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 self-defence by all means including
‘using guns. If the Israclis stop their
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Fatah and PA corruption was clearly
payment for services rendered to
imperialism: aid had created a com-
pletely parasitic and dependent bour-
geoisie whose only interest was to sell
their national rights to imperialism.
The elections had gone ahead
despite widespread calls for them to
be postponed or abandoned. Such
calls came not only from the imperial-
ists and Zionists, but also from sec-
tions of the ruling Fatah movement,
clearly worried at an early stage about
the level of support they would com-
mand in the new PLC. In an act of
naked intimidation, both the US and
the EU threatened to suspend financial
support for the PA if Hamas ended up
in government. Israeli troops estab-
lished at least 400 checkpoints and
roadblocks in the run-up to the elec-
tion and imposed severe restrictions
on the movement of candidates
throughout the West Bank and on
Palestinian communities isolated be-
tween the ‘Green Line' and the

Apartheid Wall. Condidates were also

banned from travelling between the
West Bank and Gaza.
The Zionists slso lr}i;d lol undermine
e legitimacy of the clections by
threatening to prevent the quarter of o
alestinians living in East
) loking part.  The
Abbas was to
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suggest that if this happened then the
elections should be cancelled. Hamas,
whilst supporting the right of East
Jerusalem Palestinians to vote, insisted
that the election should go ahead
regardless. As it was, on 15 January,
just ten days before the elections were
due to take place, the Israeli govem-
ment agreed to allow limited cam-
paigning in East Jerusalem, but banned
any campaigning for election lists
attached 1o resistance groups. This was
of course a futile attempt to prevent
Hamas gaining support. Candidates
from both Hamas and the Popular
Front for the Liberation of Palestine
were arrested in East Jerusalem in the
run-up to the election, The election
procedure for citizens ol East
Jerusalem was L0 be the same as 1t was
for the 2005 presidential election: they
had to go to one of five post offices to
cast their votes. The purpose of this
exercise was to enable the Zionists to
describe this as a postal vote since they
do not recognise any Palestinian rights
in Jerusalem.

Fatah - squabbling over the
crumbs from imperialism
Fatah, which has dominated Pal-
estinian politics since the end of the
1960s, was riven by division in the run-
up fo the election, principally between
continued on page 6



Welcome...

The neo-liberal counter-revolution
that began at the end of the 1970s
is being pushed back. Mass resist-
ance to imperialism's brutal
exploitation of the world's people
and resources is consolidating and
creating political shockwaves in
the imperialist centres. The most
recent period of uncontested US
imperialist domination of the world
is at an end. Revolutionary resist-
ance is being given political
expression in many parts of the
world as inter-imperialist rivalries
for the control of surplus profits
from oppressed nations of the
world intensify. The balance of
class forces internationally is
changing. This issue of Fight
Racism! Fight Imperialism! looks at
recent developments.

The landslide victory of Evo
Morales in Bolivia in December
reinforces the socialist and anti-
imperialist forces throughout Latin
America and further undermines
US imperialism’s hold over the
region. That victory has its roots in
the anti-imperialist movements of
the indigenous peasantry and
working class that toppled previ-
ous neo-liberal governments. The
support of socialist Cuba and revo-
lutionary Venezuela will give added
impetus to those forces fighting for
revolutionary change (see p4).
Political and military power in
President Chavez’s Venezuela is in
the hands of a revolutionary
national movement, yet much of
the economy, as well as the media,
are controlled by Chavez's bour-
geois opponents. A situation of
dual power exists with the govern-
ment attempting to transform the
economic process, destroy the
corrupt old state apparatus and
build a socialist state demanded by
the working class (see p11).

Cuba continues to defy the ex-
pectations of supporters and ene-
mies alike as the complex and fas-
cinating process of building social-
ism develops. Now that Cuba has
survived and gone beyond the dev-

astating conditions inflicted on its
people by the collapse of the
Soviet Union and the US blockade,
there are many new issues to
resolve: the relation between the
individual and the state, how the
wealth of socialist society should
be distributed, the mediation of
such class antagonisms as still

remain in Cuba, and the reversibil-

ity or otherwise of the socialist rev-
olution, amongst many other mat-
ters facing the Cuban people (see

'S

Evo Morales of Bolivia - reinforces socialist
and anti-imperialist forces

p5). Cuba’s growing co-operation
with Venezuela and now Bolivia, a
real internationalism, and its in-
creasing links with the rest of the
world through medicine, education
and biotechnology are strengthen-
ing the influence of anti-imperialist
forces internationally.

The remarkable electoral victory
of Hamas in the January elections
has struck another major blow
against imperialism’s strategy in
the Middle East. It is a massive vic-
tory for those who refuse to give up
the resistance against the Zionist
occupation of their country and a
devastating defeat for Fatah and
the corrupt Palestinian Authority
for openly collaborating with the
imperialists and the Zionists and
enriching themselves at the ex-
pense of the popular masses (see
front page and p6). '

The Iraqi resistance continues to
put pressure on the occupation
forces and their Iragi collaborators.
The recent elections have not
taken the pressure off the imperial-
ists. Talk of early withdrawal is
wishful thinking. US and British
imperialism cannot be seen to be
defeated in Iraq. A failure in Irag
would have major consequences
for US imperialism’s global strategy
of military domination to sustain its
economic and political domination
internationally (see p7).

These international develop-
ments have created divisions
inside the US ruling class. The
present gang of ‘liars, swindlers,
cut-throats, bullies and thieves’
who run the government are under-
mining US imperialist interests
throughout the world. With them
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i paigning in solldarity with soclalist

the US ruling class has scraped the
bottom. It is approaching its final
nadir as it exhausts its historical
mission, demonstrated by its
inability to do anything but delay
the inevitable crisis (see p10).

As the imperialist powers des-
perately search for new sources of
surplus profits throughout the
world, unprincipled alliances are
made and remade as the interests
of profit dictate. China is increas-
ingly drawn into this process as it
has moved from ally of the Soviet
Union, through the Sino-Soviet dis-
pute to Chinese chauvinism. China
will be an important factor in shap-
ing the next 50 years and it is
important for the socialist move-
ment to understand China's inter-
national role (see p8/9).

The intensification of the strug-
gle by the imperialist powers over
surplus profits in Africa finds a hor-
rendous expression in the Demo-
cratic Republic of Congo (DRC),
Africa’s richest source of minerals.
Control of these vast resources is
behind the ongoing civil war in
which 3.8 million people have so
far lost their lives (see p6). The
need to destroy imperialism is a
matter of life and death for the vast
majority of the world’s population.

British imperialism directed by
the Labour government continues
along its increasingly reactionary
and repressive path both interna-
tionally and in Britain. It keeps
8,500 troops in Iraq, some 13,000 in
Ireland protecting British and
Unionist interests (see this page),
and will soon deploy nearly 6,000
troops in Afghanistan, while being
complicit in the kidnap and torture
of detainees (p13). In Britain the
private sector’s role in education,
health and housing continues to
expand, exacerbating inequality
(see p3). Repression directed at the
working class continues unabated
with Labour’s asylum policy (see
p16) and its latest Respect Action
Plan (see p3).

It was the weakness of the
socialist movement in the imperial-
ist countries which allowed the
counter-revolution of the 1970s to
take off and spread with such dev-
astating consequences. Today that
movement is still the weakest and
most backward link in the chain of
growing worldwide anti-imperialist
resistance. The British left move-
ment is a grotesque expression of
this. The massive anti-war move-
ment which existed just before the
start of the Irag war has been
totally dissipated with the main
organisation of the left, the SWP,
throwing itself into electoral poli-
tics and its members becoming
foot soldiers for George Galloway's
Respect coalition. The spectacle of
Galloway acting the clown in the
Celebrity Big Brother house (see
p12) shows what a low point this
trend has reached.

There is an alternative and the
RCG and other anti-imperialist
forces are attempting to build it, by
totally breaking with the imperialist
Labour Party, campaigning on the
streets for all imperialist troops out
of Iraq and the Middle East, sup-
porting the struggle of Palestinians
for self-determination, and cam-
olutionary Venezuela and
There is much to be done In
1 fighting the privatisation of
- sector, combating the
wing assault on our civil lib-

freland
Unionists maintain
block on Assembly

to restate its refusal to share power
with Sinn Fein for the ‘foreseeable
future’. Instead, the DUP, along with
the Ulster Unionist Party and the
nationalist SDLP, prompted by minjs.
ter Peter Hain’s threat that Assembly
members’ salaries would be cut if
progress was not made, stated they
would accept a return of the Assembly
without an inclusive ministerial exec-
utive, that is, without Sinn Fein, The
UUP proposal is a return of the Stor-
mont Assembly under the control of
British ministers until the next sched-
uled elections in April 2007,

In mid-January Sinn Fein held a
pre-Ardtheis (annual convention) con-
ference on policing and justice, The
Unionists will be using this issue to
wring further concessions from Re-
publicans. Sinn Fein spokesman on
policing Gerry Kelly indicated just
how far the Republican leadership is
prepared to go to placate Unionism.
Referring to the forthcoming British
government consultation paper on
policing, Kelly called on the British
government to transfer powers from
London to Stormont to help bring
about ‘sovereignty, accountability and
change’. In fact British plans for
policing the north are all about stabil-
ity and normalisation.

At the end of January North Belfast
DUP MP Nigel Dodds said Unionists
would not accept any devolution pro-
posal on policing and justice powers if

PAUL MALLON

With policing set to become the cen-
tral political issue in the peace
process in 2006, the exposure of a
British agent in the Sinn Fein lead-
ership in December provided a
reminder of who really controls the
Six Counties. Neither Sinn Fein’s
involvement in the running of the
police nor a return of the Stormont
Assembly will alter the reality that
Unionism, backed by British impe-
rialism, rules the north of Ireland

The British spy

On 15 December 2005, Denis Donald-
son, a leading member of Sinn Fein
for over two decades, admitted to hav-
ing secretly worked for the RUC/
PSNI, Special Branch and British mil-
itary intelligence throughout that
period.

Donaldson had been centrally in-
volved in the so-called ‘Stormontgate’
debacle in October 2002, when the
devolved Stormont Assembly col-
lapsed amidst allegations of a Repub-
lican spy-ring. Donaldson, who was
head of Sinn Fein’s Stormont adminis-
tration, was then arrested with four
others during a high-profile raid on
Sinn Fein’s offices by hundreds of
PSNI officers (see FRFI 170, Decem-
ber 2002/January 2003) and charged
with having information useful to ter-
rorists. Donaldson made his an-

nouncement only after the police had
announced that they were dropping
all charges and had wamed him that
his life was in danger as he was about
to be exposed as an informer.

Sinn Fein responded the following
day by expelling him from the organi-
sation. Since then it has been engaged
in a damage limitation exercise min-
imising the extent of Donaldson’s
involvement in the organisation,
stressing that his work had been
mainly in the electoral arena.
However, this merely emphasises the

it meant the involvement of Sinn Fein
in an administration. He said: ‘There
is absolutely no community confi-
dence in Sinn Fein having anything to
do with policing or justice powers.’ In
FRFI 177, February/March 2004 we
wrote that “The Unionist veto remains
firmly at the heart of the northem
statelet. The DUP is now setting the
political agenda of the north. The pace
of any future “progress” will be
dependent on the racist bigot Ian
Paisley.” This remains the case.
Imperialism is determined to con-

fact that it is precisely this period that
has witnessed the Republican Move-
ment’s retreat from the revolutionary
national struggle towards the very
‘electoral work’ which underlies the
peace process and has led to the dis-

tinue to undermine even those nation-
alists who are prepared to share po\\'cf‘
with Unionists. The outing of
Donaldson by British intelligence 1S
designed to destabilise the Republican
Movement. The next Independent

bandment of the IRA. Monitoring Commission report pub-
lished on 31 January will set the con-
The Stormont Assembly text for the all-party negotiation

On 26 January, British Prime Minster
Tony Blair held talks in Dublin with
Irish Taociseach Bertie Ahern to set the
agenda for talks on the restoration of
the Stormont Assembly. Two days ear-
lier, the Democratic Unionist Party
(DUP) had met with Blair in London

planned for February intended to eljld
the political impasse. The report \‘“”
further implicate Republicans in crim-
inality and will provide Unionism
with yet another opportunity to Vet
any possible restoration of Stormont
rule in the next period.




No respect for the
working class

ERIC ALLISON

On 10 January, the government
announced its much trailed ‘Res-
pect Action Plan’. According to the
official press release, police and
local authorities are to be given
‘tough nmew powers to deal with
families who blight communities
with unacceptable behaviour’.
These powers include ‘a new house
closure order temporarily sealing
properties that are the constant focus
of anti-social behaviour’ and ‘parent-
ing orders where a child’s behaviour
requires it’. These ‘parenting orders’
can be applied for either by schools or
by local authority housing officers or
community officers. There will be
‘sanctions’ for those who ‘refuse
help’, including fines and withdrawal
of benefits.

Once again Labour is trying to
show how tough it is. One of the slo-
gans that helped propel Blair into
power was ‘Tough on crime, tough on
the causes of crime’. He’s certainly
kept to his word on the first part — the
prison population has almost doubled
since Labour came to power in 1997 —
and now, by flexing its muscles in the
direction of the under-privileged and
their children, New Labour is again
showing us just how tough it is.

For, make no mistake, although the
action plan occasionally speaks of
‘proposals’ that will ‘provide help and

support’ for families and support for
people ‘struggling with the challenge
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measures that will be imposed if this
“help and support’ is not accepted.
Not that we needed this new plan
to tell us how fixated this government
is with punishing the young dispos-
sessed. Not when Anti-Social
Behaviour Orders (ASBOs) are scat-
tered among the poor like confetti at 2
wedding. In some cases these orders
are issued to kids whose leamning dif-
ficulties are so severe that they cannot
understand the conditions they are
supposed to comply with. In one
recent case exposed by a Panorama
documentary, a boy with such prot.;-
lems was arrested for breaching his
ASBO because he took part in a five-
a-side football match. His order for-
bade him from associating with more
than three le;
ASBOspgisswd.on'the strength

‘Dispersal Zones’ are now the
order of the day in many cities, again
with Greater Manchester leading the
way. In these no-go areas, people can
be forcibly dispersed because they are
guilty of congregating on the streets.
They do not have to be committing a
crime, or even causing a nuisance; the
fact that they are there clearly implies
that they are up to no good.

What has been the response of the
media towards this outright attack on
the poor? Predictably, the right have
welcomed the proposals, but so have

parts of the so-called liberal press.
Will Hutton, writing in The Observer,
says that Blair’s line on Respect
‘deserves

b YOLLT S

alike’. Hutton quotes the Chi ¢
stable of Strathclyde, who says that he
can identify the houses that will *incu-
bate the next generation of criminals’.
He says that the combination of out-
of-control children, desperate poverty
cheek-by-jowl with great affluence,
the impossibility of even rudimentary
success at school and a delinquent
peer group are toxic’. Amen to that,
but why don’t the Chief Constable-
and Hutton suggest that we do some-

thing about the affluence instead of

giving the poor even more problems?

‘Being young is not a crime'; anti Asho demonstration in Leeds

him by left and right  diately declared that handing out soup
ik ief Con- and sleeping bags to those living on

along with dressing up as a Nazi. Did
anybody suggest slapping an ASBO
on those three, or evicting their fami-
lies from their homes?

Perhaps that question ought to be
asked of the new ‘Co-ordinator for
Respect’, the head of the taskforce
which will supervise the whole
agenda. Step forward, Louise Casey,
who has been chosen for the role on a
salary of between £75k and £159k —
not the first time that Ms Casey has
been chosen as an overlord. In 1992,
when she was the Deputy Director of
the charity Shelter, she was appointed
to head the government’s Rough
Sleepers’ Unit and eamed the nick-

better than the buckets of name ‘homelessness tsar’. She imme-
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the streets was merely perpetuating
their misery and began a campaign to
stop people giving to the homeless.
The number of homeless people now
stands at record levels, more than
101,000.

Again demonstrating that it is one
law for the rich, in a widely leaked
and reported afier-dinner speech last
year, Louise Casey said: ‘I suppose
you can’t binge drink any more
because lots of people have said you
can’t...] don’t know who bloody
made that up, it’s nonsense...Doing

Just in case there is anyone out
there who doesn’t believe that this
Respect agenda is class-based, con-
sider this: during the reign ot}”;lh;: gov}

have seen the ¢ en o - spir
gl:men‘i:vrgﬂ ;:d privileged clearly phrases trotted out in this agenda, one
p& be behaving badly. From the line of sense stands out. ‘Respect can-
;e?-m;u Minister’s son drunk and not be learned, purchased or acquired
i i 1s Jack
77 lﬁuun;ensm;].elg; I::duw have added that respect cannot be
) aking them,  ‘punished into’ people. ]

things sober is no way to get things
done.” The Respect agenda is in good
hands then.

Amidst all the spin words and

throne

— it can only be eamed’. They might.
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Education notes

Abolition of the
welfare state
moves closer

The most significant fact about the
Education White Paper to be voted
on in March is that it will abolish
the right to education for all. Local
authorities will lose the responsibil-
ity to ensure a school place for all
the children in the area; it will be
the schools that have the power to
accept or reject pupils. If the pro-
posals become law there will be no
one to whom parents can appeal if
no school offers their child a place.
One of the comerstones of the post-
war construction of the welfare state,
the most acclaimed achievement of
the British Labour movement, is the
1944 Education Act. This enshrined
the right of all children to free second-
ary education. Local authorities were
also made responsible for finding out
how many children in their area had
special educational needs and provid-
ing education for, in the language of
the time, ‘the blind, partially sighted,
deaf] partially hearing, delicate, edu-
cationally subnormal, epileptic, mal-
adjusted, physically handicapped and
those with speech defects’. All chil-
dren were given the statutory right to
schooling by their local authority. It is
this right that is under threat if the new
Education White Paper is passed.

