, experienced
recessions of a size not seen since the
Great Depression. The social conse-
quences have been devastating with
the number of people in absolute
poverty, on less than $1 a day,
expected to double from 30m before
the crisis to 60m by the year 2000.
Having bankrupted thousand of busi-
nesses and banks, like vultures, the
imperialist banks and financial institu-
tions are now returning to east Asia
and other emerging markets to reap
their rewards. Capital is concerned
with profitability not human develop-
ment,

Globalisation can never work for all
people under capitalism. As long as
capitalism survives and determines
economic relations between nations
and people, capitalism's global expan-
sion will indeed concentrate income,
resources and wealth among a small
number of people, corporations and
countries. Accumulation of wealth at
one pole will always have as & precon-
dition accumulation of misery and toil
for the vast majority of humanity at the
other.
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60 years ago, on 23 August 1939,
the Soviet Union and Nazi Germany
signed a Non-Aggression Pact
[NAP). The NAP came as a shock

to many socialists primarily
because the Soviet Union was seen
as the only consistent

anti-fascist and anti-Nazi state.
ANTHONY BIDGOOD describes the
background to the Pactin

order to understand why the

Soviet Union signed it.

The rise of the fascist threat
Since its successful revolution, im-
perialist enemies intent on its
destruction had encircled the Soviet
Union. The Nazi seizure of power in
Germany in 1933 and the crushing of
the mass support enjoyed by the
German communists led to an espe-
cially virulent anti-communist and
anti-Semitic state. Nazi Germany was
the most pronounced example of the
rise of the fascist and racist right in
Europe during the 1930s. To fight
this threat, the Soviet Union sought
to form alliances with the western
imperialist powers. By May 1934 the
Soviet Union and France had con-
cluded a treaty designed Lo counter a
resurgent Germany. and in Septem-
ber 1934 the Soviet Union joined the
League of Nations, The Communist
International (Comintern) instructed
its member parties to attempt to form
‘Popular Fronts' with nof only
Labour and Social Democratic parties
but also with non-fascist bourgeois
parties. These etforts mel with partial
success with ‘Popular Fronts' form-
ing governments in France and Spain
in 1936 and in Chile in 1938.

But by the middle of 1939 these
twin efforts, of Soviet diplomatit: ini-
tiatives and 'Popular Front' govern-
ments, had essentially [ailed, In
France the ‘Popular Front’ govern-
ment had become just another right-
wing government whilst in Spain
military-fascist rebels had defeated
the Republican government. Mean-
while the British government pur-
sued a policy of appeasement
towards Nazi Germany, leading in
September 1938 to the Munich
‘Agreement’. Britain and France
forced Czechoslovakia, by then the
only demaocracy in eastern Europe, to
acquiesce in Germany's anmexation
of the Sudetenland - Czech border
areas inhabited by German speakers,
The Soviet Union, which had signed
a mutual assistance pact with
Czechoslovakia, was excluded from
the conference that agreed the carve-
up. On 15 March 1939 Nazi Germany
occupied the rest of Czechoslovakia
and created a puppet Slovak state.

The Soviet Union also faced
threats in the Far East. In September
1931, Japanese imperialism annexed
Manchuria, the most industrialised
and natural resource-rich province in
China, and in July 1937 embarked on
a ruthless war to subjugate the whole
of China, It threatened the People’s
Republic of Mongolia, clashing with
the Soviet Red Army during 1937,
the summer of 1938, and yet again in
May 1939. Although the Japanese
withdrew, they were still a real
threat, and it was this that necessi-
tated ‘either an early accommodation
with Hitler or a military alliance with
the democracies’.!

The purges

The Soviet Union also had huge
internal problems — 1937-38 were the
years of the Ezhovshchina or purges.
581,692 people were executed by
order of troikas — three person spe-
cial tribunals - and millions more
imprisoned and exiled.? Although
the Communist Party claimed that
such repression was necessary to

Hitler/Stalin

Pact

Necessity and compromise

combat imperialist-inspired sabo-
tage, the numbers alleged to be
involved seem incredible twenty
years after the October Revolution.
They appear to contradict Stalin’s
claim in January 1934, that: ‘there is
nothing more to prove and it seems
no one left to fight...It must be
admitted that the Party today is
united as it never has been before'. In
the Red Army, thousands of officers
were dismissed; many imprisoned or
executed. including three of the Red
Army’s five marshals. Whatever the
perceived threats from imperialist
conspiracies, the Ezhovshchina un-
doubtedly weakened the Soviet ad-
ministration, Communist Party and
Red Army at the very time when Nazi
Germany and Japan were becoming
stronger and more aggressive.

Bolshevik support for the right of
Poland to become a state had been
‘rewarded’ in 1920 by a Polish inva-
sion of the Ukraine. With French
assistance, Poland forcibly incorpo-
rated several million Ukrainians and
Belarussians into an enlarged Polish
state, These new 'citizens', besides
being grossly exploited by Polish
landlords and capitalists, were dis-
criminated against because of their
nationality and religion. Anti-Semi-
tism was so pronounced in the Polish
state that by the beginning of 1939
more Jews had emigrated from
Poland (400.,000), than from Nazi
Germany.

The Soviet Union still attempted
to reach an agreement with the west-
ern imperialists and offered to aid
Poland if it were attacked. Poland
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*Hitler in the footsteps of Napoleon’, Soviet cartoon on the inevitability of war

Furthermore, the need to defend
itself against threats from Germany
and Japan had adverse effects on the
Soviet economy between 1936 and
1940, Defence expenditure grew from
3.4% of the total budget in 1932 to
16.1% in 1936 and 32.5% in 1940,
reducing investment available for all
other areas of the economy. Hence,
by mid-1939, the Soviet Union was
fighting Japanese imperialism in the
Far East, threatened by Nazi expan-
sionism in Europe, and excluded by
the western imperialists.

Poland

Following the destruction of Czecho-
slovakia, Hitler demanded Poland
join the Anti-Comintern Pact and dis-
cuss the status of Danzig, a city of
German speakers theoretically under
the control of the League of Nations
but in reality ruled by the local Nazis.
For Nazi Germany the ‘separation’ of
Danzig from the rest of Germany was
a ‘problem’, and it was obvious that
the Nazis would resolve their ‘prob-
lem' by force of arms. German offers
to 'negotiate’ with Poland took place
long before the Soviet Union began
negotiations with Hitler’s Germany,
It is important to remember what the

Polish state had become by 1939.
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rebuffed all Soviet offers, as did
Britain and France, although the
British people strongly favoured an
alliance with the Soviet Union and
France. For instance in April and
June 1939 two Gallup polls asked:
‘Are you in favour of a military
alliance between Great Britain,
France and Russia? In April the
responses were Yes 87%, No 7%, No
opinion 6%, and in June the
rasponses were 84%, 9% and 7%
respectively.® Whatever revolution-
aries think of such polls and the tac-
tics that were possible based on such
sentiments, there can be little doubt
that the British public did not want
to appease the Nazis any more.

The Pact and its consequences

Such was the context for the Soviet
Union’s agreement with Nazi Ger-
many. By September 1939, it had lit-
tle choice. Both the NAP and a
Friendship and Border Treaty (FBT)
concluded on 28 September 1939,
contained secret clauses involving
the division of Poland and other ter-
ritorial changes in eastern Europe. It
is these territorial rearrangements
that the Left uses to attack the Soviet
Union and to equate it with Nazi
Germany (but never of course with

the British Empire). This nonsense in
fact supports Nazi expansionism. If
the NAP had not been signed then
the Nazis would have seized the
whole of Poland and not a part of it.
That was the alternative in
September 1939, Was all of Poland to
be under Nazi rule or part of it?

A further question arises, Did the
Soviet Union regard its arrangements
with Nazi Germany as permanent?
Certain actions indicate that this may
have been the case. Immediately fol-
lowing the NAP, anti-Nazi films such
as Dr Mamiock and The Family
Oppenheim disappeared from Soviet
cinemas. The word fascist disap-
peared from the Soviet press, The
Friendship and Border Treaty im-
plies permanence and on 31 October
1939 Molotov, the Soviel Prime
Minister and Foreign Minister,
declared to the Supreme Soviet: ‘We
have alwavs held the view that a
strong Germany is a necessary pre-
condition for a lasting peace in
Europe’. Throughout 1940 and the
first half of 1941 the Soviet Union
deliveraed large quantities of raw
materials to Nazi Germany.

Of more concern was the expul-
sion of German communists from the
Soviet Union to Nazi Germany. Like
other foreign communists in the
Soviel Union, German communists
had been subject to repressive mea-
sures during the Ezhoshchina,
During the period of the NAP many
of these imprisoned German commu-
nists were expelled from the Soviet
Union to Nazi Germany as ‘un-
wanled foreigners' and put into con-
centration camps. These expulsions
were -inexcusable and could only
have taken place because of the NAP.

Most communists accepted the
NAP because they saw the defence of
the Soviel Union as basic interna-
tionalism; it was also set down as
condition 15 of the ‘Twenty One'
conditions to be met for Comintern
membership. As Otto Kuusinen, the
Finnish communist and Comintern
leader, asked Ruth Fischer in 1926:
‘Do you recognise that there is no
antagonism whatever between the
policy of the USSR, the state of the
proletarian dictatorship, and the
interests of the international revolu-
tion?".?

While almost all communists ac-
cepted Kuusinen's proposition, they
still wished to continue their parties’
anti-fascist policy. Problems arose
when the Comintern, with the active
intervention and support of Stalin,
argued that the war which finally
broke out in September 1939 was an
imperialist one, and that both sides
were equally culpable and commu-
nist energies should be directed
against their own governments.

Should the Comintern have im-
posed such a position on communist
parties throughout the world? A
reading of About Turn® shows that
the British CP changed its anti-fascist
position only under international,
primarily Soviet, pressure. The
French CP saw 21 of its deputies
(parliamentarians) out of 72 and five
members of ils central committee
resign over the change from anti-fas-
cism.* The German communist

leadership in Paris continued with
its anti-Nazi politics until 'corrected’
by its Moscow leadership.”

