v

TTEEET-

FIGHT RACISM!

FIGHT IMPERIALISM!

Revolutionary Communist Group

Number 209

June/July 2009

(unwaged 50p) 80p %

INSIDE

CAPITALIST CRISIS

The stench of corruption p1/2
Poverty and inequality grow
under Labour p2

Years and years of austerity
ahead p3

STATE REPRESSION

Police attack demonstrators p5

INTERNATIONAL NEWS
Barbarous assault on Tamils p6
War in Afghanistan and
Pakistan p7

CUBA 50th ANNIVERSARY
Brigade report p8/9

Free the Cuban Five p9
LATIN AMERICA

Colombia, Bolivia, Ecuador —
challenging imperialism p10
PALESTINE

Obama: no difference for
Palestinian people p11
REVIEW

A master class in socialist
economics p12

FIGHT RACISM

Terrorising Pakistani students
p16

+ news, prisoners fightback,
round-up and letters

CORRUPTION

It is a truth acknowledged by working class people all over
the world that there is one law for the rich and another for
the poor. Three weeks of daily exposure of the corruption of
the British Parliament by the Daily Telegraph newspaper has
driven home the point. So far the Telegraph has examined
the expense accounts of fewer than half of the current 646
Members of Parliament. As we go to press, ten of the worst
offenders have announced that they will not stand at the
next election. Many more will face the wrath of their
constituents and are trembling in their (hand-made) boots at
what is to come. The European elections are imminent and a

general election is looming.

s you would expect of this
AMothcr of all Parliaments, buried

up to its neck in capitalist
exploitation, imperialist plunder and
priding itself on purveying democracy
and self-righteousness, the British Par-
liament has always been a den of
thieves, iniquity and corruption. From
the rotten boroughs of the 18th and

Feathering nests

There are 646 MPs (2005 general
election) who are paid £64,766 a year.
Despite the fact that this is around
three times the average wage, |
MPs don’t think it is enough. In

December 2006, before mw Parliament
unpopular, o

and several more. With the exception
of MPs for inner London constituen-
cies, they are also allowed to claim
£24,006 a year tax-free ‘additional
allowances’ for second homes, and it
is the operation of these expenses as a
slush fund that has caused the scandal.

The Green Book, which stipulates
how these expenses are to be claimed,
wams: ‘claims should be above re-
proach and must reflect actual usage
of the resources being claimed’,
Furthermore, ‘the requirement of en-
suring value for money is central in
claiming for accommodation, goods
or services — members should avoid
purchases which could be seen as
extrayagant or luxurious.’ Clearly it is

- ex|

called a Green Book rather than a rule
- book
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costing the taxpayer thousands of
pounds. The extraordinary claims of
Tory grandees fall into a particular
category: restoring the moat (Hogg,
Sleaford); building the servants’ quar-
ters (Butterfill, Boummouth West);
gardening fees and a duck island (Vig-
gers, Gosport). Labour’s John Prescott
(Hull) reclad his home in mock Tudor
timbers and Margaret Moran (Luton)
notoriously repaired the dry rot
(£22,000) in her partner’s home, 100
miles from her constituency.

Some MPs have cleverly made
‘flipping’ an art form: swapping the
designations of their homes from
‘main’ to ‘second’ in order to double
their money. Star prize goes to Con-
servatives Andrew Mackay and his
separately
home and con-

“of them also have second jobs, paid

sands of pounds, for ‘winding up" and
‘resettling’, so that their return to “nor-
mal” life is as untraumatic as possible
In an analysis of MPs" previous
occupations at the 2005 election, 242
MPs came from professional back-
grounds (72 barristers/solicitors; 44
university lecturers) and 118 from
business backgrounds. 75% were uni-
versity graduates (25% from Oxford
and Cambridge). Only 38 of the total
had been manual workers, The vast
majority of MPs are middle class and
schooled from birth to calculate every
asset minutely. Yet an extraordinary
number claimed to have ‘made a mis-
take’ by claiming for mortgage inter-
est on mortgages they did not have,
for properties they did not oceupy and
for expenditure they did not make.
Much of this is undoubtedly fraud for
which, unlike their working class
counterparts who ‘make mistakes’,

ﬁ-usy munhkely t0 go to prison.

Tht rovelations are just the tip of
the iceberg. This greedy lot are not
‘with a large income and

unaudited expenses, many

ud slumholdmg: MPs



Labour government
presides over worsening
poverty and inequality

Work and Pensions Secretary James Purnell told us as he
introduced Labour’s latest proposals for welfare reform that
‘Today, when the national effort is about a global downturn,
we can no more afford to waste taxpayers' money on those
who play the system.’ He was clearly not thinking of those
who ‘play the system’ like Sir Fred Goodwin, or Labour
ministers like himself and MPs with their second home
fiddles - the rich and the admirers of the rich. Instead, he
was asking us to endorse Labour’s brutish attack on the
poor, those who face a daily struggle to survive, and those
who will join the dole queues this year as unemployment
grows to three million. But that strategy is now backfiring, as
millions compare the pittance they receive in income
support with the vast benefits Labour politicians receive by
reason of being in parliament. ROBERT CLOUGH reports.

Pumell (salary £142,000 per annum)
has milked the House of Commons
expenses system to the utmost. Over a
five-year period, clearly regarding his
salary as insufficient to feed him, he
claimed £9,094 on groceries, and
since 2001 has received £145,000 for
utilities, council tax payments, fix-
tures, fittings and cleaning as second
home allowance in London. In 2006
he sold his then London flat but
avoided paying capital gains tax
because HMRC regarded it as his pri-
mary residence. In his first speech as
Works and Pensions Secretary in
January 2008 this free-rider said there
would be ‘no free-riding on the wel-
fare state’. His predecessor Peter

~ Hain, was of the same opinion, saying

in the same month just before he
resigned: ‘We have had great success
in cutting benefit fraud by more than
half since 2000...but we know that
thieves are intent on stealing money
from those most in need’, even as he
received £103.000 in undeclared sup-
port for his bid to become Labour’s
deputy leader.

‘Whilst squeezing the most out of

their own benefits system, Labour
MPs since 1997 have endorsed a pol-
icy which has continuously impover-
ished the unemployed and those on
income support. One of the earliest
actions of Labour on coming to office
was the implementation of cuts in
state benefits to lone parents which
the outgoing Tory government had
proposed in its final budget. It also
proceeded with the draconian Job-
secker’s Allowance (JSA) regime, and
over the years continued to tighten eli-
gibility for the miserly income it pro-
vides. Today’s £64.30 a week JSA
(£50.95 for the under-25s) has fallen
by 25% against average earnings since
1997 and now stands at 10.5% of
average eamings. This is half what
unemployment benefit was worth on
average from its introduction in 1912
until 1979 when the Tories tied it to
inflation.

What is also staggering is the extent
to which income support levels for
those who are not working have fallen
under Labour. This is especially so for
those without children but even fami-
lies with children on income support

James Purnell and Lord Mandelson: Labour ministers whose persnnal fortunes have grown
while their policies have forced the working class into deeper poverty and inequality
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Income support levels in relation to
poverty thresholds by family type
(after housing costs)

Income supportlevel as  1997- 2008-
% of poverty line 98 09
Single aged 18-24,

no children 52 40
Single, aged 25+,

no children 65 50
Couple, working age

no children 60 46

Couple, 1 child aged 3 67 66
Couple, 2 children aged

4and 6 67 75
Couple, 3 children aged

3,8,11 ral 81
Single parent, 1 child

aged 3 81 81

Drawn from Towards a more equal society?
Hills, Sefton and Stewart (eds), Policy Press
2009, Table 2.4, p30
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are still forced to live well below the
poverty line:

People on income support are the
‘undeserving poor’ and are amongst
the seven million people who are no
better off than they would have been
in 1998/99. Over half a million are
subject to fraud investigations each
year to ensure they get no more than
the pittance they are due. The imposi-
tion of greater poverty on the unem-
ployed has been accompanied by a
stream of punitive measures: the
ASBO regime; the proposals that
unemployed people in council hous-
ing could risk losing their homes if
they don’t prove that they are looking
for work; and the current Welfare Bill
which says that in the future ‘virtually
everyone’ claiming benefits will have
to do something in retum for their
money, meaning that most people on
incapacity benefit will be required to
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BRITISH DEMOCRACY
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CORRUPTION

continued from page |

think, like bankers, that they work
harder than other people and therefore
deserve vastly inflated pay packets.
The reality is that their holidays are
long and working days short. Proof of
this is that many MPs have second
jobs, continue practising as barristers,
solicitors, doctors and dentists, or act
as company directors. In 2007,
Shadow Foreign Secretary William
Hague sat on two boards, eamed up to
£100,000 as a consultant for three fur-
ther companies, earned £120,000 as
an after dinner speaker and made up to
£245,000 in advances for a book. It is
not only the Tories who make extra
money this way: David Blunkett listed
more than £150,000 ‘other remunera-

accommodation allowance: £174.00;
day subsistence: £86.50; office costs:
£75.00 —all tax free. Most of the Lords
have pensions, directorships and other
sources of income. Understandably the
MPs threatened with eviction from the
Commons are queueing up to be con-
sidered for peerages.

When the Commons MPs were
looking for a scapegoat for the scandal
they fortunately happened upon the
Speaker, Michacl Martin, who notion-
ally controlled the oversight of the
expenses, persistently blocked any
reform of the system and more impor-
tantly, perhaps, was originally from
the Glasgow working class. For the
first time in more than 300 years a

Spenkrar was forced to resign. Nor’- X

Delusions of grandeur: Tory grandees are
trying to ‘blackball’ Speaker Martin’s entry
into their House of Lords club

trial and torture of opponents, system-
atic inroads into civil rights, have
barely caused a ripple among the pres-
ent cohort of MPs and the electorate.
It has been clear for years that MPs
have been rewarding themselves with
high salaries and pensions, suppos-
edly in line with other fat cats who
benefited from the years of debt-
stoked economic boom., What has
changed? Why is there now such a
furore? ;

the onset of the current deep
5 _m 2008, the bankers
brium and sh

~ real democracy.,
One of th

have been able to walk away with mil-
lions, the MPs are more vulnerable.
‘What is more, the next Parliament will
have the job of ensuring that not only
the working class but also large sec-
tions of the middle class pay for this
crisis. To do so, Parliament will have
to appear to be above reproach.

The sudden, unprecedented interest
in parliamentary reform among lead-
ing Conservative, Labour and Liberal
Democrat politicians stems from this
alone. All of them knew about the
expenses fraud, most of them person-
ally participated. They have only
started to criticise parliamentary pro-
cedures because they want to continue
to rule in the interests of their class.
Their wealth and privileges depend on
the survival of British imperialism. If
it is necessary to sacrifice the careers
of a few (or even many) back-
benchers, or sack their most favoured
advisers, they will do it. If it is neces-
sary to talk about the constitution, pro-
portional representation, fixed-length
parliaments, more devolution, it will
be done. Just don’t be déluded into
thinking this has anything to do with

onditions for a revolu-

mu;wt on ruling in the old
: 2 has to find a new
e. What is re-
itutional

ement

Child poverty
and inequality
In 2007/08 there were 4.0 million chil-
dren living In poverty (2.1 million In
1979), of whom nearly half lived In per-
sistent poverty (defined as being below
the poverty line In three out of four suc-
cessive years). Labour failled to meet its
initial target — reducing child poverty by
25% by 2004/05 — by a considerable dis-
tance, and Is nowhere near its second
target — halving child poverty by 2010.
Indeed, as increases In state expenditure
on child-related tax credits and benefits
tailed off from 2004, the proportion living
in poverty started to rise again.

Income is not the only measure of
inequality. Labour also committed itself to
reducing health inequalities by 10% by
2010, as measured by infant mortality —a
very modest target which would have
seen infant mortality amongst the poorest
fall from 13% above the national average
to 12% over a 13-year period. In fact the
gap has widened: in 2004-06 infant mor-
tality among manual workers was 5.6
deaths per 1,000 live births, 17% higher
than the national average of 4.8 dealhs
per 1,000 live births.

attend job interviews and the unem-
ployed would be expected to do four
weeks’ full-time activity after a year
out of work.

Peter Mandelson, who infamously
declared that ‘we are intensely relaxed
about people getting filthy rich’,
demanded in 1997 that ‘doubters’ as
to Labour’s commitment to reduce
inequality ‘judge us after ten years of
success in office’. Since then Man-
delson has become one of the ‘filthy
rich’ he so admires. He started with an
undeclared loan of £373,000 to buy a
house in London, moved on to become
an EU Commissioner on £182,000 a
year, before receiving a £234,000
golden handshake to enable him to live
on a ministerial salary of £104,000
with a London home worth £2.5 mil-
lion. For the rest of us, inequality has
consistently increased during the years
of the Labour government. Between
1996/97 and 2007/08, the income
share of the poorest 20% fell from
5.9% to 5.3% whilst that for the rich-
est 20% rose from 43.2% to 45.6%
The ratio of the income share of the
richest to the poorest-20% rose from
131108 ele

Whilst there have been reductions
in poverty, these have been limited
and as early as 2004/05 had started to
reverse. The number living in poverty
(defined as below 60% of median
household income after housing costs)
in 1979 was 7.9 million; by 1997, it
had risen to 14 million. After 12 years
of Labour, it is still 13.5 million and
growing. Pensioners fared Dbetter:
29.1% were living in poverty in
1996/97; this fell to 17.6% in 2004/05
but is now rising and stands at 19%.
Improvements for children were far
more limited: although the proportion
living in poverty fell from 34.1% i
1996/97 to 28.4% in 2004/05, this has
also started to rise, and by 2007/08
had reached 31%.

Despite record levels of GDP and
average income growth at least until
2007, Labour has been unable to
recreate conditions of the post-war
boom when successive governments
were able to guarantee the privileges
of the middle class and better-off
sections of the working class whilst
maintaining an adequate standard of
living for the mass of the working
class. The result is an explosion of
working class rage at Labour cormup-
tion, an anger that is shared by
swathes of the middle class facing an
uncertain future, shattering the clec-
toral coalition that handed Labour
three successive general election vic-
tories. With Labour now facing disas-
ter in the 4 June European clections,
the left has issued a coded call to come
to its support by urging us to vote
‘against the BNP. Socialists should be

taj;!nz a stand: no vote for Labour! M
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Years and years of
austerity ah

Gr_adua!ly but relentlessly the world economic crisis is deep-
ening. The OECD, organisation of the 30 richest capitalist

countries,

warns that unemployment in

its member

economies could rise by 25 million as the crisis progresses,
with economic growth falling by an average of 4.3% this
year. International trade is in freefall with trade volumes
expected to fall by a huge 13%. The 16-nation single
currency eurozone’s GDP fell 2.5% in the first quarter of 2009
and a record 4.6% on a year ago. Unemployment across
Europe could reach 26 million in 2010 or 11.5% of the labour
force. The US economy fell at an annualised rate of 5.7% in
the first quarter of 2009. The British economy is expected to
slump by around 4% this year with unemployment reaching
three million by the end of the year. Growth in the
underdeveloped countries will fall from 5.8% in 2008 to just
2.1% this year, driving millions more into desperate poverty.
DAVID YAFFE reports on the growing impact of the crisis.

‘With interest rates in the main imperi-
alist economies close to zero, the risk
of deflation is ever present. Prices are
falling in the , US (-0.62%), Japan
(=0.3%) and Britain (-1.2%), and are
no longer mising in the eurozone.
Deflation can be ruinous for highly
indebted borrowers, as the real value
of their debts will tise.

The IMF estimated in April that
global financial sector losses had
reached close to $4,400bn and they
will almost certainly increase. To
avoid immediate financial meltdown
governments have so far provided
around $8,900bn to prop up the banks.
This is less than a third of their finan-
cial needs. The bounce in the world

s:oclanadcets since early March 2009

emments of the main capitalist

nations, In what one financial com-
mentator has called ‘the most far-
reaching socialisation of market risk
in world history’ (Martin Wolf Finan-
cial Times 22 and 29 April 2009). Yet
the unwinding of the unprecedented
debt in the public and private sectors
of the main capitalist economies has
barely begun. This ‘deleveraging’
process, when it really gets underway,
will have devastating social and eco-
nomic results and the imagined ‘green
shoots’ of recovery will rapidly wither
away.

The G20 summit came and went. It
achieved very little other than giving
the British Prime Minister, Gordon
Brown, the principal role on a world
stage for a few days. Divisions
between the major imperialist powers
were played down or hidden. Al-
though it has been claimed that new
money of $1,100bn would be injected
into the global economy, including a
$500bn increase in funding available
to the IMF, an increase in Special
Drawing Rights of $250bn and a total

of $250bn for trade assistance, the

Financial Times (3 April 2009) has

argued that new commitments appear

to be below $100bn, ‘and most of the
the

British crisis deepens as
divisions widen
The British economy has been in
recession since the last quarter of
2008. Predictions for the decline in
national income in 2009 range from
the government’s optimistic —3.5% to
the National Economic and Social
Research’s —4.3%, which would be
the fastest fall since 1931. Britain is
experiencing a deep recession which
will have serious economic, social and
political consequences for the major-
ity of the British population.
Unemployment increased by 244,000
in the first quarter of 2009 to reach 2.2
million, 7.1% of the labour force. This
is the highest unemploymem rate

since Labau: came to power inz1 9974

> the increase in uncm-

K opn

pﬂ. ient was 115‘,009, a record rise,
with half the increase amongst the
under-25s. The jobless rate for 18-24-
year-olds is now 16.1%, up 3.9 per-
centage points on a year ago; more
than double the increase among
29-40-year-olds. By the end of the
year around 1.25 million under 25-
year-olds could be unemployed, as
overall unemployment reaches 3 mil-
lion.

House prices continue to fall and
are now 22.5% below the August
2007 peak. Mortgage lending crashed
to an eight-year low in April 2009,
52.4% lower than in the same month
last year. House prices are expected to
fall a good deal further, with one
economist expecting them to fall by
another 12% to 15% (The Guardian
28 May 2009). House building is at its
lowest level since 1953.

Deflation hit the British economy in
March when the Retail Price Index
(includes certain housing costs, such
as mortgage interest payments and
council tax) fell below zero (—0.4%)
for the first time in almost 50 years. In
April it stood at ~1.2%, the lowest
level since 1948. The Consumer Price

The electoral choice will be between Brown's fagged-out Labour Party or a bunch of Old
Etonian Conservatives. For the working class it will be no choice at all.

Department of Work and Pensions.!
- Since the last election the number of

people living in poverty (below 60%
of the median income after housing
costs — AHC) has increased by 1.4
million, from 12.1 million in 2004/05
to 13.5 million in 2007/08, from 21%
to 23% of the population. This
includes 400,000 more children and
makes risible the Labour govern-
ment’s pledge to halve child poverty
by 2010. The poorest 10% of the pop-
ulation have seen their share of house-
hold income (AHC) fall from 1.7% to
1.4%, while the top 10% have seen
their share rise from 29.1% to 30.8%.
The ratio of the top 20% to the bottom
20% of household income per week
has increased from 4.8:1 to 5.2:1. The
deepening crisis can only exacerbate
these developments as millions more
people are driven into poverty.