Labour rebels are hypocrites
There has been much talk of panic in
the ranks of Labour MPs about these

proposals. Prescott sniffles about fail-
ing to get into grammar school as a

youngster and Lord Kinnock con-
demns the proposals as ‘at best a dis-
traction and at worst dangerous’. Yet
both these Labour stalwarts consis-
tently supported the increasing pace of
privatisation of goods and services in
the state sector that has characterised
this Labour government since it came
to power in 1997.

Previously mesmerised by talk of
entrepreneurial skills and corporate
marketing, the Labour rebels are per-
haps now realising that demand and
supply is no way to organise social
provision. For though demand is high
for good local schools and hospitals,
supply is dependent on many factors,
including the profitability of the pri-
vate sector. Poor sick people may go
away and die, like the 45 million US
citizens who lack medical insurance,
but poor youngsters without schools
will be a new and destabilising threat.

There is already panic about the

housing

p:imlaﬂon programme  ‘Housing

Choice’ — a strange name for a policy

~ which in practice bullies and blackmails

council tenants. Roughly one third of the
c il's housing stock has now been
transferred to housing associations.
- The campaign to defend council
housing is a batile to defend the interests
the working class. In this struggle
emment is on the offensive.
ed last year by the local
cration ugency re-
s being used: as part of

transfer’ (The Guardian 3

. After tenants in Seflon,

number of school truants which contin-
ues to rise despite the government’s
failed £1 billion anti-truancy cam-
paign, (see FRFI 186). To these num-
bers will be added thousands of
‘excludees’. Individual schools cur-
rently have the power to exclude
‘undesirable’ pupils, those who fail to
lift the school up the league tables of
exam results, But when each school
controls its own admissions, then local
authorities will also lose the right and
the duty to ensure that excluded pupils
are accepted into another school.

Honda, Vodafone and the
Church of England
Meanwhile the big players are divid-
ing the spoils of Labour’s privati-
sation agenda. Vodafone UK Foun-
dation, one of Banbury’s biggest
employers, and Honda Motor Europe,
which has a major plant in Swindon,
are preparing to purchase academies
in their localities. For just £2 million
cash per school the government will
transfer responsibility to a new gov-
erning body and throw in £25 million.
The United Leamning Trust, chaired by
Lord Carey, the former Archbishop of
Canterbury will oversee and run the
schools together with the sponsors so
that, in effect, big business is bank-
rolling religious schools.

Around 80 academies are open or in
development with another 130 under
consideration, but Sir Cyril Taylor of
the Specialist Schools and Academies
Trust (SSAT) has admitted that it is
becoming difficult to attract sponsors

in areas outside of London. Recently
Des Smith, a member of SSAT had to
resign after telling a journalist from
the Sunday Times posing as a potential
sponsor that ‘the prime minister’s
office would recommend someone
like [the donor] for an OBE, a CBE or,
for a donation of £10 million, you
could go to the House of Lords’.

The real scandal
The scandal about people on the sex
offenders’ register being allowed em-
ployment in schools has dominated
the headlines. It is a debate where
everyone lands on the same side, ‘the
safety of our children’. One scandal
hides another child protection scandal.
The bigger scandal, the greater of-
fence, is in these White Paper propos-
als to dismantle the right to education.
Susan Davidson

Merseyside rejected a sell-off in
September 2003, the local council dis-
gracefully re-balloted to get a vote in
favour of transfer. In Tower Hamlets
Eileen Short, & prominent member of the
Defend Council Housing Campaign, has
been sacked from her job in the council
after 14 years because of her role in
defeating its privatisation programme.
Faced with the threat of communities
standing up for their rights, the govem-
ment is fighting dirty.

Tower Hamlets suffers some of the
worst housing conditions in Britain, with
the worst overcrowding in the UK and
20,000 people on the housing waiting
list, The housing stock has been deliber-
ately run down to, force through stock
transfer but the tenants still chose the
council. Working class people under-
stand that the fragmentation and destruc-
tion of council housing is an attack on
their rights. |
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will dec

Evo Morales' landslide victory in the Bolivian presidential elections represents a
significant set-back both for the ruling class and for imperialist interests in the country,
and indeed across Latin America. Although some on the left have drawn pessimistic
conclusions on the future from Morales’ ambivalent record in relation to the mass
struggles of the past few years, it is the actions of the Bolivian masses that will be the
deciding factor, together with the international support they receive, particularly from
socialist Cuba and revolutionary Venezuela. ROBERT CLOUGH reports.

he scale of Morales’ victory

was extraordinary. Opinion

polls in the months leading

up to the election on 18

December placed him in the
lead, but with only about 35% of the
vote, perhaps 3% ahead of his right-
wing opponent, former World Bank
economist Jorge Quiroga who had
been a senior member of the govern-
ment which privatised the Cocha-
bamba water supplies in 1999. In the
end Morales received 53.7% of the
valid votes against Quiroga’s 28.6%.
Even this figure masked the true
extent of Morales’ support. Although
there was an exceptional 85% turnout,
the registered electorate numbered
fewer than 3.7 million: up to 1.5 mil-
lion indigenous people and therefore
Morales’ supporters, were prevented
from registering. In the poorer west of
the country, La Paz, Morales won
66%, 62.6% in Oruro, and 64.8% in
Cochabamba. In the richer east, Quir-
oga received the greater support:
45.3% versus 31.6% in Tarija, and
41.8% versus 33.2% in Santa Cruz.
Despite a redistribution of seats fav-
ouring the east, Morales’ Movement
for Socialism (MAS) swept the board
in congressional elections, winning an
absolute majority in the lower house
(72 out of 130 seats), and 12 out of 27
seats in the upper house.

The May-June 2005
struggle
The roots of Morales’ victory lay
in the near-insurrectionary movement
which toppled President Mesa at the
beginning of June 2005. Tired of
Mesa’s and Congress’s refusal to
nationalise Bolivia’s oil and gas in-
dustry, the anti-imperialist movements
of the indigenous peasantry and work-
ing class mobilised in huge dem-
onstrations throughout the country
during May and blockaded roads con-
necting the principle population cen-
tres. La Paz, the capital, was under
siege as hundreds of thousands assem-
bled in the centre on an almost daily
‘Mesa submitted his

fled

a debate opened up on whether or not
to participate in the elections, or
whether to press for the immediate
convocation of a constituent assem-
bly. The turning point was Morales’
agreement to campaign for the nation-
alisation of oil and gas resources; hith-
erto he had opposed it, calling instead
for the multinationals to pay increased
royalties and taxes. With this as a cor-
nerstone of his platform along with
the call for a constituent assembly,
most of the anti-imperialist workers’
and peasant organisations gave him
their support.

and Santa Cruz, capable of treating
50,000 Bolivians. Challenging imperi-
alist charges that Cuba was interfering
in Bolivian politics, Fidel Castro asked
‘Will the US government be offended
if Cuba helps increase the life ex-
pectancy of Bolivians? Will they be
offended if we help reduce infant mor-
tality?’ Morales echoed this point by
asserting that ‘these agreements we
have signed are for life, for humanity,
they are not a crime, even though they
might be for the United States.” The
political and ideological effect of these
agreements cannot be underestimated:

Evo Morales is greeted by supporters in Cochabamha

The ruling class in Bolivia is‘once
again on the defensive, as are its im-
perialist allies. US imperialism no
longer has the power to determine the
political process within the country:
its coca eradication policy has com-
pletely failed. The loss of US domina-
tion is not just political, however, but
economic as well: for instance, the
major investors in Bolivia’s gas and
oil industry are Spain’s Repsol and
Brazil’s Petrobras, ahead of both
Britain’s BG Gas and US companies
US imperialism’s ef-
¢ both its political and
through treaties

1 to meet with

for the impoverished people of Bol-
ivia they represent a very practical ex-
ample of socialist solidarity. For Cuba
it means breaking down its isolation
and strengthening its position against
imperialism.

On 3 January, Morales met Pres-
ident Chavez who promised that Ven-
ezuela would supply Bolivia’s entire
diesel fuel needs of 150,000 barrels a
month, a deal worth $180m annually,
IHowever, Bolivia would not need to
pay cash, but in kind through agricul-
tural exports. In addilion Venezuela
will donate $30m for social projects.
Furthermore, Venezuela will open of-
fices of its stale-owned companies in
Bolivia, including PDVSA, the oil
company, BIV, its main industrial bank,
Bandes, its development bank.
ill limit the impact of

anctions that oil and gas
s that are faced with nation-
‘impose on

the masses
Ti [+

wenl to Santa Cruz (o tell local leaders
I do not want to harm anybody, I do
not want lo expropriate or confiscate
any assets. I want (o learn from the
businessmen’, promising to speed up
the development of a privatised min-
ing project in El Mutun which con-
tains 70% of the world’s known
reserves of manganese. On the other
hand, he has said he would nationalise
the country’s national resources, and
speaking of the existing oil and gas
contracts said ‘Many of these con-
tracts signed by various governments
are illegal and unconstitutional. It is
not possible that our natural resources
continue to be looted, exploited ille-
gally, and as the lawyers say, these
contracts are legally void and must be
adjusted.’” Prior to privatisation in
1997, the nationalised oil company
YPFB contributed $350-400m annu-
ally to Bolivian state coffers; in 2005,
foreign companies contributed only
$110m during a time when proven gas
reserves had quadrupled.

Second, there is the constituent
assembly which is scheduled for Aug-
ust 2006. Along with nationalisation,
its convocation has been a central
demand of the anti-imperialist work-
ers’ and peasant organisations. The
political institutions in Bolivia are ir-
redeemably racist. In a country where
65% of the population are indigenous,

Morales is the first indigenous person
ever to have been elected president.
During the campaign, Quiroga re-
ferred dismissively to the possibility
of an ‘Indian’ achieving such office.
The institutions are also completely
corrupt: deputies and senators are usu-

control over 25 million hectares qf
land, while two million campesing
have five million hectares
ionally, the average wealth discrep
ancy between the richest 20% of |he
population and poorest 20% is 30:1: jn
Bolivia it is 90:1. In Santa Cruz anq
Tarij, state grants of land under exis;.
ing agrarian reform laws in the 9704
were allocated to cronies of the thep
president, Hugo Banzer. Some indj.
viduals and families received grants jn
excess of 100,000 hectares. However
these lands were not unoccupied: m.'
digenous people lived there. Since thep
there have been campaigns uniting
indigenous people and poor settlers
moving in from the west; in 2001-02
10 campesinos were murdered in land
settlement campaigns, The struggle has
continued with demonstrators being
attacked viciously by fascists in Santa
Cruz city during May 2005.

Lastly there is the coca eradication
campaign that the US has imposed on
the country as a precondition for
$150m annual aid. Morales came to
national prominence as a leader of the
coca growers in the 1990s, and he has
always made it clear that he will stop
the eradication campaign which im-
poverished many coca growers unable
to make a living out of substitute
crops. This will mean that the govern-
ment will ask US anti-narcotics forces
which have been in the country since
the 1980s to leave. A further $598m in
aid is at stake from the US Millennium
Challenge Account, which the US
gives to those countries which it
regards as on the right development
path.

In a recent Counterpunch article (4
January 2006), James Petras paints a
very pessimistic picture of the out-
come of the Morales government.
Starting with Morales’ equivocal
record during the great struggles of

the last three years: his support for
Mesa in 2003 and for the gas referen-
dum in 2004, his attempts to demo-
bilise the struggle in March 2005, and
then to cut a deal in June to defuse the
crisis, Petras argues that Morales will
not offer a serious challenge to neo-
liberalism. However, there is no men-
tion of the role of the anti-imperialist
workers’ and peasant organisations
and the forces they organise. In Dec-
ember 2005, these came together in
the first Congress of the National
Front for the Defence of Water and
Basic Human Services. [t included the
Cochabamba Water Co-ordinating
Committee and El Alto FEJUVE. As
the leader of the struggle against water
privatisation in Cochabamba Oscar
Oliveira said, ‘we are creating a move-
ment, a non-partisan social-political
front that addresses the most vital
needs of the people through a pro-
found change in power relations,
social relations’. Petras also neglects
to consider the increasingly important
role that Cuba and Venezuela are play-
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Poor Aymara Indians queuelng to vate In F.lyﬂltu

ally businessmen who use their politi-
cal influence to further their financial
interests. The anti-imperialist organi-
sations see the constituent assembly as
a vehicle for establishing a popular
democracy; what however has not

l;:m agreed is on what basis it should

ing in pushing forward a process that
is taking place across the whole of
Latin America. An increasing assertion
of political and economic independ-
ence is creating conditions where the
masses can find the way to solve the
problems of poverty and decay that ar¢
the legacy of neo-liberalism and impe-
rialist domination. Above all, what-
ever Morales’ intentions might be, the
future of the struggle lies with the
popular organisations of Bolivia.
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Guba: stirring society

at its roots

On 1 January 2006, Cubans celebrated the 47th anni-
versary of the Revolution and the dawn of the Year of the
Energy Revolution in Cuba. This signifies a major state
initiative to save and rationalise the use of energy
resources: 1o install efficient new power generators, to
experiment with renewable energy and to replace old
durable goods with energy saving equipment — light
bulbs, refrigerators, televisions, pressure cookers, kettles,
electrical hobs and microwaves. Within a short period,
Cuba’s capacity for electricity generation will be four
times its needs. From Havana, HELEN YAFFE reports.

owever, this ‘revolution’ is

also the culmination of

many processes ongoing in

Cuba since the initiation of

the Battle of Ideas in 2000,

which involved an intensely critical
examination of society, resulting in in-
creased emphasis on education, health
and culture as key tenets in a humane
socialist society. The campaign also
ties together the de-dollarisation pro-
cess and centralisation of financial re-
sources introduced in November and
December 2004 (FRFI 182 & 183),
the free distribution of new cooking
equipment announced in spring 2005,
. s

~ the salary and pension in

summer and winter 2005, the increase
n ration quotas, the beneficial trade

deals with China, Canada and Brazil,

among others, cooperation with Ven-

ezuela through the ALBA treaty and

increasing links, via medicine and
education, with the rest of the world.

There is a complex, multifaceted
and fascinating process underway in
Cuba. Revolution is a process and a
socialist society must be self-con-
sciously constructed by those who live
within it. There are many issues to
resolve: the balance of responsibility
for provision between the individual
and the state; how such class antago-
nisms as remain under socialism are
mediated; ensuring discipline with
resources and at work; how the wealth
of socialist society should be distrib-
uted; how much control and centrali-
sation is appropriate; whether the soc-
ialist revolution is reversible. These
questions are being addressed in Cuba
in the face of a brutal blockade and
terrorist attacks.

On 17 November, President Fidel
Castro skilfully drew all these issues
together in an important speech to uni-
versity student leaders in Havana,
sparking a national debate via the
media, in workplaces, in homes, in the
streets and in the National Assembly
of People’s Power, with 609 delegates
elected from the Cuban population.
Castro declared that the US is waiting
for him to die to overthrow Cuban

socialism. For the first ti

that while the Revolution could not be
overthrown by imperialism: ‘This
country can self-destruct; this Revo-
lution can destroy itself, but they can
never destroy us; we can destroy our-
selves and it would be our fault.’

War on corruption and the
‘new rich’

In 1989/90 the Soviet Bloc collapsed.
Cuba lost 85% of its trade and GDP
fell 35% over four years. In the follow-
ing years of austerity and isolation, the
Special Period, measures were Intro-
duced to defend the gains of the
Revolution which permitted a degree
of market enterprise to provide scarce
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hard currency.

goods generated widespread pilfering
of state resources. This problem has
always existed under socialism, as
Castro pointed out, “don’t think for a
moment that stealing resources and
materials is just a present-day illness,
nor is it an exclusive phenomenon of
the Special Period. The Special Period
aggravated it, because in this period
we saw the growth of much inequality
and certain people were able 1o accu-
mulate a lot of money’.

In a speech to the National Assem-
bly on 23 December, Cuba’s Foreign
Minister, Felipe Perez Roque referred
to the Cuban youth, some three mil-
lion, who have reached adulthood or
adolescence during 15 years of the
Special Period. They ‘have grown up
in a society in which these vices de-
veloped, these negative tendencies
that comrade Fidel denounced in the
university; they didn’t grow up in a
country in which each one receives
according to his work, they have
known the epoch in which individual-

istic tendencies have developed in our
country, every man for himself’.

Capitalism uses fear of unemploy-
ment to control workers. Under soc-
ialism, only a highly developed col-
lective consciousness can prevent
self-interest jeopardising the social
project. Creating this consciousness is
the challenge of the present ‘revolu-
tion’ in Cuba.

Battle of ideas

Following the massive national and
international mobilisation to return the
kidnapped child Elian Gonzalez to
Cuba from Miami in 2000, the Rev-
olution developed a new dynamic: the
Battle of Ideas. This involves incorpo-

rating the Cuban masses into practical

prove their own
have

constitute the only real threat to the
Cuban Revolution: wastage, corrup-
tion and thieving. Their efforts are
also the precondition to getting the
energy revolution underway.