While it was necessary, for the rea-
sons outlined, for the Soviet Union to
reach an agreement with Nazi
Germany, was it necessary for com-
munists world-wide to change their
public attitudes towards fascism and
Nazism? In an imperialist state like
Britain such a change did lake place,
and correctly much more emphasis
was placed on fighting British impe-
rialism, However the ‘nature’ of
Nazism had not changed because it
had reached an agreement with the
Soviet Union. Was it not possible to
oppose both British imperialism and
Nazi Germany while supporting the
Soviet Union? Obviously the answer
was ves. Communists' commitment
to anti-fascism can be illustrated by
the number of volunteers, approxi-
mately 35,000 — a large majority of
whom were communists — who went
to fight the Francoists in Spain. The
problem lay in the way that uncondi-
tional defence of the Soviet Union
was implemented. For instance, after
June 1941, the Indian CP abandoned
leadership of the struggle against
British imperialism to bourgeois
nationalists because Britain was now
an ally of the Soviet Union. The
political position of the Indian CP
stands in stark contrast to that of the
Chinese CP and its independent line
that enabled it to achieve victory not
only over Japanese imperialism but
also over Chiang Kai-shek’s bour-
geois nationalists.

The NAP is now of historical inter-
est. However the ideological offen-
sive against Marx, under the guise of
an attack on 'Stalinism' - a term now
devoid of content and hence mean-
ing, continues because the imminent
problems facing the globe can only be
solved by the destruction of capital-
ism and its odious outgrowth imperi-
alism. Attempts to understand the
positive and negative aspects of ‘the
combined and uneven development’
of Soviet society are still necessary in
a world dominated by imperialism —
the belter to struggle against imperi-
alism.
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month earlier, the sailors

at Kiel in Germany had

mutinied, leading to a gen-

eral strike and the forma-

tion of Councils of Workers,

Soldiers and Sailors Deputies. Karl

Leibknecht was released from gaol to

gmclaim the Republic as the Kaiser

ed. Another 'crowned head’ had

fallen! The revolution against war

and the vile profit system which had
spawned it was spreading.

The ruling classes of Europe were
united in their terror of Bolshevism,
Field Marshall Sir Henry Wilson,
described the Cabinet meeting of 10
November:

‘Lloyd George read two wires from
Tiger describing Foch’s interview
with the Boches, and Tiger is afraid
Germany will break up and Bol-
shevism become rampant. Lloyd
George asked me if [ wanted this, or
would rather have an armistice. I
unhesitatingly said “armistice”. All
the Cabinet agreed. Our real danger
now is not the Boches bhut Bol-
shevism',

An armistice was declared the fol-
lowing day and the First World War
ended on 11 November 1918 Mac-
lean did not disagree with the ruling
class's fears:

‘We witness today what all marxists
naturally had expected, the capitalist
class and their Governments joined
together in a most vigorously active
attempt to crush Bolshevism in
Russia and Spartacism in Germany.
This is the class war on an inlerna-
tional scale’.

1918 General Election

Maclean made these remarks in Janu-
ary 1919, having recovered his strength
after imprisonment and characteris-
tically putting himself at the disposal
of the movement. There was no doubt
that that the months of torture in gaol
had sweakened Maclean physically
but he was far from broken in spirit.
He was unable to participate directly
in the General Election campaign fol-
lowing his selection, while a prisoner
in October 1918, as a Labour candi-
date for the Gorbals District of Glas-
gow. He had been selected as a member
of the British Socialist Party, which
was affiliated to the Labour Party,
A new constitution, designed as a
‘fortress against Bolshevism’ would
be adopted later that year by the
Labour Party to deliberately exclude
revolutionaries, like Maclean, who
was only too willing to use any plat-
form to advance socialism at this
point. He was no dupe of the Labour
Party, as we shall show,

At an eve of poll rally, Maclean
advocated a straight revolutionary
programme and called for the release
of those imprisoned at home and
abroad for their political activities:
Eugene Debs and Bill Haywood in the
United States and Sinn Fein mem-
bers, Joe Robinson and Barney Freel,
held in Peterhead Prison in Scotland,
Maclean received a very respectable
7,436 votes against 14,247 for John
Barnes, apparently an independent,
but in practice Labour's preferred
candidate. Not at all bad for a con-
victed traitor,

1918 Sinn Felin victory

Maclean, the revolutionary commu-
nist, had been defeated in a bourgeois
election by ‘an honest and well-tried
representative of Labour' where the
right to vote had only recently been
extended to women over 30, In
Ireland the revolutionary nationalists
of Sinn Fein challenged the whole

The German Revolution of 1919

rotten system of British ‘democracy’
by peaceful, electoral methods, win-
ning 73 out of 103 Irish seats. 70% of
the Irish people had voted for an
Independent Irish Republic. At the
roll call of the First Dail Eireann in
January 1919 the reply 'Fe ghlas ag
Gallaibh — imprisoned by the enemy’
followed 36 names.

The World War had been fought, it
was claimed, to defend the rights of
small nations but this small nation
had proclaimed its independence
through the ballot box, despite wide-
spread arrests and the banning of
Sinn Fein election meetings and
leaflets. The majority of the new Sinn
Fein MPs were in British gaols while
Ireland was under British military
rule again. The revolutionary strug-
gle against British imperialism had a
profound effect on Maclean. In May
1919 he shared the May Day platform
in Glasgow with Constance Mar-
kievicz, before 150,000 workers. A
comrade of Connolly's in advocating
a workers’ republic in Ireland, she
had become the first ever woman MP
but followed Sinn Fein in abstaining
from taking her seat in the British
Parliament, having just been released
herself from Holloway gaol. Maclean
visited Dublin for the first time in
July and recorded his impressions.
He witnessed the workers’ boycott of
the Allies' ‘Peace Saturday' parade:
“The solemn farce of 15,000 soldiers
with bayonets fixed, machine guns
and tanks marching through the
streets to celebrate peace.”

Magclean was typically blunt in his
remarks al mestings, and was heck-
led when he attempted to lecture the
Irish on their struggle, He honestly
records the arguments and it was
Maclean who was learning. His asser-
tion ‘that Irish labour would not be
free under a Sinn Fein Republic, but
only under a socialist workers’
republic’ provoked a hostile
response, where the audience de-
manded to know why Scottish regi-
ments who refused to serve in India
to suppress rebellion there came to
Ireland. Maclean reflected deeply:

lean: The class war on an
International Scale

Released from prison on 3 December 1918, Maclean had requested a quiet retum to his city. It was not to be.
A huge crowd had gathered in George Square, Glasgow and he was lifted up onto a carriage where, waving a
massive red flag, he called for cheers for the German socialist revolution. That red emblem which now flew over
the public buildings of Moscow and Petrograd was unfurted over the skies of Berlin.

‘Hot stuff like that was poured into
me, and through these manilesta-
tions of the Irish mind at home I
began to realise the spirit that nine
hundred years of oppression had
failed to subdue. Once the workers
develop a similar hatred of capital-
ism things are going lo move on
avalanche-like.’

A year later, faced with the ebbing
away of working class struggle in
Britain he was to conclude:

“The Irish Sinn Feiners, who make
no profession of Socialism or Com-
munism, and who are at best non-
Socialists, are doing more to help
Russia and the Revolution than all
we professed Marxian Bolsheviks in
Britain.'

Maclean’s increasing understanding
and interest in the Irish struggle was
the starting point of an analysis of
British imperialisim which sought to
develop amongst the working class in
Scotland, England and Wales a com-
mon cause with Ireland, India and
Egypt, obvious and significant as maj-
or colonies of the Empire, to destroy
that Empire.

Nationalism in Scotland was at
this period confined to small groups
advocating Home Rule. The end of
war saw an increase of interest
amongst established bodies, such as
the Scottish TUC, calling for varieties
of constitutional reform and full
independence. Maclean associated
himsell with a National Committee in
late 1919 and openly advocated the
Sinn Fein tactic of abstaining from
the British Parliament. He was to
later identify the Irish in Scotland as
particular allies in the struggle for a
Scottish Communist Republic;

‘Many Irishmen live in Scotland, and
as they are Calts, like the Scots. and
are out for Irish Independence, and as
wage-earners have been champion
fichters for working-class rights, we
expect them to ally themsalves with
us, and help us to attain our Scolttish
Communist Republic. *

Keeping

capitalism busy
at home

The period of 1918-
1919 was one in
which, at every
level of anti-im-
perialist, industrial,
political and revo-
lutionary struggle,
the discredited rul-
ing classes wern
challenged as at no
time since 1848, the
vear of revolutions
throughout Europe,
of Chartism and
of the Communist
Manifesto. Walter
Kendall, author of
The Revolutionary
Movement in Brit-
ain 1900-1921 states:

‘The evidence shows
that the crisis which
British Society laced
between 1918 and
1920 was probably the most serious
since the time of the Chartists.”

Lioyd George, in a secret memoran-
dum to Clemenceau of France,
expressed this fear:

‘The whole of Europe is filled with
the spirit of revolution. There is a
deep sense, not only of discontent,
but of anger and revolt amongst the
workmen. The whole existing order,
in its political, social and economic
aspects is questioned by the masses
of the population from one end of
Europe to the other’,

From January 1919, Maclean was out
to seize the time. He developed his
assessment of what needed to be
done in Britain. There were contend-
ing views that were to figure signifi-
cantly in his attitude to the formation
of the Communist Party of Great
Britain, Maclean essentially and real-
istically- advocated the coordination
of the industrial struggles that were
being threatened throughout the
country amongst engineers, miners,
railway and steel workers to chal-
lenge capitalism. It has been argued
that he advanced an unrealistic and
ultra-leftist strategy in positing revo-
lution as an actual possibility at this
point. He based this strategy on the
double imperative of challenging the
imperialists” joint attempt to crush
the Soviet Union and averting the
nightmare future with which capital-
ism threatened the world, the work-
ing class and humanity. In an article
entitled ‘Now's the time and now's
the hour' he repeated his warning
from his trial: ‘If capitalism lasts,
then war is inevitable in five years;
ves, and a war bloodier than the pre-
sent war.'

All the forces of the working class
were to be united in the struggle. He
held that the unemploved had to be
drawn into the strike movements:
‘Socialists everywhere.,. ought to
organise, lecture and drill the unem-
ploved and so create & mighty men-
ace to capitalism’.