The budget plans for years
of austerity

Chancellor Darling’s second budget
had to take into account two important
matters, First was the need to contain
and then turn around the explosive
increase in government debt, both to
retain the confidence of those in-

 vestors expected to finance it and to

he British economy re—

reconcile these two increasingly con-
tradictory requirements.

The budget measures attempted to
deal with this by postponing a dra-
matic squeeze on public finances until
after a General Election. So after the
£20bn  stimulus to the economy
already announced in the pre-Budget
report in November 2008, any further
stimulus in this budget had to be nom-
inal. Pay back time would come later
in the form of years and years of aus-
terity after the election. Overall,
Darling said, that there would be a fis-
cal easing (stimulus) of 0.5% of GDP
this year followed by a tightening
(squeeze) of 0.8% of GDP per year
until 2013-14. On this basis, and with
wildly optimistic growth projections
for the economy — a decline of 3.5%
this year, growth of 1.75% next year,*
3.75% in 2011 and trend growth of
around 2.75% thereafter — the deficit
will be £175bn in 2009-10 or 12.4%
of GDP, falling to £173bn, then
£140bn, £118bn and £97bn or 5.5% of
GDP in 2013-14. Total government
borrowing will be more than £700bn
over a five-year period. Net debt fig-
ures are expected to be 59% of GDP in
2009-10, rising to a dramatic 79% in
2013-14, shattering Labour’s neo-lib-
eral fiscal limit of 40% of GDP of pre-
vious budgets. Debt servicing costs
will be between £35bn and £47bn a
year, more than the annual transport
budget and half the education budget
(The Guardmn 23 April 2009).
sector current expenditure is
in real terms by only

, costs have his-

2013-14. As Financial Times journal-
ist Chris Giles so graphically put it:
‘Get ready for dirty hospitals and
crumbling schools’ (23 April 2009).

To get public sector borrowing
down to levels acceptable to the finan-
cial markets, either taxes have to be
raised and/or public spending cut to
the extent of 5% to 6% of GDP. In this
budget Darling not only squeezed
public spending but also raised taxes,
for the present, on high earners. The
rate of tax on those eaming £150,000
and above, around 350,000 people,
would be raised to 50% from April
2010. Pension tax relief for these high
earners will be gradually reduced
from April 2011 to the basic rate of
20% that the majority of people
receive. In addition personal allow-
ances, worth twice as much as those of
basic tax payers, will be withdrawn
for those eaming over £100,000 from
April 2010. These measures will raise
£1.2bn in 2010-11, £2.2bn the year
after, increasing to £7bn by 2013-14.
Even if these sums were raised, and
high eamners didn’t find ways of
avoiding paying them, they would
barely dent the overall deficit.

Economic commentators have
called the measures pointless. London
mayor Boris Johnson said they were a
tax on London and Arsene Wenger,

the Arsenal manager, worries that they
would make the Premier league less
attractive to professional footballers.

The Prime Minister even told the CBI

conference that it was not something

that he and Darling wanted to do. But,
he said, ‘we have to have a plan for
sustainable public finances and in-
cluded in that must be decisions we
made about taxation’ (The Guardian
21 May 2009). This is a clear signal to
the better off sections of the working
class and middle classes that they are
next in line for serious tax increases,
but after the election when massive
cuts in public borrowing will have to
be made. The tax on the rich few is not
designed to raise large amounts of
revenue but to set a precedent for seri-
ous tax increases on a much wider
section of the population.

The present crisis has already
shown that the ruling and political
elites have lost all credibility. They
cannot continue to rule in the old way.
Greed and corruption is being exposed
in a context of falling living standards
for increasing numbers of people. So
far, however, there has been little sign
of increased activity by the mass of
people at the receiving end of the
deepening crisis. Whoever wins the
next clection, the years of austerity
ahead will change this situation as
millions of higher paid workers con-
front the brutal realities of capitalist
crisis already hitting the poorer sec-
tions of the working class. =

1 Households Below Average Income (HBAI)
1994/95-2007/08
2 In his budget speech Darling said: ‘A

- successful economy needs a strong financial

sectar. We don't want to throw away the many
advantages that have come from our position
as a world centre of finance. | intend that we
retain that position.'

~ 3 See 'Desperate times desperate measures’
~ In FRF1 206 December 2008/January 2009.

Online on our website.
4 The IMF, however, predicts that GDP will fall

-~ agaln by 0.4% In 2010.
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Education notes
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The education profiteers

The plan and the
unplanned

Michael Binyon OBE, Master of the
Royal Livery Company of Leather-
sellers in the City of London, has many
interests in defence of the British es-
tablishment, as diplomat, spy watcher,
Times and Times Educational Supple-
ment columnist. In 1984 he published
a commentary, Life in Russia, in which
he attacked what he called “the tyranny
of the plan’. But events at Lewisham
Bridge School tell us all we need to
know about the chaos of the unplan-
ned. Leathersellers is owner of the
Lewisham school site, a small primary
in the heart of the deprived south Lon-
don borough. Both Leathersellers and
Lewisham Council want to demolish
the primary school. They have am-
bitions for the future of the site,
namely a new all-through 3-16 years
Foundation school. The existing
Special Needs Unit and Travellers’
Education Service will have no place
in the scheme. Foundation schools are
not run by the local authority. They
are public/private schools where the
governors are selected by the Foun-
dation, which decides admissions. em-
ploys staff and owns the land and
building. The parents, children, teach-
ers and community want Lewisham
Bridge School to be kept as it is. After
campaigning for over a year against
threatened closure, they had some
good luck. The Department of Culture,
Media and Sport designated the school
building a Grade II listed status, which
means that it cannot be knocked down.
Labour Mayor of Lewisham, Sir Steve
Bullock, was furious at this threat to
his chance of handing over a brand
new Foundation school to Leather-
sellers by ‘an undisclosed civil servant
with no regard for local need’. On 23
April parents seized the opportunity
and occupied the roof of the school in
opposition to the Council’s proposed
closure of the school and bussing of
the children to a temporary centre, one-
and-a-half miles away. Meanwhile the
Council is appealing against the Depart-
ment’s listing and preparing for demo-
lition. Parents led a demonstration in
Lewisham on 9 May. The commu-
nity's fight for the survival of its local
school continues, but will have to be
determined to overcome Labour’s com-
mitment to privatised education.

lllegally large classes

Grabbing school sites and discarding
small schools has created havoc in the
primary school sector. Schools in Eng-
land are being closed at the rate of 100
a year, leading to a growing shortage

March to defend jobs, services and education, Holloway, North London, 23 May

of school places and increased over-
crowding. Britain's primary school
classes are the fourth largest of the 30
most developed Organisation for
Economic Co-operation and Dev-
clopment (OECD) countries, with
only Japan, Korea and Turkey having
larger classes. The 1997 Labour gov-
emment outlawed infant classes of
over 30, but in the last 12 months
alone, the number of young children in
illegally large infant classes increased
by 50%. Schools in the private sector
have 13 fewer infant pupils per class
than the state sector. In primary school
the average class size is 26.2, but
averages are deceptive. Over 10,000
children are crammed into classrooms
and denied the space and teaching
time they need.

Business is failing
business schools

At the other end of the education scale
university students who are told that
they are the brightest and the best en-
rol not for science, medicine or the
humanities but for the Master in Bus-
iness Administration (MBA). Man-
agement studies at Harvard, London,
Dubai, etc have grown and in many
universities are often the richest and
largest departments. As might be ex-
pected, business schools are suffering

in the economic crisis. Amazingly,
this is not because they have been ex-
posed as a costly waste of time and
moncy. No MBA course has (yet)
been accused of hyping up ‘marketing
communication and competitive intel-
ligence” as phoney baloney. None of
the *experts’ have been called upon to
explain why their economic model-
ling and future profitability strategies
failed to predict, let alone explain, the
credit crunch. No, it is the income
stream of company spending on pro-
grammes for their executives that is
declining. About 60% of organisa-
tions have reduced training and devel-
opment budgets and have stopped
buying into business school ‘exper-
tise’. The perks and freebies of the
corporate lifestyle, travelling to resi-
dential international conferences to
participate in ‘new visions of excel-
lence’, are being cut. In the words of
Don Skull, Director of the London
Business School, “‘Google is closer to
the future of business education than
business education is to the future of
business education.’

London Metropolitan
University

There is trouble also, not amidst Ox-
ford’s dreaming spires or Cam-
bridge’s pleasant meadows, but at the

London Metropolitan  University
(LMU) sites on the Holloway Road
and Commercial Street in London.
Research from 2006 shows that over
60% of LMU students are drawn from
ethnic minorities and that the univer-
sity has more black Caribbean students
than the 20 leading universitics of the
Russell Group combined (Oxford,
Cambridge, Imperial College, Kings
College, the LSE, and Warwick efc).
97% of LMU students come from state
schools and colleges and 43% are from
lower socio-cconomic groups. With
34,000 students, LMU is London’s
biggest university. Now the higher ed-
ucation funding body HEFCE is cut-
ting £15 million from LMU’s budget
and intends to claw back £36.5 million
of past funding, alleging that the uni-
versity misreported student completion
rates. The university management
intend to cut 700-800 jobs, a quarter of
the institution’s workforce. Courses
and student places will be drastically
reduced. Lecturers held a one-day strike
on 7 May and students have occupied
buildings. The University and College
Union (UCU) have demanded that
LMU’s books be opened, no redun-
dancies and no victimisation.

Higher Education Minister David
Lammy has refused an independent
inquiry into LMU’s finances. The
Vice Chancellor, Brian Roper,
resigned in April but will be paid until
the end of the year. LMU management
previously attempted to derecognise
the union. It is the management that
should be held to account and sacked,
not protected by the minister. A march
on Saturday 23 May saw the small
representation and many banners of
large unions, the GMB, NUT, UCU,
UNITE and the PCS. As Mark
Serwotka of PCS said at the end ‘the
struggle should have started sooner,
but it will have to start now’.

Chris Woodhead has a
laugh

A ftrue opportunist looking for fame
and fortune could do worse than study
the life and times of Chris Woodhead.
From posing as an ultra progressive
teacher, teacher trainer and LEA ad-
ministrator, he rapidly escalated into
an educational traditionalist under
Thatcher. Writing for a conservative
newspaper and becoming a consultant
to a Conservative PR firm, he stamped
his authoritarian views on the Ofsted
inspectorate regime under the heading
of accountability and ‘raising stan-
dards’, Invited by the 1997 Labour
government to continue as head of
Ofsted with a massive pay rise, he

SIS

imposed an increasingly rigid and
centralised inspectorate on schools
His dictatorial management style wag
evident in his refusal to publish the
report behind a contentious ruling that
put Islington Green School in London
into ‘special measures’. Woodhead was
a particular target of that incisive
commentator, the late Ted Wragg, 1o
whom he was ‘Sid Turniptop”.

After leaving the state sector Wood-
head was appointed Professor of Ed-
ucation at Britain's only private uni-
versity, the University of Bucking-
hamshire. In 2004 he became Chair of
Cognita, a business that owns and runs
private schools for profit. An opinion-
ated shock-jock to the end, he an-
nounced in May that he has motor-
neurone discase, but will not be speak-
ing to ‘any bearded social workers'
about his future. Not so0 amusing,
however, arc his conclusions that the
key to success in education is in the
inheritance of intelligence — ‘that the
genes are likely to be better if your
parents are teachers, academics, law-
yers, whatever’. Woodhead's recourse
to genetic determination to rationalise
the failure of the state education sys-
tem in which he played a central role,
is disgusting. He practically suggests
that there is no point in educating the
working class. What is scary is that all
the ather Turniptops are still out there
making money and careers out of the
test-and-fail regime that is justified
under the heading of accountability.

Accountability and the
real world
But what is accountability exactly?
The head of one south London school
is worried that an Ofsted judgment on
attendance figures may be distorted
because only a third of pupils attended
on one snowy February day. Had the
school remained closed like many
others there would be no problem and
attendance targets would be met
Other headteachers are not so fragile.
Sir Alan Davis, head of Copland
Community School in Wembley, north
London, on a wage of £150,000, has
received £130,000 in bonuses over the
last two years. Allegations arec now
being investigated that over £1 million
has been liberally distributed to the
head’s favoured staff and a number of
his relatives employed at the school.
Three teacher union reps were sus-
pended by the school management
following a staff vote of no confi-
dence in the headteacher. Parents and
pupils have been demonstrating in
support of the teachers’ reinstatement,
whose suspension is particularly vin-
dictive because their classes have pub-
lic exams in a few weeks.
‘Accountability’ has been the
weapon of bullies under Labour,
Woodhead and Ofsted. At last we are
beginning to see it tumed against
those who have enriched themselves
at the expense of the working class.
Susan Davidson and Trevor Rayne

Workers take on Vist;aon and w

SUSAN DAVIDSON

When Visteon called in the adminis-
trators KPMG to close down their
car part manufacturing plants in
Belfast, Basildon and Enfield, they
were declared bankrupt with £669
million debt. Visteon UK (VUK)
turned on its employees with con-
tempt, giving nearly 600 workers
less than an hour’s notice and in-
structing them to leave the sites im-
mediately. The response was spon-
taneous and solid. The workforces
occupied the sites and set up pickets
to prevent the smooth evacuation of
Visteon’s remaining plant and to
demand a proper severance deal
that would include pension rights.
The giant moter company Ford set
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up the Visteon car part manufacturer
in 1997 and sold it off in 2000. This is
the usual pattern of ‘outsourcing’, by
which big multinationals create struc-
tures and companies that are flexible,
cheap and dispensable. Workers in the
new units are usually less well-paid
and have poorer conditions that those
in the mother company. The out-
sourced manufacturer Visteon sends
in a stream of income to Ford from a
vast global spread with plants in
Brazil, the Czech Republic and else-
where. Visteon workers at the Rouge-
goutte plant in eastern France are cur-
rently blockading their factory in
protest against threatened wage cuts.
However, unusually when the opera-
tion was sold to VUK, workers were
guaranteed Ford terms and conditions.
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Unite’s General Secretary Derek Simp-
son insisted that Visteon had a con-
tractual obligation to make a settle-
ment. Nothing insists quite like work-
ers’ fightback, however, and the pick-
ets continued until pension rights and
severance money were formally ag-
reed. The victory is significant.
Workers who were sacked without a
second thought have won their negoti-
ated rights. Those who had not been
previously employed by Ford won a
lesser settlement. The struggle won
support from a wide range of fellow
workers and communities. For nearly
two months the Visteon workers were
politically active, petitioning, meet-
ing, marching, fighting the injustice of
the workplace and pushing their union
to defend employment rights. =]
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Police step up attacks

Police attack demonstrators in Bishopsgate on 1 April

LUKE LUCAS

In FRFI 208 we reported that the
police were, in their own words, ‘up
for it and up to it’, gearing up to
make their prophecy of a ‘summer of
rage’ self-fulfilling, with dire warn-
ings of ‘violent minorities’ poised to
take over the streets of London.
Their strategy has backfired.

On 31 March, just before the 1 April
G20 protests, police raids in Plymouth,
after a man was arrested for spraying
anti-fascist graffiti, led to five young
people being arrested under the Ter-
rorism Act and lurid headlines about

‘imitation firearms’, ‘makeshift explo-
sive devices” and “political literature’
being found. Police and media warned
that the five had been intending to join
the G20 protests. All five were later
released without charge, but the scene
had been set for the violent police tac-
tics on 1 April.

‘Purposeful foreshadowing’ by the
police — the careful dissemination of
propaganda via the media — had begun
months before G20, as they warned
that the demonstrations would be ‘very
violent’, using this as justification for
state expenditure of an estimated
£8 million — £1,600 per protester — on

emocratic rights

‘one of the largest, most challenging
and complicated public order opera-
tions it has ever devised’. The Met
called in suppott from 30 forces across
the country to create a 5,000-strong
team of officers.

In the face of a largely peaceful
demonstration, riot police and SPG used
dogs and batons to attack the protest-
ers, ‘kettling’ 4,000 people by corral-
ling thein into a police pen in front of
the Bank of England for hours. FRFI
comrades outside the Bank of England
reported that the place was ‘swamped
with police’ who were ‘hyped up and
looking for trouble’. The ‘kettling” be-
gan around midday, with police link-
ing arms and aggressively forcing pro-
testers backwards in short, sustained
bursts, with yells of ‘Forward!” By-
standers behind police lines were
‘pushed and shoved and told to clear
off”.

One RCG comrade was assaulted
after protesting at an unjustified, racist
arrest:

‘Two police officers ordered a
young man off some strect fumiture
and, when he complied, forced him up
against a wall and demanded ID.
When, reasonably, he said he didn’t
have to prove anything, they arrested
him on the racist basis of having a for-
cign accent — he was accused of
“entering the country illegally”. He’d
originally been stopped, it transpired,
for using a mobile phone! Two of us,

who verbally protested at his arrest
and offered ourselves as witnesses,
were shoved out of the way. After
he'd been put in the police van,
another young man who was Asian
was prabbed from behind by police
and roughly dragged backwards.
When I called for a legal steward, I
was punched in the face by a police
officer, hard enough to send me flying
across the road. There was a real sense
of barely suppressed rage — you felt
they really wanted to hurt people.’

Another comrade who was attempt-
ing to join the Climate Camp protest
at Bishopsgate saw a protester mauled
by a police dog. In this climate of
unrestrained police violence, which
resulted in many injuries to protesters
and 111 arrests, the police, far from
defending the right to demonstrate,
were risking the lives of protesters and
public alike. Ian Tomlinson, a news-
paper seller, was not involved in the
protests but was simply trying to walk
home. In an unprovoked assault, he
was kicked, batoned and threatened
with dogs and eventually collapsed
and died from internal bleeding.
Quick as ever to cover up its crimes,
the police initially claimed he had
died from a heart attack and that pro-
testers had showered police with mis-
siles as they attempted to give him
medical assistance. But they can no
longer get away with their lies as
every demonstrator with a digital cam-
era or even a mobile phone has now
become a potential witness to the
truth. Within hours, film footage had
been submitted to The Guardian news-
paper exposing the police violence
and subsequent cover-up. The police
can no longer get away with their bru-
tal tactics and attacks on democratic
rights.

Less than two weeks later, on 13
April, scores of police from Notting-
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hamshire, Derbyshire and Leicester
swooped in a 2am police raid on a
community centre where environmen-
tal activists were meeting to plan a
protest at Ratcliffe-on-Soar power sta-
tion. 114 protesters were arrested for
‘conspiracy’, handcuffed and lined up
against a wall. Many of their homes
were raided, ostensibly to protect the
power station from what the police
described as ‘a serious threat’.

What is clear is that, as capitalism
sinks deeper into crisis, the state is
becoming more and more frightened
of popular revolt. Every environmen-
tal protester, every ‘foreigner’, anyone
who organises for justice and against
the interests of the ruling class is auto-
matically designated a violent crimi-
nal, a threat to the state or ‘a terrorist’.