Social workers and the
‘energy revolution’
On 10 October 2005, it was agreed to
place social workers in petrol stations
to monitor fuel consumption. The soc-
ial workers decided their own salary
and discussed the task at a conference
with Castro. Their average age is 18
and 72% of them are women. The aim
is twofold. Firstly, to stop the stealing
of petrol for sale in the informal mar-
ket. This will increase state resources
and end the privileges of the ‘new
rich’ who buy subsidised stolen fuel.
Secondly, they will analyse the fuel
distribution system, its vulnerability
to natural disasters, such as hurricanes
or military attack from the US.

By 5 December social workers
were operating in every petrol station

in the island. Next they were sent to
the refineries and to accompany fuel
distribution trucks. The results have
been rapid and tangible. ‘We started in
Pinar del Rio to ascertain what was
happening in the gas stations that sell
gas in dollars. We soon discovered
that there was as much gas being
stolen as sold’, revealed Castro. Re-
ferring to the refinery trucks, he said
the social workers ‘have discovered
private petrol stations supplied by
these trucks’.

The social workers have been
joined by university students and
members of mass organisations, such
as the Union of Young Communists,
overseeing operations in numerous
state enterprises. There will also be an
end to the use of state vehicles and
fuel for personal use. New devices

will be installed on state vehicles to

reveal if drivers are using these

resources for personal trips. The inten-

n is not to pursue culprits but to
is corrosive trend and conse-
crease the national wealth
hich can then be distributed fairly. In

National Assembly, the head of
uban Workers Conlederation
that hundreds of work-
, had already held gritty
ues. This revolu-

ring sociely at its roots.

Social workers are also leading the
campaign lo rationalise energy con-
sumption. With rucksacks full of

energy-saving light bulbs, they visited
every home, replacing conventional
bulbs for free and making inventories
of electrical equipment, There is over-
whelming support and enthusiasm for
their work from the general popula-
tion.

State subsidy for fuel is o high
that bills are negligible, Castro told
university students: ‘Simply stated
electricity is a gift, and I can prove it
to you’, and he did prove it with stat-
istics and examples. ‘No one knows
the cost of electricity, no one knows
the cost of petrol, no one knows its
market value,”

The world’s oil and gas resources
are due to start running out within 30
years. As a socialist country, organ-
ised for the interests of the majority,
not for profit, Cuba is in a unique
position in the world to begin to tackle
this problem today. The present distri-
bution of energy saving equipment,
mostly bought from China, is being
monitored and assessed in pilot proj-
ects. Gas-guzzling vehicles are being
replaced. There is also research into
alternative energy, wind and solar
power, and new technology which
uses oilfield gas to boil water to pro-
duce electricity, highly efficient and
less environmentally harmful.

Cuba is replacing its huge old inef-
ficient power stations, bought from
the Soviet Bloc, with small modem
generators placed throughout the
island. This improves national secu-
rity, and reduces the potential for hur-
ricane damage. The small generators,
bought in secret to avoid machinations
by the US, will provide four times
more power. 80% will be installed by
mid-2006.

Such investments have been possi-
ble because of substantial economic

growth in recent years, rising 10 an

astounding 11.9% in 2005. The invest-

ments will increase savings, which

will increase national wealth for fur-
ther investments. Castro estimates that
Cuba can save two-thirds of its current
energy consumption, more than
USS$1.5 billion a year, which is 25 bil-
lion Cuban pesos, nearly double the
sum of Cuban wages. The total cost of
Cuba’s higher education system is just
20% of what can be recouped by the
energy revolution underway.

With this accumulation of wealth,
salaries will be significantly increased
and prices reduced as production in-
creases, to achieve what Castro called,
‘the dream of everyone being able to
live on their salary or on their ade-
quate pension’. There will be no need
for the ration book, which will be re-
moved, undermining the parasitic layer
in Cuban society, those who can work
but won’t. The state will also reduce
its subsidy on energy consumption, in-
ducing awareness of consumption
levels and saving. ‘Subsidies and free
services will be considered only in es-
sentials. Medical services will be free,
so will education and the like. Housing
will not be free. Maybe there will be
some subsidy” announced Castro.

‘Accordingly, the individual pro-
ducer receives back from society
after deductions have been made —
exactly what he gives to it’. (Marx,
Critique of the Gotha Programme)

Novelist Gabriel Garcia Marquez
has said: ‘The explanation of Cuba is
that Fidel is at the same time the head
of government and the leader of the
opposition.” Still dressed in fatigues,
Castro has declared war on ‘parasites’,
‘the dirty little crooks selling gasoline
to the new rich’ and on the Bush ad-
ministration, a ‘gang of shit-eaters
(comemierdas) who don’t deserve any
respect’, As Castro himself said, the
Revolution is confident in its ability to
tackle these enemies from within and
without. ‘We invite everyone to take
part in a great battle, it’s not just a fuel
and electricity battle, it’s a battle
against larceny, against all types of

theft, anywhere in the world.’ |




Hamas wins Palestinian

elections

continued from page 1

the ‘old guard’ associated with Oslo
and Arafat, and the ‘new guard’
including the leadership of the Agsa
Martyrs Brigade (AMB) which has
played a leading role in both the first
and second Intifadas. The ‘old guard’,
which had controlled the PA since its
inception was determined to continue
excluding the ‘new guard’ and retain
its access to wealth and privilege.
Indicative of this were Fatah inter-
nal elections last November to agree
their candidates. The ‘old guard’
largely ignored the results and placed
itself at the head of the Fatah election
list. This led in early December to a
split in Fatah with rival election lists
being presented. One, put forward by
the ‘new guard’ and calling itself the
Future Bloc, had Marwan Barghouti at
its head, and included his wife and
Mohammed Dahlan, the former PA
Civil Affairs Minister. The official
Fatah list put forward by Abbas also
opportunistically had Barghouti at its
head. The Future Bloc’s inclusion of
Dahlan, a millionaire widely accused
of corruption, clearly showed that
there was no fundamental class differ-
ence between the two sides, and that
the dispute was solely over which set
of individuals would get access to the
PA’s finances. Although Fatah eventu-
ally presented a unified list, in many
places Fatah members who did not
make the official lists stood as inde-
pendents. The resultant split in the
Fatah vote helped Hamas to its over-
whelming victory, particularly in the
regional seats.

The squabbles between the factions
continued throughout the election
campaign. Sections of AMB occupied
offices of the Central Election
Commission in Gaza calling for the
elections to be cancelled, as their rep-
resentatives had not been put on the
national Fatah list. In the West Bank
the AMB in Nablus threatened to dis-
rupt and stop the voting: ‘Neither the

PA, Fatah, nor Hamas has done any-
thing for the Palestinian people as we

daily Israeli occupation forces
thou

on Israel from Gaza during this time
were carried out by Islamic Jihad,
AMB and the Popular Resistance
Committees. This was a complete
change from September when Hamas
was in the forefront of such attacks.
According to one Hamas candidate,
‘the policy is to maintain the armed
struggle but it is not our first priority.
We know that first of all we have to
put more effort into resolving the
internal problems, dealing with cor-
ruption, blackmail, and chaos. This is
our priority because if we change the
situation for the Palestinians it will
make our course stronger... Hamas is
looking to establish a new political
strategy, in which all Palestinian
groups will participate, not just domi-
nated by Fatah. We will discuss the
negotiation strategy, how can we run
the conflict with Israel but by different
means.’ (The Guardian 12 January)
Another Hamas candidate, Aziz
Dweik, from the West Bank city of Al
Khalil (Hebron), said Hamas had no
choice but to moderate its political
language: ‘Eventually we will have to
distinguish between the ideological
and the political’. He added Hamas
recognised the need to show ‘political
responsibility’ and ‘moderation’ once
it reached parliament. When it was
clear that Hamas had an overwhelm-

ing victory Hamas leader Ismail
Haniyeh told the BBC ‘don’t be
afraid, Hamas is an aware and mature
movement...which is politically open
in the Palestinian...and the interna-
tional arena.”

The future

Hamas and the Palestinian people are
now under renewed pressure to ‘win
international acceptance’ — that is, to
capitulate. In imperialism’s world,
where aggressors become victims and
victims aggressors, US, British and
Israeli politicians queue up to con-
demn Hamas as terrorists whilst
ignoring the root cause of the violence
— Zionist occupation. The US intends
to suspend $400m aid; EU foreign
policy chief Javier Solana says that
Europe will also halt hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars in aid unless Hamas
recognises Israel’s right to exist. With
Abbas isolated and his Fatah organisa-
tion disintegrating, imperialism has
lost the principal vehicle for repre-
senting its interests amongst the
Palestinian people. That this has coin-
cided with Sharon’s incapacitation
merely compounds its problems. As
the Palestinian people stand against
their persecutors, we need to intensify
our solidarity work in this country.
Victory to the Palestinian people!

Zionist forces had:

¢ killed 168 Palestinians

* wounded 1,199

¢ arrested 3,998

* erected 4,538 roadblocks

Israeli repression

A report put out by the Palestinian National Information Centre
on 16 January showed that since the Palestinian Resistance
agreed to the calm-down at Sharm el-Sheik on 8 February 2005,

« stolen 35,344 dunums of land (9,000 acres).

ing up of a buffer

Israel. The zone
tinian territory
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Imperialists
plunder gold

The subsoil of the Democratic Republic of Congo (DRc,
formerly Zaire) is so gorged with minerals that it is Africa’s
richest country. DRC has the world’s largest deposits of

copper,

cobalt, coltan and cadmium, as well as chrome,

timber, cassiterite, rubber, oil, uranium, germanium, dia-
monds and gold. Mongbwalu, capital of the north-eastern
lturi district, contains Africa’s largest gold seam. Control
over these vast resources, not ‘ethnic rivalry’, is behind the
civil war which started in 1998 soon after the US and British-
backed dictator Mobutu died, and which has cost over 3.3
million lives, mostly from starvation and disease.

Looting the gold

Every month, hundreds of kilograms
of gold are extracted from the mines
around Mongbwalu, taken illegally to
neighbouring Uganda and then flown
to Europe, usually to Metalor Tech-
nologies in Switzerland, a leading
European dealer in precious metals.
(Le Monde Diplomatigue, December
2005). DRC ministers are directly
involved in the smuggling, with stolen
wealth, worth millions of dollars,
stored in offshore bank accounts. In
2003, although local Ugandan gold
production was worth $23,000, gold
exports were worth $45 billion. Gold
is Uganda’s second biggest export
after coffee.

The gold smuggling is controlled by
the Ugandan-armed militia, the
Nationalist and Integrationist Front
(FNI), which takes a percentage and a
dollar a day from the workers. FNI is
responsible for some of the worst
atrocities in DRC, including child
abduction, rape and torture. In June
2005, Human Rights Watch revealed
that the British company AngloGold
Ashanti made payments to FNI, and
gave it ‘meaningful financial and logis-
tical support’. This gave AngloGold
Ashanti access to the gold-mining con-
cessions in the north-east. AngloGold
Ashanti, the world’s second biggest
gold producer, with sales of about $2
billion and profits of $10 million in
2004, is part of the international mining
conglomerate Anglo American, con-
trolled by the apartheid-supporting
Oppenheimer ‘dynasty’.

Looting the coltan

Coltan (short for columbite-tantalum)
is a rare precious ore found only in
DRC and Australia, and is a key com-
ponent in nuclear reactors and small
electronic devices, such as mobile
phones, pagers, laptop computers, etc.
With US backing, Rwanda invaded
DRC three times in 1996, 1998 and
2004, ostensibly to look for Intera-
hamwe rebels responsible for the 1994
genocide. Once in eastern DRC they
began looting diamonds and coltan
instead. Tonnes of precious metals
were {lown 1o the capital, Kigali, each
week and exported to Europe and
China via routes in Mozambique,
South Africa and Thailand. Rwanda
made $20 million a month between
1999-2000 from coltan sales, despite
having no coltan deposits.

Burundi and Uganda have also been
behind the coltan and diamond plun-
der, using ecither their armies or
trained militia, many of them children.
After signing worthless peace agree-
ments in 1999 and 2003, the invaders
officially withdrew their armies, but
left behind their militia to continue the
pillaging. Rwandan and Ugandan
troops and militia are responsible for
killing, raping and torturing people in
north and south Kivu and Maniema
Provinces. In  some places, the
Rwandan army has actually formed
alliances with the Interahamwe rebels
in order to control the mines,

The role of the imperialists

“Behind the pillage lie the arms, train-

DRC diamond mine

ing and political support of Britain,
Belgium, France and the US in partic-
ular. Soon after the 1994 Rwandan
genocide, it was revealed that France
had armed and trained senior figures
who directed some of the massacres.
According to a UN Security Council
report in October 2002, high level
political, military and business net-
works were stealing DRC’s gold, tim-
ber, coltan and diamonds, and had
transferred at least $5 billion of asset=
from the state mining sector 10 private
western  companies, including 18
British firms such as Anglo American,
DeBeers and Barclays Bank, as well
as US, Belgian, Canadian, Swiss and
German firms (The Observer, 6
February 2005). A more critical report
in 2003 was suppressed.

Both Rwanda and Uganda are heav-
ily dependent on western ‘aid’; for
example 52% of Uganda’s national
budget comes from EU countries.
Uganda is a useful proxy state for US
imperialist interests in the resource-
rich region. The US has a permanent
military base in northern Uganda,
from which it chases ‘Al Qaida terror-
ists’ and the Sudan-based, Christian
fundamentalist Lord’s Resistance
Army (LRA), itself set up by the US.
The LRA have now entered DRC to
escape Ugandan forces in southem
Sudan. Uganda and DRC have agreed
joint operations against the LRA
inside DRC, threatening a wider con-
flagration.

The illegal invasion of DRC by
Uganda and Rwanda in 1998 had the
backing and support of the US and
Britain. Large quantities of arms were
transferred to Rwanda via ecastem
Europe from Israel, Britain and the
US. These arms ended up in the hands
of ‘rebels’ in eastern DRC (The
Guardian, 5 July 2003). Britain's arms
sales to Africa neared £1 billion m
2004,

A token UN observer mission,
MONUC, set up in 1999, is conlined
to barracks and restricted to a few
patrols, It ignores (he gold smuggling
and has admitted not knowing what 1S
going on in the mines, Britain, Franct,
Belgium and the US have blocked
altempts to strengthen the 15,500
foree (3,300 are civilians, observers of
volunteers), insisting instead on tar-
geted sanctions, useless arms embar-
goes and elections to legitimise the
transition government ol Joseph
Kabila, which has western backing,
having accepted IMF ‘reforms’.

Charles Chinweizit
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Iraq

resistanc

The run-up to Christmas saw the usual ‘morale-boosting’
ne _ S S, -boostin
visits to Iraq from Imperialist politicians, happy to pose ¢
alongside the machines of war that terrorise the Iraqi

people and the soldiers they send to die.

JIM CRAVEN reports.

lai, Rumsfeld and Cheney

all went and grinned and

gave upbeat messages ab-

out troops coming home in

2006 and Iraqi elections de-

feating the insurgents. In the United

States President Bush even managed

to raise his popularity rating a couple

of points from October’s all-time low
with a series of flag-waving speeches.

At the end of November, he told
cadets at the US Naval Academy:
‘Our strategy in Iraq is clear...I will

settle for nothing less than complete
victory’. Bush claimed that 120 Iraqi
army and police battalions were now
ready to fight on their own and anoth-
er 80 with US support. The Iraqi Nat-
ional Security Adviser, Muaffah Al
Rubbaie, followed this up by claiming
that Iraqi forces were ready to take
control of 14 out of 18 provinces, that
30.000 occupation troops would be
withdrawn in the first half of 2006 and

assure the Iraqi electorate that an end
10 the occupation was in sight, was
somewhat undermined when the Los
Angeles Times tevealed that the US
forces had been paying the Iraqi press
to pass off their propaganda as unbi-
ased Iraqi accounts. A few days later
Iragi Vice-President Ghazi Al Yawer
admitted that the training of Iraqi
security forces was not gaining any
momentum.

The cost of war grows

The reality on the ground in Iraq is
very different from the US propagan-
da. According to the Brookings Insti-
tute, attacks by the Iraqi Resistance
surged from 45 per day last March to
100 per day by October. In the same
period the average number of US
troops killed each week rose from 12
to 20. By the end of 2006 over 2,300
occupying troops had been killed,
including 98 British soldiers, and over
16,000 troops had been wounded in
action. Troops from Ukraine, Bulgaria
and Norway all pulled out in Decem-
ber, leaving even more pressure on
those from the United States and
Britain, although those from Poland
reversed their earlier decision to leave.
The total cost of waging the war so far
is around $250 billion, enough to en-
sure food, water, shelter, health an
education for half the -wo_r_ld’s _poor.
Nobel laureate and economi
Stiglitz has estimated

in Iraq’ had no new ideas other than to
stay the course. That they certainly
will try to do no matter what the costs,
for US and British imperialism cannot
afford to admit defeat in Iraq. As US
Vice-President Dick Cheney pointed
out, failure in Iraq ‘would have major
consequences for American security
and interests in the region’ — not only
in the region, for it would be a major
blow to the US global strategy of mili-
tary domination to secure economic
and political supremacy.

Resistance grows in

Middle East

Other challenges to US hegemony in
the Middle East are adding to the
imperialists’ worries. In Afghanistan
the resistance to imperialist occupa-
tion has gathered momentum in the
past few months. Resurgent Taliban
fighters now control much of the cou-
ntry. Altogether more than 1,600 peo-

- the remaind \ L of2007.This  ple were killed last y« d the ds
- W@eﬁdﬁ_ o W&x e killed last year and the death

rate is rising. In mid-January at least
28 people, including five Afghan sol-
diers, were killed in three separate
incidents. Bombing raids by occupy-
ing forces killed at least another 26
people. An already overstretched Brit-
ish army is scheduled to commit a fur-
ther 3,400 troops there this year. On
13 January, near the Afghan border, at
least 18 Pakistani villagers, including
women and children, were murdered
by a US drone. It was supposedly tar-
geting Ayman Al Zawahiri, Al Qaida’s
second-in-command but he was not
there. The incident provoked fresh ten-
sions with the Pakistan government, an
important new ally of the US in the
region.