Demobilisation after the war had
begun to create an army of unem-
ployed men and women and
Maclean argued that the campaigns
for shorter hours amongst the engi-
neers and miners would mativate
these jobless workers to unite with
the strike movement: ‘Here we have
the economic issue that can unify the
workers in the war against capital-
ism'.

During this unresl arose mutinies
of suldiers al Calais and Folkestone,
Sailors on hoard HMS Kilbride ran
the red flag up the mast and the
police struck in Liverpool and
London: 'The condition of the army,
the navy and even the police
strengthens us in the fight. Capi-
talism is in the las| ditch’,

But Maclean was not blinded by
the spontaneous movements and
struggles which had broken out, He
clearly emphasised the conscious
aspect of revolutionary struggle and
took up the debate in this period to
state that effort, theory and organisa-
tion were absolutely central to seri-
ously taking on the system. Nor was
Maclean unable to recognise when
the balance of forces had changed in
favour of the exploiters. The failure
of the strike movements of early 1919
confirmed to him that an advanta-
geous moment of capitalist instabil-
ity had passed. By the end of August
he stated:

‘My impression is that capitalism is
more vital today in Britain, Japan and
America than ever it was’.

Nevertheless the business of educat-
ing, agitating and organising must go
on. Maclean reviewed the ebbing of
the tide of industrial struggle as the
year began to close. There were, he
contended, still forces capable of
challenging this resurgent capital-
ism. A report of a speech he made in
November 1919 to commemorate the
Russian Revolution and demand
'Hands off Russia’ points to Mac-
lean's widening identification of the
actual challenge to the British ruling
class, His stature as a socialist had
not diminished, despite the retreat of
industrial struggle:

‘On rising to speak he received a
truly wonderful ovation and his
speech was one scathing attack on
British Imperialism throughout the
world".

Maclean was not ditching the battle
over jobs, wages and conditions but
the class struggle is more than this.
He supported the campaign for a 24-
hour strike but he argued that it
should also adopt the slogan: ‘Hands
off Ireland, Egypt and India’. Mac-
lean was a revolutionary communist,
more than an industrial organiser;
more than a solidarity fighter, he was
an anti-imperialist and a socialist.
This was the political direction
Maclean was to follow from now on
Michael McGregor

The first four parts of this series on Maclean are
avaitable from Larkin Publications for £2.50 + 40p
p&p. The final part will appear in the next issue.
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Where are you coming from, John O’Farrell, and where are you going, Nick Cohen?

These two books are different in
form, John O'Farrell’s is an aulobiog-
raphy and Nick Cohen's is made up
of reprints of published articles. Yet
it is interesting to read them one after
the other. because while O'Farrell
describes the horrors of 18 years of
Tory Rule, 13 of them under the
hated Thatcher, and his longing for a
Labour Party victory. Nick Cohen
takes up the story with his account of
the New Labour government since
May 1997.

O'Farrell is a professional comedy
writer and if you enjoy the humour of
Spitting Image and Have I got news
for you you will laugh aloud at this
book. It is also surprisingly informa-
tive for readers who rejected the
Labour Party, with its 'Parliamentary
Road to Socialism’ during the Tory
years, but who engaged in anti-gov-
ernment politics. If we thought it was
tough and the going was slow, that is
nothing compared to the dismal
experience of Labour Party ward and
local council politics. We were in-
volved in a variety of direct action-
type initiatives: the Non-Stop Picket
against apartheid (which he visited),

massive demonstrations in the anti- -

deportation campaigns including a
march from Manchester to London by
the Viraj Mendis Defence Campaign,
arrests for supporting the right of the
Irish people to self-determination on
the streets, and the anti-Poll Tax cam-
paign which climaxed with 300,000
people fighting pitched battles with
the police in Trafalgar Square. John
O'Farrell was not there because he
was helping with a Labour Party
street stall outside Sainsbury’s,

How dim and restricted, then, the
political life of O'Farrell. Dim in his
politics and restricted in his activity,
But the book is saved by a gently
mocking awareness that the Labour
Party and the council estate, middle-

class students and political correct-
ness all sit uncomfortably side by
side. Thatcher's media thundered
home the message of Sun newspaper
bigotry and topless models while
corrupt ministers proclaimed a re-
turn to Victorian values. Meanwhile
the better-off working class just kept
on voting Tory.

His account takes us back over the
four Conservative governments and
the desperate efforts of the Labour
Party to modernise, that is, to sling
out Militant, fail to support the min-
ers’ strike and succeed in supporting
the Gulf War. Despite pangs of con-
science O'Farrell carries on with
Labour, ‘my party — right or left'.

As an activist, O’'Farrell experi-
enced the door-to-door tramps round
council estates, the meetings of six
comrades or fewer in draughty halls,
that may be familiar to readers. He
describes his own progress from stu-
dent on the dole to well-paid middle-
class lefty with a certain honesty and
some recognition that those he left
behind on the council estates are
having it as tough now as when the
hated Tories were in government.

This is where Nick Cohen comes
in as the chronicler of New Labour in
government. His articles cover Lab-
our's ‘third way' - the privatisation
of prisons, the introduction of the
market into schooling, the ‘ethical’
foreign policy including relations
with Suharto of Indonesia and above
all, the relentless self-aggrandise-
ment and greed of the new slite.

Nick Cohen is an excellent inves-
tigative journalist who searches out
the truth and tells the real record of
the businessmen and politicians this
government is so keen to make alli-
ances with. He reveals the links that
bind the consultancy and public rela-
tions firms to the ‘high profile’ high
earners whom Blair's government

adores. Deanne Julius, the ex CIA
agent. was brought onto the Bank of
England’s Monetary Committee by
Gordon Brown for £130,000 a vear
and Chris Whittle of Edison, the
education business, has been
invited to bid for Education Action
Zones in Britain. The Labour gov-
ernment’s grovelling admiration
for capitalist enterprise is evident
with every breath it takes. Cohen
quotes Michael Barber, adviser to
Education Minister Blunkett in
his sycophantic praise of the cor-
porate mission: 'Successful com-
panies are uniquely able to
manage change and innovation’
and 'business does have a proven
record of raising academic stan-
dards in the United States’. This is
not only untrue, but the record
shows that businessmen like Chris
Whittle exploit  schoolchildren
shamelessly. His Channel One
Station was provided free to schoaols
in the USA on condition that 90% of
children watch a 10-minute news
package with a two-minute advertis-
ing slot each day. Follow-up research
showed that the consumption of junk
food and right-wing Republican
views were measurable results of this
compulsory brain-washing. Enter-
prising indeed!

Cohen takes up the story of the
poor left behind on the housing
estates and mean streets of the
inner cities after John O'Farrell
moved on to a middle-class income
and a big house in Fulham. For large
sections of the working class the
‘miserable vears' continue. Jack
Straw's vicious policies of discipline
and punishment are married to
Blunkett's tight-arsed education sys-
tem and both are to impose flexible,
low pay casualisation of working
conditions on the poor. The courling
of the Murdoch press by Labour is

- Things can only get better: 18 miserable years in the life of a Labour Party supporter 1979-1997 John O’Farrell, Doubleday, 1998, £9.99
. Cruel Britannia: reports on the sinister and the preposterous Nick Cohen, Verso, 1999, £16
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described in full by Cohen as both a
tactic of control and a grovelling wor-
ship of financial success. It serves
several functions.

‘We thus have an elite that
embraces populism and forces the
most degraded aspects of equally elit-
ist corporations’ populist diet and
journalism on everyone’s children
but their own...Teaching children
how to spell "Chicken McNuggetts"”
will not, I suspect, help them make
sense of cant.’

Nick Cohen’s journalism is of the

‘most brilliant kind and this book is

highly recommended to anyone who
wants to keep track of the most
vicious right-wing government this
century and wheo needs convincing
that New Labour is the friend of cor-
porate capitalism. Unlike that other
brilliant journalist of our time John
Pilger, however, Cohen has yet to
learn just how vile British imperial-
ism is. Unlike Pilger, Cohen did not
oppose the NATO war in the former
Yugoslavia: 'Despite evervthing', he
wrote, 'I still hope NATO takes Kos-

ovo' Cruel Britannia was published
before the war, but there is enough
here to have been able to predict
which way Cohen would swing. His
ripe humanism comes across when
he writes of 'the modern vice' of
‘turning a blind eye to violence ag-
ainst minorities’ or, discussing Bri-
tish negotiations over handing Hong
Kong back to China, he says of Lord
Howe: ‘Faced with a choice between
siding with freedom or repression,
Howe chose repression’. He retains
the utopian indifference of the public
commentator to the realities of the
struggles faced by individuals, com-
munities and nations who are op-
pressed by the power of capital. The
real tasks of those who struggle
against the ‘global market' so roundly
condemned by Nick Cohen will be
untidy, painful and bitter. There will
be no power bloc interested in justice
for the oppressed. We will have to do
it for ourselves and the fight for the
greater good may be a lot more messy
than some humanitarians will be
able lo stomach,

It is nevertheless, essential that
writers like Nick Cohen continue Lo
fight the good journalistic fight for
truth and that their anger at the lies
and hypocrisy of the rich enlighten
our days.

Susan Davidson

Things can
only get better

M A play by Richard Roques, Etcetera
Theatre, Oxford Arms, Camden High Street,
London NW1 20 July-8 August

7.15pm Tuesday-Saturday;

6.15pm Sunday; £8.50, £5.50 concessions

Things can only get better is a politi-
cal play with a message for everyone
who loves, or hates, the Labour Party:
It is aimed both at those who have
remained dedicated to the possibility
that socialist change in this country
might, just might, be brought about
by electing a party which has over the
years ditched every last vestige of
lipservice to socialist politics, and at
those who, like the author, know that
Labour never has been and never will
be socialist.

The play tells the stories of three
characters: Lillian Sanderson, an Old
Labour ‘'socialist', who stands in a
safe Tory seat, never expecting to be
elected, but becomes one of Blair's
babes in the landslide of 1997; her
son, Nick, a rebellious 16-year-old,
discovering his own sexuality and
politics; and Simon, Lillian’s brother-
in-law - a determined adherent of
Old Labour, who grows progressively
disenchanted, following the election,
as Blair — and Lillian — move further
and further to the right.