The police operations we have wit-
nessed over the last two months are
nothing new, but they are becoming
more frequent. It is becoming increas-
ingly clear for all to see that the police
are not here to protect the people.
They are here to follow the orders of
an imperialist state; to attack anyone
who speaks out politically and to
repress the working class. Police are
stepping up their efforts to repress and
even to prevent political actions from
taking place. However, while they
‘kettle” protestors, conspire to stop
demonstrations and arrest people for
expressing anti-capitalist views, they
are blatantly less and less averse to
allowing fascist groups to organise on
our streets and in our communities.
Their actions must be challenged. We
must recognise that Labour’s army of
police are our enemies who are here to
defend the interests of the rich. We
must defend our democratic right to
protest and continue to build the fight-
back against this imperialist state.
Whose streets? Our streets!

Defend democratic rights!

Police threaten press freedom

MI5: licensed to torture

o JONGREEN -

Members al' the broadcashng union
BECTU and the National Union of
Journalists (NUJ) are increasingly
reporting a serious threat to press
freedom. Over the past year, there
has been an emergence of police us-
ing their powers of stop-and-search
to harass members of the press cov-
ering demonstrations and, equally
worryingly, incidents of police film-
ing reporters and TV crews carry-
ing out their lawful occupation.
Aggressive police behaviour was
observed at the Kingsnorth climate
camp in summer 2008 where activists
had gathered to protest against the
expansion of the power station. There
was a great deal of media interest.
Alarmingly, media workers were sub-
jected to stop-and-search going into
and leaving the protest. Jan Axton,
presenter for the ITV regional news
programme Meridian Tonight, and his
film crew were targeted by police. ‘It
was mtumdatmg and totally unneces-
sary’, Axton said. ‘I had my press card
which they examined, but it made no
difference’. The search lasted 20 min-
utes and the police then turned on his
film crew. “This was the first time in
38 years that I have been searched’,
Axton said. The news-gatherers were
handed pink sllps statmg that they
were searched on ‘suspicion of being
equipped to cause criminal damage’.
The search took place under sect:on 1
of the Police and (

Watching the media: a pollce FIT team

ist with 15 years in the industry,
added; ‘We drove a few miles to Mc-
Donald’s and were filing our material
on their WiFi and noticed five police
officers outside the window with note-
books and video cameras filming us’!
All the media workers involved

end. The police are simply using the
powers given to them by the Labour
government: Section 44 of the Terror-
ism Act 2000 allows a search to take
place without any requirement for rea-
sonable suspicion. Activists report that
these powers are regularly abused.
Under Section 44, the rise in the num-

hief ber of black and Asian Londoners

CAT WIENER

On 27 May, The Guardian newspa-
per revealed that British citizen
Jamil Rahman, a former British
civil servant, is to begin legal action
against Home Secretary Jacqui
Smith after being tortured by Ban-
gladeshi intelligence officers with
the blatant collusion of MIS.
Rahman was stripped and beaten and
told his wife would be raped and mur-
dered and her body burned. Under tor-
ture, he confessed to masterminding
the bombings in Londen in July 2005.
He was visited by two ‘well-spoken
Englishmen’, ‘Liam’ and ‘Andrew’,
who said they were from MIS, and
told them he had been tortured and
made a false confession, at which
point Andrew said ‘They haven’t done
a very good job on you’. The two men
left the room saying they needed a
break, and the beatings and threats
resumed. The two Englishmen
returned, with Andrew saying “That’s
good, you've learned your lesson’.
During his interrogation, Jahman
alleges, the MIS officers would say
‘We’re not torturing you, are we?’
When he agreed, he was told to say it
again, louder and believes this
exchange was being recorded. After
his release, Jahman’s passport was
held for two years and he was told he
was not to speak to the media or con-
tact the UK High Commission in
Bangladesh, When he finally man-
aged to return to Britain, he was not
questioned by police or charged with
any crime.

This is but the latest in a stream of
allegations of the active collusion of
tish security forces in torture and
tment, which the govemment is
trying to cover up (see FRFI 208).

gn tary David Miliband has

th and nail to prevent the

cation of what British Law Lords

have described as ‘powerful evidence’

of MI5 collaboration with the CIA in
the torture of British resident Binyam
Mohamed. On 20 May, Clive Stafford
Smith of Reprieve was prevented from
giving detailed evidence to the
Commons Foreign Affairs Committee
about Binyam Mohamed and the US
use of British territory Diego Garcia to
secretly render terror suspects, by
Labour chair Mike Gapes, who
claimed the case was sub judice. But
the allegations and evidence continue
to grow with at least seven other for-
mer detainees, mainly held in Paki-
stan, who have revealed how they
were questioned by MIS, shortly
before or after being tortured by local
intelligence officers. In an unprece-
dented move, the Attorney General
has asked the Metropolitan Police
Commissioner to investigate MI5.

But that is not enough. In March
2009, a United Nations report con-
demned Britain for ‘implicitly con-
doning torture and ill-treatment’. The
British Criminal Justice Act of 1988
makes it a specific offence, punishable
by life imprisonment, for a British
official to instigate or consent to the
inflicting of ‘severe pain or suffering’
on any person, anywhere in the world,
or even acquiesce to such conduct. It
is clear that since 2001 MIS has been
following an official interrogation
policy, sanctioned at the highest level
by the security and intelligence serv-
ices and figures in government, to
encourage information to be extracted
on behalf of British intelligence by
torture. The Labour government of
Tony Blair that formulated the policy
and the current Labour administration
that is trying to cover it up are as
guilty of torture as if they had admin-
istered the threats, beatings and muti-
lations with their own bare hands.
These war criminals must be brought
to justice.
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BARBAROUS ASSA
ON THE TAMILS

The last stronghold of the leadership of the Liberation
Tigers of Tamil Eelam (LTTE) was overrun by Sri Lankan
government forces on 18 May. The Sri Lankan state
fought a war of extermination. The scale of the slaugh-
ter inflicted is intended to confirm the completeness of
victory for Sinhalese chauvinism and total defeat of
Tamil national liberation. The Times (29 May 2009),
citing UN sources, reported over 20,000 Tamil civilians
killed, 45% of them children, in the last three weeks of
fighting. Sri Lankan President Rajapaksa said no civil-
ians were killed. Three doctors who worked in the war
zone are under arrest, charged with fabricating casu-
alty figures. 300,000 refugees are held in 42 camps
surrounded by razor-wire and armed guards. This mur-
derous operation copied the attacks in Jenin, 2002,
Fallujah, 2004 and Gaza, 2008-09. The same methods

were deployed.

he Sri Lankan army used

heavy artillery, cluster bombs

and multi-barrel  rocket

launchers and there is evi-
dence of the UN-prohibited, flesh
burning, whitc phosphorus. The Sn
Lankan government said the LTTE
used the phosphorus on its own peo-
ple. It also made claims about human
shiclds, despite evidence that civilians
were used to shield the Sri Lankan
army advancing on the ‘no fire zone”.
Hospitals and clinics were bombed
and shelled by Sri Lankan forces.
A Red Cross representative said they
witnessed ‘an unimaginable human
catastrophe’. Rajapaksa called it ‘a
humanitarian  operation’ and ‘the
world's largest hostage rescue mis-
sion.” British Labour government for-
eign secretary David Miliband said Sri
Lankan military advances had been
‘striking’, but the ‘scale of civilian
casualtics is wvery large indeed,
extremely distressing to the interna-
tional community”. He was ‘gravely
concerned” by the conflict. The word
‘concerned’ 1s a monument to British
ruling class collusion.

The Sri Lankan government rejected
ceasefire calls and ignored the 17 May
LTTE decision to ‘silence our guns’ to
stop the killing of Tamils. At the end,
two civilian LTTE leaders arranged
through the Red Cross to surrender to
the Sn Lankan forces. Following
instructions given by the government
both were shot dead by Sri Lankan sol-
diers. Rajapaksa declared 20 May a
public holiday. He admitted that since
July 2006 6,261 members of the Sri
Lankan secunity forces were killed and
29,551 were injured. 80,000 to
100,000 people have been killed in the
war since 1983,

Divide and rule

Tamils constitute 25% of the island’s
21  million people. Historically,
Ceylon was made up of two dominant
communities: the majority Sinhalese
and minority Tamil, living in different
regions and govemned scparately. In
1796 Britain wrested control over the
island from the Dutch and joined the
regions for administrative purposes,
allowing the whole of Ceylon to be
exploited for tea, coffee and rubber.
Tamils were imported from southern
India to work in slave-like conditions
on plantations. Tamils indigenous to
the island were educated by mission-
aries and served in the colonial admin-
istration, fuelling Sinhalese resent-
ment. Britain granted independence in
1948 but kept strategic military bases
and crippling trade agrecments in
place. Tamil delegations to the
London Colonial Office requesting
protective measures were brushed

aside by the Labour government, fear-
ing harming relations with Sinhalese
leaders. Political power was handed to
the Sinhalese government  who
declared one million plantation Tamils
non-citizens, removing their right to
vote. Tamil language and culture were
attacked, a new constitution was
imposed without Tamil participation
and Tamils were forced out of jobs in
the civil service, education, police,
army, railways and so on. They resis-
ted, demanding sclf-determination,
through peaceful means including
school marches, pickets of parliament
and workplace strikes. Non- violent
protest was met with state organised
violence and pogroms killing thou-
sands of Tamils.

In 1976 clected Tamil leaders
declared an independent Tamil state in
the north east of Sri Lanka. To create
and protect this state the LTTE took
up arms, backed by the Tamil popula-
tion, and have fought for national
liberation since. The LTTE were not
simply a military organisation. They
implemented a judicial system. an
alternative to racist Sri Lankan courts;
they established an education and
health sector, built colleges and hospi-
tals; created the Northeast Secretariat
on Human Rights functioning as a
human rights commission for Tamils;
ran the Bank of TamilEclam and,
in 2004, set up the Planning and
Development Secretariat to plan reha-
bilitation of areas hit by the tsunami.
By 2001 70% of the Tamil homeland
in the north cast was part of Tamil
Eelam and a ceasefire was agreed in
2002, mediated by Norway. Within
three years the Sri Lankan govem-
ment broke these agreements and in
2005 President Rajapaksa was elected
on promises of *No recognition’ of the
Tamil homeland or right to self-rule
and ‘No to international mediation’.
Government paramilitaries and sol-
diers killed 47 aid workers, assassi-
nated five Tamil MPs, murdered jour-
nalists, abducted hundreds of Tamils
and broke the ceasefire, bombing a
children’s home, killing 67 pupils and
seven teachers. A government minis-
ter justified the bombing saying “there
is nothing wrong in killing future
child soldiers’. British arms exports to
Sni Lanka rose 60% in 2005.

Strategic significance

Sri Lanka is located at the junction of
the Arabian Sea and the Bay of
Bengal and is consequently the object
of major power struggles. Since 2007
the British Labour government has
licensed sales of machine guns, small
arms, communications equipment and
armoured vehicles to Sri Lanka. Israel
has provided Blue Horizon drones and
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Thousands of Tamil refugees fleeing the Sri Lankan army attacks

mili_lury advisers, The complete ban
on journalists entering the war zone,
the targeting of hospitals and clinics
and use of white phosphorus are remi-
niscent of the Isracli attack on Gaza.

[)c.'spluc Sri Lankan siate terrorism
the United Nations Security Council
demanded that the LTTE stop using
civilians as human shields, lay down
their arms, renounce terrorism and
Join  political talks. Within the
Security Council, Russia and China
considered the war to be an ‘internal
matter’. The Security Council did not
call on the government to stop fight-
ing, only to stop using heavy weapons
— a call that was ignored.

China was the biggest aid provider
to Sri Lanka in 2008 and since the
1990s has been the biggest amms
supplier. In terms of trade routes,
Sri Lanka is potentially a key ally. “We
can no longer accept the Indian Ocean
as an ocean of only the Indians,’
remarked the head of the Chinesc
People’s Liberation Army in 1993. Oil
is transported from the Persian Gulf
and raw materials from Africa across
the Indian Ocean south of Sri Lanka
and through the Strait of Malacca to
the South China Sea. In 2006 the
Malacca trade route recorded 35% of
all seabome oil flow. The route sup-
plies 85% of China's imported oil.
China deployed a naval fleet to the
Strait in December 2008. It is building
ports along the Indian Ocean coastline:
at Gwadar in Pakistan, Chittagong in
Bangladesh and Hambantota in the
south of Sri Lanka. The US and India
have designs on Trincomalee, a deep-
water port in the Tamil region.

These power struggles are dictating
the fate of Tamils in Sri Lanka. The Sni
Lankan government is using its strate-
gic significance to play rival powers
off against each other, preventing
sanctions and using it as a permit to
buy all manner of arms, UN-prohibited

or not. Governments go through the
motions of expressing ‘deep concermn’
but the UN Security Council still
agrees to a $1.9 billion loan which will
further aid the genocide.

The fight will continue
In Sri Lanka the Tamils, vastly out-
gunned, truly fought like tigers.
Across western Europe they defied
police repression and the European
Union's proscription of the LTTE as
‘terrorist” to take to the streets in
protest at the extermination. These
protests have been constant in London
since 7 April and have visited Edin-
burgh, Newecastle, Leicester and other
cities. Undaunted by proscriptions of
the Terrorism Act or the Serious
Organised Crime and Police Act there
1s a permanent Tamil presence outside
the Houses of Parliament. The Metro-
politan Police Territorial Support
Group has cordoned and baton-
charged the protest, attacked photog-
raphers and journalists and separated
children from their families in
attempts to shut down the protest.
300,000 Tamils are held in concen-
tration camps in Sri Lanka. There are
reports of murders, abductions, hun-
ger and disease. The media are com-
pletely barred. Sinhalese chauvinists
will be tempted to wreak vengeance
on their captives. Sri Lanka exports
textiles, clothes, tea, diamonds, jew-
ellery and petrol worth over £500 mil-
lion a year to Brtain. Britain is
Europe’s largest investor in Sri Lanka.
Socialists in Britain must stand in soli-
darity with the Tamils, demand an end
to all arms sales to the Sri Lankan
state and demand sanctions on trade
until the right of the Tamils to self-
determination is secured. All repres-
sion of Tamils in Britain and Europe
must be opposed.

Sam McGill and Trevor Rayne

Ireland news

Sectarian murder in Coleraine
On 25 May, Kevin McDald, a 49-year-
old father of four, was murdered yards
from his home In Coleraine by a loyalist
mob simply for being a Catholic,
Around 70 loyalists were Involved. The
altack, following Glasgow Rangers tak-
ing the Scottish league litle, look place
In full view of a Police Service of North-
ern Ireland (PSNI) car. Kevin's wife was
also badly beaten and two olher young
women attacked; one wha is pregnant
was kicked in the stomach whilst the
other suffered a broken jaw. A 46-year-
old man, Damien Flaming, is fighting
for survival in hospital as FRFI goes to
press, having been assaulted by the
same loyalist murder gang. Ryan
McDaid, one of the dead man's sons,
stated: 'The police sat and walched as
Dad died, they never moved, there
were four police officers in a car and
they sat and watched from Pales Lane,
They never moved, never came, never
helped...We were lotally outnum-
bered. There was nothing we could do,
they were local UDA members.’ The
police have denied this. Sinn Fein's
Martin McGuinness, the Assembly's
deputy First Minister, called on nation-
alists to have faith in the PSNI and to
cooperate with their investigation.

Nationalist anger on the ground threat-

ens to boil over; they do not share Sinn

Fein's illusions in the PSNI, As the loy-

alist marching season approaches

nationalists are bracing themselves for

further sectarian attacks.

Free Colin Duffy!

Since the March Republican attacks on
British Army targets at Massereene
and Craigavon, scores of nationalists
have been held for questioning under
Labour's anti-terror legisiation. Most
have been released withoul charge.
One, Colin Duffy, was detained on 15
March in connection with the
Massereene attack where two British
soldiers were killed. Ten days later, the
Belfast High Court ruled that his arrest

and continued detention were unlaw-
ul. He was subsequently released but
then immediately rearrested and laler

charged with murder. His family and
friends have organised a campaign
calling for his release. Speaking at a
public meeting in Lurgan on 5 May,
Colin’s mother Cera Duffy reminded
everyone that her son's arrest was not
unique and that others were being
unjustly imprisoned by the British
state:

‘One has only to look at the recent
high-profile cases involving members
of the Islamic community in Britain in
the last month. Like Colin, 12 students
were arrested in a blaze of publicity.
Like Colin, they were tried and con-
vicled in the media. All 12 were later
released. Yet those cases were proven
to have no evidential basis whatsoever,
but were purely politically motivated
arrests. Thal has proven to be the case
on previous occasions when Colin was
arrested and imprisoned in 1993 and
1997. We firmly believe that the same
will again be proven to be the case in
relation to his present imprisonment.’

Defend Suzanne Breen!
Respected journalist Suzanne Breen,
the Sunday Tribune's northern editor,
has been threatened with sanctions
under the Terrorism Act 2000 if she
does not hand over to the PSNI notes,
papers, photos and other material
relating to an interview with a Real IRA
army council representative. In a pri-
vate hearing on 12 May, a Belfast
judge issued an order for Breen to
hand over her source material relating
to Republican militants. She is refusing
to do so and faces a heavy fine or
imprisonment for her resilience under
such pressure. She is being supported
by the National Union of Journalists,
who have set up an online petition
(http://www.ipetitions.com/petition/
protectsources/).

Paul Mallon
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War in Afghanistan

and Pakistan escalate

When Britain sent its first major contingent of 4,000 troops to
Helmand, Afghanistan, in 2006 the then Labour Defence
Secretary John Reid said he hoped ‘not a shot would be fired in
anger’. There are now more than 8,000 British troops in the
province. They have fired over six million bullets. US, British and
other NATO forces are escalating the war in Afghanistan and

Pakistan. Top British military commanders want to

send up to 4,000 more British troops. Defence Secretary

John Hutton and Prime Minister Gordon Brown are

believed to agree, but the Treasury is resisting the demand.

he US has begun to send

17,000  additional  troops,
together with 4,000 training per-
sonnel, to what President

Obama calls ‘the good war’. In the first
week of May alone 150 civilians were
killed in Farah province by US special
forces. Previous top US commander in
Afghanistan, Lt-General David
McKieman, requested an extra 10,000
troops by early 2010, The additional
troops would bring the combined
US/NATO force in Afghanistan to
around 110,000, The imperialists plan
to double the size of the Afghan army to
134,000 and, by 2011, to increase it to
230,000. Such numbers emphasise the
importance of the region for US imperi-
alism'’s strategy of global domination.
The Taliban have extended their
control of Afghanistan from 54% to
72% of the country since the imperial-

~—sts’ decision in 2006 to increase oc-

cupying forces. Only one of four main
roads out of Kabul is safe. The key
imperialist supply route to the south is
under constant threat. The Afghan and
Pakistan Taliban have reportedly signed
a pact to fight occupation forces inside
Afghanistan and to stop attacks on
‘fellow Muslims in the tribal areas and
elsewhere in Pakistan® which are ‘harm-
ing the war against US and NATO
forces’. However, on 27 May the Paki-
stani Taliban claimed responsibility
for bombings in Lahore that killed at
least 24 people, saying they were in
retaliation for army operations in the
Swat Valley.