In Iran the government has defied
threats from the imperialist countries
and restarted its nuclear programme.
The Labour government, as so often
taking a lead in imperialist aggression,
called a conference in London of the
US and European imperialist nations
to agree a joint plan to make Iran halt
their programme or be condemned by
the UN Security Council. If Iran does
not comply the imperialists are threat-
ening sanctions. Both the United
States and Israel have implied military
action may be taken against Iran but
the Iranians remain defiant.

The imperialists, led by the United
States and France, are also mounting

yria over the assassina-

British troops on the streets In Iraq: using well-tried counter-Insurgency tactics first used in Ireland and elsewhere

ing through the streets, shooting at
random at passing Iraqi civilians. Iraq
Body Count estimates that between
27,000 and 30,000 Iraqi civilians have
been killed due to the occupation
alone. No one knows the total number
of Iraqis killed since the war began
but estimates from the Red Cross and
others put it at between 80,000 and
100,000. Many of those Iragis who
could afford to do so have left the
country. Some 400,000 now live in
Jordan with thousands of others in
Syria and the Gulf States. Poor Iragis
must stay and suffer. Around 40% are
unemployed. 8% of Iraqi children suf-
fer from acute malnutrition. Over two-
thirds of Iraqi homes have no func-
tioning sewage system. Electricity
supplies operate at just 63% of dem-
and, Rich nations who promised $13.6
billion for reconstruction have so far
given less than 5%. The World Bank
estimates the total cost of reconstruc-
tion to be $36 billion. Only around
two thirds of the reconstruction proj-
ects planned by the United States have
been started. More than 400 contrac-
tors have been Killed. Corruption is
rife. Robert Stein former comptroller
of the Coalition Provisional Authority
together with other officials has been
charged with accepting bribes and
kick-backs worth up to $200,000 a
month.

Iraq has had to spend most of its
investment budget importing oil bec-
ause its refineries are in such a mess.
0il production barely reaches two
million barrels per day compared with
2.5 million before the war. It sank to
1.2 million last November. The south-
ern oilfields are being driven so hard
that they risk being permanently dam-
aged. The Iraqi oil industry desper-
ately needs investment but even the

y uch as Exxon

rior ministry, the SCIRI-backed Badr
militia has dominated the Iraqi police.
The militia has carried out waves of
murder, abductions and torture, partic-
ularly against the Sunni population.
Izzat Al Shahbandar of the Shia Iraqi
Accordance Movement accused the

Iraqgi government of exacerbating vio-
lence by colluding with the militias.
The defence team in Saddam Huss-
ein’s trial have repeatedly complained
about their lack of personal safety but
refused offers of security from the Iragq
government saying: ‘It is the interior
ministry that has offered to provide us
with protection against these attacks,
but it is the ministry itself that is plan-
ning the killings.” Judge Rizzar Amin,
who was leading the trial has resigned
following threats to his life and accu-
sations from Shia groups that he was
being too lenient. Former Prime Mini-
ster Iyad Allawi said human rights
abuse was as bad as under Saddam’s
rule with ‘death squads’ linked to the
government carrying out extra-judi-
cial killings. Though no doubt correct,
Allawi can carry little moral authority
since it was he who assented to the
massacres in Fallujah and Najaf by the
occupying forces.

The imperialist forces have contra-
dictory attitudes to this sectarian vio-
lence. On the one hand allowing the
Shia death squads to terrorise anyone
who dares to resist the occupation and
encouraging sectarian violence; to keep
the population divided is a well-tried
counter-insurgency tactic as used by
the British in Ireland and elsewhere.
On the other hand they do not want
sectarianism to result in the break-up
of Iraq with an independent Kurdish
state that would provoke a Turkish
invasion, and a separate Shia state that
would create a close ally for Iran.

Elections bring no relief
for Imperialists

" Many of the Iraqi groups most promi-

they nent in the Resistance movement took
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in the 15 December elections.

: Q@ly the Association of Muslim sch-
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Kurdish groups each achieving a maj-
ority where their populations were
strongest. Iyad Allawi’s group, the
National Dialogue Front, which was
strongly favoured by the imperialist
forces, did very badly.

The image of lraq polarised into
hostile and opposing groups and a
country teetering on the brink of break-
up helps the imperialists justify their
occupation as a stabilising force. The

reality is more complex than that.
There are differences within the groups
and common interests between them.
Important developments that unite the
Iraqi people against the occupation are
seldom reported by the imperialist
media.

Before the election Moqtada Al
Sadr organised a conference to discuss
a ‘Pact of Honour’. Organisations that
attended included SCIRI, the Shia Al
Daawa Party, the main Sunni electoral
alliance the Iraqi Concord Front, trade
unions, social organisations and even
some government officials. Among
the demands they agreed were:

+ Withdrawal of the occupiers and
elimination of all the consequences of
their presence, including any bases for
them in the country;

+ Suppression of the legal immunity of
occupation troops and the condemna-
tion of their practices against civilians
and their breaches of human rights;

« Categorical rejection of the estab-
lishment of any relations with Israel;

« Resistance is a legitimate right of all
peoples but we condemn acts of vio-
lence, killing, abducting and expul-
sion aimed at innocent citizens for
sectarian reasons;

« To postpone the implementation of
the disputed principle of federalism
and to respect the people’s opinion
about it.

Any hopes the imperialists might
have had that the elections would cre-
ate a new attitude of compliance with
the occupation and an improvement in
the security situation were soon das-
hed. Fifty Iraqis were killed on 4 Jan-
uary and at least a further 130 were
killed in two explosions the next day.
On the same day five US soldiers
were killed in Baghdad, two in Najaf
and another four elsewhere. An oil
pipeline was blown up and set on fire
near Kirkuk,

The imperialist forces remain
trapped. Peace will not return until
they are dispatched. [ |
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For all but the last two centuries of the past 2,000 years China has possessed the
world’s biggest economy. The Mongol Khan's once ruled an empire stretching from the
Pacific to the Danube. Today, with a total population of 3.3 billion people, the countries
of east and south Asia (excluding Japan) have more than three times as many people as
the developed capitalist countries. With China as the world’s fastest growing economy,

there are many who see the locus of world power shifting in the coming period from the
US and Europe to China and Asia. Hence, Martin Jacques:

‘The growing conflict between an extant America and a rising China will become the
dominant fault line of global politics’ (The Guardian, 18 June 2005).

To support his argument Jacques cites China’s economy, ‘immeasurably stronger than

the Soviet Union’s ever was...

economic strength is the key precondition for global

power and influence’, and China's integration into the global economy, unlike the Soviet
Union. FRFI 188 examined China’s transition from the socialist to the capitalist road of
development. Here TREVOR RAYNE explores the Sino-Soviet dispute and its conse-

guences.

In December 2005 a revision of China’s
Gross Domestic Product (GDP) meas-
urc raised the estimated size of the
economy by 16.8% to $1.983 trillion.
China overtook Britain and France in
2005 to become the world’s fourth
largest economy. China will be an
important factor in shaping the next 50
years, but ils economy is one-seventh
the size of the US economy and a little
more than one-third that of Japan’s. The
economy of the 25 European Union
(EU) countries matches that of the US,
China is integrated into the world eco-
nomy, with combined imports and
exports forming 60% of GDP, but its
overseas investments are a fraction of
those of the US and EU. EU foreign
direct investment amounts to approxi-
mately 53% of the world total. The
determining fault lines of the coming
period are not only that between the US
and China, but also, and more immedi-
ately, between the US and EU, the
major imperialist powers. With the col-
lapse of the Soviet Union and socialist
bloc inter-imperialist rivalry is growing;
its manifestation in the dispute between
the US and Britain against Germany
and France over the war on Iraq fore-
tells what is 1o come. However, inter-
national capitalism fights its battles
to divide and re-divide the world
with unscrupulous alliances that are
formed and re-formed as self-interest,
opportunity and profit dictate. China
was long ago drawn into this deadly
game.

The Sino-Soviet split

With the triumph of the Chinese revolu-
tion in 1949 and the Soviet Red Army’s
front line confronting imperialism in
Germany, a third of humanity lived
under the banners of socialism. The
Chinese Communist Party's victory
made the prospects for socialism look
favourable. No longer was the Soviet
Union isolated: to the west were the
new socialist states of central and east-
em Europe and 10 the east China, the
People’s Democratic Republic of Korea
and the Vietnamese Democratic Re-
public led by Ho Chi Minh. Imperial-
ism’s response was to continue the pol-
icy of aggression it had waged against
Russia since 1917, launching wars on
Korea and Vietnam that killed approxi-
mately eight million people. It tried 1o
subvert the socialist governments in
Europe and turn them against the Soviet
Union. In this context the Sino-Soviet
dispute, which became open in 1963,
was a setback for socialism and op-
pressed humanity, increasing the
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manoeuvrability and bellicosity of
imperialism. In 1964 the US staried
bombing Vietnam.

It is noteworthy that in the Age of
Extremes: The short twentieth century
1914-1991 the renowned Marxist histo-
rian, Eric Hobsbawm, makes only fleet-
ing reference to the Sino-Soviet dispute.
He states, ‘Mao’s own knowledge of
Marxist theory seems to have been
almost entirely derived from the
Stalinist History of the CPSU [b]: Short
Course of 1939." This expression of
contempt demonstrates a Eurocentric
vision of the fight for socialism, which
in the last half of the 20th century was
fought out primarily in the oppressed
Third World. It is that fight, not con-
cluded, that was initially at the core of
the disputes between the Soviet and
Chinese Communist Parties. For impe-
rialism, the road to Moscow ran through
Managua, Luanda and Kabul.

Joseph Stalin died on 5 March 1953.
For three months the Soviet leadership
contemplated the prospects for with-
drawing the Red Army from the
German Democratic Republic (GDR)
and secking détente with the imperialist
powers. On 16 and 17 June a workers’
revolt against increased work norms

and decreased wages spread from
Leipzig to Berlin and other GDR cities.
The Red Army suppressed the revolt.
US radio stations called on Europe to
rise against the Soviet Union. The
Soviet leadership abandoned any idea
of withdrawing from the GDR, fearing
that a retreat could turm into a rout
across cenral and eastern Europe.
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Following the destruction of the Berlin
Wall in 1989, this is what happened -
only the rout went as far as Moscow. In
July 1953 the Soviet Minister of the
Interior Beria was dismissed as ‘an
enemy of the people’, accused of in-
tending to ‘surrender Eastern Germany
1o world capitalism’. Beria was shot,

Foreign policy is an extension of
domestic policy and in turn reacts back
on to domestic policy. In 1955 the
Soviet Union debated the Sixth Five
Year Plan, for 1956-60. At issue were
the relative merits of investing in heavy
and light industry, producer and con-
sumer goods, and the balance between
them. Prime Minister Malenkoy
favoured consumer industries and hous-
ing. The pro-consumer group hoped for
peaceful overtures to imperialism and a
slowing down of the arms race and
hence reduction in military spending.
The Red Army leadership and heads of
the planning agency, Gosplan, opposed
the consumer line. Future Soviet leader
Khrushchev wavered and then sided
with the Army and Gosplan. Malenkoy
resigned. The following day China indi-
cated its own opposition to imperialism
and decreed universal conscription.
Khrushchev became Party Secretary.

Since a Soviet debate on socialist
construction in the 1920s, the emphasis
had been placed on heavy industry as
the quickest way 10 build the economy
to catch up with capitalism and to pro-
duce the weapons to defend the socialist
state. Constant threats and war reduced
the resources available for use on con-
sumption, as imperialism intended.

At the Twentieth Congress of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union
(CPSU) in 1956, before an exclusively
Soviet audience, Khrushchev secretly
denounced Stalin. Khrushchev said that
Soviet foreign policy was based on the
Leninist principle of peaceful coexis-
tence and that because of the increased
strength  of socialism war between
imperialism and socialism was no
longer inevitable. Revolutions, he said,
could be achieved in non-violent ways.
Khruslichev also condemned the post-
Second World War Soviet deportations
of Chechen, Ingush and Kalmyk peo-
ples. Within a year the Chinese
Communist Party issued two publica-
tions rebutting Khrushchev's positions:
On the Historical Experiences of the
Dictatorship of the Proletariat and
More on the Historical Experiences of
the Dictatorship of the Proletarial. Mao
Zedong's 1957 speech On the Correct
Handling of Contradictions Amaong the
People and the launch of China's
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‘All people of the world unite, to over-
throw American imperialism, to over-
throw Soviet revisionism, to overthrow
the reactionaries of all nations!’

(Chinese poster, 1969)

Rectification Campaign against bureau-
cratism, sectarianism and subjectivism
were a radical critique of Soviet eco-
nomic management and methods of
government, but Mao did not criticise
Stalin by name.

In the Soviet Union in 1957, follow-
ing a debate with over 500,000 meet-
ings, 25 industrial ministries were abol-
ished and 92 Regional Councils estab-
lished. State management was to be
decentralised and state owned concems
put under the management of the
Regional Councils and allowed to trade
with each other directly or through the
Regional Councils, The Five Year Plan
was revised and the housing allocation
increased.

Despite the loss of approximately 25
million people killed in the war against
Nazism, and economic devastation, the
Soviet Union rebuill. In 1957 it
launched the first artificial satellite,
Sputnik 1. The Soviet Union had devel-
oped transcontinental missiles before
the US. In 1961 Yuri Gagarin made the
fist  manned space flight. For
Khrushchev and the Soviet leadership
the demonstration of Soviet military
capability increased the likelihood that
the imperialists would aceept détente,
diplomacy and peaceful relations, and
the status quo in Europe, Peace would
allow the Soviet Union and sociulist
camp Lo build their economies, raise liv-
ing standards and demonstrate to work-
ers in the capitalist countries the superi-
oty of socialism
~ When US President Eisenhower vis-
ited Rome in 1959 Ialian Communist
Party members chanted *We 100 like
lke'. Their leader Togliatti had told
them to drop the customary 'Y,

ankee, go
home’.

The Soviet Union sought 1o

align all communist parties behind its
diplomatic effort to reach détente with
imperialism. This fitted well with the
west European communist parties that
had made alliances with social demo-
cratic parties and hence imperialism and
were advocating, as the British Com-
munist Party did, the Parliamentary
Road to Socialism.

At a Moscow conference of 12 ruling
communist parties in November 1957
Mao attacked the Soviet interpretation
of peaceful coexistence. He said that
war between socialism and imperialism
was inevitable and that the peaceful
road to socialism was the exception and
not the rule. In April 1960, on the
ninetieth anniversary of Lenin’s birth,
the Soviet leadership presented Lenin
as the peacemaker while the Chinese
leadership had Lenin as the class war-
rior who insisted that war was
inevitable as long as imperialism sur-
vived. Khrushchev was soon to describe
Lenin’s positions as out of date in the
age ol nuclear weapons. In August 1960
the Soviet Union withdrew its techni-
cians from China and the following year
did the same to Albania that had sided
with China in the argument over
détente. A November 1960 Moscow
conlerence of the leaders of §1 commu-
nist parties saw the Chinese delegation
attacking the Soviet Union for underes
timating the potential for revolution in
Latin America, Alrica and Asia. The
Cuban Revolution triumphed in 1939
Chinese delegates accused the Soviets
ol curbing revolution, especially 0
Iraq, Algeria and India and of support-
ing anti-communist bourgeois leaders
like Qasim in Iraq, Nasser in Lgyph
Nehru in India and Sukhamo
Indonesia, The Soviet leadership argued
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‘If the road to Moscow lay through Managua,
Luanda and Kabul, we must recognise that the
abysmal capitulation of the anti-imperialist
movement in the capitalist heartlands has been
critical to imperialism’s ability to undermine the
Soviet Union and push China away from
internationalism and towards chauvinism.’

that the main form of the intemational
class struggle was between the Soviet
Union-led socialist camp and the US
and NATO.

At the Twenty Second Congress of
the CPSU in October 1961 Khrushchev
openly denounced Stalin and attacked
the Albanians. Zhou Enlai, head of the
Chinese delegation, condemned ‘any
one-sided censure of a fraternal party’
and laid a wreath on Stalin’s tomb.
Stalin's mummified remains were
removed from Red Square and statues
to him pulled down across much of the
Soviet Union, towns named afier Stalin
were re-named. The Soviet Union broke
off diplomatic relations with Albania in
December.

In 1963 the Sino-Soviet dispute came
into the open. The Chinese sent a letter
in June to the CPSU entitled A Proposal
Concemning the General Line of the
International Communist Movement.
The Soviets did not publish it and five
Chinese people who distributed the let-
ter inside the Soviet Union were
deported. Bilateral talks between the
CPSU and Chinese Communists in
Moscow coinci ith Soviet disar-
mament talks with the US and Britain,
also in Moscow. Afier a fortnight the
Chinese delegates Deng Tsiaoping and
Peng Chen left. Five days later the
Nuclear Test Ban Treaty was signed by
the US, Britain and Soviet Union ban-
ning all nuclear tests except those held
underground. China and France refused
to sign it. China called the Treaty a
‘dirty fraud' and an attempt by the US
and Soviet Union to maintain a nuclear
monopoly. China said it was a betrayal
of socialism and revealed that in 1959
the Soviet Union had broken an agree-
ment with China on sharing nuclear
technology. Khrushchev argued that
Lenin’s view that war was the inevitable
outcome of monopoly capitalism was
wrong.