Janet Behan is outstanding as
Lillian. Although she is actually on
stage for the least time, she holds the

piece together, as we watch her par-
liamentary career progress, while her
personal life and political principles
fall apart. Mark Lawrence as Nick
(fetchingly attired for the opening
scenes in a Rock Around the Block-
ade T-shirt) and Ignatius Anthony as
Simon also deliver strong perfor-
Marnces,

Richard Roques’ script inter-
weaves political commentary on the
events of the two years since Labour
swept to power with insight into the
twists and turns in the lives of his
characters, This is a partisan play: it
takes a stand and makes a point. But
it is not a polemic and. as with the
writer’s previous work, the dialogue
is skilfully constructed to ensure the
production is neither simnplistic nor
one-dimensional.

Consequently, even while she
sells out her own principles, Lillian
can still inspire sympathy as a
mother rejected by her teenage chil-
dren. And Nick, who begins as the
dissenting voice of revelutionary
yvouth, embraces gay ‘life-style’ poli-
tics and with it the capitalism of the
‘pink pound'. Although both are
searching for answers, neither can
find one to the questions at the heart
of the play. Only Simon knows the
beginning of the answer - ‘socialism,
good old, unfashionable, unwork-
able, unelectable, socialism’. And
although he doesn't yet know how to
begin to work towards that answer,
the one thing he does learn by the
end of the play is where not to look —
in the Labour Party.

Nicki Jameson
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A revolution
can only he
born out of
culture and
itieas

B Speech by Fidel Castro, 1998,
reprinted as a pamphlet by the
Cuban Embassy, London

Castro was speaking outside the
University of Venezuela, 40 years
after he last spoke there encouraging
Venezuelan support for revolution-
ary change in Cuba. He returned lo
give this speach as president of Cuba
in the year that marked the 40th
anniversary of a revolution that de-
posad US puppet Fulgencio Batista
and liberated the people of Cuba. His
speech takes the form of advice from
one who has spent his lifetime fight-
ing for socialism, He tells us that
‘today...all of mankind needs to be
saved. And it is not our task. il is
vours.'

This task has been made all the
more difficult by the fact that we now
live in a 'unipolar’ world, that after
the collapse of the eastern bloc there
is no remaining strong challenge to
US imperialism. In Cuba they have

survived the threat from their north-
ern naighbour even though their old
ally the LJSSR has been gone for eight
years and the economy has been
through the special period. The US
has also intensified the economic
blockade of Cuba with the hope of

g

defeating socialism in that country.
Castro describes this as 'economic
warfare' where the US forbids the
export of even one ‘cap or kerchief’
from a US company, even if it is
based in a totally different country.
Castro attributes Cuba's resistance
to the ideas of the Cuban people. The
continuation of the revolution did
not happen because an oppressive
govarnment used force to suppress a

counter-revolution but because of the
commitment of the Cuban people
that the revolution relies on. ‘Those
who sow ideas have no need to sup-
press the peaple, ever,' That is why
Cuba has been able to resist US
attempts to culturally and ideologi-
cally dominate the world. Castro
comments that ‘practically every-
thing circulating in the world today
is sheer Yankee-made, canned cul-
ture.' Cuban society, which is based
on the consensus of the people, offers
an alternative to this in its resistance
to US oppression.

Castro backs up his argument with
impressive statistics about whal the
revolution has achieved: that during
the special period, for example,
infant mortality went down by 30%
in one year from 10 to 7.1 per 1,000
live births;: that not a single teacher
lost their job and that new medical
colleges are being opened,

Castro is right, however, when he
savs that Cuba could not just say ‘Do
what we did’, because our revolution
needs to come from our ideas and be
part of our culture. For the revolution
to change the US-dominated world,
‘neither nuclear weapons nor big
wars are needed’, but ideas. Castro
even quotes Jose Marti to the effect
that ‘trenches of ideas are worth more
than trenches of stone,’' Our greatest
weapon in this struggle is, therefore,
our ideology. Our ideas are needed to
make the revolution and our ideas
are needed to keep the revolution
alive. This is because ideas are inde-
structible and can never be beaten.

Matthew MacDonald
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mwood Scrs

The news that after years of brutality at the gaol, 25 prison
officers from Wormwood Scrubs had been suspended and were
being charged with assaults on prisoners was greeted
throughout the prison system with delight among prisoners and
with rage among prison officers. JANE NICHOLSON reports.

The Scrubs has been notorious
among prisoners for the bad attitude
and thuggery of its staff for decades.
In 1979, when the prison still housed
high security political prisoners,
Wormwood Scrubs saw. the first
ever appearance of the paramilitary
‘MUFTI squad’, who mounted a ber-
serk attack against prisoners staging
a peaceful protest, causing numerous
injuries,

Since changing from a high secu-
rity 'dispersal’ prison to a ‘local' gaol,
containing mainly remand and short-
term prisoners, the name of Worm-
wood Scrubs has become syn-
onymous with some of the worst con-
ditions in the system: constant over-
crowding, bad sanitation and sus-
tained abuse. Prisoners can expect to
be confingd Lo their cells most of the
day; the wings are noisy, dirly and
alienating but the fear of being sent to
the punishment block for complain-
ing has stifled most potential protest.
The block itself has been well known
for many vears among longer-term
prisoners from the dispersal system
as a place where they would defi-
nitely get a severe beating if sent
there on a 'lay-down'.

Last year Andrzy Jakubczyk re-
ceived an out-of-court settlement for
assaults on him in the segregation
unit in 1993. Countless other civil
actions by former Scrubs prisoners
are still pending, many involving
allegations of sustained racism, It was
the handing of a dossier on eight such
cases by Hickman Rose solicitors to
the press which began the chain of
events which led to the charges
against the screws

Wormwood Scrubs is whal some
prisoners would call ‘a screws' nick’.
The Prison Officers Association
(POA) is in charge. Prison officers
decide what happens, who gets exer-
cise, who gets to their visit on time,
whose mail is actually posted out,
who gets beaten up. Governors and
managers have no power; instead
they collaborate, they cover up the
abuse. As does evervone alse in the
prison: medical staff, chaplains, pro-
bation, Boards of Visitors. The situa-
tion is virtually identical to that at
Strangeways prison prior to April
1990 when the prisoners there
decided that enough was enough.

After the Strangeways revolt, the
Conservative government was forced
to admit local prison conditions were
appalling and to begin making some
improvements. Staff brutality contin-
ued to be hushed up though, with the
Woolf Inquiry making virtually no
mention of it and allowing the POA
to continue peddling its propaganda
about hardworking officers doing a
difficult job of controlling dangerous
prisoners with limited resources.

So what has now changed? Why in
1999 is it suddenly acceptable to
state publicly that prison officers at
Wormwood Scrubs have regularly
assaulted prisoners and from there to
conclude that they are out of control
across the system, that they are cor-
rupt, lazy, take bribes, smuggle drugs
and guns and maintain segregation
unit regimes which professional tor-
turers would be proud of?

The answer is that turning the
spotlight on the POA and its failings
entirely suits the Labour govern-

ment’s purpose, which is to speed up
the process begun by the Tories of
breaking the Association's power and
destroying its hold over the way the
prison system operates.

In 1995 the press was full of the
then ‘crisis’ in prisons, which fol-
lowed the Whitemoor and Parkhurst
break-outs and which, like these ‘rev-
elations’, was skilfully manipulated
to back up the direction the govern-
ment had already decided to take. We
wrote in FRFIL: ‘The subtext to the
“crisis” is a battle which has been
raging for several decades hetween
the government/Prison Service and
the Prison Officers' Association...
today's Prison Service sees itself as
modern, managerial, stream-lined..,
it wants clean, efficient and cheap
electronically-locking penitentiaries,
neatly packaged, ready for privalisa-
tion...The POA.. wants its members
to rule the roost with complete power
over prison regimes. staffing levels
and how prisoners are treated. Like
the Prison Service i1 wants
compliant prisoners, but it prefers
the tried, tested and labour-intensive
techniques of thuggery to the more
*modern” methods of repression,’

We pointed out that neither side in
this ‘debate’ was progressive, that
neither was concerned for the welfare
of prisoners. Although it is more
obscured in today's discussions,
which centre on attacks by staff on
prisoners, as opposed to tightening
up prison security following escapes,
the dynamic at work is exactly the
same, With one difference — oppor-
tunistically and predictably, the
Labour Party has switched sides.

In opposition and right up until
elected to government, Labour wooed
the POA. Straw and Blair built up
their ‘tough on crime’ credentials by
supporting the screws' bleatings
about the need for more resources
and mare repression. This gave tham
an ideal angle from which to attack
the Conservatives without support-
ing the rights of prisoners. Straw
promised the POA he would stop the
privatisation programme and would
review the withdrawal of prison offi-
cers' right to strike contained in the
1994 Criminal |ustice and Public
Order Act. Once in government he
did a complete U-turn on the first of
these promises and simply ignored
the second.

So now Labour are the ‘mod-
ernisers’, the purveyors of privalisa-
tion and cheap. efficient repression.
And by confronting the vicious
scress of Wormwood Scrubs, this
agenda can now be dressed up in a
way which will appeal to free-marke-
teers and liberals alike.

The government's chief asset in
this presentation is the Chief Inspec-
tor of Prisons, Sir David Ramsbot-
ham. Ramshotham was chosen by the
Conservatives but while he turned
out to be a thorn in their sides, for
Labour he is a feather in the cap -
ex-military, 'independent’, definitely
not a liberal, much more of a ‘one-
world' old school Tory who genuninely
cares that the ratings, underlings and
servants are not mallreated. As such
he favours ‘offending behaviour
courses’ and carrot-and-stick meth-
ods over direct physical confronta-
tion, He has no time for the POA and
is rabidly pro-privatisation. His
recent report on Wormwood Scrubs
offers a series of solutions to the
prison's problems, including imme-
diate closure and market testing.