The US is expanding major opera-
tions beyond Afghanistan into Paki-
stan. US Under Secretary of Defence
Michelle Flannery said, ‘Afghanistan
and Pakistan are two countries that
comprise a single theatre for our dip-
lomacy. The future of the two coun-
tries is inextricably linked.”

War in Pakistan
In March, President Obama said the
US aimed to destroy Taliban and Al
Qaeda bases in Afghanistan and Paki-
stan. He promised that if the Pakistan
government forces played their part
the US would provide $1.5 billion aid
a year for the next five years. l.f not,
Obama threatened unilateral action in
Pakistan. A few days later US Lt-Col-
onel Mark Wright offered joint mili-
tary operations with Pakistan Frontier
Corps in the northwest tribal areas. In
fact, the US has been attacking this
area for some time. Special forces
have made secret incursions and, since
August 2008, the US has launched
over 60 unmanned drone attacks, some
from inside Pakistan. They claim these
missile attacks were aimed at Taliban
and Al Qaeda bases, but no more than
ten have hit t.heir intenslgd target a

killed as a consequence. Obama plans
to extend these attacks into Baluchi-
stan. The Pakistani army has been fight-
ing in the region for several months
with over 1,500 soldiers killed. The
war has cost Pakistan over $35 billion.

Mass depopulation
US air strikes on the border areas and
the failure of the Pakistani ruling class
to tackle its appalling poverty mean
there is little support for the military
actions. 89% of the Pakistani popula-
tion oppose the war. A Pakistan gov-
ernment attempt to broker a truce by
agreeing to introduce Sharia law in the
Swat Valley and adjoining districts
came to nothing when the Taliban
advanced to within 60 miles of
Islamabad, seizing the town of Buner
in April. US Secretary of State Hillary
Clinton accused Pakistan’s President
Zardari of ‘basically abdicating to the
Taliban and extremists’. The US has
long known that elements in the
Pakistan army and intelligence service
support the Taliban and undermine
efforts to defeat them. After Pakistani
paramilitaries had been routed by the
Taliban, the Pakistan army mounted a
counter-attack from 8 May in the Swat
Valley, Lower Dir and Buner. 18,000
Pakistan army troops backed by aerial
support and heavy artillery attacked.
The situation in Mingora, population
250,000, was likened to Fallujah in
November 2004: 10,000 people were
reported left in the city. The UN has
registered 1.45 million people as
refugees as they flee the onslaught.
This is the biggest civilian displace-
ment on the sub-continent since the
1947 partition.

Iraq: British retreat,

US bunkers down

As British troops prepared to with-
draw from Iraq at the end of April
amid the usual flag-waving jingoism,
Hassan Juma’a of the Oil Workers'
Federation delivered the verdict of
the Iraqi people: ‘My final message
to the British warmonger is “good rid-
dance”™. The curse of your Iraqi vic-
tims will always be with you, for you
killed innocent people and tortured
captives. Go to the dustbin of history,
and never forget heroic Basra and the
great struggle of the Iraqi people.” 400
British troops will remain to train
Iraqi army and naval officers but the
occupation of Basra has been taken
over by US forces. Hassan Juma'a
pointed out, *The US will treat its jun-
ior partner with contempt - the master
will no doubt seck to establish sole
control of Iraq and its resources.”

Rising violence
Under the Status of Forces Agreement
(SOFA) with the Iraqi government,
US combat forces are supposed to
withdraw from Iraqi cities by 30 June
this year and leave the country by
August 2010. However, rising vio-
lence and sectarian tensions, deliber-
ately fuelled by the occupiers, have
demonstrated that President Obama’s
plans to withdraw US troops do not
amount to the end of the war on Iraq.
The US claimed that the reduction
in violence last year resulted from its
military ‘surge’. The main factors,
however, were the decision of Sunni
resistance fighters to take pay and pro-
tection from the imperialists as part of
the Awakening Councils, Al Sahwa,
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An Iraqi student protests against the Status of

Forces Agreement (SOFA) in October 2008

pressed by house to house searches
and arbitrary arrests, by brutal attacks
on the poor Shia districts of Baghdad
and by continuing repression of the
trade unions. Sectarianism, generated
by the occupation, resulted in the divi-
sion of the country largely along reli-
gious and ethnic lines, reinforced in
Baghdad by a maze of concrete walls
and military checkpoints. The Iraqi
bourgeoisie, Shia, Sunni and Kurdish,
looked forward to reaping the profits
of this improved security, each within
its own region. It gave the Iraqi gov-
ernment, dominated by the parties of
the elite and merchant classes, strength
to push its interests in the SOFA nego-
tiations,

Iraqi government
threatens Sunnis and
Kurds

This state of affairs is breaking up
because the Shia parties, forming the
majority of the government, want to
retain control of resources against
demands of the Sunnis and Kurds.

The Iraqi government has been
arresting leaders of Al Sahwa since
spring 2008. Many of them are former
members of the Baathist Party and
regarded by the Shia as a threat to
their dominance. They want to finish
Al Sahwa before the US troops draw
down. When local Al Sahwa leader
Adil Al Mashadani was arrested in
Fadhil on 29 March, an uprising by
local Sunnis was put down with help
from US forces. The understanding
when Al Sahwa was created was that
members would receive work in the
Iraqi security and state services as part
of a wider integration of Sunnis into
the government, but by the end of
March only 5,000 had been given
jobs. There are an estimated 100,000
members throughout Iraq. Most have
not been paid for several months.

In the oil-rich north, the Kurdish
regional government has threatened
autonomous action. Clashes followed
gains made by Sunni parties in recent
provincial elections. Iragi government
troops were sent to the region and the
Kurds threatened civil war. A prom-
ised referendum on the status of
Kirkuk has been cancelled by the Iraqi
government. At present there is an
uneasy stand-off and the situation is
exacerbated by the threat of a Turkish
invasion should the Kurds declare an
autonomous state.

?:)FA loopholes allow US

stay
In the SOFA negotiations the US
hoped for a stronger and more perma-
nent military occupation but they were
in no position, politically, to ignore
mands of an increasingly confi-
| government backed by the
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Iranians. They knew that while stabil-
ity remained fragile, the Iraqi ruling
class would require their protection.
The result was an agreement with so
many loopholes that the US could be
confident of retaining strategic mili-
tary bases in Iraq and consequently
privileged access to its oil.

Operations against Al Sahwa have
been defined as counter-terrorism, as
have those against Turkish/ Kurdish
PKK guerrillas operating in the north,
thus triggering one of the conditions
that permit US combat operations to
continue beyond the date set by SOFA.
Some combat forces have simply been
renamed as ‘advisory and assistance
brigades’. The US commander in Iraq,
General Ray Odierno. made it clear
that US troops are prepared to ‘main-
tain a presence’ in Iraqi cities after the
deadline if asked to do so. Sure
enough, according to the New York
Times, negotiations are already under
way to create exceptions to the 30 June
deadline. They include redefining the
term ‘city’.

The US cannot afford to have many
troops tied down in Iraq; it needs to
reinforce those in Afghanistan. But it
is in the interests of the US to be seen
as the only force capable of prevent-
ing chaos, especially at a time when
the Iraqi people are due to vote in a
referendum on SOFA, defeat in which
would mean all US troops leaving by
next year. By keeping Iraqi security
forces sufficiently weak the US hopes
to maintain its military domination of
the country. The US Government
Accountability Office reported that,
although the number of Iraqi army and
police forces had almost doubled be-
tween January 2007 and October 2008,
the proportion capable of undertaking
independent operations remained about
10%.

Iraqi people continue to
suffer
The suffering of the Iraqi people con-
tinues. The UN reports that only 40%
of children have access to safe water
and that water treatment plants are
operating at just 17% capacity. There
were 10,000 cases of cholera last year.
The number of health professionals
has halved since 2003. Families re-
ceive on average just three hours’
electricity per day. Two million Iraqi
refugees live abroad. Despite their
dreadful circumstances they are too
fearful to return. The Iraqi govern-
ment has withdrawn the meagre offer
of free transport and $600 for those
wishing to retum. According to the
International Organisation for Migra-
tion at least a further 1.6 million Iragis
have been internally displaced. They
suffer overcrowded housing, food
shortages, unsafe water, no electricity
and lack of health and education serv-
ices. Among them unemployment
averages 66%, but rises to almost
100% in some areas.

So far the US government has
offered $9.5 billion for Iraqi recon-
struction. It provided over $700 bil-
lion to bail out Wall Street. The Iraqi
government has reduced its modest
social and infrastructure budget due
to falling oil revenues. Bidding by
the oil multinationals, including BP
and Shell, for Iraqi oil is expected
to commence at the end of June
despite the government still not
passing a law allowing this plunder.
Iraq has known reserves of 115 bil-
lion barrels of oil, exceeded only by
those of Saudi Arabia and Iran. The
Financial Times (7 May 2009) ex-
plains that the Iraqi government has
become desperate to get the contracts
signed as oil prices have fallen and
the budget has consequently suf-
fered: ‘For the companies, the drop
in the oil price may have drastically
reduced available cash but not
enough to force them to forgo the
biggest investment opportunity since
the fall of communism.’

Jim Craven, Trevor Rayne
and Andrew Alexander
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Brigada de la 50 anniversario
de la Revolucion Cubanal

On 23 April, 18 Rock around the Blockade activists left London on a sqlidarity
brigade to Cuba - ‘Brigada del 50 aniversario de la Revolucion’, orgaplse_d with the
Cuban Union of Young Communists (UJC). The first week was spent in Pinar del
Rio, a province devastated by three hurricanes last year; the second week was in
Havana. We found an island braced and ready to confront the current global crisis.
Celebrating its 50th anniversary, the Cuban Revolution has realised the hopes
James Connolly once held for an Irish republic, its name ‘a rallying point for the
disaffected, a haven for the oppressed, a point of departure for the socialist,
enthusiastic in the cause of human freedom.’

We left Britain on the day that British
chancellor Alastair Darling announ-
ced a Budget that, in the words of The
Guardian newspaper, promised ‘a
brutal freeze on public spending’
more severe than that of the Thatcher
years. By the time we returned, two
weeks later, the expenses scandal had
exploded, exposing once again the
stinking heap of corruption which is
British politics. Throughout the world,
the ruling classes are scrambling to
resolve the deep economic crisis at the
expense of the working class. What a
contrast we saw in Cuba, which is
solving problems in the interest of all
its people, through socialist planning
and socialist democracy.

Confronting the crisis
Ten years to the day before the col-
lapse of Lehman Brothers investment
bank in September 2008, Fidel Castro
wamned of the ‘avoidable and deep
economic crisis’ threatening a world
‘which has become an enormous casi-
no’. Cuba will not remain immune:
the collapse in the price of its main
export, mnickel, the reduction in
tourism from imperialist countries
now in recession and restrictions on
access to international credit will have
a very real effect. On 26 May, Cuban
economic commentator Ariel Terrero
predicted that Cuba’s foreign income
could be reduced by S$1bn, while
growth figures for 2009 have been
revised downwards from 6% to
slightly over 2%, and even this may
prove over-optimistic. On top of this,
last year three hurricanes caused
$10bn worth of damage and the
impact of the US blockade continues.
In Havana our bus passed huge bill-
boards reading: ‘8 hours of the US
blockade = repairs to 140 schools’; ‘3
days of the US blockade = 100 tonnes
of medicine’.

Nonetheless, unlike in Britain, no-
one in Cuba is being thrown out onto
the streets while a bank repossesses
their home and unemployment remains
under 2%. It became clear to us that it
is Cuba’s planned economy, with its
ability to deploy resources rationally,
based on the interests of a creative,
conscious people, that will enable it to
weather the economic storm.

The challenge in agriculture
Bolstering agricultural production in
Cuba is seen as essential to overcom-
ing the crisis, in order to replace
imports and raise exports. In 2008, the
country spent almost $2.5bn on food
purchases from abroad, $907m more
than in 2007.

One of the principal challenges is
the shortage of labour power. The
Cuban masses, through good quality
health care and education, have high
life expectancy and low birth rates;
these great revolutionary achieve-
ments, however, exacerbate labour
shortages. The rise in living standards
for the Cuban masses across the board
has raised other problems too. Orlan-
do Borrego, who participated in the
Revolution and was deputy to Che
Guevara from 1959, explained: ‘The
workers in the fields became doctors,
artists, lawyers. So in certain agricul-
tural sectors we do not have qualified
workers — we thought it would never
happen in a socialist country, but it
has. And the Revolution has recog-
nised this and can plan: for the past
four or five years there has been a
reorientation in the universities
towards solving this problem.’

Brigadistas witnessed first-hand
these attempts. Founded in 1962 by
Commandante Fidel, the Centro-
Politecnico Villena Revolucion is one
of biggest schools of its type in the
world, specialising in agronomy and

veterinary science and is a ‘national
reference’ school for the country. The
basis of the entire school is the linking
of theory and practice, with school
units organised around farms where
students work and implement practi-
cally what they learn in the classroom.

Rafacl Mendez, Villena Revolu-
cion’s vice-principal, spoke of the
school as ‘a workshop to form the youth
— the people of the future.’ Stopping in
front of a large field planted with beet-
root, 16-year-old student representative
Anais described it as her ‘practical
classroom’. She explained that the
school was entirely self-sufficient in
food, apart from rice, while also pro-
ducing 300,000 litres of milk and 40
tonnes of meat for the city every year.
‘There are not enough workers to toil
the land, so students voluntarily fill the
breach. This is not exploitation — it is
part of our formation as citizens.” In
their fourth year, students begin work in
an enterprise where they are guaranteed
a job after graduation. Students emerge
imbued with both an academic educa-
tion and a conscious grasp of the
processes of social production and
commitment to socialism.

All levels of Cuban society are
involved in this process. In the Central
Committee of the Cuban Communist
Party (PCC), Comrade Marsan ex-
plained that ‘Members of the Central
Committee do voluntary labour on the
farms, once a month; they are very
tough conditions to work in. With the
heat in the fields at 10am it is hard
work. By 2pm I cannot wait to get on
the bus and end my shift!” In Pinar del
Rio, brigadistas visited a massive state
farm. Heavily damaged by hurricanes
the previous year, labour brigades had
been drafted in from around Cuba to
help repair crop damage, and the farm
had also received EU relief aid. Many
of these large-scale socialist state
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Brigadistas volunteering at an organic farm in Pinar Del Rio

farms were broken up after the Soviet
Union collapsed. However, for the
brigadistas it felt like the paradigm of
socialist agriculture. The workers,
trade unionists and Communist Party
members were the most committed
and politically conscious we met.
They totally identified social produc-
tion with ownership of the Revolu-
tion. They proudly displayed certifi-
cates received from the leadership,
motivated by moral as much as mate-
rial incentives.

The real success story of Cuban
agriculture in recent years, however,
has been in much smaller scale pro-
duction — the urban organic farming
movement. In the past 12 years, urban
farming has created 350,000 produc-
tive new jobs. Production of vegeta-
bles and fresh herbs jumped a thou-
sandfold from 1994 to 2005: from
4,000 tons to 4.2 million tons.

Brigadistas worked alongside Cu-
bans on several organiponicos. The
units are linked with science centres
and universities and the workers
helped to implement new technology
such as semi-protected cultivation and
wormeries. In contrast to the state
farm, the profits of these co-operatives
directly determine incentive pay-
ments, and most are profitable, selling
some product at fixed state prices to
schools and hospitals while some is
sold in private markets at higher prices.
Since last summer the government has
parcelled out idle land in wsufiuct, a
rent-free short term loan, to 60,000
families, which will significantly in-
crease agricultural production.

Che Guevara recognised that this
form of production can introduce con-
tradictions into socialism, as workers
identify more with their unit's inter-
ests than with national production.
However, comrade Marsan made the
key point:

‘Our objective is to increase food.
There is not a change in policy. It is
Just that in this economic situation it is
necessary to have different farms, We
sometimes have to take one step back
before we can take two steps forward.,
The biggest areas of wealth arc in the

~ state farms. There is no process of pri-
vatisation.'
The Period, state

and socialism

our meetings and discus-

we came (o reaslise that

in the Revolution

and the planned socialist economy
provide the framework within which
all policies and processes are debated.

When the entire Soviet camp disap-

peared in 1991, US imperialism

appeared triumphant, the ‘end of his-

tory’ was declared and living stan-

dards plummeted, the Cuban people

fought to defend their achievements.

Yani Cruz, a long-standing Cuban

friend of RATB, declared passion-

ately: ‘You cannot imagine the hard-

ships. It truly was a terrible time for
our people. But we fought to defend
socialism; it is socialism through
which we achieved all the gains of our
revolution. The choice was between
defending socialism and returning to
capitalism. We chose socialism. There
is no third way.’

Ephraim Ecchevaria, an economist
at a Marxist research institute in Pinar
del Rio, recalled speaking at an inter-
national meeting where an [Italian
communist stood up and accused the
Cubans of betraying the principles of
socialism by introducing the eco-
nomic measures they had. ‘He didn’t
understand what was necessary: above
all else, we had to save the Revolu-

tion.”

Throughout the Special Period, not

a single school, not a single maternity
ward, hospital or sports facility was
closed down; quite the opposite. “At
all times,” according to Ephraim, ‘the
economy was to be subordinated to
social objectives’. Cuban research
economist at Havana University, Elda
Molina, wrote about the strategy of
the revolutionary leadership in this
period. ‘A significant element of the
Cuban economic reform was that state
property prevailed in most key sec-
tors. The main goals of the strategy
were: to preserve the country’s n-
dependence; to keep and improve
socialism; and to create the economic
and social basis to relaunch a develop-
ment programme once the crisis was
over.”

Proletarian democracy

On 29 April, we met with a constitu-
tional law teacher at a school in Pinar
del Rio, *Bourgeois liberal parties in
the west are in crisis, people don't
trust them,” he explained — nine days
before the Daily Telegraph began
publishing details of British MPs’
expense accounts. What he under-
stood clearly was the difference
between bourgeois and proletarian




government ‘on trial' for acts of terrorism

democracy. ‘In Britain, there is the
supremacy of the political class. In
Cuba the people do not surrender their
power.” When brigadistas returned to
Britain, popular fury at the *political
class® was spilling over. But the bla-
tant corruption and greed of these
politicians is an expression, not the
cause, of the bankruptcy and lack of
accountability of bourgeois democ-
racy itself.