Communists played leading roles in
the struggles of oppressed nations to rid
themselves of colonialism after World
War Two. For imperialism it was essen-
tial to prevent these nations joining the
socialist camp. The Sino-Soviet split
sowed confusion among anti-imperial-
ist forces.

Korea, Taiwan and Tibet

As US troops pushed north in Korea in
December 1950, China sent 180,000
volunteer soldiers to help drive them
back south of the 38th Parallel. This
was followed by further Chinese offen-
sives. In 1950 US President Truman
sent the US Fleet to protect Chiang Kai
Shek and the bourgeois nationalist
Kuomintang (KMT) on the island of
Taiwan, where they had fled from the
communists on China's mainland. The
KMT promised to re-conquer all of
China. Truman had acted without going
to the United Nations for permission. It
was later revealed that the US had
drawn up plans to nuclear bomb
Chinese cities. KMT forces launched
raids into China from Burma. In 1949
the US had announced it was ready to
recognise an independent Tibet. The
following year Chinese forces entered
Tibet to reunite it with China. When
China manoeuvred its troops 1o chal-
lenge part of the KMT-held territory

closest to the mainland in 1961 ﬁf‘ -
Soviet Union accused Mao of being

obsessed with Taiwan at the expense of
understanding the international situa-
tion and of ‘incitement to war’, For
China the issue of Tibet and Taiwan was
then and remains an internal Chinese
matter. In 1961 China was not prepared
to allow its strategic interests to take
second place to Soviet strategy and
diplomacy. As recently as 2005 a senior
Chinese general threatened (o use
nuclear weapons against the US if it
used weapons to defend Taiwan against
China.

Suez and the Middle East
With the US-encouraged move towards
decolonisation in the British and French
empires the Soviet Union sought, by
diplomatic means and with aid, to
increase its influence in the Middle
East. When Britain and France, assisted
by Israel, attacked Egypt in 1956 for
nationalising the Suez Canal Soviet
Foreign Minister Shepilov offered to
send volunteers to fight the invasion
armies. This greatly angered the US,
which, as the now dominant imperialist
power, was determined to enforce its
monopoly over the Middle East, at the
expense of Britain and France. Andrei
Gromyko replaced Shepilov for threat-
ening the détente.

On 14 July 1958 Generals Arif and
Qasim led the Supreme Commitiee of
Free . Officers in overthrowing the
British installed monarchy in Iraq. The
US responded by sending troops into
Lebanon, and Britain by despatching a
force to Jordan. In Moscow a few thou-
sand people demonstrated their opposi-
tion to the US and Britain but with no
Soviet leaders present. In Beijing over
one million people demonstrated with
gigantic meetings across  China
addressed by Communist Party leaders
and Arab envoys,

The biggest communist party in the
Middle East was in Irag. The Soviet
Union refused to support a communist
offensive in Iraq against the Qasim gov-
emment. As communist influence grew
in demonstrations against Qasim
between July 1958 and July 1959 the
Iragi Communist Party was told by the
Soviet Union to ally with the Qasim
government rather than oppose it, The
Soviet Union denounced the Iraqi
Communist Party for calling mass
demonstrations and allowing its ranks
to be ‘swamped by ultra-lefi extrem-
ists’. The Soviet leadership advised the

Iraqi Communist Party Central Com-
mittee to demote leaders guilty of these
‘deviations’ and to purge its ranks,
while acknowledging General Qasim as
the *national revolutionary leader’. The
instructions were carried out and the
Iraqi Central Committee published a
recantation. The Iraqi Communists
were humiliated. China criticised con-
tainment of the revolutionary forces,

In October 1959 Ba'ath Party assas-
sins attempted to kill Qasim, but they
failed. Their leader was Saddam
Hussein. By 1961 the Iraqi Communist
Party reported that 286 Party members
and supporters had been murdered and
thousands forced to flee their homes.
Ba'athists pushed the Communists off
the streets and in 1963 organised a mili-
tary coup against Qasim. There com-
menced the physical elimination of
Communists and their supporters, Lists
of names of people to be killed were sup-
plied to the Ba'athists by the US CIA.

The Algerian independence struggle
took to arms in 1954, In 1959 China
recognised the Provisional Algerian

govemnment fighting French colonial-
ism, but the Soviet Union did not. The

leader of the Provisional government
was invited to Beijing in 1961,
Khrushchev called on the French peo-
ple to support French President General
de Gaulle and on the Algerians to nego-
tiate with his govemment. At one point
the French Communist Party, allied
with the Soviet Union, said the national
resistance, the FLN, were ‘paid Nazi
agitators’ and called for ‘the ringleaders
to be shot’. They later adjusted their
position to call for peace, but refused to
support the FLN.

India

With Tibet administered as part of
China a Sino-Indian border dispute
arose. In 1959 the Soviet Union adopted
a neutral position and said the issue was
a matter of ‘regret’. China later stated
that this was the first example of open
criticism of one Communist Party by
another. The Indian govemment used
the dispute to justify the disbandment of
the communist government in Kerala
state and as part of its drive against the
Indian Communist Party. The Chinese
opposed the disbanding of the commu-
nist govermment in Kerala and saw
Khrushchey’s ‘impartial appeal’ as
acquiescence in the Indian govemn-
ment’s anti-communist drive. In August
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1962 China announced that the Soviet
Union had provided India with military
aircraft. Two months later the Sino-
Indian war was waged. Subsequently,
Indian communists split along pro-
Soviet and pro-China lines. Many of the
pro-Chinese leaders were imprisoned.

Cuba

On 22 October 1962 US President
Kennedy announced a blockade of
Cuba and further action if Soviet mis-
siles were not removed from the island.
After a week when the world looked to
be on the brink of nuclear war Khrush-
chev accepted Kennedy's demand in
return for a US promise that it would
not invade Cuba. The US also removed
nuclear missiles from Turkey. Khrush-
chev’s critics said that Kennedy's prom-
ise was worth about as much as Hitler’s
assurances over respecting the inde-
pendence of Czechoslovakia.

China's leadership viewed the
Soviets as both too adventurous and too
timid, of being confused, vacillating
and of appeasing imperialism, China’s
The Peoples Daily said ‘some peo-
ple...have been guilty of a double error,
first the emror of recklessness because
they use nuclear weapons as a means of
retaliation or deterrence, which socialist
countries have no need to do at all; and
then of the error of defeatism, when,
veering from one extreme to another,
they succumb to the imperialists’ atom-
ic blackmail and rush to capitulate.’
Mocking one of Mao’s aphorisms
Khrushchev retorted ‘The paper tiger of
American imperialism has nuclear
teeth.’

Vietnam

Communist-led Vietnamese forces de-
feated French colonial occupation for-
ces at Dien Bien Phu in May 1954.
There followed a Geneva Conference
on Indo-China at which an armistice
was signed agreeing the 17th parallel as
a demarcation line between the North

and the South. North Vietnamese forces
would withdraw from Cambodia and
Laos and France would be allowed to
move its forces into these countries.
Elections were scheduled for Vietnam.
China and the Soviet Union approved
the Geneva agreement. The US then set
up the Ngo Dinh Diem regime in the
South, in violation of the agreement, so
preventing the elections.

With the US puppet regime in the
South in danger of collapsing to the
patriotic Vietnamese forces the US
engineered the Gulf of Tonkin incident
in August 1964 when it claimed North
Vietnamese torpedo boats had fired on
US Navy destroyers. The US acceler-
ated the drive to war and commenced
bombing North Vietnam, On 15 Octo-
ber the Soviet Union announced that
Khrushchev had been released from his
state and party posts. The next day
China announced its first atomic test
explosion. Khrushchev’s roles were
filled by Brezhnev and Kosygin. Kosy-
gin visited Hanoi, Beijing and Pyong-
yang but was unable (o reach agreement
with the Chinese leadership, who spoke
of ‘Khrushchevism without Khrush-
chev'. China said Soviet appeasement
had encouraged the US to attack
Vietnam and accused the Soviets of
being mean with aid to Vietnam. The
Soviets accused China of preventing a
united front against imperialism in sup-
port of Vietnam and of preventing aid
reaching Vietnam. Unlike with Korea,
there were no battalions of Chinese vol-
unteers crossing the border to fight with
the Vietnamese, In 1974 China invaded
and captured the Paracel Islands in the
South China Sea from Vietnam. China’s
national self-interest prevailed over
internationalism and  solidarity with
Vietnam that was continuing to fight for
national reunification.

Cambodia

With the victory of the Vietnamese peo-
ple and defeat of imperialism in Indo-
China the Khmer Rouge or Communist
Party of Kampuchea took power in
Cambodia in 1975, The Khmer Rouge
claimed large parts of Vietnam's terri-
tory and their troops invaded Vietnam
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in 1977. In January 1979 a joint Cam-
bodian and Vietnamese force removed
the murderous Khmer Rouge govern-
ment. It had killed between 1.5 and 2
million Cambodians, around 20% of the
population. A month after the Vietnam-
ese troops entered Cambodia China
invaded Vietnam across 1ts northern
border to ‘teach it a lesson’. China con-
sidered the Khmer Rouge to be a strate-
gic ally and Vietnam to be allied with
the Soviet Union. China described Viet-
nam as ‘the aggressor’ in Cambodia.
China’s invasion of Vietnam must rank
among the most squalid acts of a com-
munist party-led government. Chinese
chauvinism was in command. Revolu-
tionary Vietnamese forces drove the
Chinese invaders back into China.
Britain and the US continued to recog-
nise the Khmer Rouge as the govemment
of Cambodia.

Chinese chauvinism

The Sino-Soviet split was a factor in
imperialism’s calculations over waging
the Vietnam war and it prolonged that
war. Imperialism was swift to exploit
the division and try to widen the breach
between the two socialist states. When
the breach became official in 1963
France gave full diplomatic recognition
10 China in 1964, the first of the imperi-
alist powers to do so. China responded
by taking the position that the Soviet
Union should not seek agreements with
the US, but instead seek out ‘contradic-
tions in the imperialist camp’, and try to
break France, Britain and Japan from
the US. The Chinese communists devel-
oped a theory of Soviet social imperial-
ism, which they said was as big a threat
to the world’s workers as imperialism.

In 1971 China replaced Taiwan at the
United Nations, The US recognised the
advantages of not using its Security
Council veto. There was what was
called ‘ping pong diplomacy’ with a
Chinese table tennis team visiting the
US in 1971. US President Nixon visited
China and met Mao in 1972. By this
time China would support any forces
that pronounced themselves ani-Soviet
and there were reports in the 1980s of
China sharing intelligence with the US,
over Afghanistan for example.

If the road to Moscow lay through
Managua, Luanda and Kabul, we must
recognise that the abysmal capitulation
of the anti-imperialist movement in the
capitalist heartlands has been critical to
imperialism’s ability to undermine the
Soviet Union and push China away
from internationalism and towards
chauvinism. In Central and South
America, in Africa, the Middle East and
Asia the imperialist countries were
united in their fight against the libera-
tion movements of the poor and
oppressed. In Britain it has been the
Labour Party and Labour governments
that defended apartheid in South Africa
at the United Nations, that has sup-
ported and presided over repeated
British military expeditions to the
Middle East, Malaysia, Indonesia and
50 on. Soviet efforts at détente failed to
prevent the US from increasing military
spending in an effort to break the Soviet
Union. Whatever the ideological fail-
ings of the Soviet and Chinese leader-
ships the weakness of the socialist
movement in the imperialist counties
has been a dominant factor in the global
balance of class forces, allowing the
capitalist ruling classes to tum back the
march to socialism in China and the
Soviet Union. Only with the US peo-
ple’s opposition to their state in the
Vietnam war, led by the US’s black peo-
ple, did a real challenge to the imperial-
ist ruling classes emerge at home.

The Sino-Soviet dispute and the con-
sequent division of the socialist camp
undermined the resistance to imperial-
ism in the oppressed nations and
ultimately contributed 10 the downfall
of the Soviet Union and the transforma-
tion of China from socialism to capital-
ism. |

A fulure FRFI article will analyse the changing
relationship between China and imperialism
today.
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‘By freedom is
meant, under the
present bourgeois
conditions of
production, free
trade, free selling
and buying.’

Communist Manifesto

The US bourgeoisie is not sure what to do about
the mess it has got itself into. The Clinton
Administration of 1992-2000 laid the groundwork:
destroyed almost the entire welfare system in the
US, helped organize the brutal and rapacious
process of primitive accumulation in the ex-
socialist countries, consolidated various
important trade measures, slimmed down the US
military, initiated the reactionary ‘peace process’
in the Middle East and modernized infrastructure
needed for the ‘globalisation’ undertaken by US
imperialism. Clinton sowed the seeds, but the
ruling class needed a more aggressive crew to do
the reaping and harvesting. Our US correspondent

STEVE PALMER reports.

hat it got is the present
gang of liars, swindlers,
cut-throats, bullies and
thieves. Sworn to defend
the US Constitution, they
shred it clause by clause. Professing
patriotism, they betray the mass of the
US people day after day. In the name
of ‘democracy’, ‘peace’ and ‘free-
dom’, they spread tyranny, torture and
repression wherever they strut.

‘What frightens the bourgeoisie is
these hoods’ dogmatism, inflexibility
and greed. They behave like juvenile
delinquents. They took the Army out
for a long drive and practically wre-
cked it: it’ll be years before it’s ready
to fight another serious war. They
snatched the family credit card and
went on a wild spending spree, run-
ning up the massive national debt to
dangerous levels. They line their poc-
kets at every opportunity and raid the
budget on any pretext. They’re locked
into a war they did not need, do not
understand and cannot escape. They’re
replacing science, critical to capitalist
wealth and domination, with mystical
nonsense: global warming is a liberal
myth; an ‘Intelligent Designer’ threw
the world together in a few millennia.
Soon it’ll be a flat earth and a moon
made of cheese. They’re hopelessly
inept organizers, leaving millions dev-
astated, floundering and helpless in
the wake of Hurricane Katrina. With
the appointment of the utterly reac-
tionary Judge Alito to the Supreme
Court their grip on executive, legisla-
tive and judicial power in Washington
is total.

The United States was not always a
bastion of reaction. On the contrary:
the American Revolution in the 18th
century was the first modern national

ation struggle: the 13 North Am-

them-

destructive of these ends, it is the
Right of the People to alter or to abol-
ish it, and to institute new Govern-
ment... Prudence, indeed, will dictate
that Governments long established
should not be changed for light and
transient causes..But when a long
train of abuses and usurpations, pur-
suing invariably the same Object
evinces a design to reduce them under
absolute Despotism, it is their right, it
is their duty, to throw off such
Government, and to provide new
Guards for their future security.”
US Declaration of Independence,
4 July, 1776

It was not only ‘the Right of the
People’, but also ‘their duty’ to wage
revolution to end abuses and usurpa-
tions.

Barely had the ink dried on that
historic parchment before the US
bourgeoisie was reneging on its pro-
gressive vision. Having taken power
from the English ruling class in 1783,
it faced challenges from its subjects.
Farmers protested against their indebt-
edness, culminating in an armed ris-
ing: ‘Shay’s Rebellion’ in 1786.

The US bourgeoisie consolidated
its power throughout the 13 States by
uniting them under a Constitution.
James Madison, ‘Father of the Consti-
tution’ wamed in the The Federalist,
No 10, in 1788, of the dangers of ‘the
mischiefs of faction’ — basically, class
conflict. Inherent inequalities in facul-
ties between men determine the distri-
bution of property ‘and divide them
into different classes’ and interests.
Since the inherent causes of class war
— private property — could not be rem-
oved, ‘relief is only to be sought in the
means of controlling its effects’, wrote
Madison: ‘the protection of different and

tives of the people, will be more con-
sonant to the public good than if pro-
nounced by the people themselves’.

A representative republic of ‘proper
guardians of the public weal’ would
ensure that ‘a rage for...an abolition of
debts, for an equal division of prop-
erty, or for any other improper or wick-
ed project, will be less apt to pervade
the whole body of the Union’. Repre-
sentative, indirect democracy, argued
Madison, would protect private pro-
perty from the ‘the secret wishes of an
unjust and interested majority’.

The entire Constitution is archi-
tected along these lines: the President
was indirectly elected, via an ‘Elec-
toral College’; the Senate appointed
by the States, and the Supreme Court
appointed by the President. Only the
House of Representatives was directly
elected. States already had property
restrictions on voters. Consequently,
women, black people, propertyless
men and Native Americans on tribal
land were voteless in the new Re-
public. A 20-year prohibition on
immigration restriction was a typi-
cally genteel way of preserving the
slave trade without saying so. African
Americans — predominantly slaves and

Scraping the bottom of the barrel

described as ‘all other Persons’ — only
counted as three-fifths of a white man
in the Constitution of the new United
States, And so on.