The Chief Inspector is aware that
neither would be palatable to the
POA members whom he describes as
‘destructive, uncooperative, self-
seeking’, and he responds by invok-
ing the New Labour dream:

“There is now a new climate in the
Criminal Justice System, of which
the Prison Servica is a part, and new
thinking is required to exploit the
openings that the government has
created, This inspection provides
conclusive evidence that, currently,
Wormwood Scrubs is unable, not
least because of some of its staff are
unwilling, to adjust to this new cli-
mate in which new initiatives such
as lackling drugs, preparing prison-
ers for release and challenging of-
fending behaviour need to flourish’,

Tha reality of the ‘new climate’ in the
Criminal Justice System is reductions
in access o legal aid and trial by jury,
two-strikes minimum sentencing, the
abolition of virtually all prison edu-
cation excepl that which is linked to
‘offending behaviour', the opening of
the control unit at Woodhill for ‘sub-
versive’ prisoners, imprisonment for
life without trial for ‘psychopaths’
and for shorter periods for ‘anti-
social neighbours' and the privatisa-
tion of prison escorts, catering and
canteens, not to mention all new
gaols including one specifically for
12-14 year-olds.

FRFI is glad thal a few of the
vicious sadists who staff the Scrubs
are being charged. We hope they lose
their jobs. are convicted and get to
see a little of whal life inside is like
from the prisoners’ perspective. We
hope that more charges will follow,
nol just al Wormwoond Scrubs but
throughout the prison system. And
we lose no sleep at all over the so-
called ‘trade union rights' of the
POA. The POA is not a trade union -
it is a Mafia. But we are under no illu-
sion that the motive of the state in
attacking the POA is in any way pro-
gressive or concerned with saving
prisoners from future hrutality.

conditions of sensory deprivation.

port from London.

on 0171 217 6664,

PRISONERS’ JUSTIGE DAY

Prisoners at the Woodhill control unit continue to resist their incarceration there. Two prisoners cur-
rently face the prospect of criminal charges for allegedly assaulting screws at the Closed
Supervision Centre (CSC), while others have been ghosted to other prisons, supposedly for ‘incite-
ment', Since the rewriting of the CSC 'operating standards' following the judicial review taken by
Rifat Mehmet and Sean 0'Connor, prisoners and their lawyers have been exploring possibilities of
further litigation. One prisoner's case against his individual selection to the unit on spurious criteria
is due to be heard in the High Court in the near future.

Woodhill is the end of the line for so-called ‘subversive’ prisoners in British gaols. The regime Is
not ‘therapeutic’, as the Prison Service would have it. The unit is there to force prisoners to ‘change’
by means of crude behaviour modification and brainwashing techniques, to punish them if they do
not ‘improve’ and ultimately, if they refuse to co-operate, simply to warehouse them in long-term

This year's annual Prisoners’ Justice Day events are centred on Woodhill. On Saturday 7 August
there will be a demonstration at the prison from 1.30 to 3pm. Please phone FAA for details of trans-

If you cannot attend the demo on 7 August, you can still show solidarity with the Woodhill prison-
ers in struggle by faxing and phoning the prison and the Prison Service on Tuesday 10 August. We
want them to recelve a barrage of enquiries and complaints about their inhuman regime {details of
the conditions at Woodhill are In the last issue of FRFI and model letters are availabie on e-mail from
Iondonabc@hotmail.com). Prisoners in various gaols will also be taking solidarity action on 10 August,

Woodhill prison is in Tattenhoe Street, Milton Keynes, MK14 4DA. The phone number is
01908 505999 and the fax is 01908 505417. The govemnor of the prison is Marjorie Boon and the CSC
governor is David Yeomans. The Prison Service phone number is 0171 217 3000 - ask for the
Directorate of High Security Prisons. The office which deals with allocations to the GSC can be faxed

Inside
News

Full Sutton

Following its humiliation at the
recent Full Sutton mutiny trial, it
might have been expected that the
Prison Service would quietly forget
about another protest a year later,
which caused less damage and
attracted less publicity. But, no -
seven prisoners are to be charged
with Violent Disorder. Those who
have been released since the 1998
disturbance are no doubt pretty fed
up about having to go to court but
those still inside are rumoured to be
looking forward to the trial and to
seeing what inventive evidence the
Full Sutton staff can come up with
this time.

Satpal Ram

Satpal is once again being harassed
at Frankland. On 29 June he declined
to have his photograph taken. He'd
been photographed just a few
months earlier and his appearance
hadn't changed since so there was
no justification for the demand.
Satpal had already had his stereo
confiscated and his legal paperwork
rifled through a week earlier, so just
saw this as further harassment. He
was then ordered to go to the segre-
gation unit to be adjudicated on for

refusing a direct order. When he
refused this order as well, he was
taken to the seg by the 'Control and
Restraint’ squad. He didn't bother
attending the adjudication and was
'sentenced’ in his absence to seven
days cellular confinement (cc). Dur-
ing that time he was ‘charged’ with a
whole series of other ridiculous

| offences, including not putting his

plate outside the door after a meal,
adjudicated on a few more times and
given more cc. On 13 July he finished

| the last of these punishments and

was told he was to stay in the seg
under the catch-all provision of
'Good Order and Discipline’.

Send letters of solidarity to Satpal
Ram E94164, HMP Frankland, Bras-
side, Durham, DH1 5YD. Send letters
of complaint to Governor Ivor Woods
at the same address.

| Simms and

O’Brien victorious

The judicial challenge by lan Simms
and Michael O'Brien against the gov-
ernment's vicious attempt to prevent
serving prisoners being visited by
journalists has finally been success-
ful in the House of Lords after strong
resistance by both the Tories and
Labour. So send that Visiting Order
to a journalist now!
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FRFI

ROUNDUP

ur last issue came out
just before the end of the
imperialist onslaught on
Yugoslavia. FRFI supporters
had been active on street
evants and al numerous demonstrations
attacking the role of the Labour Part
and the Labour government in leading
the NATO war alliance ~ much to the
disgust of most of the left. At the final
demonstration on 5 June, SWP mem-
bers vociferously condemned improm-
ptu speeches we made at the final rally.
All their slogans had been about
NATO, with not a mention of the
Labour Party or the Labour govern-
ment. So when the following day we
attended s conference on War and Mili-
tarism organised by New Left Review
and International Socialism (journal of
the Sacialist Warkers Party) we knew
what to expect. Leading SWP mambaers
were forced to defend the Labour Party
left and justify the SWP's alliance with
the Labour Party.

Jjohn Rees, editor of International
Socialism, told the conference that the
cause of the war was 'the collapse of
Stalinist states’. He stressed the

defence of oil pipelines from the
Caspian Sea to western Europe as the
main purpose of the war. However, he
neglected to mention that at the end of
those pipelines was British Petroleum,
the biggest firm in the consortium
exploiting the Caspian region,

Events

NORTHWEST

BLACKBURN

-Sunday 19 September, 2, DOpm

Public Meeting: Cubain the fronlline against -
imperialism

- Bangor Streat Community Csnue
Brockhuuse Blackhum

LONDON

Wednesday 25 August 7. 3Upm
Public meeting.
Glubaltsatlon \mth a human face

_WBdnesday 15 September, 7 30pmv
FRF Reaﬁers& Sipporters Group

Both at: Gonway Hall; Red Lion Squate.
London WC1 (Hoibom tube)

: ‘Showing of Panther viueotolsowed by d!sws
- glon'of Black Panther Party - :

Alex Callinicos continued by over-
looking the fact that Britain is the sec-
ond biggest holder of overseas assets
after the USA and second only to that
country as arms trader to the world. He

. told us that 'Blair represents a ruling

class that has lost its empire and so can
afford to speak more blithely of inter-
vention.” Commitling 13,000 troops, to
date, to the occupation of Kosovo is no
‘blithe’ intervention.

He then condemned our criticisms
of Labour by accusing the RCG of want-
ing to ban the Labour Party left from
anti-war campaigns. We explained the
reality was that those on the left who
opposed Labour were the ones being
banned from platforms and denied

democracy in the campaign.
Demonstrating, in this instance, that
they practice what they preach SWP
mambers attempted to stop us selling
Fight Racism! Fight Imperialism! dur-
ing the dinner break.

From New Left Review Tarig Ali
emphasised the prevailing strategy:
‘Labour Party MPs on the platform give
us confidence.’ But why were there so
few? Callinicos had the answar: ‘Many
Labour backbenchers opposed the war,
but were toa depressed to do anything
about it.” We jest not, Had he changed
‘confidence’ for ‘respectability’ Tarig
Ali would have hit the mark.

Later, Lindsey CGerman, editor of
Socialist Review. explained that ‘it is a
fallacy that there is no contradiction be-
tween people who vote Labour and its
leadership...a large proportion of

abnm Party members opposed the
war,” She concluded ‘we must take on
the politics of the Blairites,” We can say
that in reality Labour Party members
didn't give a damn about the war.
British forces have been involved in 96
armed actions overseas since 1945, and
Labour has supported every one of
them except Suez in 1956 when it sided
with the USA. It is not a matter of
‘Blairites” but the entire character of
Labour, old or new. The SWP has to
peddle these myths to justify its policy
of clinging to vesterday’s failures and
the threads of respectability they afford,

Tariq Ali was also to claim that the
war had been a disaster for NATO.
Another fiction: it would only have
been a disaster if the alliance had bro-
ken aparl. The fact is, it did not. Even in
Creece, where 98% of the people
opposed the war, preventing NATO
materiel and troops crossing their land
te the war zane, the social democratic

PASOK government still committed
troops 1o NATO and today remains in

government,

Finally, both Tariq Ali and the SWP
agreed that, in Tariq Ali's words. ‘in
Britain there is the beginning of a
strong anti-war movement’, In truth it
was and is pathetic for two reasons:
first, because much of the Labour Party
left supported the war, and second,
because the anti-war left, whether
inside or outside Labour, refused to
honestly and openly confront the gov-
ernment. When anyoene did condemn
Labour, they were attacked. Tariq Al
was once a revolutionary, Now he is
older and more prosperous, such ambi-
lioms have long disappeared, and he
can reserve his bile for those who

Fighting capitalist lies...

would attack the cosy alliance he and
his ilk in the SWP have established
with the Labour Party,

As we report in our Rock around the
Blockade round-up. the SWP roserves
its vitricl not for the Labour Party bul
for the Cuban revolution. It is the only
issue for which they can whip up any
visceral feelings.