As brigadistas saw in practice, the
Cuban Revolution has developed a
real socialist democracy throughout
all levels of society, where politics is
not confined to the voting booth. The
law teacher explained; ‘Where does
accountability come from? The an-
swer is in the direct mass participation
of people, mass organisations and the
electoral process, not the party or
state.” All representatives of the state
in Cuba arc nominated by the people,
firstly in the barrios, and voted on
through universal, secret ballot. The
institutions through which this process
is conducted are the Assemblies of
People Power, existing at local, pro-
vincial and national level. Delegates
of these people’s assemblies must be
in constant communication with peo-
ple, there must be a constant rendering
of accounts and the assemblies must
hold referendums and consultations
with the people. If people are not
happy with the work of their elected
delegates, they can be recalled by con-

Cuban university students opposite the US Interests Sectionin
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Above: Participants In the ‘Transformation Workshop' [n Havana discussing their

understanding of sociallsm and capltalism with the brigadistas
Top right: Brigadistas visiting the Federation of Cuban Women in Pinar Del Rio

been taken to the streets, theatres and
workplaces of Havana; there are also
classes in local cultural history.
RATB brigadistas saw all of this in
action and helped in clearing out an
old garage which will be the new base

for the workshop. We asked some of
the local members what they thought

stitutional law. ‘So the Cuban consti-  the differences were between Cuba

tution guarantees the sovereignty of
the people, of popular power. The
peaple don’t delegate responsibility to
an elected member; they don’t give
away their power.” =

We witnessed the power of the
Cuban people on International Work-
ers’ Day, 1 May, in Havana, where
over half a million people streamed by
under the banner ‘United, productive
and efficient!’, carrying Cuban flags
and homemade placards declaring
‘Socialism or death!” A special
moment of international solidarity
was when a Palestinian delegation
marched by, taking up the brigadistas’
chants of ‘Viva Palestina!’, raising the
V sign for victory.

Communities at the base
At the base of these massive mobilisa-
tions is the local community. In
Havana City, comrades spent a day
‘working with the ‘Principe Neigh-

orkshop’

and Britain. One man answered:
‘Socialism gives opportunity to
everyone independently of the eco-
nomic resources you have, whereas in
Britain only people with more money
have the opportunities...Imagine what
Cuba could achieve if it had the
resources of Britain! And if Britain
had the politics of Cuba, imagine what
problems it could solve!” 4
Among the brigade’s most inspiring
activities was our visit to a CDR in
Pinar del Rio. We amived in the
evening to join the local people who
were already dancing in the streets at a
street party organised by the CDR. A
foundation stone of the Revolution,
the CDRs are grassroofs institutions
through which people organise their
own communities, collectively deal-
ing with domestic problems, local
issues and neighbourhood security;
Cuba’s is a participative socialism,
built for and by its people and the
DRs are at the heart of this. Th
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port medical care in stricken arecas.

Conclusion

RATB brigadistas did not go to Cuba
as necutral observers but as committed
activists in solidarity with the Cuban
Revolution. Our two wecks of work
immeasurably deepened our under-
standing of the richness of the process
of socialist construction and the cre-
ative ability of the workers and cadre
on which it is based. It has given us
the sense of urgency necessary to
build a communist movement in this
country, confident that a better world
is possible. One that is right now
demonstrating its superiority to capi-
talism in hugely difficult circum-
stances. As one brigadista told a
reportback meeting after her retum,
‘The Cubans are clear about one
thing; a new world order of commu-
nism is necessary for the survival of
the human species’.

Jesus Gareia, who works in the
Institute of Philosophy in the Ministry
of Science, Technology and the Envir-
onment, told us:

‘A revolutionary situation doesn’t
arise just because of contradictions in
the ruling class. The working class
needs to understand that it is not just o
mismanagement of capitalism. It
needs to understand what power has to
be defeated at any moment, over-

i vision, If we don’t steer
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Cuban Five

On 15 June the US Supreme Court
is expected to issue a decision on
whether they will hear the appeal of
five Guban men imprisoned in the
US since 1998 for ‘conspiracy’ to
spy after a highly politicised trial in
Miami. The Cuban Five, as they
have become known, had infil-
trated US-based terrorist groups to
uncover plans and prevent terrorist
attacks against Cuba, attacks
which have claimed the lives of
over 3,400 people since 1959. The
Obama administration is attempt-
ing to influence the Court and has
filed a brief urging it to deny the
Five a hearing.

None of the charges against the
Cubans involved violence, weap-
ons or damage to property. The
Five were arrested after the Cuban
government passed information
over to Washington that one
extremist group, Brothers to the
Rescue, was preparing to attack
Cuban territory using pipe bombs
dropped from aeroplanes. The US
government’s response was to
arrest the Cuban agents for spying.

In 2005, a US court conceded
that the Cuban Five did not receive
a fair trial in Miami - a stronghold
for the rightwing Cuban exile com-
munity = and ordered a retrial in a
new location. However, the Attor-
ney General intervened to get the
decision overturned, and in August
2006 the convictions were upheld.
In 2008, a federal appeal court
again upheld the convictions. In
early 2009, the Cuban Five's legal
team filed a petition requesting the
US Supreme Court to examine the
case, in particular the change of
trial venue and jury selection. An
unprecedented number of amicus
curiae — friend of the court - briefs
have been filed with the Supreme
Court by Nobel Prize winners,
national and international person-
alities, jurists and human rights
organisations requesting a review
of lower court rulings.

International Conference to
Free the Five

Two RATB brigadistas stayed in
Cuba to participate in the Inter-
national Conference to Free the
Five on 11-12 May. The second
such conference organised by the
UJC, it was attended by 145 dele-
gates from 82 organisations in 42
countries, providing a forum for
updating and co-ordinating the
international campaign. Many young
Cubans also attended, as represen-
tatives from primary schools to uni-
versities, along with the families of

the Cuban Five, and President of
Cuba's National Assembly, Ricardo
Alarcon. In a speech to the confer-
ence, RATB said:

‘Our five heroes are incarcerated
today because they are in the van-
guard of the defence of Cuban
socialism, and Cuba's right to re-
sist imperialism. Our five heroes
are not alone in the fight, as Rock
around the Blockade has seen on
our solidarity brigades to Cuba - in
the CDRs and when meeting the
Young Pioneers, FEEM, FEU, the
Women’s Federation and UJC
cadres. Within each of these
organisations, whose role it is to
unite, invigorate and involve soci-
ety, there are people who have
given themselves to the revolution,
which is the advancement of
humanity. THIS is what our five
heroes are defending...

‘This international campaign is
an important battle in defence of
the Cuban Revolution. As the lead-
ership of the Cuban Revolution has
stated, the fight to free the Five is
not just a legal fight, it cannot be
restricted to simple legal means.
The fight has to be a political fight
and it means building political
movements. For Rock around the
Blockade, this has meant holding
regular street stalls, protests out-
side the US embassy and meetings
to raise awareness of the Five. In
February 2008 we invited Orlando
Borrego, Jesus Garcia and a UJC
militant on a speaking tour across
Britain. Over two weeks, nearly
3,000 people in Britain heard them
speak about, among other things,
the heroic fight of our five.’

The Conference declaration
called for days of international
action on 6-8 June. In the US, the
National Committee to Free the
Five stated: ‘It is important that we
do not passively await the deci-
sion. Instead, it is urgent that sup-
porters once again raise a world-
wide cry for the immediate freedom
of the Five.' Additional protests
have been called for the day of the
expected decision, 15 June, and
for the day following the Supreme
Court decision.

Contact your local RATB group
to join events in your area or con-
tact the RATB national office for
support with your own event: tel:
020 7837 1688, email: office@ratb.
org.uk or write to BM RATB,
London WC1N 3XX.

For more details about the Cuban
Five see: www.ratb.org.uk/
Free_the_Five.HTML.

y, Londan, In 2008, calling for tha release of
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COLOMBIA

FARC - 45 years of
fighting for peace

ALVARO MICHAELS

On 20 May the Colombian Senate
began the process of allowing a ref-
erendum on whether President Uribe
can stand for a third term. This is
part of a ruling class strategy to
complete the creation of a central-
ised state with an iron grip through-
out the country. Central to this
strategy is a continual, brutal war
against the mass of the people, and
their expulsion from the land to
establish huge single crop estates in
the hands of a few billionaires. The
war and land expropriations created
400,000 internal refugees alone in
2008, four million since the 1980s.
Half of those displaced are unem-
ployed, living in miserable shanty
towns in shocking poverty.
Since 1948, state violence against the
poor has forced them continuously to
use arms to defend their lives, The
revolutionary Armed Forces of Col-
ombia-People’s Armmy (FARC-EP)
was formed 45 years ago in the high-
lands of Marquetalia by guerrillas who
had survived an extermination cam-
paign directed by the Pentagon. Ever
since then this revolutionary commu-
nist movement has waged an armed
defence of the rural poor against the
state. From its 1964 Agrarian Prog-
ramme, to its present Bolivarian
Programme for a New Colombia — a
democratic, Bolivarian path to social-
ism — FARC has been determined to

- seek justice for the poor. It demands a

National Agreement for Peace to
‘overcome the national shame of an
illegitimate government... creator of
death and poverty...[which] sup-
ported by Washington. .. guarantees,
by blood and fire, security for invest-
ments by transnationals that steal our
resources.’

FARC guerillas

The obstacle to peace
President Uribe's state executive today
is determined to destroy FARC.
Uribe's policy is one of permanent
violence, a ‘final solution® of complete
and utter submission by the working
class to a well armed and unified state.
In reorganising the state with US
money. Uribe has had to rein in and
redirect the fascist narco-gangs which
were created by local landowners to ter-
rorise the poor when the state was itself
insufficiently armed. Many have now
been incorporated into the army, police
and local militias. Big fish who resist
are being arrested. In revenge, some,
such as ‘Don Bema’, have made dam-
aging revelations about Uribe's past
links with the AUC death squads and
those of his allies. In July 2008, Carlos
Garcia Orjuela, the architect of the cam-
paign to permit Uribe a third period of
office, and president of the ruling politi-
cal party, was arrested for using AUC
death squads to intimidate voters in
Tolima in 2001 when he was President
of Congress. Another Uribe loyalist,
Congress ex-President Luis Humberto
Gomez Gallo, was arrested in October
2007. By then some 70 congressmen
had been investigated by the Supreme
Court for connections to the AUC and
32 detained, the majority Uribe allies.

Despite the mountain of revela-
tions concerning business corpora-
tions’ direct role in the war against the
working class, no penal action has
been taken against companics such as
Chiquita Brands, Drummond, Posto-
bon, Brasilia, or Carbones del Caribe,
all exposed by AUC chief Salvatore
Mancuso in 2007 as directly arming
or funding anti-working class para-
military groups. Mancuso was extra-
dited to the US in May 2008 to be
charged with trafficking drugs and
terrorism, Thirteen other AUC leaders
were handed over with him. Another
paramilitary chief, Francisco Enrique
Villalba Hermandez, who denounced
Uribe as directly responsible for the
horrific massacre of El Aro, Antio-
quia, was murdered in April 2009.
These are warnings to other heads of
the AUC not to speak of Uribe’s past
or present,

Uribe aims to raise his armed
forces to over 450,000 with the largest
US military funding in Latin America.
Yet despite some tragic leadership
losses in the past year, FARC remains
a powerful and unbeaten force: in
March alone, 297 soldiers were killed
and 340 wounded in combat with
FARC forces, The Colombian ruling
class faces unceasing resistance. W

ECUADOR

Correa wins second
presidential term

ALVARO MICHAELS

underemployment affect 50% of the peo-
ple. In 2007, as Correa took power, 60% of
homes had no drains, and 45% no drinking
water.

The challenge is to throw off the
country's dependence on the US and
build a country for the mass of its peaple.
Ecuador has been economically trapped
since 2000 by the use of the US dollar as
its national currency. In just two years
Correa has expropriated goods wrongly
seized by banks, forced transnational oil
companies to change their contracts to
benefit the people, suspended payment of
foreign debts that were deemed illegiti-
mate, and stripped the Central Bank of its
independence. In May, Ecuador agreed to
pay just 35 cents on the dollar to holders
of $3.2 billion of defaulted bonds, giving
creditors @ second chance to sell hack
their securities. Correa is also forcing the
US to leave its military base at Manta
when its 10 year lease ends in November

s year, and has Set up an enquiry into
I W of US abuse of human rights

 discussed the creation of a Latin Ameri-
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OLIVIA

‘ am a Marxist’:
Morales challenges
imperialism

ROBERT CLOUGH

When Bolivian President Evo Mor-
ales told the 7th Summit of the
ALBA countries on 16 April that ‘I
want to declare mysell Marxist,
Leninist, communist, socialist® and
dared the Organisation of American
States (OAS) to expel him for this
statement, he was not just express-
ing solidarity with Cuba, expelled by
the OAS for ‘Marxism-Leninism’ in
1962, but showing how far he and
the Bolivian revolution have trav-
elled since his election in December
2005. The reactionary separatists in
Santa Cruz and the wealthy east of
the country have been unable to
overcome the isolation that followed
their failed civic coup of September
2008 (see FRFI 206). In develop-
ments during April and May:

® An attempt by the bourgeois oppo-
sition in Congress to frustrate the
implementation of Bolivia's new
democratic constitution failed after
Morales went on hunger strike to
mobilise popular support;

® A plot to assassinate the president
was broken up after police killed
three mercenaries and arrested two
others in a Santa Cruz hotel;

® Papers released in the US have ex-
posed the extent to which the im-
perialists supported attempls to break
up the country through the US
Agency for Intemational Develop-
ment (USAID).

At stake in Congress was a Tran-

sitional Electoral Law to implement

the country's new constitution and en-

able elections to take place in Dec-

ember 2009, The opposition tried to

block the law using its majority in the

Senate, despite a 61.5% majority in

electoral register this year, the law
was passed on 14 April.

The conspiracy to assassinate Mor-
ales was exposed after police tracked
down a gang which had bombed the
Santa Cruz home of Cardinal Julio Ter-
razas on 15 April whilst he was away.
The ringleader was Eduardo Rozsa
Flores, a Bolivian with a Croatian back-
ground like many Santa Cruz scp;\mti_sl
leaders. In an interview taped in
September 2008 for a Hungarian TV
station and broadcast after his death in
the shoot-out, Rozsa Flores said he had
been invited by the opposition in
Bolivia to set up an armed force in the
Santa Cruz ‘nation’, saying that ‘We are
ready... to proclaim independence...
Santa Cruz is ready to separate from
Bolivia." Rozsa Flores had been the
leader of a mercenary brigade in the
reactionary war of Croatian independ-
ence from Yugoslavia. The police
investigation has already resulted in
arrests of Santa Cruz business leaders,
and members of the neo-fascist Union
of Santa Cruz Youth. A similar merce-
nary gang was responsible for the mur-
der of 20 Morales supporters in Pando
on 11 September 2008 on the instruc-
tions of the department’s secessionist
prefect, Leopoldo Fernandez.

That US imperialism has been in-
volved in recent secessionist plots was
confirmed following the release in early
May of papers relating to USAID's
Bolivian operations. In 2004, before
Morales’ electoral victory, it set up
an Office for Transition Initiatives in
Bolivia to fund separatist projects and
has spent more than $97m in ‘decen-
tralisation” and ‘regional autonomy’
projects since 2002. Other funding has
gone 1o opposition political parties, and
to create a network of 3,000 ‘observers’
as an allegedly ‘independent’ body to

o =1

ance of the International Cenlre for the
Settlement of Investment Disputes, Petro-
ecuador auctioned 1.4 million barrels of
oil seized from Perenco. The windfall tax
has now been reduced to 70%.

The financial crisis of 1998-99, when
GDP collapsed by 5%, sparked a mass
emigration. Between then and 2007, over
one million Ecuadorians sailed for Guate-
mala, from where they were smuggled
across the Mexican border and into the
US. Some headed for Europe; there are
90,000 in Britain. This from a country of
13.4 million. Such movement reflected an
economic disaster; it has been com-
pounded in recent years by the arrival of
250,000 destitute refugees fleeing Col-
ombian state terror.

The current global economic crisis
now makes Correa's task more urgent as
migrant remittances from the US and
Europe fell by 27% from $759m in the
first quarter of 2008 to $555m in the first
quarter of 2009. Correa is now pressing
ahead with his alliances within the Union
of South American Nations. This May
Venezuela and Ecuador signed new
agreements to search for oil, and to cre-
ate a system of compensation between
their countries in the form of a system of
trade integration. They also agreed to
deepen agricultural cooperation in order
to guarantee food sovereignty and secu-
rity to their peoples. The two presidents

can Human Rights and Freedom of Ex-
pression cmnmm in the South

Presidencia del Estaao

President Evo Morales

favour of the constitution in the
January 2009 referendum. On 9 April,
as a 60-day deadline to pass the legis-
lation approached, Morales went on
hunger strike to mobilise the masses.
As people gathered outside Congress,
the opposition started to back down,
and their attempts to disenfranchise
Bolivians living abroad - mostly Mor-
ales supporters — were defeated, With
the government making concessions
on the number of congress seats re-
served for indigenous people (reduc-

ing them from 14 to 7, but not to the
three

ree demanded by the reactionaries)
agreeing to establish an electronic

Plarinaciona

monitor Bolivian elections, No won-
der Morales has declared that: ‘The
US has no right or authority to speak
of democracy, because they are the
ones that foster coups, military coups,
Just as they are now armming a civic
coup in Bolivia." On 1 May, in front
of a huge and enthusiastic demonstra-
tion in La Paz, Morales announced the
nationalisation of AirBP, a subsidiary
of British Petroleum which supplies
aviation fuel to Bolivia’s airports, fur-
ther undermining the grip of the multi-
nationals. The Bolivian people have
pushed imperialism onto the back foot
in their country, |




PALESTINE

Obama: no difference for the
Palestinian people

The six months that Obama has been US President have
not made the slightest difference to the suffering of the
Palestinian people. In Gaza they remain under siege, held
at the edge of starvation. BOB SHEPHERD reports.

PA President Abbas meeting President Obama 28 May 2009

Palestinians are surviving on as

little as 10 to 15 litres of water per
person each day, which is at or be-
low humanitarian disaster response
levels recommended to avoid epi-
demics. In Gaza, where Palestinians
rely on an aquifer that has become
increasingly saline and polluted, the
situation is worse. Only 5-10% of
the available water is clean enough
to drink. Palestinian President Mah-
‘moud Abbas continues to serve as a
ph.ut tool of unpenahsm v.lule road

In some areas of the West Bank,

comprehensive peace settlement re-
mains just that, as new Israeli Prime
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu re-
fuses to make any commitment to a
Palestinian state.

that it’s so important for us to take a
diplomatic approach is that the ap-
proach we’ve been taking, which is no
diplomacy, obviously has not worked.
Nobody disagrees with that. Hamas
and Hezbollah have got stronger. Iran
has been pursuing its nuclear capabili-
ties undiminished. Not talking clearly
hasn’t worked.”

As part of this new approach Ob-
ama wants to rein in the extreme right
of the Zionist movement to encourage
Abbas and his pro-imperialist allies to
contmuc confronting the Palestinian

- resistance. Obama wants the Zionists
to throw some crumbs to Abbas,

hence his declaration that ‘Israel is
going to have to take difficult steps...
Settlements have to be stopped in
order for us to move forward. That'sa
difficult issue, I recognise that. But
it’s an important one and it has to be
addressed.”