The Bill of Rights — the ten amend-
ments which guarantee individual
rights, such as freedom of speech, the
right to bear arms, freedom from arbi-
trary imprisonment — was only intro-
duced as an afterthought, after the
Constitution was finished, when it
became clear to Madison that full rati-
fication of the Constitution could fail

- without it.
- Inshort, in various ways, big and

US revolutionary democracy

struggle.

ar of 1861-65 was
e the slaves but a
very with wage-
thern states were the
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and free labour to increase profits and
accumulate capital; the Southern
states sheltered the sluggish and
extensive system of plantation slavery
which could only lazily increase
wealth by sprawling its plantations
westward and enslaving more labour.
Western expansion from the eastern
seaboard was underway; despite its
economic power, the Northern bour-
geoisie’s grip on political power was
still feeble; the Southern states
seceded and a fight to the death be-
tween the two systems was inevitable.
Freedom for slaves was simply a by-
product of the struggle for freedom for
capital. As President Lincoln wrote to
Horace Greeley:
‘My paramount object in this
struggle is to save the Union, and is
not either to save or destroy
Slavery. If I could save the Union
without freeing any slave, T would
do it’. (22 August 1862)
Even the emancipation of slaves was
only intended as a tactical threat to
pressure the rebellious Southern

Confederate states back into the Uni-
on: freedom for slaves was to be con-
fined solely to those States still in
rebellion against the Union after 100

Between 1956 and 1971, the FBI
operated the COINTELPRO operation
to spy on the Black Panthers and other
progressives and engage in provoca-
tions. The US bourgeoisie only con-
ceded civil rights to African
Americans in the 1960s when they
were afraid of black rebellion and
insurrection in their cities. And so on
and so forth down to the so-called
PATRIOT Act, terrorising legislation
which limits countless rights enjoyed
by US citizens, and the vast surveil-
lance operation conducted by the
National Security Agency against mil-
lions of US citizens.

The behaviour of the Bush admin-
istration keeps creating new problems
for the bourgeoisie and undermines
its legitimacy. What is special is the
degree of lying, incompetence and
cronyism and the elevation of con-
tempt for the law to a principle. Every
week there are fresh outrages: torture,
violations of freedoms guaranteed by
the Constitution, the ‘outing’ of a CIA
agent for political reasons. Currently
it’s internal surveillance by the Nat-
ional Security Agency, bribery by
lobbyists and bringing the Supreme
Court under conservative control,

days had elapsed. The Civil War was
about ensuring that US capital could
maintain expansion without obstruc-
tion,

Any time the ruling class has
thought itself to be under threat, it has
thrown the Bill of Rights into the trash
can. The Espionage Act of 1917 was
used to criminalize opposition to the
First World War and imprison social-
ists, including Eugene Debs, the
founder of the Industrial Workers of
the World — the Wobblies. When some
anarchists bombed the home of the
Attorney General A Mitchell Palmer
in June 1919, he rounded up thou-
sands of immigrants who were beaten
and forced to sign false confessions.
The. 1_940 Smith Act was used in 1949
to jail members of the Communist
Party. President Roosevelt authorised
the internment of 110,000 people of
Japanese descent during World War
11, most of them US citizens, During
the Cold War, Senator McCarthy's
House Un-American Activities Com-
mittee hounded Communists and pro-
gressives for their views, jailed them
and had them blacklisted from Jjobs.

threatening abortion rights, civil lib-
erties and any legal redress against
capital. Next month, it'll be some-
thing else.

: The Democrats whine and indulge
in  hair-splitting  arguments about
whether the next outrage is legal or
not. But what else can they do?
They're part of the same ruling class
They know that they would have done
the same things, except a little more
politely and diplomatically.

: Clearly, with the Bush administra-
tion, the ruling class scraped the bot-
tom of the barrel for someone to take
care of business. The problem isn't
li:ne legality or illegality of the poli-
cies, whether they are carried out
crpdcly_' or with finesse or ‘without
alienating allies’: there just isn’t much
left in the barrel to choose from. The
us ruling class has been in steady
dcc!lnu and is approaching its final
nn.dlr.. The exhaustion of its historic
mission is measured by its inability to
glu anything but to try to delay the
inevitable crisis, that moment when
We are again duty-bound 1o exercise
our revolutionary right. =



The December
elections and the
struggle for socialism

The 4 December National Assembly elections saw
President Chavez's party, the Movement for the Fifth
Republic (MVR), win 114 of the 167 seats. Previously it
held 89 seats. This remarkable victory means that for
the next five years the MVR has slightly more than the
two-thirds majority needed to make constitutional
amendments and key appointments. It has never been
in this position before. In addition its allies For Social
Democracy took 15 seats, the PPT (Fatherland for All)
11, MEP (The People’s Electoral Movement) 11, the
Communist Party 8, and the Venezuelan People’s Union
8 seats. ALVARO MICHAELS reports.

e enfeebled opposition par-
ties boycotted the elections at
the last moment in the hope of
painting the government as an
undemocratic mono-party, and

to disguise their own hopeless position.
556 of the 5,500 candidates thus with-
drew. This delayed the opening of
many voting centres as staff in upper-
middle class neighbourhoods did not
show up. The final turnout was
reduced to 25% (3.67 million votes),
compared to 56% in 2000. Bad wea-
ther and the expected government suc-
cess undoubtedly reduced the turnout.
Despite observers from the Organi-
sation of American States and EU giv-
ing the election a clean bill of health,
the US State Department said that the
results showed a “broad lack of confi-
dence in the impartiality and trans-
parency’ of the process. Yet 22% of
registered voters supported the MVR.
In the 1998 parliamentary elections
the utterly corrupt Democratic Action
won with votes from only 11.24% of
those registered, and was congratu-

lated by Washington. So much for
Washington’s stinking hypocrisy! As
real economic democracy grows in
Venezuela, US imperialism can only
become more desperate — and more
violent. Before the election an attempt
was made to sabotage an oil pipeline.
After the election, on 22 January, a
shoebox bomb was found at a Caracas
metro station whilst a frustrated oppo-
sition demonstration of 120,000 took
place. Anti-Chavez terrorists continue
to train openly in Florida.

Yictory for the MVR

Political and military power is clearly
in the hands of a revolutionary nat-
ional movement, whilst much of the
economy, including the media, lies in
the hands of its opponents. This is a
condition of dual power. Venezuela
remains incorporated economically
into the global imperialist system. The
challenge for the government is to
transform the economic process, dis-
place the reactionary profit motive
and replace it with a transparent, regu-
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to the harsh conditions... previously Imposed on them’

lated economy, expressing the values
of the majority.

The driving energy of the Vene-
zuelan revolution is that of the poor
who constantly demand solutions to
the harsh conditions — poverty, illiter-
acy, education, poor health — previ-
ously imposed upon them. Occupation
of buildings in central Caracas by the
poor, displaced by mudslides at the
turn of this year, show both their com-
bativity and the urgency of the hous-
ing situation. Mayor Barreto, sup-
ported by the president of the
Supreme Court, issued a decree to per-
mit occupation of 13 buildings saying,
‘It cannot be that one person has 6, 8,
10, 15 buildings. .. while there are tens
of thousands of citizens who have no
property.” Popular legislation for the
expropriation of abandoned property
is in preparation and 92 buildings are
now targetted in Caracas.

Criticism by the Comptroller
General, the Attorney General and the
Ombudsman of Mayor Barreto’s state-
ments show nervousness in sections of
the government confronted with reac-
tionary press attacks on squatters’
actions. Yet there is no realistic long-
term alternative to extensive and sys-
tematic political and economic dem-
ocracy. The new parliamentary position
should allow quicker progress in trans-
forming the country.

Nepal

King struggles to keep

The recent ceasefire in Nepal has ended as a result of increasing attacks
by the Royal Nepalese Army (RNA). The People’s Liberation Army, under the
political direction of the Communist Party of Nepal (Maoist), had
responded by intensifying missions against the police and security forces.
On 15 January 12 policemen were killed in an attack on two police posts
and six RNA soldiers were killed in a battle close to the strategically impor-

tant Kathmandu valley.

These actions in the countryside have
come against a backdrop of closer
unity between the countryside insur-
gents and the city-based political par-
ties (see FRFI 188). The Seven Party
Alliance has called for a boycott of
municipal elections announced by
King Gyanendra for February, Nearly
all of Nepal’s political parties oppose

holding the polls because they con-
sider local conditions do not permit

few to demonstrate against Gyanendra;
an estimated 260 people were arrested.
In Delhi US Under-Secretary of
State Nicholas Burns reiterated impe-
rialism’s concerns at the King's
refusal to enter the political process; it

i
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fears that he will isolate himself and
leave the door open for revolutionary
forces. Britain and India, who main-
tain an arms embargo on Nepal, hop-
ing that this will twist Gyanendra’s
arm, echoed this. China has taken over
supplying the ruthless RNA and it is
this military backing which has allo-
wed the King to ignore calls for a
change in tack. But with an increasing
and unified insurgency it is a luxury
that he may not have for long. Watch
this space.

Andrew Alexander

The process of building
socialism

Bowing to imperialism’s demands
Venezuela suffered a 35% decline in
per capita income between 1970 and
1998. Venezuela has reversed this de-
cline. From 1999-2001 poverty
dropped from 49% to 39% of the popu-
lation. Despite the managers’ 2002-03
oil strike, it has fallen further to 35%.
Critical poverty, where basic needs
can't be met, has fallen from 18% to
10%. The growth rate in 2005 was well
over 7% and unemployment dropped
below 9%. The 2006 budget allocates
41% for social projects based on a con-
servative $26 per barrel of oil with a
stable foreign exchange rate.

Ministries are now forced to work
in new ways and new ministries have
been created (see FRFI 181). Venez-
uela, with oil, has the resources to
speed changes. It must manage this
asset with great care. Instead of im-
porting every item in exchange for oil,
the government is intent on manufac-
turing products in Venezuela; inc-
reasing economic security and provid-
ing work for as many people as
possible. Thus the government aims
to promote about 50,000 cooperatives
to generate employment. The Wo-
men’s Bank and the Economic and
Social Development Bank provide
micro-credit and cheap loans to small
enterprises. They are not banks in the
capitalist sense, but the means to cre-
ate new self-confident producer units,
working in accordance to local com-
mittees. Bolivarian Circles, with two
million members, initially set up
against counter-revolutionary coup
attempts, and the independent elec-
toral organisations (La Unidad de
Batalla Electoral or UBE), established
to fight the opposition during the
2004 recall referendum, now work in
local social programmes. Local gov-
ernment is being redesigned on a new
democratic basis. Part of this
revolutionary redefinition of democ-
racy is the funding of community
organisations such as the ‘Organi-
zaciones  Comunitario  Viviendo’
(Community Living Organisations),
the most local level of community net-
works at the centre of the Bolivarian

revolution’s decentralisation project.

President Chavez has said, ‘There
can be no revolution without revolu-
tionary ideology. .. Capitalism is a per-
verse model, a dictatorship that does
not lead to real democracy...with
socialism there is authentic democ-
racy...capilalism will never solve the
problem of unemployment.’

Workers’ co-management
Legislation before the National
Assembly calls for worker co-man-
agement in any private firm receiving
state subsidies. Chavez has invited all
industries in Venezuela that are not
functioning 100% to work with the
government to increase production,
and will provide the funding if work-
ers are part of the management.
Abandoned or unused industry is to be
expropriated. More than 700 closed
enterprises are being assessed for exp-
ropriation to establish co-management
regimes. The owners and workers in
155 of these are now committed to co-
management. The aim, Chavez said, is
to move from a revolutionary democ-
racy to socialism.

In October 2005 a National
Gathering of Workers Towards the
Recovery of Companies was held. Mi-
nister of Labour Maria Cristina Iglesias
said that when workers occupy aban-
doned factories and try to restart pro-
duction, their actions should be seen
not ‘as a problem, but rather as a solu-
tion to a problem’. Workers must exc-
hange experiences and draw political
conclusions, link up and discuss how
to support similar struggles. She also
explained how this struggle of compa-
nies recovered by workers is linked to
‘what has always been our goal: that
the workers run production and that
the governments are also run by the
workers’.

International relations
Venezuela’s govemnment is working to
transform its international relations to
reduce its ties to the US. A new refin-
ery is to be built in Brazil, opening in
2011, to process heavy crude oil from
the Orinoco basin and Brazil’s off-
shore fields, for South American con-
sumers. Other recent investment deals
have been signed with Russian, Italian,
French and Spanish companies.
Venezuela increased its oil ship-

ments to the US by 1.2m barrels after
Hurricane Katrina, to help meet the
people’s needs. Venezuela’s US oil
company, Citgo, provided medical,
food and water assistance to thou-
sands of people in Louisiana and
Texas. It also provided 55,000 poor
families with winter fuel at 40% dis-
count. This has divided the US Ad-
ministration and is creating support
amongst US workers, exposing the
class-ridden nature of US capitalism.
In return, the US has tried to block
Venezuelan purchases of military
training aircraft from Brazil, and boats
from Spain, which has rejected this
obstruction, again setting European
against US imperialism.

Chile Bachelet victorious

In a straight fight against the right
wing  multi-millionaire  candidate
Sebastian Pinera, Michelle Bachelet
of the Socialist Party took 53% of the
national vote on 15 January to become
Chile’s first woman President. She
stood on a platform of workers’ and
indigenous rights, calling for a reform
of the state welfare system and the pri-
vatised pension scheme. Whether in
practice she is any diffecent from her
ocialist Party predecessor Ricardo
A0S remains to be seen. Lagos pur-
sued an aggressive neo-liberal policy
rivatisation; that Chile's economy
continued to expand was mainly due
ising copper prices and rising
d for its agricultural exports,
tically, Lagos had sought to dis-
¢ Chile from Venezuela and Cuba.

Yet in 2003 it refused to support the
US in the Security Council over the
invasion of Iraq and its UN offices
were amongst those that the US
bugged in an effort to obtain advance
information about their voting inten-
tions. It subsequently refused to send
troops to Iraq. In 2005, it nominated
former foreign minister Jose Miguel
Insulza as candidate for Secretary
General of the Organisation of
American States (OAS) against the
US’s lavoured candidate, Luis Ernesto
Derbez ol Mexico. Insulza won the
election, the first time the US’s candi-
date  had lost. Whatever policy
Bachelet follows internally, it is likely
that Chile will follow an increasingly
independent path intermationally.
Robert Clough
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Venezuela

The December
elections and the
struggle for socialism

The 4 December National Assembly elections saw
President Chavez's party, the Movement for the Fifth
Republic (MVR), win 114 of the 167 seats. Previously it
held 89 seats. This remarkable victory means that for
the next five years the MVR has slightly more than the
two-thirds majority needed to make constitutional
amendments and key appeointments. It has never been
in this position before. In addition its allies For Social
Democracy took 15 seats, the PPT (Fatherland for All)
11, MEP (The People’s Electoral Movement) 11, the
Communist Party 8, and the Venezuelan People’s Union
8 seats. ALVARO MICHAELS reports.

e enfeebled opposition par-
ties boycotted the elections at
the last moment in the hope of
painting the government as an
undemocratic mono-party, and

to disguise their own hopeless position.
556 of the 5,500 candidates thus with-
drew. This delayed the opening of
many voting centres as staff in upper-
middle class neighbourhoods did not
show up. The final tumout was
reduced to 25% (3.67 million votes),
compared to 56% in 2000. Bad wea-
ther and the expected government suc-
cess undoubtedly reduced the turnout.
Despite observers from the Organi-
sation of American States and EU giv-
ing the election a clean bill of health,
the US State Department said that the
results showed a ‘broad lack of confi-
dence in the impartiality and trans-
parency’ of the process. Yet 22% of
registered voters supported the MVR.
In the 1998 parliamentary elections
the utterly corrupt Democratic Action
won with votes from only 11.24% of
those registered, and was congratu-

lated by Washington. So much for
‘Washington’s stinking hypocrisy! As
real economic democracy grows in
Venezuela, US imperialism can only
become more desperate — and more
violent. Before the election an attempt
was made to sabotage an oil pipeline.
After the election, on 22 January, a
shoebox bomb was found at a Caracas
metro station whilst a frustrated oppo-
sition demonstration of 120,000 took
place. Anti-Chavez terrorists continue
to train openly in Florida.

Victory for the MVR

Political and military power is clearly
in the hands of a revolutionary nat-
ional movement, whilst much of the
economy, including the media, lies in
the hands of its opponents. This is a
condition of dual power. Venezuela
remains incorporated economically
into the global imperialist system. The
challenge for the government is to
transform the economic process, dis-
place the reactionary profit motive
and replace it with a transparent, regu-
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‘The driving energy of the Venezuelan revolution is that of the poor who demand solutions
to the harsh conditions... previously imposed on them'

lated economy, expressing the values
of the majority.

The driving energy of the Vene-
zuelan revolution is that of the poor
who constantly demand solutions to
the harsh conditions — poverty, illiter-
acy, education, poor health — previ-
ously imposed upon them. Occupation
of buildings in central Caracas by the
poor, displaced by mudslides at the
turn of this year, show both their com-
bativity and the urgency of the hous-
ing situation. Mayor Barreto, sup-
ported by the president of the
Supreme Court, issued a decree to per-
mit occupation of 13 buildings saying,
‘It cannot be that one person has 6, 8,
10, 15 buildings...while there are tens
of thousands of citizens who have no
property.’ Popular legislation for the
expropriation of abandoned property
is in preparation and 92 buildings are
now targetted in Caracas.

Criticism by the Comptroller
General, the Attorney General and the
Ombudsman of Mayor Barreto’s state-
ments show nervousness in sections of
the government confronted with reac-
tionary press attacks on squatters’
actions. Yet there is no realistic long-
term alternative to extensive and sys-
tematic political and economic dem-
ocracy. The new parliamentary position
should allow quicker progress in trans-
forming the country.