In  contrast, comrades in the
Midlands held & successful dayschool
in Lincoln to coincide with the interna-
tional protests against Third World
Debt. A recurring theme of the day-
school was the hope that Cuba gives the
world by calling for the debt to be can-
celled and in leading the oppressed
nations to resist imperialism and neo-
liberal policies.

Speakers from RCG, Pathfinder/
Militant, Oxfam and others examined
the debt from the perspective of imperi-
alist domination and exploitation of the

oppressed countries. Topics included
the origins of imperialism and the pre-
sant capitalist crisis and imperialist
aggression in Yugoslavia and Irag. The
important point was made that the
Third World debt is just one part of
imperialist exploitation, so that can-
celling debt had to be championed in
an anti-imperialist context. In the final
session, Rabert Clough led a blistering
attack on the Labour Party and its
bloody role in the war on Yugoslavia.
He pointed out that the Cuban call to
indict Javier Solana for war crimes was
an implicit condemnation of all
European social democracy and was in
stark contrast to the position of the bulk
of the British left.

The whole dayschool was a great
success and inspired many of those
present to redouble their efforts to
defend Cuba and build an anti-imperi-
alist movement in this country,

ROCK ON
WATH RoCK

AROCUND

THE

LOCKADE

Rocking over the summer

Over the May Bank holiday, we were
presented with a fantastic opportunity
in London at the Barbican Centre's
Cuba Presente arts festival, where our
stall raised over £500 towards a sound
system for the youth of Cuba and
attracted a lot of interest from people
keen to get involved in our work on
Cuba.

This led to lively campaign meetings
and political discussion over the last
two months, Rock around the Blockade
also held a stall outside the SWP's
Marxism events in central London in
early July to refute SWP lies about Cuba
(see separate article).

At the end of July, we took two car-
loads of activists up to the Womad
Festival at Reading and. in the blister-
ing heat, raispd £255 and attracted
tremendous support.

In the Midlands, Rock around the
Blockade and RCG members spoke at
the Breaking the Chains dayschool on
imperialism and debt. The group has
also been discussing Cuba's call for the
indictment of Javier Solana. As well as
political discussions, the Midlands are
organising fund-raising events over
the summer and stalls in Lincoln,
Birmingham, Nottingham, and Lei-
cester. A stall will also be held regularly

at the Hockley Bar salsa night in
Nottingham  every Tuesday., In
September there will be a stall at the
Lincoln Peace Festival and a Cuba dis-
play in the library of Lincoln
University at the start of the new term,

Rock around the Blockade in the
Northwest held a stall at the Unity
Festival in Manchester and raised £250
mainly through hectic activity at the
coconut shy! Several local summer fos-
tivals are being targeted for some major
fundraising events. In early September,
we will be holding stalls at freshers’
fayres in Manchester University, Man-
chester Metropolitan and the Uni-
versity of Central Lancashire, Preston.

So wherever you are, there's no
excuse for not getting involved with
Rock around the Blockade!
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Bad luck for Bacardi
Day, Friday 13 August!
All around the country we
have also been busy in the
lead-up to the official launch
of our Bovcoll Bacardi cam-
paign on 13 August, which will
be the focus of much of our work
over the next period. The hostility
of the Bacardi organisation to Cuba

H.i

represents the cutting edge of the
vicious and illegal blockade of Cuba by
US imperialism. Bacardi also signifies
the dominance of the multinationals
and their collusion with imperialist
governments against the interests of
humanity.

Join our boycott campaign: get mem-
bers of your college. union or organisa-
tion to sign our petition, send in for our
‘Boycott Bacardi' stickers and action
pack. Boycolt Bacardi products! We
will be organising stalls, publicity av-
ents and direct action. Rock around the
Blockade events are listed below, — so
get involved!

We will be sending a brigade of
activists to Guantanamo in Cuba in
spring 2000, To find out more about the
brigade, contact the campaign,

IN AND AROUND LONDI)N

Sunday 8 August: :
 staltin Camden Market, 2pm. Meet iLe
opposns tube station on right—by phone
boxes and near the man shakmg :
atambourine!

: Fnday 13August
-anti-Bacardi promst Fietie:
“:Contact the campaign fordetaals

: ,sammay‘ 1’4JSunday 15 August:
jfundralsmg bonanza.

Monday 16 August, Bprﬁ

Rockamundmealod(adegoesmma” :
‘seaside-toholdaslaltatﬂw(:uha o
f%ﬂvaionﬁnghmn I:cach it

BOM Box 5909, Lonaonwcmsxxof o
tel01718371688,

MIDLANDS Py
Fome:ansofswls mr ouoo 230151 oo

NDRTHWEST : : . 1
‘Public M'eeting Cubain the frontlme ;
-against imperialism: -
Bangor Street Community centre
.Brookhouse. Blaekhum :

Samrday 28August B

Stall at World Beat Festival, Morecambe
from 12.30pm

For details tel: 01254 679605

SWP and
Cuba:

does the CIA
write its
speeches?

The hatred that the SWP has for the
Cuban revolution was on display at
their Marxism conference in July,
which was also attended by a number
of RATB supporters, The session's
main speaker ridiculed the revolution,
belittling the gains in health and educa-
tion, recvcling old tales about the
imprisonment of those with AIDS. He
did not bother to mention the 40-year
old US blockade. Ho called Castro a
dictator who suppressed democratic
rights and the freedom of speech.

Then came the ‘discussion’ session.
Or rather it didn't. SWP hacks queued
up to vilify what the Cuban people had
achieved, calling for the revolution's
destruction. The CIA would have been
proud of them., RATB comrades who
put their hands up to speak were
ignored completely. Finally, when the
chair closed the session, an RATB com-
rade stood up to refute the lies.
Members of the audience called for her
to have the right to speak. They were
treated to a lesson in SWP 'freedom of
speech’ as SWP goons threw her and
other RATB members oul.

Many of the audience came to the
RATB stall outside to express their dis-
gust. We now understand that SWP
branches have had to ‘discuss’ Cuba to
get the line right. We believe there are
some SWP members who support
Cuba, We call on them to get active
with Rock around the Blockade.
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Covering up for Corbyn

lf Jeremy Corbyn MP lefl the
Lahour Party, as David Howarth
suggests (FREI June/July), where

| should he go?

Whatever one thinks of the
Labour Party, what other
organisation at the moment offers
an equivalent high-profile
platform inside or outside of
Parliament? Or outside of
London? There is not much point
in ideological perfection, in
perfect isolation. Since the
revolution will probably not
break out tamorrow, what
elfective path should a socialist
MP take? [ do not quite see near-
oblivion as a real option,

Keep reading the papers with
the real news of the world, but
lemper aspirations with some
sense of reality, David?

GRAEME KEMP

Surrey
Graeme seems to miss the point. | wasn't

trying to persuade or embarrass Jeremy
Corbyn into leaving the Labour Party.

| was trying to show the opportunism af
Corbyn since some regard him asa
socialist.

\What difference would it have made to
the education system if Corbyn's son had
gone to a comprehensive school? How
would it benefit the thousands of working-
class children who aren’t given 4 choce in
the type of education they receive?
Corbyn's ex-wife presumably understood
the reality that the Labour Party is
committed to a two-tier education system,
and wanted the best option for her son - a
middle-class education, To advance a
decent comprehensive education for al,
necessarily involves a political battle
against the Labour Party, which the
overshieiming majority of the l2ft show no
sign of doing. Instead of behaving like a
socialist, Corbyn turned his marital split
into a publicity stunt,

Graeme paints out that there Isn'ta
ready-made revolutionary party in Britain.
which | agree with. The question that
neads to be answered is why? Is there no
poverty in Britain? Are the living standards
of the working-class endlessly improving?
s capitalism meeting their needs? Clearly

not. The answer was provided by Lenin
over 80 years ago, who showed that
socialists split mto opportunist and
revolutionary wings, the opportunist wing
having its ecanomic and social reots in
imperalism, Lenin also identified a mora
dangerous trend, those ‘wha vacillate
between oppartunism and radicalism, but
are in reality only a fig-leaf for
oppartunism’ (Lenin - ‘Opportunism and
the callapse of the Second International’)
This is not “ideclogical perfection’ buta
standard to judge the present actions of
those wha call themselves socialists.
Robert Clough's book Labour: A party fil
for imperialisim shows that the Labour
Party has ahways defended the interests
of British imperialism, which the most of
the left hide behind lame excuses and
myths.

Corbyn, Benn, Livingstone, Galloway
elc are necessary to the Labour Party and
the left. Firstly, they act as a buffer for the
Labour Party to deflect criticism and to
lead ‘opposition’ to Labour policy into
channels acceptable to Labour. Secondly,
they disquise the left's support for Labour,
whatever it does. The recent wiar in
Yugoslavia provided a clear example of
their role.

David Howarth

Britain backs East
Timor terror

Br':m‘m has recently expressed
concern to Indonesia that British-
made Hawk jets may have been
used in East Timor. Touchaed with
humanitarian concern, Foreign
Office minister Geoff Horn
reminded Jakarta that the fighter
bombers were oniy sald an
condition that they were not

' deployed in the region.

So where did they think thay
were going to be used? As if the
British government, who have
just taken part in the bombing of
Yugoslavian military and civilian
targets alike, could care less about
what the Indonesian military do
ta the East Timorese! 1U's even less
likely that the Indonesian
gavernment, responsible for so
much oppression in the form of
murders, torture and
‘disappearances’ in East Timor,
would be true to their word,

JOHN WALMSLEY
Nelson, Lancs

A call for action

I,m writing further to the
articles by John Bowden, Mark
Barnsley, Domenyk Lattlay
Fottfoy (Noonan) and Reg Wilson
in the June/July 14499 issue of
FREL | would also like to take this
opportunity to congratulate
Larkin Publications for printing
these articles and supporting the
comrades in the Woadhill
oppression unit, and hopefully
these articles will finally get the
reaction these lads need. They are
subject to the most restrictive and
appressive regime in the penal
systemand I take my hat off to all
of you in that desolate place. It is
also about time prople
throughout the penal system
eealised what the real hardcore of
the svstem are subject to, the true
soldiers who have fought against
all the bollox the authorities have
implemented and who have been
subjected 1o brutality and the
headgames that the POA scum try
to play. Now it's about time
everyone discussed what protests

and/or means are passible to get the
publicity these lads need. Itis time
to make a stand, fight the system,
fight back, it's time to uniio.