West Bank, 31 May 2009

On 18 May Obama met with Net-
anyahu in Washington. Their main
concern was with Iran and its alleged
nuclear weapons programme, which
they labelled as the biggest threat to
stability in the Middle East. Obama
spoke of the possibility of the imposi-
tion of ‘severe sanctions’ on Iran and
pledged to finance the development of
a new Israeli missile system known as
Hetis-3. The words may have changed;
the aims remain the same: US domina-
tion of the Middle East. Obama has had
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On the same day of the Obama-
Netanyahu meeting the Zionists an-
nounced that the construction of a new
Isracli settlement would start in the
Jordan Valley in the east of the West
Bank. This colonial project was
apparently on hold from 2006 as the
Bush administration had deemed it a
violation of the so-called Road Map. It
is reported that Netanyahu's current
government has already approved the
construction of some 73,000 settle-
ment units in the occupied West Bank
and East Jerusalem. On his return to
Israel, Netanyahu reiterated his hard
line Zionist stance that East Jerusalem
would never become a capital of any
Palestinian state, ‘United Jerusalem is
Isracl’s capital. Jerusalem was always
ours and will always be ours. It will
never again be partitioned and divided'.

No end to siege of Gaza
Gazan border crossings are still opened
and closed on Zionist whim with only
a trickle of goods allowed to enter.
The Rafah crossing into Egypt also
remains closed for the majority of
Palestinians. During mid-May only
one border crossing, Kerem Shalom,
was open, with Israel allowing be-
tween 80-110 trucks to pass through
each day. Before Hamas took control
in Gaza, nearly 500 trucks a day were
entering Gaza. Israel continues to pre-
vent the import of construction mate-
rial of any sort, spare parts, agricul-
tural imports including livestock, IT
equipment and incredibly some food
items, including tea and coffee, into
Gaza. A Palestinian customs worker
said that ‘the deliveries are disorgan-
ised and irregular, and sometimes cer-
tain products are prohibited...Shoes
and wood have not entered Gaza in six
months, and no livestock have entered
since September 2008’

The fact that no construction mat-
erial is being allowed to enter Gaza
means that the thousands of people
made homeless by the Isracli on-
slaught are still without homes. John
Ging, Director of UNRWA in Gaza,
states: ‘There’s nothing going on in
terms of reconstruction because the
crossings are still closed. That’s the
key to all the misery here... it’s hard to
fathom that after all the outpouring of
concern and empathy with the plight
of the people here during the January
conflict that months later they are still
living in the rubble of their former
lives...so the rockets have stopped
but the siege continues. Where is the
dividend for the Palestinians?’ The
situation is so desperate that the
Hamas govemment in Gaza is now
seriously considering building houses
out of mud and straw bricks. The need
for consistent solidarity work here in
defence of the Palestinian people re-
mains critical.

Abbas establishes new government

After months of inconclusive negotiations between Hamas and Fatah on the for-
mation of a united Palestinian government, Abbas jumped the gun and appointed
a new pro-imperialist caretaker government in Ramallah on 19 May. This action
mswmmnotmv byumnaehnnalao bynlargamlhnu;fmah including

PFLP and the

Counter-revolution

mobhilises

LOUIS BREHONY
On 4 May,

Nepal’s communist
Prime Minister, Pushpa Kamal
Dahal Prachanda, resigned from
office, barely a year after his Unified
Communist Party of Nepal (Maoist)
(UCPN(M)) won the elections to the
country’s first constituent assembly.
His resignation follows a threatened
coup by the UCPN(M)’s opponents,
led by President Ram Baran Yadav
of the Nepali Congress Party (NC)
and supported by the military and
the reactionary United Marxist-
Leninist (UML) ‘communists’. These
events reflect the continuing struggle
between the impoverished mass of the
Nepali people struggling for social-
ism, and the corrupt elite colluding
with imperialism to try to hold back
the revolutionary movement.
Following the elections in May 2008,
which made the UCPN(M) Nepal's
largest party, there was an agreement
to integrate People’s Liberation Army
fighters into the military, with the Mao-
ists bringing their 19,000 class con-
scious guerillas into contact with the
army rank and file. Knowing that the
guerillas are supportive of land reform
and democracy, the army establish-
ment has resisted their integration at
every step. The chief of staff of the
Nepali Army, Rookmangud Katawal,
has played a particularly reactionary
role in trying to undermine the
UCPN(M). He was found to be the
main organiser of the planned coup,
aborted when details were leaked to
the Kathmandu Post.

When the UCPN(M)-led govern-
ment told Katawal to step down on 3
May, President Yadav stood in the
way and prevented the elected leader-
ship from carrying out its duties. The
other parties in the coalition, includ-
ing the NC and the UML, quit the
government in defence of the army
chief. Prachanda saw no other option
than to step down as Prime Minister in
the face of ‘unconstitutional and ille-
gal’ actions by the President, pointing
out that ‘the interim constitution does
not give any right to the President to
act as a parallel power’.

In government the revolutionary
UCPN(M) has been restricted by its
opponents’ constant attempts to hold

back the many reforms demanded by
the mass movement. According to polit-
ical analyst Kanak Mani Dixit: ‘After
coming to power, the Maoists have
been systematically attacking the in-
stitutions of state, like the judiciary
and the media. The army was the only
institution they couldn’t touch. The
fear was that they would bring down
the army also.” Even under the con-
straints of the coalition government
the UCPN(M) have been clear about
their objectives of establishing a
socialist People’s Republic and bring-
ing in greater industrialisation. As
Finance Minister Bhattarai recently
said: ‘We are Marxists, but we are not
dogmatic Marxists... We want to de-
velop the science of Marxism...We
are very practical and realistic Marx-
ists who want to bring about real
change in society.’

Narayan Kaji Shrestha, deputy
leader of the UCPN(M), said that his
party would not allow parliament to
function unless Katawal was sacked.
Prachanda exposed the opposition as
puppets of imperialism: ‘As per the dic-
tates of their foreign masters, the
dejected and rejected UML and NC
leaders are forming the next govern-
ment...Their heads will be always
down as they have surrendered to their
foreign masters, we have resigned but
yet our heads will always be up.” Amid
continuing unrest and a UCPN(M) boy-
cott, the UML’s Madhav Kumar Nepal
was swormn in as Prime Minister on 25
May, promising to draft a new constitu-

tion, as protesters burmed effigies of

him and the Maoists warned that his
fragile government *will not last long’.

Millions of people in Nepal face
dire poverty. One quarter of Nepalis
live on a daily income of less than a
dollar, with more than 80 per cent of
the population depending on agricul-
ture for an income. On one side stands
a revolutionary force with the over-
whelming support of the mass of the
people, fighting to radically change
the institutions of power and push for
better living standards for the poor
majority. On the other side stands an
elite ruling class, tied historically to
the corrupt and brutal military, and
supported by international capital.
The political situation in Nepal is on a
knife edge.

North Korea’s second

nuclear test

TREVOR RAYNE

On 25 May the Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea (North Korea)
conducted a nuclear weapons test,
followed by three short range mis-
sile tests later the same day.

Prime Minister Gordon Brown de-
clared the tests ‘erroncous, misguided
and a danger to the world’. President
Obama said the tests ‘pose a grave
threat to the peace and security of the
world’. Who is a threat to the security
of the world? The US has 10,000 nuc-
lear weapons and Britain has 200. The
US has 737 overscas military bases.
Britain has conducted 129 separate
military interventions abroad since the
end of the Second World War. Who
threatened the peace and security of

‘Lebanon, Irag, Afghanistan,

to smithereens by imperialism? Israeli
Prime Minister Netanyahu returned
from visiting Obama in May to declare
Israel’s responsibility to ‘eliminate’
the ‘nuclear threat’ from Iran. Which
other countries has Iran bombed? None!
Who has North Korea bombed?
Nobody! Nobody asks how many
nuclear bombs Israel has. The real threat
to the peace and security of the world
resides in Washington, London and Tel
Aviv, These states are willing to use war
repeatedly to sustain their power.
During the 1950-1953 Korean
War, the US threatened North Korea
with nuclear attack. That war, con-
ducted under the flag of the United
Nations, claimed up to three million
Korean lives. North Korea knows well
the readiness of the US and Britain to
kill Koreans and to do so with
impunity. That is why North Korea
pﬂMncled nuclear tests. |
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A master class in

socialist economics

I cHE GUEVARA:
the economics of revolution,
Helen Yaffe, London, Palgrave
Macmillan 2009, £17.99

by Diana Raby

Helen Yaffe has produced a very
important book which can only
be described as cssential reading
for all socialists. Emesto ‘Che’
Guevara has been justly admired,
indeed romanticised and even
idolised, for his heroic role as rev-
olutionary gucrrilla fighter, his
personal integnity and self-sacri-
fice culminating in martyrdom.
But a vital period of his short life
has been inexplicably neglected
in previous accounts: the six
years in which he served the
Cuban revolutionary govemn-
ment, playing a crucial role in
the transition to socialism.

As President of the National
Bank, Head of the Department
of Industrialisation and then
Minister of Industries, Guevara
was responsible for many of the
fundamental decisions in creating a
distinctive Cuban model. Despite the
importance of Soviet support in pro-
viding a lifeline to the young revolu-
tion, Che quickly made clear his reser-
vations with regard to economic
policies in the USSR. Che’s criticisms
gave rise to a public polemic which
came to be known as the ‘Great
Debate’, and several of the key contri-
butions to this discussion were pub-
lished in a useful volume edited by
Bertram Silverman (Man and social-
ism in Cuba: the great debate, New
York, Atheneum 1971). But we have
had to wait until Yaffe’s book for a
detailed analysis of Guevara’s argu-
ments and actual policies.

On the basis of 60 interviews with
Che's former colleagues and exten-
sive archival research, including con-
sultation of Guevara’s crucial notes
for a critique of the Soviet Manual of
political economy, Yaffe gives us
unprecedented insight into his vital
contribution to the Cuban Revolution

and to Marxist theory.

The law of value under
socialism

The central issue at stake was the role
of the law of value under socialism.
Ever since Lenin, communists had
recognised that this key component of
capitalist economics would not simply
disappear overnight and could not be
legislated out of existence; in the
USSR in the early 1920s, Lenin’s
New Economic Policy (NEP) was an
explicit tactical retreat which autho-
rised extensive use of capitalist prac-
tices and hence the law of value. Al-
though  Stalinist  collectivisation
appeared to eliminate or greatly
restrict its operation, in fact it contin-
ued and after Khruschev's reforms in
the late 1950s, the law of value was
once again explicitly enshrined in
Soviet economic manuals.

To Guevara, Soviet technological
backwardness was a symptom of the
stifling of socialist creative potential
by trying to combine socialist planning
at national level with capitalist man-
agement systems at enterprise level.
In technical terms, the key issue was
the use of the Auto-Financing System
(AFS), promoted in Soviet manuals
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from the 1950s onwards, as against
the Budgetary Finance System (BFS)
favoured by Guevara, The AFS en-
couraged enterprise managers to max-
imise profits by using market mecha-
nisms to determine prices, financing
their own investments through credit
and developing autonomous commer-
cial relationships with other public
enterprises with little regard for the
national plan.

In contrast to this, under the BFS,
goods exchanged between public enter-
prises were transferred without pay-
ment; a cost price was administratively
determined and the relevant adjust-
ments were made in the respective
enterprise accounts in the Treasury.
Incentives were based on micro-
management of costs and production
contracts (determined by management
consultations at all levels, with direct
worker input) regulating quantity,
quality and punctuality.

Che's argument for the BFS was
that under socialism, the entire Cuban
economy was essentially one big public
enterprise, and therefore exchanges of
products within it were not commodity
transactions; there was no transfer of
ownership and therefore no purchase or
sale. Costs had to be recorded to pre-
vent waste, but incentives for increased
quantity or quality of production should
be based on the collective interest and
not market forces.

This principle of socialist exchange,
in which the law of value does not
operate, could not be applied to for-
eign trade with capitalist countries,
where imports were necessarily priced
according to the law of value. It fol-
lowed that goods produced in Cuba
with imported inputs (raw materials or
machinery) would have to reflect the
law of value in their pricing. Indeed,
one of Che’s major criticisms of the
Soviet Bloc was the extent to which
they applied capitalist market prices in
their international trade.

The transformation

of Cuba

It is fascinating to see how Guevara
applied these abstract principles in
practice to the management of the
Cuban economy, at the same time that
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he was wrestling with
kinds of mundane
practical problems. The
nationalisation of virtu-
ally all large-scale enter-
prises in only two or
three years, together with
the sudden loss of Cuba’s
traditional commercial tics
to the US and the need to
replace  American with
Soviet technology, threat-
ened to bring about com-
plete economic paralysis.

What Helen Yaffe's
book shows in this respect
is how Che's extraordinary
revolutionary dedication en-
abled him to deal with this
daunting situation. While
her discussion of the BFS
refutes the widely-held myth
of Guevara as a pure volun-
tarist and idealist, her ac-
count of his practical admin-
istrative work shows how his
personal will and commit-
ment drove him to find solu-
tions to apparently insoluble

problems.

Yaffe gives amusing ex-
amples of the improvisation and spon-
taneity which characterised the revo-
lution in its early years, such as Che’s
appointment as President of the Nat-
ional Bank despite having no eco-
nomic training or experience and his
decision to appoint his maths lecturer,
Salvador Vilaseca (who was equally
inexperienced) as his deputy; and the
appointment of 200 teacher trainees,
aged 15-20, as managers of nation-
alised enterprises.

These examples confirm the ten-
dency to improvisation and spontane-
ity which characterised the revolution
in its early years, and while such rash
decisions sometimes had disastrous
consequences, it is remarkable how
often these young and inexperienced
revolutionaries succeeded in their new
tasks. The reason for this almost cer-
tainly lies in the dedication which
Guevara (and Fidel and many of their
associates) brought to everything they
did, and the practice of giving real
decision-making power to shop-floor
workers.

Study and scientific rigour
The myth of Che as impractical ideal-
ist is further undermined by his re-
spect for science and his quest to
apply the most advanced scientific
knowledge in all spheres. Whenever
he assumed a new responsibility, he
immediately began to study the rele-
vant scientific disciplines, systemati-
cally and intensively - and he insisted
on his subordinates doing the same.
This combination of dedication,
theoretical rigour and attention to prac-
tical detail also characterised Che’s
approach to issues of workers' partici-
pation and socialist consciousness,
His insistence on the crucial impor-
tance of developing consciousness —
the ‘New Man’ — was not just a matter
of propaganda and exhortation. All
kinds of mechanisms were introduced
to promote workers' initiative and
participation: Committees for Spare
Parts, the Movement of Inventors and
Innovators, Advisory Technical Com-
mittees, Production Assemblies and
Committees for Local Industry. Most
important, the human side of workers”
involvement was a central concern.

Thus the encouragement of volun-
tary labour and moral (as opposed to
malerial) incentives was accompanied
by measures which showed a growing
understanding of workers™ practical
problems. Health and safety were rec-
ognised as important issues, and ‘burnt-
out' workers were given entitlement
to rest and recuperation in holiday re-
sorts. Guevara's medical training made
him sensitive to workers® problems of
stress and self-esteem, and of psycho-
logical issues in general; and he was
forced (with some difficulty) to recog-
nise the problematic impact of his
own explosive character.

The critique of the Soviet
manual

Guevara’s contribution to socialist
theory is summed up in an incomplete
study which he was working on in
1965-66, before leaving for Bolivia.
These notes, which amount to a com-
prehensive critique of the Soviet Man-
ual of political economy, and which
were so contentious that for 40 years
they were kept under lock and key by
Che’s deputy Orlando Borrego Diaz,
are analysed in Yaffe’s chapter 9.

-

Aleida
Guevara's ideas are certainly con-
troversial, and a breath of fresh air for
anyone familiar with the fossilised for-
mulae of ‘orthodox’ communist (and in
many cases also, Trotskyist) exegesis.
He argued that in the USSR the NEP
(which Lenin would surely have aban-
doned had he lived longer) had en-
trenched the structures of pre-monop-
oly capitalism, but centralised planning
had prevented competition (and the law
of value) from operating freely. The
result was the worst of both worlds:
technological stagnation and a situation
in which ‘man neither develops his fab-
ulous productive capacities, nor does
he develop himself as the conscious
builder of a new society’. Stalinist dog-
matism had frozen the system but had
since been replaced by inconsistent
pragmatism, which in turn would lead
more and more towards capitalist
restoration, pure and simple.

But Guevara's criticisms went far
beyond this. He also rejected the Sov-
iet Manual's acceptance of the idea of
a peaceful, parliamentary road to soc-
ialism in some countries; condemned
the working class in imperialist coun-
tries as accomplices of the system;
identified landless peasants as the
truly revolutionary force in most
countries; and condemned the USSR
for replacing internationalism with
chauvinism, forcing other socialist
countries into submission.
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March, daughter of Che Guevara, with Helen Yaffe's book

Che’s legacy

Yaffe recognises that Che’s ideas
have not been fully applied in Cuba
since his departure and death, but nei-
ther have they been simply aban-
doned. Rather, she argues, the coun-
try's subsequent history ‘can _hc
portrayed as a pendulum swinging
between what is desirable and what is
necessary with Guevara’s ideas
being associated with the vitality of
the Revolution’. She also correctly
draws attention to the importance of
the new relationship with Venezuela
and the ALBA, in which international
exchanges take place on a non-com-
modity basis. She quotes favourable
comments by Hugo Chavez on Che’s
ideas and the adoption by the United
Socialist Party of Venezuela of ‘the
strategic objective of neutralising the
operation of the law of value’.

What this book has achieved, then,
is to demonstrate that Guevara's
greatness lies at least as much in his
contribution to socialist thought as
in his heroic example as a guerrilla
leader. This does not mean. of course,
that his ideas should be accepted
uncritically; indeed that would itself
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be totally un-Guevarist. In the humble
opinion of this reviewer, two ques-
tions immediately arise. First, if the
BFS is a desirable mechanism for
avoiding the operation of the law of
value at enterprise level, does it not
create an enormous danger of bur-
eaucratic centralism stifling workers’
democracy and initiative? And sec-
ondly, while it may be desirable to
view the entire economy of a social-
ist country as one single enterprise
owned collectively by the working
people as a whole, does this not pose
a serious problem of the potential dis-
parity between ideal and real posses-
sion of the means of production: ie
workers may well feel that they are
the owners of their particular work-
place, but do they really feel — and
do the objective conditions exist for
them to function as — owners of the
entire economy?

One thing is certain: for anyone
engaged in the struggle for a better
world, the thought of Che Guevarais a
fundamental point of departure, and
this book is an essential work of
reference.

Diana Raby is a research fellow at the
Institute of Latin American Studies, Univ-
ersity of Liverpool, a National Council
member of the Respect Party and author
of Democracy and revolution: Latin Amer-
fca and socialism today, Pluto Press 2006




of prisoners.

e essence of prison is power —
who has it, who is denied it, and
how it is used and abused. And
at the heart of the agenda ex-

pressed by the AOP are a rebalancing
of that power, and a calling to account
of those who use it to misuse prisoners.