Nepal

King struggles to keep

The recent ceasefire in Nepal has ended as a result of increasing attacks
by the Royal Nepalese Army (RNA). The People's Liberation Army, under the
political direction of the Communist Party of Nepal (Maoist), had
responded by intensifying missions against the police and security forces.
On 15 January 12 policemen were Killed in an attack on two police posts
and six RNA soldiers were killed in a battle close to the strategically impor-

tant Kathmandu valley.

These actions in the countryside have
come against a backdrop of closer
unity between the countryside insur-
gents and the city-based political par-
ties (see FRFI 188). The Seven Party
Alliance has called for a boycott of
municipal elections announced by

Nearly

few to demonstrate against Gyanendra;
an estimated 260 people were arrested.
In Delhi US Under-Secretary of
State Nicholas Burns reiterated impe-
rialism’s concerns at the King’s
refusal to enter the political process; it

control

fears that he will isolate himself and
leave the door open for revolutionary
forces. Britain and India, who main-
tain an arms embargo on Nepal, hop-
ing that this will twist Gyanendra’s
arm, echoed this. China has taken over
supplying the ruthless RNA and it is
this military backing which has allo-
wed the King to ignore calls for a
change in tack. But with an increasing
and unified insurgency it is a luxury
that he may not have for long. Watch
this space.

Andrew Alexander

The process of building
socialism

Bowing to imperialism’s demands
Venezuela suffered a 35% decline in
per capita income between 1970 and
1998. Venezuela has reversed this de-
cline. From 1999-2001 poverty
dropped from 49% to 39% of the popu-
lation. Despite the managers’ 2002-03
oil strike, it has fallen further to 35%.
Critical poverty, where basic needs
can’t be met, has fallen from 18% to
10%. The growth rate in 2005 was well
over 7% and unemployment dropped
below 9%. The 2006 budget allocates
41% for social projects based on a con-
servative $26 per barrel of oil with a
stable foreign exchange rate.

Ministries are now forced to work
in new ways and new ministries have
been created (see FRFI 181). Venez-
uela, with oil, has the resources to
speed changes. It must manage this
asset with great care. Instead of im-
porting every item in exchange for oil,
the government is intent on manufac-
turing products in Venezuela; inc-
reasing economic security and provid-
ing work for as many people as
possible. Thus the government aims
to promote about 50,000 cooperatives
to generate employment. The Wo-
men’s Bank and the Economic and
Social Development Bank provide
micro-credit and cheap loans to small
enterprises. They are not banks in the
capitalist sense, but the means to cre-
ate new self-confident producer units,
working in accordance to local com-
mittees. Bolivarian Circles, with two
million members, initially set up
against counter-revolutionary coup
attempts, and the independent elec-
toral organisations (La Unidad de
Batalla Electoral or UBE), established
to fight the opposition during the
2004 recall referendum, now work in
local social programmes. Local gov-
ernment is being redesigned on a new
demacratic  basis. Part of this
revolutionary redefinition of democ-
racy is the funding of community
organisations such as the ‘Organi-
zaciones  Comunitario  Viviendo’
(Community Living Organisations),
the most local level of community net-
works at the centre of the Bolivarian

revolution’s decentralisation project.

President Chavez has said, ‘There
can be no revolution without revolu-
tionary ideology...Capitalism is a per-
verse model, a dictatorship that does
not lead to real democracy...with
socialism there is authentic democ-
racy...capitalism will never solve the
problem of unemployment.’

Workers’ co-management
Legislation before the National
Assembly calls for worker co-man-
agement in any private firm receiving
state subsidies. Chavez has invited all
industries in Venezuela that are not
functioning 100% to work with the
government to increase production,
and will provide the funding if work-
ers are part of the management.
Abandoned or unused industry is to be
expropriated. More than 700 closed
enterprises are being assessed for exp-
ropriation to establish co-management
regimes. The owners and workers in
155 of these are now committed to co-
management. The aim, Chavez said, is
to move from a revolutionary democ-
racy to socialism.

In October 2005 a National
Gathering of Workers Towards the
Recovery of Companies was held. Mi-
nister of Labour Maria Cristina Iglesias
said that when workers occupy aban-
doned factories and try to restart pro-
duction, their actions should be seen
not ‘as a problem, but rather as a solu-
tion to a problem’. Workers must exc-
hange experiences and draw political
conclusions, link up and discuss how
to support similar struggles. She also
explained how this struggle of compa-
nies recovered by workers is linked to
‘what has always been our goal: that
the workers run production and that
the governments are also run by the
workers’.

International relations
Venezuela’s government is working to
transform its international relations to
reduce its ties to the US. A new refin-
ery is to be built in Brazil, opening in
2011, to process heavy crude oil from
the Orinoco basin and Brazil’s off-
shore fields, for South American con-
sumers. Other recent investment deals
have been signed with Russian, Italian,
French and Spanish companies.

Venezuela increased its oil ship-
ments to the US by 1.2m barrels afier
Hurricane Katrina, to help meet the
people’s needs. Venezuela’s US oil
company, Citgo, provided medical,
food and water assistance to thou-
sands of people in Louisiana and
Texas. It also provided 55,000 poor
families with winter fuel at 40% dis-
count. This has divided the US Ad-
ministration and is creating support
amongst US workers, exposing the
class-ridden nature of US capitalism.
In return, the US has tried to block
Venezuelan purchases of military
training aircraft from Brazil, and boats
from Spain, which has rejected this
obstruction, again setting European
against US imperialism.

In a straight fight against the right
wing multi-millionaire  candidate
Sebastian Pinera, Michelle Bachelet
of the Socialist Party took 53% of the
national vote on |5 January to become
Chile's first woman President. She
stood on a platform of workers’ and
indigenous rights, calling for a reform
of the state welfare system and the pri-
vatised pension scheme. Whether in
practice she is any dilterent from her
Socialist Party predecessor Ricardo
Lagos remains to be seen, Lagos pur-
sued an aggressive neo-liberal policy
_of privatisation; that Chile’s economy
continued (o expand was mainly due
to rising copper prices and rising
demand for its agricultural exports,
Politically, Lagos had sought (o dis-

tance Chile from Venezuela and Cuba,

Chile Bachelet victorious

Yet in 2003 it refused to support the
US in the Security Council over the
invasion of lraq and its UN olfices
were amongst those that the US
bugged in an eflort to obtain advance
information about their voting inten-
tions, It subsequently refused to send
troops o Iraq. In 2003, it nominated
former foreign minister Jose Miguel
Insulza as candidate for Secretary
General of the Organisation of
American States (OAS) against the
US’s favoured candidate, Luis Ernesto
Derbez of Mexico. Insulza won the
clection, the first time the US’s candi-
date had lost. Whatever policy
Bachelet follows internally, it is likely
that Chile will follow an increasingly
independent path internationally.
Robert Clough
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Exposing the racis
Zionist state

-

E

Il Beyond Chutzpah: On the
Misuse of Anti-Semitism and
the Abuse of History,

Norman G Finkelstein, Verso,
2005, £16.99 (HB), 332pp

When we reviewed Norman Finkel-
stein’s The Holocaust Industry in
2000, we lost a subscriber who pro-
tested that is was not possible to criti-
cise any aspect of Jewish conduct
because of the Holocaust. Five years
on it is still a challenge to have a dis-
cussion about the history of the Jewish
people and the establishment of the
Zionist state of Israel without meeting
irrational hostility and accusations of
anti-Semitism. Finkelstein has faced a
torrent of abuse since the publication
of Beyond Churzpah, directed not at
the book, but at him personally as a
‘self-hating Jew’. The book, which is a
work of substantial scholarship, had
not received one review in any of the
hundreds of academic and general
media publications in the US months
after its publication.

Finkelstein alerts the reader to the
‘vast proliferation of sheer fraud mas-
querading as serious scholarship’ that
surrounds the Zionist-Palestinian con-
flict, which is in essence very simple.
Israel is in illegal occupation of Pales-
tinian lands. Controversy surrounding
this situation, he asserts, is politically
contrived in order 1o conceal or distort
the facts and the documentary record

and thereby deflect criticism from
Israel.

In the first part of his book, Finkel-
stein charts the resurgences of claims
of a ‘new’ or ‘real’ anti-Semitism by
following the publication of books of
the same name, most of them written
by the leaders of the Anti-Defamation
League (ADL) in the United States.
Highlighting the main targets said to
be leading the anti-Semitic offences in
each of these books, Finkelstein shows
how over time the authors are moving
politically further and further 1o the
right, and that this reflects their class
interests.’!

For example, Forster and Epstein’s
The New Anti-Semitism, published in
1974, claims that the main thrust of
anti-Semitism, apart from that suppos-
edly coming from the African Am-
erican community, comes from the
‘Radical Left’, and sectors of the reli-
gious and peace community. The next
publication, in 1982, Nathan and Ruth
Perlmutter’s The Real Anti-Semitism,
was devoted to the alleged anti-
Semitism of the mainstream lefi and
even centre. By 2003, Abraham Fox-
man’s Never Again? The Threat of
the. New Anti-Semitism cast as the
heart of anti-Semitic darkness main-
stream human rights organisations
such as Amnesty International and
Human Rights Watch. The ‘new’ or
‘real’ anti-Semitism embraces every-
one from Andrew Lloyd Webber, who
wrote the musical Jesus Christ Super-
star to those who challenge Jewish
interests anywhere.

It is significant that each new book,
each campaign to combat ‘the new
anti-Semitism, has coincided with re-
newed international pressures on
Israel to withdraw from occupied Arab
territories in exchange for recognition
from neighbouring Arab states’. More-
over, the construct of a pervasive new
anti-Semitism has not prevented lead-
ers of the ADL from making open
political alliances with right-wing
Christian fundamentalists whose the-
ology ‘reeked of anti-Semitism, [but]
it was of no account as long as they
gave backing to a militarised Israel’.

Accusations of anti-Semitism serve
to gag criticism of Israel and have
been largely successful. There have
been witch-hunts across university
campuses — we have seen many in
Britain, for those showing the slightest
sympathy for the Palestinian people.
Steven and Hilary Rose and others
calling for an academic boycott of
Israel have been subject to abuse.
FRFI’s regular pickets of Marks and
Spencer calling for a boycott of the
largest corporate sponsor of British-
Israeli trade, a company that has had
market gardens producing food

Beyond Chutzpah

On the Misuse of Anti-Semitism
and {he Abuse of History

directly for its stores on illegally occu-
pied land in Gush Katif, have been
abused, arrested and boycotted by the
media. The-most recent act of univeg-
sity bullying occurred at the School of”
Oriental and African Studies where a
Muslim student, Nasser Amin, was
given a formal reprimand and threat-
ened with charges of incitement to
racial hatred for having written an arti-
cle for a student magazine arguing that
the Palestinians had the right to use
force against Israel’s occupation.?
Campus Watch invites students to re-
port teachers who are insufficiently
supportive of Israel, a practice com-
monplace in the US alongside false
allegations of assaults by Palestinian
students on Jews.

Finkelstein shows that unremitting
accusations of anti-Semitism are used
as a smokescreen to conceal the real
issues of the Zionist-Palestinian con-
flict. The chief motor for Arab anta-
gonism is fear of territorial dispos-
session. The Zionist project was never
to merely exploit the Arabs but always
to dispossess them. The ethnic cleans-
ing of 1948 was ‘premeditated, indeed
deeply entrenched in the Zionist goal
of creating an overwhelmingly Jewish
state in a territory overwhelmingly
non-Jewish.” Such precise statements
on the 1948/9 War introduce and con-

clude the book and the appendices
blow away many of the repeated
myths about the so-called ‘War of

Independence’, but  Finkel-
stein’s own focus remains on
the two-state solution, show-
ing in the appendices how the
Zionists have repeatedly re-
jected it. The bulk of this
study is a closely monitored
critique of the occupation of
Palestinian land since 1967.

In the second part of the
book Finkelstein turns his
attention to Harvard Law
School Professor Alan Der-
showitz, and especially his
2003 book A Case for Israel,
an ‘immediate and influen-
tial bestseller’. Finkelstein’s
aim is to expose the brutality
and criminality of Israel’s
occupation of the West
Bank and Gaza Strip as he

picks apart the Dershowitz
main thesis — that Israel’s
human rights record is
‘generally superb’.
Finkelstein demonstrates
over and over again how
Dershowitz’s claims are
made without evidence, and that
human rights organisations have a
consensus showing that Israel’s occu-
pation is ‘morally indefensible’. Fin-
kelstein takes information from a vari-
ety of human rights organisations,
particularly Israeli and Palestinian,
and also the US-based Human Rights
Watch, United Nations affiliated groups
and Amnesty International — whose
‘manifold reports’ are a ‘most under-
utilised resource’.

Dershowitz makes many unfounded
contentions: that Israeli killings are
‘unintentional’; that Israelis are pun-
ished for killing civilians. Each time
Finkelstein presents well-documented
examples that prove the exact opposite
(nearly half of all those shot are shot
in the head; of 72 Military Police in-
vestigations only three resulted in
convictions — maximum sentence was
65 days in prison). Finkelstein details
Zionist abuse of children; attacks on
the Palestinian medical system, ambu-
lances and personnel; extra judicial
assassinations; house demolitions used
as punishment for families of suspects.
Destruction of property is used both
as punishment and to create perma-
nent facts on the ground — Israel’s
expansion.

Torture of Palestinian detainees by
Israel is routine, B'Tselem, an Israeli

human rights organisation, reported in
2000 that 85% of those interrogated
are subjected to ftorture. The Public
Commiltee Against Torture In Israel
concluded in 2003 after a two-year
study that the number of detainees
‘against whom no method of l!l-trczu-
ment whatsoever was used is neg-
ligible.” Amnesty International and
B’Tselem concurred in the late 1990s,
following Israeli Supreme Court deci-
sions that Israel is the only country to
have legally sanctioned torture.

Dershowitz argues that the forms
of torture used instil fear rather than
pain, and that destruction of homes is
‘among the most moral and calibrated
responses’. Never once does he_ citfa a
mainstream human rights organisation
to support his claims, accusing the
Palestinians of: biological warfare (no
evidence, but Israeli settlers are poison-
ing Palestinian fields); using human
shields (no evidence of Palestinian use
but evidence of Israeli use and in the
orders that Israeli soldiers receive);
‘terrorist abortion’ — women raped and
then shamed for their pregnancy into
becoming suicide bombers (no evi-
dence - hundreds of women volunteer-
ing). He described the siege of Jenin in
2002, considered a war crime by Am-
nesty International and Human Rights
Watch, in which Palestinians were
murdered in their own houses as they
were bulldozed, as ‘a model of how to
conduct urban warfare’.

The Israeli Supreme Court is,
according to Dershowitz, ‘among the
best in the world’. B’Tselem dis-
agrees, observing in a press release
entitled ‘Israel’s contempt for funda-
mental legal principles’ that: ‘What
renders  Israel’s abuses umique
throughout the world is the relentless
efforts to justify what cannot be justi-
fied.’

Finkelstein’s book is a valuable
and exhaustive documentation of
Israel’s abuses in the West Bank and
Gaza Strip from many sources. This
book is useful to us in Brtain as a
powerful tool in fighting against
Israel’s apologists here in Britain and
building a movement to sever all
British support for the Zionist occupa-
tion of Palestine.

Fiona Donovan

1 'Reflecting its elite Jewish constituency,
ADL had in fact become a bastion of reac-
tion.' (Finkelstein, 2005, p31)

2 To protest against the mistreatment of
Nasser Amin contact Colin Bundy:
cb3@soas.ac.uk

B Celebrity Big Brother,
January 2006, Channel 4

(Endemal peoduction). -

Galloway

 the Celebrity Big Brother house

1";v'EG'a]

ect for

in support of the Palestinian cause or
against imperialist war in the Middle
East and Afghanistan, Labour politi-
cians and apparatchiks from now on
only need to make jokes about saucers
of milk.

politics

also virulently anti-abortion and does
not oppose immigration controls.
Alongside this spectacle went the
sub-spectacle of watching the SWP
contort itself in order to accommodate

the great man, their ally in the Respect
Coalition, whilst holding on to some
semblance of political credibility.
Socialist Worker expressed disap-
proval of Galloway’s decision while
standing by the SWP’s alliance with
him in Respect on the basis of his
work against the war. However Re-
spect’s line was that the decision to go
into Celebrity Big Brother was cor-
rect. Both positions were expressed by
John ‘Janus’ Rees, who wrote in
Socialist Worker: ‘lots of people feel
that it’s not an appropriate way for an
MP to spend their time’. However,
wearing his Respect hat, Rees told
Radio 4 that Galloway *has attempted
here to advance the political ideas or
which he was elected by the con-
stituents for Bethnal Green and Bow”’ .

. Ultimately Galloway’s own career
will probably benefit from the notori-
ety; he may well leave politics in the
forsecable future to present chat
shows or to concentrate entirely on
column-writing and afer-clinner speak-
ing. Bl_ll he has done those of us who
Aire serious about opposing the war in
lmg._supporling the struggle of Pal-
estinians for sell~determination and
defending the Cuban Revolution no
favours. He has not brought anti-impe-
rialism 10 a new audience, and has
simply shown up the degeneracy of
what passes for left politics in this
country for all 1o see.

Nicki Jameson



Death in Frankiand
segregation unit -
questions remain

unanswered

Yy name is Pauline Day and
I am the mother of Paul
Day who tragically took
his own life in Frankland
prison segregation unit on 2 October
2002. On 7 December 2005 Paul was

the subject of a television documen-
tary on Channel Five. The pro-
gramme showed harrowing footage
of a video taken by prison officers of
Paul being moved off of a dirty
protest on the last day of his life.