Forget the evil divide-and-
congquer incentive regime and the
endless amount of carrots that are
on offer (for the benefit of the
screws mainly), we are calling for
action, demos, and a national
prisoners’ support group who will
stick by each other through thick
and thin. Prisoners’ Justice Day -
10 August 1999 — is the day of
action when we should all mould
together as one. Talso send my
respect Lo everyone whao has been
involved in any protest, whether
big or small, riot, escape. hostage
im:idcul. ﬂssﬂllh.‘i an screws,
Fighting cach other just ain’t
clever — fight the real enemy.,
Alsa, let’s hope the conviction
rate stays as low for people who
do stand up for themselves and
end up on trial. Stay strong, lads,
and let's revive solidarity and let
these people know they are not
alone.

STEVE SLEAFORD
HMP Parkhurst

‘Poole & Mills: still
fighting for justice

Thank vou once again for the
write-up in the latest issus of
FRFT, I thought you should know
shat is going on with our fight,
plus you may be able to help us
SOME MOTe.

As vou have already reported,
ex-Detective Inspuctor Gladding
lost his libel case against Trial
and Error (T&E) and David Jessel
in October 1998. Gladding
prevented a vital defence witness,
Neville Jukes, from giving
evidence at our murder triai in
1990 and in their programme on
our case, Jessel and T&E accused
him of perjury and perverting the
course of justice, Gladding then
sued them for libel,

Their defence was that they
were justified in making such
statements as Gladding had
committed perjury and had
perverted the course of justice.
The onus in the libel trial was
then on them to prove this to be
true. The trial judge instructed the
jury that the evidence must ba of
the very highest standard and
overwhelming, due to DI
Gladding being a police officer.
Well, it must have been more than
enough because the jury was
unanimous in deciding in favour
of T&E and David Jessal.

Our campaign is now focussing
on leying 1o get Gladding charged
for these criminal acts. Our
families recently took a letter fo
the police station asking if criminal
charges are to be brought. We also
used the opportunity to get some
much needed publicity. We are
naw awaiting a response from the
palice

Could FRFI readers help us by
writing as well? Here is a sample
text, to be addressed to the Chief
Constable of Gloucester Police,
Cheltenham Palice Station,
Gloucestar:

Dear Sir,

We are weiting to ask if criminal
proceedings for perverting the
course of justice and perjury are
now to be taken against former DI
Gladding following the High
Court verdict (Gladding v Channel
4’5 Trial and Error and David
Jessel, October 1898). These are
most secious offences which, if laft
unpunished, undermine the very
fabric of justice in our country
and there has certainly been
enough evidence brought to light
to warrant criminal proceedings.
We await your reply.

Please let us know of any letters
sent and keep a copy.

TONY POOLE (WM1030)

GARY MILLS (WMO0469)

HMP Erlestoke, Devizes, Wilts,
SN105TU

PRISONERS JUSTICE DAY
CLOSE DOWN WOODHILL CONTROL UNIT!
Demonsiration at Woodhill, Saturday 7 August. Meet 1.30pm at HMP Woodhill,
Tattenhoe St, Milton Keynes. From London: meet at 11am at Euston BR station con-
course. Buses from Milton Keynes Central station to Safeway Superstore

Hypocrisy in sex
education

Briiuin has the highest
pregnancy rate in Europe. In June,
the government announced a
£60m programme to tackle this
problem, promising improved sex
education, contraceptive services
and support for teenage mothers
to halve conception rates in
under-18s within ten vears,

On the face of it, such a
programme is Lo be welcomed.
But taken alongside Labour's
attacks on lane parent benefit sud
its proposal to consign fnenags

| mothers to ‘hostels', it is not too

cynical to sound a note of caution
about just how the programme is
to be operated. We need only
look to the United States — from
where New Labour draws
inspiration for so much of its
walfare policy.

Every vear one million
teenagers in the US - 10% of
those aged 15-19 — become
pragnant. Federal governmant
sees this as a worrving drain on its
social expenditure budget and has
pledged funds, under the guisc of
welfare legislation, for the
development of sex education in
schools. In all, $400 million will
be made available fora new
curriculum which has the single
aim of teaching abstinence from
sexual intercourse until marriage.
No practical advice, no
contraception, just sermonising.
Meanwhile, of course, welfare

ayments to single parents have
Euun slashed.

Substantial evidence shows

that only concrote information,

Caravan of global
resistance

Pu:{urc this: a Punjabi furmer
and a Colombian black community
activist stride together down a
street in Milan, waving a Reclaim

| the Streets banner brought from

Landon. Behinid them walk 400
activists from three continents
and innumerable organisations.
This is the Intorcontinental
Caravan [ICC) for Solidarity and
Resistance, and over four weeks
these people will demonstrate at
the WT'O, the UN Food and
Agriculture Organisation, the G&
Summit and outside the offices of
some of the most pernicious
multinationals in Burope and will
canlront the detention contres
with which the European
countries oppress those sueking lo
enter them. The people of the
caravan will glso meet. interact
and share expariences with one
another, with the European
aroups wha host them and with

| the people and organisations they

meet — activists. farmers,
journalists, politicians and
curious members of the public.
Thev will pull up GM crons,
oecupy offices, bring towns o a
halt with their marches, squat
trains and learn about new
lechnigues of organic farming
The ICC was initially proposed
under the auspices af People’s
Global Action, an nmbrella
organisation incorporating
movements as far-flung as the
Karnataka State Farmers
Association (KRRS) in India and
the Mexican Frenle Zapatista de
Liheracion Nacional (FZLN). The
KRRS' primary concerns woro the
impact of neoliboral economic
policies on Indian peasants.
These include the removal of
subsidies and trade protection,

| the dumping of cheap grain into

the markotplace by foreign
multinationals, the imposition of
genetically madified steains that
give poor yiolds after just a couple
of years and require expensive
chemicals and the patenting of
the genes of plants that have been
freely used for centuries. The
Zapatista rebellion in Mexico is
infhienced by similar forces,
rising in 1994 partly in response
to Mexica's joining NAFTA and
the further repression that this
was ta bring ta the already
brutalised indigenous populations

of south Mexico. Groups from
Nepal and Madhya Pradesh
protested against the big dam
projects that drive oul small
farmers who have little voice,
providing irrigation and electrizity
for the large landowners and
industrialists with great political
clout. The Brazilian MST
provided inspiring examples of
how landless peasants have taken
back the land monopolised by
rich absentee landlords and
created independently the health
and education systems the state
fuils to provide. In Rome, Hebe
from Las Madres de Plaza de
Mavo. the organisation of the
families of the ‘disappeared’in
Argentina, spoke powerfully of
the connection hetween the crimes
committed by the US-supported
militarv dictatorship that ravaged
her country and the hardling
capitalist agenda that threatens
our own and future generations.

In [taly, tha caravan also took &
stand against US-led imperialism
and militarisation in its most
recent manifestation, that of
NATO's actions in Kosovo and
Serbia. Members joined tha
demonstrations at the air base at
Aviano from which NATO jets flew
their sorties, and carried banners
procleiming ‘No to the NATO
genocide! an a march in Milan.

The caravan was not perfect.
Thare ware logistical nightmares
and political rifts, There were
problems of cultural clashes,
racism and gender
discrimination, and the
outnumbering of non-Indian
participants by a vast majority
often resulted in them being
denied sufficient opportunity to
speak or have adequate
translation. These dificulties
must and wiil be learned from.
More importantly, we have
shown that we can unite in the
face of the neoliberal
globalisation project and that we
have started to build the
foundations of a network of
organisations and individuals
which extends over the entire
globe and will be a powerful new
force of strength and solidarity
against global capital, ‘Tf they
giobalise capitalism, we will
globalise resistance.”

People’s Global Resistance can
be contacted at pga@agp.org

SARAH IRVING
Puriey

contraceptive advice and access
to contracaption lead to a
reduction in pregnancy rates
amangst teenagers. For instance,
in Oslo, teenage abortion rates
halved from 1988 levels after the
introduction of an integrated
package, including young
people’s sexuil health clinics and
age-apprapriate sex education,
Naw is the chance for the

government to shaw whether it is
serious about reducing pregnancy
rates and supporting young
women in this country, or onlyv in
a hypocritical nod to Victorian
values that will keep Middle
England happy and teenage
pregoancy rates rising-

NOREEN LANE
North London

What we
stand for

The Revolutionary Communist
Group fights for a society which |

produces for people’s needs, not
profit - that is, a socialist society. l

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

P in Britain today more than four
million are unemployed with many
people - women In particular -
trapped in low wage, part-time jobs.
25%of the population ~ the majority
women and children - lives in pov-
erty, with lower wages, lower benefit
and fewer social services. Mean-
while, money-grabbers in the newly-
privatised industries (like the water
authorities) and banks amass more
profits and pay their directors
inflated salaries. The RCG supports
the struggle of the working class to
defend and improve its living stan-
dards,

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

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

P> Britain is an imperialist country.
Ireland is Britain's oldest colony and
the nationalist working class of the
Six Counties are subject to military
occupation and brutal repression.
The RCG supports the struggle of
the Irish peoplé for self-determina-
tion and calls for the immediate
withdrawal of British troops.

P Internationally, oppressed nations
are driven into poverty and debt by
imperialism as multinationals extort
superprofits from the labour of the
poor. Throughout Asia, Africa, Latin
America and eastern Ewope the
effects of the free market are obvi-
ous - low wages, appalling work
conditions, poverty and starvation
for the mass of the peopie; environ-
mental degradation, corruption and
repression in government. The RCG
supports the struggle of all op-
pressed people against imperialism. |

P The RCG supports socialist Cuba
and condemns the illegal US block-
ade. We fight actively in defence of
the Cuban revolution.

P In the drive for profits, the needs
of human beings and the environ-
ment are secondary to the profits of
multinational companies. The RCG
supports the struggle to defend the
environment.

P The Labour Party is a ruling class
party which defends capitalism, In
power it has never defended the
interests of the working class. The
RCG fights for the independent
interests of the whole working
class. We do not support any of the
pro-capitalist parties in elections.