We are at a unique point in prison
history. On the downside, the system
has spent the period since the 1990
riots developing a mesh of controls
that weaves around each individual

__PRISONERS FIGHTBACK

The Association of Prisoners

In 2002, following legal action by then prisoner John Hirst, the
prison Service was forced to accept that Article 11 of the
European Convention on Human Rights (freedom of
association) meant serving prisoners had the right to set up
and join ‘representative associations’. The Association of
Prisoners (AOP) had been set up shortly before this but did not
become active. However, in April 2009, life sentence prisoner
BEN GUNN announced via prisoners’ paper Inside Time that he
was the AOP’s new General Secretary. Ben invited all prisoners
to be involved in the Association. He has written the article
below for FRFI. We invite other prisoners to send us their
views on the AOP and how best it can further the struggles

prisoner. The changes in the system’s
intelligence gathering, the training of
riot-control staff, changes in prison
architecture and security procedures,
all suggest that any attempt at ‘reform
through riot” as in 1990 is likely to
fail.

The daily controls created since
then comprise a managerialist bog of
paperwork and procedures. Led by the
Incentives and Eamed Privileges
Scheme, this web includes risk assess-

ments, sentence planning, parole
dossiers, offending behaviour courses
an endless list of seemingly profes-
sional tools which are, in reality,
responsible for oppressing a whole
generation of prisoners. Whilst casual
physical brutality and squalor have far
from disappeared, most cons find
greater frustration arising from deal-
ing with ‘professionals’ in shiny suits
who hide behind a mantra of risk and
public protection than from dealing
with thick-necked landing screws.

This is a new landscape for us to
struggle upon. Using violence to fight
attitudes and paperwork is attempting
to punch fog. But amongst these
changes there remain old truths, the
most important being that prisons only
work because of our co-operation. The
landscape may have changed, the
means used to oppress us may have
become more sophisticated and sub-
tle, but new avenues for struggle have
also opened up.

Today, we are allowed to organise.
For the first time in British prison his-
tory a group has organised in public
and the system has had to grin and
bear it. We need to capitalise on this
and that means encouraging prisoners
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The war against us

. all = Free Mumial!

‘This war in Irag isn’t the end: it’s the beginning of wars to
come... This isn’t just a war on Iraqis or Afghanis or even Arabs or
Muslims. It is ultimately a war on us all. That’s because the billions
and billions of dollars that are being spent on this war - the cost of

tanks, rocketry, b_uﬂets, an

On 6 April, 2009, the US Supreme
Court denied former Black Panther,
political prisoner and revolutionary
journalist Mumia Abu-Jamal’s
appeal against his 1981 conviction
for murder. Despite having physi-
cally destroyed the Panthers in the
1970s by all-out surveillance and
repression, the US state’s ideological
war against the Black Panther Party
continues to this day — from the
characterisation of the Party as
‘black nationalist’ to the recent pro-
secutions of eight former Panthers
in San Francisco on the basis of evi-
dence obtained from their torture in
1973, to the continued incarceration
of Mumia Abu-Jamal.

Mumia Abu-Jamal was bom in
Philadelphia in 1954. Aged 14 he be-
came a founding member and Lieu-
tenant Minister of Information of the
Philadelphia chapter of the Black
Panther Party for Self-Defence. Dur-
ing the summer of 1970, he worked
for the Panthers’ newspaper in Oak-

In the 1970s Mumia worked as a
radio journalist. His hard-hitting criti-
cism of the Philadelphia Police De-
partment and the administration of
‘Mayor Rizzo marked him as a journal-
- ist ‘to watch’ and eventually cost him

- his broadcast job. By the time of his
arrest, he had come to be known as
Philadelphia’s ‘voice of the voiceless’.
- On 9 December 1981, Mumia was

critically shot and beaten by police

cially

d yes, even salaries for the 125,000-plus
never be spent on education, on health

racom&%n of crumbling public housing.’
‘ Mumia Abu-Jamal

African Americans from the jury,
resulting in a jury of 10 white and
only two black people in Philadelphia
where 43% of the population is black.

After years of challenges and inter-
national protests, the US District
Court overturned the death sentence
but upheld the conviction. This deci-
sion was then appealed by both sides,
with the prosecution objecting to the
overturning of the death sentence and
Mumia’s attorney rejecting the upheld
conviction.

Even from Death Row, Mumia has
been a prolific journalist and social
commentator. His ‘radio essays’ cover
a wide range of topics including Cuban
socialism and its ‘remarkable achieve-
ments’, the wars in Iraq and Afghan-
istan, the barbarism of the US death
penalty, and how capital punishment is
used to suppress the poor — and espe-
black people — in an attempt to

nd violence of
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to reassert their inherent dignity as
human beings. The main aim of all
that I do is to try to persuade prisoners
that we are not helpless, that we don’t
have to lower our eyes in the face of
being treated as irrelevant.

This calls for action on several lev-
els. On the part of the prisoner on the
landing this means looking in the mir-
ror and deciding whether the person
staring back 1s a prisoner or a willing
slave. It means refusing to accept as
unchallengeable the dozens of deci-
sions made about us every day. It
means questioning and challenging
each assessment that determines
everything from privileges to release,
using all legitimate means at our dis-
posal. While many of these arguments
will inevitably run into the sand, each
time any prisoner refuses to accept
being misused fosters the attitude we
need — that of being a sovereign indi-
vidual, unbowed. Persvading people
of that alone is worth a struggle.

As individuals grow in self-belief
in their inherent worth and power, we
need to form networks on the land-
ings, between the wings, across the
whole estate. There is a strength in
numbers alone, a value in knowing

that there are others helping to fight
the same battles. Smaller Associations
can be formed, challenging local con-
ditions or processes, laking advantage
of each others” knowledge or special-
1st expertise

Networks and campaigns are also
being developed outside and across
the walls. Our broad aims are not nec-
essarily in conflict with reform groups
and single-issue campaigners who
press for change on our behalf. One of
the main aims of the campaign for
prisoners (o vote In ¢lections is to
force those outside to hear our voices

Change is possible, if we have the
courage and fortitude to reach for it
We enjoy the benefits of generations
of prisoners who went before us, and
it is past battles which have brought us
to the point where we are able to
organise and support each other. But
let us be clear: change doesn’t come
from the formation of the AOP; it
doesn’t come from the vote or media
coverage. These things have their
place but change originates within
each individual prisoner who decides
to refuse to be treated with contempt.
And now is the time for each of us to
stand up and be counted | |

Ronnie Easterbrook died on 10
May 2009 in Gartree prison, the
day before his 78th birthday. He
had been on a prolonged hunger
strike, the last in a series of
protests over the 21 years he
spent in prison.

FRFI first came into contact with
Ronnie in 1995 when he was in the
segregation unit of high security
HMP Whitemoor. In the 1990s the
government made a concerted and
generally successful attempt to
transform and ‘modernise’ the prison
system and in the process to destroy
solidarity between prisoners. Follow-
ing massive prison protests in 1990
these changes mainly took a seem-
ingly progressive form, but after two
high profile escapes from Whitemoor
and Parkhurst in 1994-5, the new
measures became overtly repressive,
with security and control prioritised
over all else.

During the same period, the IRA
called a ceasefire and negotiations
began around the repatriation of Irish
Prisoners of War from English gaols.
There were waves of protest
throughout the system, with POWs
demanding immediate transfers and
prisoners in general angered by new
systems restricting possessions and
increasing intrusive searching of cells
and visitors.

In July 1995 prisoner Dennis
Prescott wrote to us: ‘there are cur-
rently eight on a “dity protest”.
English as well as Irish prisoners...
because of very oppressive condi-
tions, being assaulted by screws...
plus being hundreds of miles away
from their familles... There's a 64-
year-old man next door to me on a
“dirty”": Ronald Easterbrook, who has
only one lung. His door is being
kicked in the middle of the night by
screws saying “We haven't woken
you up have we?"

In Ronnie’s first letter to us in
September 1995, he wrote: ‘Prison-
ers in this country are subject to out-
rageous sentences If they are from
the working class, and then dumped

Ronnie Easterbrook dies after
21 years of struggle

into the dispersals, which are symp-
tomatic of the class structure out-
side. They are the council estates of
the prison system.’

Ronnie was arrested for partici-
pating in a failed armed robbery that
was deliberately set up by a police
informer. A detachment of armed
police and a TV film crew were lying
in wait. Tony Ash, who was with
Ronnie, was shot dead. At Ronnie's
trial he wanted to argue that the
‘shoot-to-kill' policy being used by
British forces in Ireland was now
being used in England. His barrister
did not agree to argue this and
Ronnie ended up defending himself,
reading out the whole of the Amnesty
International report on shoot-to-kill
to the jury.

Ronnie received discretionary life
sentences for armed robbery and at-
tempted murder and was given a
‘whole life tariff’ meaning he could
never be released. He was the only
person in Britain not convicted of
murder to be sentenced to life with
no possibility of parole. Following an
appeal to the European Court of
Human Rights the tariff was eventu-
ally reduced to 12'/2 years; however,

whatever their tariff, lifers can only be
released once the Parole Board
determines they are no longer dan-
gerous. Ronnie was not interested in
parole - only in a retrial at which the
actions of the police could be re-
examined. In pursuit of this and more
humane treatment he undertook sev-
eral prolonged hunger strikes which
took him close to death.

Ronnie was supported by many
prisoners who respected his uncom-
promising attitude and refusal to
dance to the tune of the Parole
Board by ceasing to protest, going
on ‘offending behaviour courses' and
looking to ‘progress’ through the
system. Qutside prison he was sup-
ported by comrades from FRFI,
Anarchist Black Cross and MOJO.
Together with a few friends and rela-
tives who stuck resolutely by Ronnie
through thick and thin, we corme-
sponded with him, wrote letters of
complaint to the Prison Service and
organised demonstrations outside
the Home Office.

We send our condolences to
Jackie and John, Jon, Charley and
Bluejay, and everyone in prison who
knew Ronnie. Nicki Jameson
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Build resistance,
organise to fight
repression

ith the deepening eco-
w nomic crisis, and the pol-
itical disarray within the
ruling class, it is vital that socialists
in Britain build on the opportunities
that now exist to create a new anfi-
imperialist working class movement.
There is now a real urgency: chances
such as this do not come often, and
we must seize it with both hands.
Fight Racism! Fight Imperialism!
urges its readers to join with us in a
summer of campaigning activity to
help extend and deepen the influ-
ence of our trend, taking a stand on
the streets against war in Iraq and
Afghanistan, in support of socialist
Cuba, in defence of the Palestinian
intifada, alongside those fighting
racism and deportation or factory
closures or public sector cuts.
Hundreds of thousands in Britain
will be forced out of work in the com-
ing months, out of their homes and
into poverty. They will face a punitive
Welfare Reform Bill, which, when it
becomes law, will intensify the
oppression of those who cannot work.
Eligibility for income support, inca-
pacity allowance and other benefits
will be reduced to force people —
including single mothers and those
unfit for work — into whatever miser-
able jobs are available, on whatever
conditions the ruling class sees fit to
impose. Those unable to get work will
- be forced to perform ‘community ser-
vice for their benefits, for the equiva-
lent of £1.83 an hour. Backed by the
racist media, the Labour government
continues its virulent attack on immi-
grants and asylum seckers, with a bar-
rage of immigration laws used to
harass, detain and deport thousands of
people. Those who demonstrate — in
< support of the peoples of Palestine or
Tamil Eelam, or against the G20 sum-
mit — are violently attacked by the
racist British police.
Throughout the world prospects
for fighting imperialism are improv-
ing. From Baghdad to Caracas, forces
of resistance and revolution are on the
march. Today, after 50 years of impe-
rialist blockade and attacks, Cuba still
carries the banner of socialism and con-
tinues to show what is possible when
the working class and oppressed take
power and use it to transform society.
Across Latin America new democratic
governments are starting to challenge
imperialist hegemony and setting out
on the road to construct new societies:
in Venezuela, Bolivia and Ecuador in
particular. Cuba’s influence, through
its relationships of mutual solidarity, is
crucial in this process.

We in Britain need to play our part.
FRFI argues that human society can
only make progress, or indeed sur-
vive, if capitalism is destroyed. We
stand for the creation of a society

; organised both to meet the needs of

the entire population, and to ensure

the fullest possible development of

every individual. That Mﬂam' ;
the
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together with other working class peo-
ple to develop effective means of
resistance.
street  work,
imperialist,
message into new parts of the country.
For that we need your active support
and involvement in our summer cam-
paign. You can:

We need to extend our
taking our clear anti-
anti-racist, anti-Labour

@ Build a street event in your local area —

a meeting in support of Cuba, a picket
of Marks & Spencer in defence of the
Palestinian people, or anything else that
promotes a socialist, anti-imperialist
standpoint. We can provide materials
and help in the organisation

e Contact us about campaigns or events

FRFI supporters lead a contingent on the march for Palestine, 16 May, London

new areas of the country

e Host an FRFI public meeting - we can
provide speakers and help with publicity

® Subscribe to FRFI, ensuring that you
receive news and analysis of anti-
imperialist struggles around the world
with every issue

® Take out a standing order to support
FRFI, helping us to expand the range
of our publications and open regional
offices across Britain, or make a dona-
tion to our Fighting Fund — see page
15

The campaign will culminate in a
speaking tour in early autumn with
national speakers addressing the key
questions facing us in the context of
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in your area in which you are involved
and for which you need support; send
reports about them for publication in
FRFI

Take copies of FRFI to sell to your
friends, in your workplace, university,
college, school or on the streets, help-
ing us to extend information, analysis
and organisation to new people and

FRFI supporters take part in a march through Newcastle city centre on 25 April as part of a
series of demonstrations called by Tamils in Britain

the crisis. We will be preparing pub-
licity for this with the next issue of
FRFIL

Now is the time to get active. The
socialist movement is at its weakest in
Britain for over a century and this is
not tolerable, All of us have a role to
play and a responsibility to act. Let us
seize the time! [ |

EVENTS

LONDON

Saturday 13 June 12-3pm

Speak out against racism and
deportations!

Street event with open mic, speeches
and music, leafleting and petitioning
Outside Angel tube, N1

Tuesdays 7 July and 4 August 1-2pm
Fight Labour's racist immigration
laws!

Demonstration at Communications
House Reporting Centre

0ld Street, EC1

Nearest tube Old Street

Sunday 12 July 4-6pm

Readers and supporters group
Discussion of FRFI article

Contact us for reading material
Upstairs at The Perseverance
Corner of Lambs Conduit Street and
Great Ormond Street, WC1

Nearest tube Russell Square

Every Thursday 6-8pm
Demonstration for Palestine —
Victory to the Intifada

Outside M&S, Oxford Street, WC1
Nearest tube March Arch

For more details contact 020 7837 1688
or email londonfrfi@gmail.com

NEWCASTLE

Saturday 20 June 11am-2pm
TCAR’s Northern march against
immigration prisons

Meet at Centre for Life next to Central
Station at 11am for march

Rally at Monument from 12 noon

Sunday 26 July

Doors 7pm - first act 8pm
Stand-Up for Justice!

Comedy fundraising night

The Dog and Parrot, Clayton Street
Acts include Anvil Springsteen!
Tickets £5

Every Thursday 5-7pm
Picket of Marks & Spencer
Northumberland Street

Every Saturday 11am-2pm
Anti-racist stall and street meeting
Monument

For details of other stalls around the
region call 07858 346 276 or email
frfinortheast@googlemail.com

MANCHESTER

Every Saturday

Street stalls

Manchester City Centre

For details call 07519 427 093 or email
mcrcgfrfi@fsmail.net

GLASGOW
Tuesday 9 June 7.30pm

Public forum: Marxist theory of crisis
and breakdown

Tuesday 23 June 7.30pm
Public forum: Marx and Capital

Tuesday 7 July 7.30pm
Public forum: Lenin and imperialism

Tuesday 21 July 7.30pm
Public forum: Socialism for the
21st century

All at Partick Burgh Halls on Burgh Hall
Street, near Partick Rail station/
underground

- On 13 September FRFI is entering a

team in the annual Glasgow to
B wl w,

Tuesday 16 June and 14 July 7.30pm
Readers and supporters group
Room G7, Dundee University Tower,
Perth Road.

For further information on events and
activities in Glasgow, Edinburgh and
Dundee call 07779 785 529 or email
frfiscotland@yaho0.co.uk

RATB
EVENTS

LONDON

Tuesday 16 June 7-9.30pm

Second in a series of discussions on
Che Guevara: the economics of
revolution

Upstairs at The Perseverance

Corner of Lambs Conduit Street and
Great Ormond Street, WC1

Sunday 26 July 3-11pm

Music and politics to celebrate
Cuba’s 26 July Movement

The Jamm, 261 Brixton Road, SW9 6LH

Tuesday 28 July 7-9.30pm

Third in a series of discussions on
Che Guevara: the economics of
revolution

Upstairs at the Perseverance as above

For further details, call 020 7837 1688
or email office@ratb.org.uk

LIVERPOOL

Tuesday 23 June 7.30pm

Solidarity with socialist Cuba!
Report back from RATB brigade to
Cuba

Tuesday 7 July 7.30pm

Che and the construction of Cuban
socialism

Discussion on Che Guevara: the
economics of revolution

Tuesday 28 July 7.30pm

Che: imperialism and socialism
Discussion on Che Guevara: the
economics of revolution

All at Methodist Centre, next doar to
News from Nowhere, Bold Street

MANCHESTER

Sunday 7 June 2pm

Film: Bolivia — this land is ours
Percival Suite, Cross Street Chapel,
Cross Street

Saturday 25 and Sunday 26 July
Weekend of action — Celebrate 50
years of the Cuban Revolution

For details contact 07535 616 325 or
email manc@ratb.org.uk

GLASGOW

Thursday 11 June 7.30pm

Book launch: Che Guevara: the
economics of revolution

A talk with the author Helen Yaffe
Waterstone's bookshop, Sauchiehall
Street

Thursday 25 June 7.30pm
Revolutionary Cuba: eyewitness
accounts, film and discussion
Jury’s Inn Hotel, 80 Jamaica Street

Sunday 26 July 1-4pm

Street meeting: power and democ-
racy — defend the Cuban Revolution!
Buchanan Street (Outside Borders)

DUNDEE

Tuesday 30 June 7.30pm

The Cuban people do not surrender
their political power!

Report back from Cuba —

video, photos and discussion.

Room G7, Dundee University Tower,
Perth Road.

Saturdays 27 June and 25 July 1-4pm
Street stall ?

Murraygate, Dundee City Centre




LETTER

CHOOSE THE

If you believe that the treach-
ery of the opportunist British
labour and trade union move-
ment must be challenged,
then there is no alternative —
Join the RCG!