P The RCG fights against prejudice
and bigotry, which are used by the
ruling class to divide and weaken the
working class. We oppose all dis-
crimination against black people,
women, lesbians, gay men and
people with disabilities.

The defence of the working class
and oppressed can only come from
the working ¢lass organising democ-
ratically and independently in its
own interests, in Britain and intema-
tionally. The Revolutionary Commu-
nist Group stands for the rebirth of

/ society,
defend the Interests of the working
class and oppressed. Join us,

Fight Racism! Fight Imperialism!
BCM Box 5909, London WCTN 3XX
Telephone: 0171 837 1688. Website:
http:/fwww.rcgfrfi.easynet.co.uk/
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‘The argument that the
present political process can
deliver real and meaningful
change has been
significantly undermined by
the course of events over
the past 15 months. This
culminated in the failure last
week to establish the
political institutions set out
in the Good Friday
Agreement...

‘Those who demand the
decommissioning of IRA
weapons lend themselves in
the current political context,
inadvertently or otherwise,
to the failed agenda which
seeks the defeat of the IRA.’

IRA statement on the peace
process, released 21 July 1989

Garvaghy Road, 1999

n 14 August 1969, the Labour

govemment sent British

troops onto the streets of
Derry. It wasn’t, as popular media
myth would have it, to defend the
nationalist community from brutal
loyalist attacks. The troops were
sent into Derry to prevent a full-scale
insurrection, which would have
spilled over into the 26 Counties and
once again raised the national ques-
tion throughout Ireland.
For more than a year before August
1969, the situation in the north of
Ireland had been moving towards
insurrection. The Civil Rights Move-
ment had grown into a mass move-
ment, challenging Protestant privi-
lege and forcing the Unionists in
Stormont to accept one-person-one-
vote. Battles raged on the streets
between the nationalist working
class and the RUC, and the Ulster
Volunteer Force had embarked on a
bombing campaign. In anticipation of
the Orange marching season, Harold
Wilson. Labour Prime Minister, gave
Roy Hattersley, Minister of State for
Defence, the power to send in British
troops.

Stormont refused to ban the an-
nual 12 August Apprentice Boys
march in Derry which allowed thou-
sands of Orangemen to parade
through the Catholic Bogside to

HANDS OFF IRELAND!

‘Peace Agreement’
reaches a dead end

The IRA statement, published in An Phoblacht/Republican News on 23 July, reflects growing Republican frustration with a Northern
Ireland Peace Agreement which has come to a dead end. Blair's deadlines of first 30 June and then 15 July failed to force the Ulster
Unionist Party (UUP) into entering the power-sharing executive with Sinn Fein. During the course of the hectic, intense discussions, Blair
and the British government were convinced that they would deliver IRA arms decommissioning. As Adams put it, they had stretched the
Republican constituency to its limit: Blair called it a ‘seismic shift’. For Trimble and the UUP this isn't enough - they want arms decommis-
sioning before power-sharing. BOB SHEPHERD reports.

ven the enabling legislation,

published by the British gov-

ernment — on 12 July, ironi-
cally — with the supposed intent of
acting as the framework for setting
up the executive, wasn't enough to
shift the UUP. In this legislation,
Blair’s new ‘blueprint’, the Good Fri-
day Peace Agreement was amended
to allow Sinn Fein to be excluded
from the executive should the IRA
fail to decommission. The sole aim of
this amendment was to strengthen
the position of Trimble; centering
the debate on the failure to set up the
power-sharing executive around IRA
decommissioning hides whal is
really happening on the streets of the
Six Counties, It conveniently hides
which section of society is under
attack and where the violence is
coming from. During June, leading
up to the talks and the beginning of
the loyalist marching season, there
was an escalating number of attacks
on nationalist homes and communi-
ties,
¢ 1 June: a petrol bomb was thrown
at the home of a 63-year-old Catholic
woman in Strabane
¢ 4 June: a Catholic solicitor's office
in Lisburn was set on fire
e 5 June: a pipe-bomb thrown
through the living-room window
killed 59-vear-old Elizabeth O'Neill
in Portadown; a second pipe-bomb

attack took place on a house near the
O’'Neills’ family home; there was
another pipe-bomb attack on & Cath-
olic home in Hilltown, Co Down

* 6 June: families in Twinbrook,
Belfast were forced to flee after two
pipe-bombs were found next to
Acacia Avenue Flats; two pipe-
bombs were thrown in the Short
Strand area of Balfast

® 7 June: a pipe-bomb was found outside
St Mary’s primary school in Harryville;
there was a petrol bomb attack on a
Catholic home in Antrim town

* 19 June: Catholic homes in north
Belfast were attacked following an
Orange parade

= 29 June: a pipe-bomb was pushed
through the letter box of a Catholic
home in south Belfast

On 28 June the fascist loyalist
gangs known as the Orange Vol-
unteers and the Red Hand Defenders
issued a joint statement which
declared that they ‘will not stand idly
by and watch as our culture, heritage
and' religion are attacked’. The
Orange Order applied for the right to
hold 25 marches in Portadown
between 28 June and 24 July.

The Orange Order marches on 4
July, at Drumcree, and 12 July, across
the Six Counties, were, in contrast to
previous years, relatively low-key.
There is an expectation that in
response to its so-called ‘responsible

attitude’ this year at Drumcree, the
British government will allow the
Orange Order to march down the
Garvaghy Road later in the year. This
‘responsible attitude’ didn't stop loy-
alist marchers on 3 July from attack-
ing a human rights activist from the
USA outside a church near the
Garvaghy Road. They broke her wrist
and cut her head in the attack. On the
evening of 4 July groups of loyalists
threatened local nationalists and
international observers at the bottom
of the Garvaghy Road.

On 12 July, following the banning
of the Orange march down the Lower
Ormeau Road, the Orange Order pro-
vocatively moved their main Belfast
rally to the Ormeau Park, next to the
Lower Ormeau Road. Following this
rally, Orange marchers attacked
nationalist residents in Belfast's
Springfield Road who were protest-
ing against what was the second
Orange march through their area in
three weeks. The RUC did nothing to
stop the Orange marchers' attack,
confronting the nationalist protesters
instead. In the run-up to 12 July in
north Belfast in the Greymount area,
two nationalist homes were set on
fire on 7 July, On 9 July, another
home was attacked. On 10 July a
family of five narrowly escaped
death when their home was fire-
bombed. TFour pipe-bomhs were

found in the area and there has been
a constant stream of attacks against
nationalist homes in the nearby
Longlands area.

This is the reality of what is hap-
pening in nationalist working class
communities across the north of
Ireland. A continuous stream of sec-
tarian attacks from lovalist terror
gangs with no real defence from the
Republican movement. It's no won-
der that Adams realised he might
have ‘stretched the Republican con-
stituency' too far in his commitment
to Blair on decommissioning and has
begun to backtrack a little,

Not only is the ‘peace agreement’
at a dead end; so is the peace strategy
of Sinn Fein.

Blair says that the whole process is
now ‘parked’ until October, when
another attempt will be made to set
up an executive. In the meantime
Senator George Mitchell has been
brought back in an effort to square
the circle. If it is successful and Sinn
Fein get their two ministerial posi-
tions then, as Tony McIntyre, a for-
mer POW, writes:

‘Not only will Republicans be con-
signed to administer British rule for
the foreseeable future (but) the accep-
tance by them of the principle of
decommissioning has served to dele-
gitimise and criminalise the previous
Republican resistance to that rule.’

30 years since Labour sent British troops
into the Six Counties

demonstrate Protestant ascendancy.
On 11 August, the Derry Citizens’
Defence Association erected barri-
cades around the Bogside o defend
the area. The RUC used armoured
cars and CS gas in attampts to break
through the barricades, but failed.
On 13 August General Freeland, the
British army commander, was told
that the RUC could not contain the
Bogside for more than 36 hours. The
next day British troops were on the
streets.

James Callaghan, then Labour
Home Secretary, explained their
role: ‘[the troops’] immediate orders
were to relieve the exhausted police
and prevent riots breaking out in the
centre of Londonderry.’

The response of the British left
was to support Labour’s use of troops
to defend the interests of British
imperialism! Socialist Worker, in a
series of articles, stated:

‘Because the troops do not have
the ingrained hatreds of the RUC and
Specials, they will not behave with
the same viciousness...'

‘The breathing space provided by
the presence of British troops is short
but vital. Those who call for the
immediate withdrawal of the troops
before the men behind the barricades
can defend themselves are inviting a
pogrom which will hit first and hard-
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est at socialists...’

“To say that the immediate enemy
in Ulster is the British troops is incor-
rect...” (Socialist Worker, 21 August,
11 and 18 September 1969)

In its desire to keep its alliance with
the left of the Labour Party and to
defend its own middle-class position,
the demand for the withdrawal of
British troops from abroad was
dropped from the ‘Where we stand’
column in Socialist Worker. A demand
that is still missing 30 years later!

Derry, 13 August 1969: the RUC had falled recapture the Bogside and feared the spread of insurrection

The Militant Tendency (then
inside the Labour Party}, now known
as the Socialist Party in England and
the dominant force in the Scottish
Socialist Party, supported the intro-
duction of troops under the guise of
concern lest there be a bloodbath, To
this day they continue to’ court loyal-
ism

‘A slaughter would have followed
in comparison with which the blood-
letting in Belfast would have paled
into insignificance if the Labour gov-

ernment had not intervened with
British troops.' (Militant, September
1969)

The Communist Parly, through its
newspaper The Morning Star, called
for decisive intervention from
l.ondon - it called on British imperi-
alism to reform the loyalist police
state! (Morning Star, 4 and 15 August
1969)

Throughout the 30 years of the
present struggle for Irish liberation
against the forces of British imperial-
ism, all these organisations have
scabbed on the struggle of the nation-
alist working class, They have been
determined to defend their middle-
class positions of privilege against
the interests of the oppressed. They
have consistently attacked the armed
struggle of the IRA, while equally
consistently calling for a vote for
Labour ever since. Now, without fail,
they support the IRA’s ceasefire and
push the myth that Blair and the
Labour government have an interest
in defending the position of the
nationalist working class.

30 years of the Irish struggle has
shown us that the Labour Party is a
reactionary, blood-soaked defender
of British imperialism and that the
British left are servile defenders of
Labour.

Bob Shepherd
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