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

1 would like to join an
FRFI Readers &
Supporters Group D

Name

Address

Tel _

email

SUBSCRIBE

to the best
anti-imperialist
newspaper in Britain
FIGHT RACISM!
FIGHT IMPERIALISM!
o e ey

Subscription rates:

» Britain (inc N. Ireland): £7.50
for 6 issues, £14 for 12 issues
= Europe (Air): £11 for 6 issues,
£21 for 12 issues
« Rest of world (Air PPR): £12.50
for 6 issues, £24 for 12 issues
= Rest of world (air-sealed):
£19.50 for 6 issues, £38 for 12
issues
e Libraries and institutions:
double individual rates
Make cheques/POs payable to
Larkin Publicati
Add £5 for foreign currency cheques.
‘1 wish to subscribe to
FRF beginning with issue
Name

Address

I enclose payment of £ for

issues at rate
Return this form to:
FRFI,
BCM Box 5909,
London WCTN 3XX

FRFI BCM Box 5909 London WC1N 3axx

website: www.revolutionarycommunist.org

Thank you for solidarity with Cuba

Il was a great pleasure to leamn
about you from your friends who
came to Cuba and told me about
the RCG. I admire your work and
devotion to the Cuban Revolution,
and I thank you on behalf of my
people for your solidarity.

We are living in troubled times
and our societies need young
people's efforts more than ever,
Our struggle has to be carried out
daily and needs to reach every
corner of the world. Our
responsibility is huge, because our
existence depends on our victory,

I just wanted to send my militant
greetings and my admiration for
being communists and friends of
the Cuban Revolution from within
imperialism itself. That takes a
great deal of courage. We are the
beacon of the new global and
socialist society and that beacon
has to become a great storm of fire,

which erases once and for all the
oppressive capitalist system

Cuban revolutionaries know that
we are not alone, that we can count
on you, that we have your
solidarity and your friendship. We
support you and admire every one
of the RCG’s members. We feel
you are our brothers and sisters.
For revolutionaries like us there
aren’t any borders, because the
necessity for socialism is
worldwide. Revolutionaries are a
brotherhood and so, my dearest
friends, you may always count on
our loyalty to revolution, socialism
and communist principles.

Keep up the good work! Rock
around the blockade! Free the Cuban
Five! Socialism or death! Towards
victory, always. Spread the beacon,

ALEJANDRO

Union of Young Communists,
Havana, Cuba

e-mail: editorial@rcgfrfi.plus.com

I just want to tell you my
feelings about today's activity [by
the Rock around the Blockade
brigade] at the the 'El Principe’
community workshop in

Havana.

I really feel impressed by all
your opinions and points of view,
but in essence the thing that
impressed me most was your spirit
of solidarity with us and the love
that you feel for my country and its
great cause, I feel proud to know
people like you, so realistic, brave,
sensitive, simple, noble and
responsible. Thank you once again
for all the affection and love that
you transmil and because you keep
your eyes open to the world around
you,

MAYTE PACHECO VAZQUEZ
Havana, Cuba
rafpacheco@infomed.sld.cu

Revolutionary
greetings

w:um red greetings. I'm a long-
time political prisoner in the US.
I"ve been receiving your paper and
finding it useful and informative
for overa year. I'd like to keep
getting it. My state sentence ended
and I began an on-and-after
sentence (53 years) so I was
transferred from a state prison in

Massachusetts to a federal
penitentiary in Arizona. So please
send the paper here.

For more information on US
political prisoners, check out a
major voice of ours —
www.4strugglemag.org. Issue 12
should be up online soon.

Revolutionary greetings and a
salute to you and your work.
Amandla!

JAAN LAAMAN (10372-016)
USP Tucson, PO Box 24550,
AZ 85734, USA

G20 police set

protester

On 1 April, as a friend and [
attempted to join the G20 Climate
Camp protest at Bishopsgate, we
came up against a row of six
policemen with dogs blocking one
of the roads. The dogs were
extremely agitated even though
there were no protesters in the area.
One man, obviously a little worse
for wear and not at all coherent. did
a little dance in front of one of the
police officers. The policeman
responded by loosening the dog’s
leash and letting the dog jump at
the man. We all ran; when we went
back to see what had happened, the
man who had been maimed by the
police dog was walking around in a
daze with his upper right arm
ripped through to the bone. Some
people vomited. A couple of us
tried to guide the man to get him
some medical help. We took him to
a police block and asked them to
call an ambulance, to which the

dogon

police officer replied *You've gota
mobile phone, haven't you?' To
our horror and disbelief, the man
was arrested shortly after this.

The next day we joined the vigil
at the Bank of England for lan
Tomlinson, who died during the
G20 protests as a result of police
brutality. We sat down for a minute
of silence; I then wrote a message
of remembrance. When I looked
up, the whole area had been sealed
and we were surrounded by two
rows of police officers, silently
intimidating us. I suffered a panic
attack for the first time ever and
was allowed to leave, but while the
actions of the police during these
events may deter a few people
from attending future
demonstrations, it will only make
the majority more determined.

SARAH TAYLOR
London

Basque workers
protest against
crisis

Thc General Strike held on 21
May in the south of the Basque
country was a success. In spite of
the boycott by the unions CCOO
and UGT and various employers’
organisations and misinformation
spread by the mainstream media;
in spite of everything, the facts
speak for themselves: over 53% of
the companies stopped completely,
with major disruption in others. By
midday, there were large
demonstrations in the major cities
of the south of the Basque country:
15,000 people in Bilbao, 10,000 in
San Scbastian (Donostia, in
Basque) and Pamplona (Irufiea)
and more than 8,000 in Vitoria
(Gasteiz).

The Basque working class,
women and men, took to the streets
to denounce the capitalist crisis,
and make it clear that the workers
are not willing to pay for a crisis

ge! d by big capitalists and
bankers, and the politicians of
right-wing governments.

For more information see
www.gara.net or the website of the
LAB-Basque trade union:
www.labsindikatua.org

We want to also reiterate our
thanks to the trade union
organisations that sent us
solidarity. Unity is strength,

IGOR URRUTIKOETXEA
Secretary of International
Relations, on behalf of
the militant section of the
FOB union

Hillsborough:
20 years on, still
waiting for justice

II is now 20 years since the
Hillshorough stadium tragedy
which resulted in the deaths of 96
people on 15 April 1989. The
tragedy was caused by a crush at
the Sheffield Wednesday football
stadium when a large number of
Liverpool fans were let into the
ground during an FA cup semi-
final against Nottingham Fores!

The police took the decision to
open the gates to all the fans rather
than follow the normal
overcrowding procedure of
delaying the start of the game. It
was a disastrous mistake and one
which they began to cover up as
soon as the extent of the disaster
became apparent. The police were
also responsible for stewarding
inside the ground, such as
directing fans away from pens that
were already full. This did not
happen and contributed towards
the crush.

Rather than have their
negligence exposed, the police
immediately tried to blame the
fans by releasing statements that
said they were out of control,
aggressive and drunk. They fed
disgusting lies to the media that
fans had been stealing from and
urinating on the dead and on the
police, and had blocked police and
ambulances from attending to the
injured. The Sun newspaper

enthusiastically printed these lies.
A boycott of the Sun was
established by the people of
Liverpool that survives in much of
the city 20 years later.

The inquests into the
Hillsborough deaths proved
controversial. Coroner Dr Stefan
Popper limited the main inquest to
events up until 3.15pm on the day
of the disaster — just nine minutes
after the match was halted and the
crowd began to spill onto the
pitch. Popper said this was
because all of the victims were
either dead, or brain dead, by
3.15pm. This decision angered the
families of the victims, many of
whom felt this meant the inquest
was not able to consider the
inadequate response of the police
and the other emergency services
after that time. The inquest
returned a verdict of accidental
death, which let the police off the
hook. Relatives have continued to
campaign unsuccessfully to have
the inquest reopened

Hillsborough is synonymous
with police cover-up, press
collusion and media lies that seck
to demonise the working class.
With the recent death of an
Tomlinson we have witnessed such
lies and collusion again. The
campaign of the Hillsborough
families is as important and
relevant today as ever. Twenty
years on we still call for justice and
a boycott of the Sun.

ANDREW ALEXANDER
North London

Michael Martin —
an MP fit for
imperialism

Th:: media has had plenty to say
about former Speaker of the House
of Commons, Michael Martin.
Ignore the phoney bleatings of his
ilk in parliament, suggesting that
he was a victim of class prejudice
from the Daily Telegraph and the
opposition: this pickpocket was
helping himself to whatever was
going, big time! Arrogant rogues
like him, a particular product of
the British labour aristocracy, and
his sort of colourful thievery, are
guaranteed to sell as many
newspapers as the breathtaking
fiddles of Tory toffs. On his way
from the family pile in posh
Bishopriggs to Celtic Park, this
Labour Party chancer charged us
hundreds of pounds for chauffeur-
driven Jaguars and Mercs. On a
salary of £138,724, he had the
nerve to charge £173.90 for a trip
to Springburn Jobcentre in 2004,
Springbum, cited as the source of
Martin’s working class

credentials, should shame this
corrupt politician: since 1979 he
has presided over the absolute
decline of this once heavily-

industrialised area. Martin himself,

beginning as an engineenng shop
steward at Rolls-Royce, climbed
to the top of the dung heap via
Glasgow City Council’s Labour
Party monopoly.

In 30 years, Springburn has
fallen to the bottom of statistical
tables for employment. health and
housing — life expectancy for
males in Springburn is 12 years
lower than more prosperous parts
of Scotland and unemployment is
2.5 times the national average.
While Michael Martin rose higher
and higher, heroin moved in to soil
the future of working class youth.
His story is the story of the corrupt
Labour Party and its constituencies
everywhere in Britain. Michael
Martin reached the top; he may
have fallen a little way. but he will
be more than compensated by his
£1.4 million pension deal and a
seat in the House of Lords.

MICHAEL MACGREGOR
Dundee, Scotland

FIGHT RACISM! FIGHT IMPERIALISM!
2009 Fighting Fund

Help us raise £10, 000!
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Concert Five
ready to fight
charges of
‘racism’

rosecutors have raised nhnrsu

originally charged with ‘breach of
the peace’, but in March this year,
a week before their trial, the
Procurator Fiscal deserted the case
and brought forward new charges
stating that the protest was
‘racially motivated® and that the
five were motivated by ‘malice
and ill will" towards ‘members of
an ethnic group’. The five

- criminalise those in active
solidarity with a people resisting
-mllmry m!ml_ and refugees

been active in several pickets of
supermarkets stocking Israeli
goods, alongside the SPSC.
According to the Association of
Israeli Manufacturers, the
commercial boycott has forced two
thirds of Israeli exporters to slash
their prices in a desperate attempt
to win back business. Mick Napier,
one of the five, commented that:

*It should come as no surprise that
the same government that co-
operates with Israel to criminalise
and punish Palestinian people as a
whole, should work at home to
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Pakistani students

On 8 April, 12 young men were arrested in a high profile
‘anti-terror raid’. Their only ‘crime’ was to be students from
Pakistan - the latest target of Britain’s imperialist war in the
Middle East and Asia. NICKI JAMESON reports.

The government claimed to have
smashed a terrorist cell and prevented
an ‘Easter bombing campaign’. The
press was awash with hcadlines along
the lines of ‘Al Qacda terror plot to
bomb Easter shoppers’ (Daily Tele-
graph). 1t quickly transpired that 11 out
of the 12 were Pakistani nationals who
had come to Britain on student visas.
This in tum created its own furore:
‘Student Passport to Terror — Scandal
of how Britain hands out thousands of
visas to bogus students, including Al
Qaeda fanatics’ (Daily Mail).

There was no bombing campaign
and the students were not bogus. No
amount of police interrogation, house
raids and internet trawls could come

up with any evidence to charge any of
those arrested with anything. The
Labour government and Association
of Chief Police Officers have repeat-
edly argued to extend the length of
time that people arrested on suspicion
of terrorism can be detained, demand-
ing anything from 42 to 90 days.
However, neither the current 28-day
period nor the previous limit of 14
days were necessary for the police to
ascertain that there was not a shred of
evidence against any of these young
men. By 12 April one 18-year-old had
been ‘released’ and by 22 April all 12
were ‘free’. ‘Released’ and ‘frec’ are
relative here, as in fact ten were not
released but simply, as has happened

Supporters of the imprisoned students demonstrate outside Strangeways prison, Manchester

to so many others in similar situations,
handed over to the UK Border Agency
to be detained under immigration Jaw
pending deportation on grounds of
‘national security’.

Bombs that never were
The big story of a bombing campaign
that never was is nothing new. In 2000
the police warned that ‘dissident Irish
Republicans’ were about to mount a
‘Christmas bombing campaign’. By
2005, Al Qaeda was supposedly plan-
ning to disrupt Christmas. Neither of
these scare stories came to anything.
However the scares assisted all those
in Parliament and the police campaig-
ning for yet more draconian legisla-
tion and powers.

In 2004, cight men, one woman and
a 16-year-old boy were arrested in raids
across the northwest of England involv-
ing 400 police officers. The Sun rushed
to print the claim that a plot to bomb
Manchester United football ground had
been foiled — ‘Al Qaeda fanatics plan-
ned to blow themselves up amid 67,000
unsuspecting supporters...The Islamic
fanatics planned to sit all around the
ground to cause maximum carnage.’
There was no such plot against the
football ground or anywhere else. The
innocent people arrested were Iraqi
Kurds with no interest in religion and
little in politics, but quite a lot in foot-
ball. They had been targeted out of
sheer racism and the link made to
Manchester United after a ticket stub
was found in one of the flats raided.

In 2006 Metropolitan Police Dep-
uty Commissioner Paul Stephenson
declared that a plan to ‘cause untold
death and destruction’ and ‘mass mur-
der on an unimaginable scale’ had
been foiled with the arrest of 24 peo-
ple. ‘We believe that the terrorists’
aim was to smuggle explosives onto

Support sacked cleaners! |

Migrant workers, the majority of Latin American origin, employed to clean the high-powered
offices of the City of London, have been organising successfully over the past year for union
recognition and against poverty wages. But the cleaning companies have hit back,
attempting to introduce longer and more unsociable shifts and sacking workers when they
refuse to change their working hours. In particular, the activists leading these campaigns
have been victimised. In 2008, five cleaners employed by Mitie Cleaning and Support
Services at the Willis Building near Liverpool Street were sacked after leading a successful
campaign for the London Living Wage of £7.20 an hour. They have been staging weekly
protests outside the Willis Building with the support of Latin American groups, anarchist and
communist activists and groups of cleaners from similar struggles.

The case of Alberto Durango, a Unite
branch committee member, who was
instrumental in a successful campaign
to force his cleaning employers Lan-
caster to pay its workers a living wage
and to prevent changes to their working
hours, has many parallels with the Mitie
workers. In his case, the company retali-
ated by summoning him to a meeting

where he was confronted by police and

immigration officials, arrested for
‘using a false name’ (which the com-
pany had known about for the ten years

he worked for them) and held in a police
e A 7

why they don’t want us to fight. One
of the main organisers took us aside
and recommended that we wear masks
for our demonstrations. We said
‘Why? We are not criminals. We just
want what is fair for us’. We tried to
push more and they promised three
demonstrations and then each time
cancelled them on spurious grounds:
the last time, they said the company
had called for negotiations so we
should call it off. And we said ‘what

- have they negotiated?’ and the organ-

told us that we had the right to go
] ing! At the time

ber of workers from 30 to nine in a
clear attack on union organisation in
our workplace. In October 2008 we all
went out, 30 cleaners and our families,
with support from many Latin Ameri-
can solidarity groups and anti-depor-
tation campaigns. It was a successful
demonstration. They called for negoti-
ations and after some intimidation and
threats from the company, we won the
increase and they didn’t change the
time. But after that, as is inevitable
when you fight for your rights, the
company retaliated by attacking the
organisers. It was the same story with

demonstrating out-

We wish

planes in hand luggage to detonate
them in flight’, Stephenson alleged.
However, within days it was clcar that
there was no such plan. No reserva-
tions had been made nor airline tickets
purchased by any of those arreslcd.'

The same year, in an operation
costing £2 million, 250 police offi-
cers, armed and with many dressed in
chemical protection suits, scaled off
an area in Forest Gate, east London
and raided the home of brothers Mo-
hammed Abdul Kahar and Abul Koy-
air, who were supposedly manufactur-
ing cyanide for a ‘dirty bomb’. They
shot Mohammed Abdul Kahar at
point-blank range, while Abul Koyair
was wounded in the head. Both were
arrested and detained for seven days
before being released without charge.
Nine other people, including a baby,
were taken to Plaistow police station,
held in the police canteen and ‘per-
suaded’ to give DNA samples and fin-
ger prints, with no access to solicitors.
Again, there was no bomb and no plot.

Of the 1,471 arrests under anti-ter-
rorism law which took place between
11 September 2001 and 31 March
2008, only 521 resulted in any kind of
charge and only 340 in a charge rel-
ated to terrorism (the majority of
which charges were the specious ‘pos-
session of an article for terrorist pur-
poses’, ‘membership of a proscribed
organisation’ and ‘fundraising for ter-
rorist purposes’). Of those arrested
just 13% have gone on to be convicted
of any kind of terrorist offence.

Attacking students
Even after it was clear that none of
those arrested in April were guilty of
anything, the attack on the colleges
that some of them had come to study
at continued. On 21 May The Times
headlined ‘Degrees of dishonesty’. A
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union — the same organiser.
i workers are supporting
ery important, because all
‘we need to support cach
] %lya sses are powerful,
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ational workers® day demonstration, London, 1 May 2009

supporting article was called ‘Sham
colleges open doors to Pakistani terror
suspects’; the continued implication
being that Pakistani students coming to
Britain are generally terrorist sympa-
thisers as well as ‘immigration cheats’.

This all fits in very well with
[mmigration Minister Phil Woolas’
current crusade against foreign stu-
dents. On 1 April new measures came
into force whereby all educational
establishments accepting foreign stu-
dents have to be vetted by the UK
Borders Agency.

A climate of terror

It is no coincidence that, as Britain
and the US shift the military focus
from Iraq to Afghanistan and spread
their operation across the border,
those under attack are from Pakistan.
British imperialist offensives are al-
ways accompanied by racism and
criminalisation of anyone here who
might be even slightly supportive to or
identify with those under attack. The
constant overlap between the use of
anti-terrorism, criminal and immigra-
tion law and the accompanying end-
less media cacophony ensure that,
even though repeated raids are
revealed to have targeted the innocent,
the community under attack will con-
tinue to be treated with suspicion.

Fighting back

Manchester RCG comrades have
joined the Justice for the North West
Ten campaign, which was set up in
solidarity with these criminalised
young men, who continue to be held
in the high security wing of Strange-
ways prison. The campaign has been
publicising the case and demonstrat-
ing regularly outside the prison. See
www.jdnw10.org for more informa-
tion.

Support the sacked Mitie cleaners:
demonstrate outside the Willis Building,
Lime Street, London EC3, 1-2pm every
Friday.

Sign the online petition demanding Unite
support sacked cleaners at:
www.petitiononline.com/jobs4all/
petition.htm|

ED BY NEWSFAX INTERNATIONAL LONDON © LARKIN PUBLICATIONS 2009