I hope that at least some of you
viewed this documentary. For those
who did not, please believe me when I
tell you that 1 have seen the complete
footage and Paul’s treatment on the
last day of his life was tantamount to
serious psychological torture.

Paul had been, and still was, on
suicide watch. The video shows him
being instructed by prison officers
‘not to say a word, or we will restrain
you’. Several other orders follow, but

he is refused the right to speak to the
prison ofTicers. He is waded through a
flooded corridor and up stairs which
are also flooded. Then, having been
showered, he is waded back through
human excrement and urine on to the
same segregation spur he was taken
from, and then put into another cell. A
Perspex screen is fastened over the
cell door and held there with eight-
foot blocks of wood. Prison officers at
the inquest described how they had to
tear these wooden batiens down with
their bare hands to get to Paul when
he was discovered hanging. Nobody
seems to know exactly what time Paul
died. But one thing is cerfain, the
time it would have taken to remove
these battens which were deliberately
wedged against his cell door and the
wall opposite his cell and then to have
to strip the Perspex away and unlock
the door, would have created a serious
delay in reaching Paul. I wonder if
there would have been any hope of
resuscitation had there not been this
delay in reaching him.

My husband Andy and I attended
every day of the four-and-a-half week

inquest into Paul’s death, We
closely with Bruce Jones
who made
gramme. We have met with the Prison
Service
Prisons. We have marched with the
United Families and Friends Campaign
and worked with the organisation In-
quest, But it still remains a total mys-
tery to us how a prisoner on suicide
watch could be locked in a cell with
access (o what he would require to be

worked
the journalist
Five pro-

the Channel

and the Chief Inspector of

able to hang himself. Having seen the
actual cell in which he died T was
unable to see any place where any liga-
ture could be attached as there were no
exposed bars, no pipes and the bed,
being segregation, was of course a con-
crete slab. No one has ever offered any
explanation as to how it was possible
for Paul to hang himself. We therefore
continue to ask questions, collect infor-
mation from prisoners and work with
any journalists or campaigners who are
not afraid of taking on the system.

You can correspond with me via
FRFI and I will answer each and every

letter I receive.
Pauline Day

Racis

he disproportionate impris-
oning of young black peo-
ple is an mevitable result of
a criminal justice system
inbuilt at every level with racist atti-
tudes and an antipathy towards the
black working class community. The
facts speak for themselves; although
black people make up just 2% of the
total population in England and

Wales, the most recent statistics avail-
able from the Home Office (February
2003) show that 16% of male and
25% of female prisoners are black

For many black prisoners life inside

is a continuation of the racist treat-
ment they have experienced at the
hands of the police and courts, with
the very worst treatment reserved for
those who possess the courage and
determination to resist and openly
complain about the racist behaviour of
those managing and running the pris-
ons. Their experience is of frequent
physical brutality, long stays in soli-
tary confinement and endless trans-
fers, usually 1o prisons geographically
remote and inaccessible to friends and
family.

The predicament of Sean Higgins
typifies the sort of treatment dished
out to black prisoners perceived by
staff as ‘uppity’ and unreasonably

prisons

proud. Sean’s treatment was high-
lighted in autumn 2005 when ex-pris-
oner John McGranaghan (who himself
spent over a decade in prison for
crimes he did not commit before being
released on appeal in 1991) contacted
the organisation ‘Black Britain’ to tell
them that Sean, then in Frankland
prison, was being brutalised by prison
officers and feared for his life.

Sean said that in 1999 in Swaleside
Prison several officers entered his cell,
subjected him to racist verbal abuse
and then physically attacked him, dur-
ing which they tried to tie a home-
made noose around his neck in a mock
lynching fashion.

In the notorious Full Sutton segre-
gation unit he was badly beaten afier
complaining about racist abuse. He
was then charged with assaulting
prison staff, who required a justifica-
tion for ‘restraining’ him so violently.
He was subsequently acquitted at Hull
Crown Court. The jury found that he
had acted in lawful self-defence when
attacked by prison staff. When Sean
again complained of racist abuse
whilst in the segregation unit at Frank-
land in September 2005 he was sys-
tematically beaten up by staff, who
then inevitably made a counter allega-
tion that he had attacked them without

the slightest provocation. Sean is now
pursuing a civil action against the
Prison Service for damages.

In December 2005 Sean was trans-
ferred to Manchester prison from
HMP Wakefield and immediately
encountered hostility and victimisa-
tion.

Just before Christmas staff engi-
neered a confrontation and then
moved Sean to the prison’s punish-
ment unit. Sean continued to complain
about his treatment and claimed it was
motivated by straight forward racism.
One afternoon in the first week of
January a gang of staff entered Sean’s
cell, racially abused and subjected him
to a sustained physical assault that left
him battered and bleeding. Medical
reports and photographs attest to his
injuries.

Sean’s treatment typifies the reac-
tion of the prison system to black pris-
oners who defiantly resist the racism
that permeates the prison system from
the top to bottom. Please show support
for Sean Higgins by writing letters to
The Govemor, HMP Manchester,
Southall Street, Manchester M60 9AH
and Philip Wheatley. Director General
of the Prison Service, Cleland House,
Page Street, London SWIP 4LN.

Jolhn Bowden, HMP Saughton

FRFI supporters joined an afternoon vigil outside HMP and YOI Styal, Cheshire, on 18
January 2006, to mark the third anniversary of the death of Sarah Elizabeth

Campbell, who died in January 2003 aged 18. Sarah was the youngest of six women
1o die in a 12-month period at Styal. The cause of her death was anti-depressant pre-
scription drug poisoning. At the Inquest in January 2005 the jury delivered a scathing
indictment of the prison authorities and sald a ‘fallure in the duty of care’ had con-
tributed to her death, and there had been ‘avoidable delays' In summoning the ambu-
lance. The inquest heard shocking evidence that on the day Sarah died, staff (includ-
Ing a nurse) left her unattended In a cell in the segregation block and locked the
door, despite knowing she had taken an overdose. Deborah Coles, Co-Director of
campaign group INQUEST has referred to the Styal deaths as ‘a clear example of cor-
porate manslaughter'. Sarah's mother, Pauline Campbell, told FRFI: ‘Three years after
the death of my only child, there is still no formal acceptance by the Home Office that
they have a responsibllity for Sarah's death,'

Flights to torture

CAT WIENER

The British government has been
complicit in the illegal kidnapping
and torture of terrorist suspects by
the CIA, and has lied repeatedly to
cover up its role.

As early as last summer journalists in-
vestigating allegations that German
citizen Khalid EI Masri had been kid-
napped by the CIA in Macedonia,
flown to a prison ‘many hours away’
and tortured, were uncovering evi-
dence of mysterious US planes land-
ing secretly in Europe, refuelling and
flying on. It is now clear that these are
‘torture flights’, carrying a human
cargo of suspected terrorists picked up
a:ound me globe and smugglcd

deal of coherent, convergent evidence
pointing to the existence of a system
of “relocation” or “outsourcing of tor-
ture”... Individuals have been ab-
ducted, deprived of their liberty and
transported to different destinations in
Europe, to be handed over to countries
in which they have suffered degrading
treatment and torture... governments
were aware of what was happening’.
This ‘*outsourcing’ of torlure rou-
tinely practised by the CIA goes under
the euphemism of extranrduwy ren-

Kennedy on 7 December: ‘In respect
of airports, I do not know what the
Right Honourable gentleman is refer-
ring to.” Foreign Minister Jack Straw
told the Foreign AfTairs Commiltee on
13 December 2005:

‘Unless we all start to believe in
conspiracy theories and that the offi-
cials are lying, that 1 am lying, that
behind this is some kind of secret state
which is in league with some dark
forces in the United States...there
simply is no truth in the claims that
the United Kingdom has been
involved in rendition, full stop.’

On 20 January 2006 The New
Statesman published the full text of a

leaked briefing sent from the Foreign
Officeto 10 owning Slre;l on 7 Dec-

rorist suspects back to countries where
torture is routine, such as Egypt and
Algeria, on the basis of spurious
‘memoranda of understanding’ [that
torture will not be used] which human
rights organisations have dismissed as
‘not worth the paper they are written

?

on’.

Torture by any other name

The US is attempting (o get around
international bans on torture (which it
characterises as ‘quaint’) by redefin-
ing it as separate from ‘cruel, degrad-
ing or unusual punishment’, In Abu
Ghraib and other forture centres, US
officers oversee and carry oul beat-

abuse,
forms of torture with official sanction.

ings, psychological abuse, sexual
‘walerboarding’ and other

Despite Britain’s long and shame-
ful history of practising torture — most
recently in Greece where a senior
M6 officer is alleged to have coordi-
nated the torture of Pakistani suspects
alter the 7 July London bombings — i
has, overtly at least, been bound by
international treaties. Now the gov-
ernment is attempting to argue that
the European Convention on Human
Rights, which bans torture or inhu:
man or degrading treatment, is th
product of a past age which needs
be adapted to new circums
legitimising  what Amnesty
national has called ‘a tacit bglitﬁ -
lorture can be condo L

recently, nhlgs igmcerwu found  dene
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Around Britain fighting
‘imperialism and racism

The Victory to the Intifada campaign
in London continues its pickets of
Marks and Spencer, Britain’s biggest
corporate sponsor of Zionism, every
Thursday outside its flagship store on
Oxford Street from 6-8pm. On 11
January VTI took part in a live tele-
vised debate on the Islam channel on
the campaign to boycott Isracli goods.
%= On Saturday 10 December VTI tar-
geted M&S once again, this time in
support of the Boycott Isracli Goods
campaign national day of action. In
December, VTI activists participated
in a demonstration organised by the
Camden Abu Dis friendship society in
Camden. The event featured street
theatre and a large cardboard wall.

In London, we have been working
with students at LSE, King’s and
SOAS to build FRFI societies and the
Student Anti-Imperialist Network
(SAIN). Weekly events on campus

« have included street meetings and
political theatre: in February the the-
atre will focus on Guantanamo in
Cuba. The FRFI LSE society will also
be showing a film about resistance
from within Zionist Israel and dis-
cussing the recent elections, as well as
holding a regional SAIN dayschool on
imperialism, war and resistance.

In Newcastle in December student
supporters mounted noisy Thursday
evening pickets of M&S in the city
centre which will resume this term.

In the North East, FRF1 supporters

. helped build the second public meet-
ing of Tyneside Community Action
for Refugees (TCAR) on 11 January.
The meeting agreed a basic platform
for the network, including the right of
refugees to organise to defend them-
selves as necessary against attacks by
the state. FRFI activists began regular

VI protest at M&S In Oxford Street

pickets of North Tyneside Reporting
Centre the day afier an Iranian man set
himself on fire there, and hope to
involve wider forces in these over the
coming months. Regular street actions
against the deportation and criminali-
sation of asylum seckers ‘continue in
Durham and Newcastle city centres,
forming important links with anti-
imperialists from local migrant com-
munities,

FRFI supporters in Manchester
have been actively campaigning in the
Support Eucharia and Timeyi anti-
deportation campaign. On 18 January

Manchester FRFI and SAIN activists
took part in a vigil to mark the third
anniversary of the death of Sarah
Campbell at Styal prison, organised
by Sarah’s mother, Pauline Campbell.
We will continue to support Pauline
Campbell’s struggle for justice.
Student activists and FRFI veterans
organised Chester's first picket of
Marks and Spencer. The protest
attracted so much local support that
another Chester M&S picket s
planned for 4 February. In Longsight,
and around Salford and Manchester
universities, street actions have taken

Rocking around Britain

%ﬁm&‘ with

ock around, the Blockade has
Rreceived confirmation that the
sound system, taken to Caimanera
in eastern Cuba by the brigade in July
2005 was inaugurated on 1 January, the
37th anniversary of the triumph of the
4 Revolution. Fundraising work for 2006
for the Union of Young Communists
started with a social evening jointly
organised with Turkish and Kurdish
comrades with food, live music and
dancing.
The 2003 triumph of revolutionary
"+ forces in Venezuela against a US-backed
coup was captured in the inspiring film
The Revolution will not be televised,
which was shown by Rock around the
Blockade in collaboration with LSE
FRFI society in December in London.
Other work alongside LSE FRFI student
<= society this term will mclude political

street theatre depmmg mvolmlomry th

RATB

ments in Cuba.

In February, events are planned in
Glasgow, Edinburgh, Newcastle, Dur-
ham, Manchester and London to mark
the week of action in support of the
Cuban Five. The appeal courts will fur-
ther rule on the case on 13 February. The
appeal verdict in August last year indi-
cated that the five men should go free,
but they remain in gaol in the US, not
guilty but proud of the fact that they
acted to defend the Cuban Revolution
from imperialist sabotage. Join members
of Rock around the Blockade on
Saturday 11 February outside the US
consulate in Edinburgh at 12.30pm
and on the north pavement of Trafalgar
Square in London at midday to demon-
strate our outrage at the ongoing incar-
~ ceration of these prmc;pled revolution-
aries. As they say in Cuba Volveran -

home

tion of Guantanamo Bay and in solidar-
ity with the prisoners’ hunger strike.
This means both calling for the immedi-
ate release of the hundreds of illegally
detained prisoners and exposing the
British Labour government’s disgusting
role in defending the US torture camp. It
also means demanding that the US with-
draw from this part of Cuba, occupied
against the will of the Cuban people for
5o many years. Manchester’s Market
Street has been the fighting ground for
this important work, with lively stalls
growing in size and volume — our pur-
pose is to demonstrate Cuba’s proof that
true social justice, for all, not just a tiny
elite, can only be achieved by building
socialism.

Exciting developments in Latin
America provide an inspiring back-
ground for our campaigning work' in

2006 — the Year of the Energy Revo-

lution in Cuba. We ask all progressive
people to join us in supponing revolu-
tionary forces in the region.

the work of Rock
contact us by

place calling for troops out of Iraq.

In January comrades protested out-
side Manchester Midland Hotel, where
ex-US Secretary of State Colin Poxw‘ell
was guest of honour at a Jewish
National Fund fundraising dinner.

The main focus for comrades in
Scotland has been actively supporting
local anti-deportation campaigns (fqr
full report of anti-deportation activi-
ties in Scotland and around the coun-
try, see back page). Comrades also
demonstrated against Colin Powell at
another annual Jewish National Fund
Dinner, this time at the Glasgow
Hilton and supported the Bloody
Sunday marches in Glasgow and
Derry. [ ]

Events

LONDON

Saturday 11 February 1-3pm

Street theatre and stall: Cuban Five must
go free

North side of Trafalgar Square

Saturday 4 March 12-5pm

SAIN dayschool on war, imperialism and
resistance

LSE, Houghton Street, WC2

Saturday 18 March

Join London FRFI's contingent on the
Stop the War march

Every Thursday 6-8pm

Picket of Marks & Spencer,

Marble Arch end of Oxford Street

For further details call 020 7837 1688 or
email london@rcgfrfi.plus.com

EDINBURGH

Saturday 11 February

Free The Cuban Five protest 11am
Duke of Wellington Statue, Princes St
12.30pm United States Consulate,
Regent Terrace, Regent Road

2pm Mission Against Terror, Film
CWU Club, 15 Brunswick St

Contact scotlandratb@yahoo.co.uk

NORTH EAST

NEWCASTLE

Wednesday 8 February 7pm

Public meeting: Cuba, Terrorism and the
Occupation of Guantanamo Bay

Back room of the Leazes Inn, off
Barracks Road, Newcastle

Thursday 9 February 8pm

Boycott Bacardi Bar Bust

(meet outside Newcastle University
Student Union)

Wednesday 22 February 7pm

Film: infustice, on deaths In custody
Room 2.5, Daysh Building, Claremont
Road (meet outside ground floor
entrance from 6.45pm)

Wednesday 8 March 7pm

Public meeting: War, imperialism and Iraq
Back room of the Leazes Inn, off
Barracks Road, Newcastle

Thursdays 16 February, 2 March and 16
March 6-8pm
Pickets of M&S, Northumberland Street

Wednesday 22 March 7pm

Film: Matzpen; Anti-Zionist Israglis
Room 2.5, Daysh Building, Claremont
Road (meet outside ground floor
entrance from 6.45pm)

DURHAM

Wednesday 15 February 7pm

Public meeting: Deaths in Custody
Elvet Riverside Lecture Rooms, New
Elvet (meet in the foyer from 6.45pm)

Wednesday 1 March 7pm
Film: Control Room
Elvet Riverside Lecture Room (as above)

Wednesday 15 March 7pm
Public meeting: Labour: A Party Fit for
Imperialism (as above)

For further details call 07813 073 846
or email frfi_northeast@yahoo.com

MANCHESTER

Tuesday 7 February 12 noon
Defend Eucharia & Timeyi Campaign
meeting, St George’s Church, Abbey
Hey, Gorton, 7.30pm

Free the Cuban Five! Week of action
Wednesday 8 February 12 noon

Street action, Manchester University —
outside SU, 12 noon.

Thursday 9 February 12 noon

Street action, outside Salford University.
Saturday 11 February 12 noon

Protest, Market Street

Saturday 11 February
Day of action for Congolese refugees,
Oldham Street Methodist Hall.

Wednesday 15 February 7.30pm
Rock around the Blockade meeting
Friends Meeting House, Mount Street

Saturday 18 February 12 noon
Victory to the lragi people’s
resistance! stall, Longsight Market
Saturday 25 February 12 noon

Victory to the Intifada! picket of Marks &
Spencer, Market Street

Wednesday 1 March 7.30pm

Defend the M&S Picket Campaign meet-
ing on Palestine, Friends Meeting
House, Mount Street

Saturday 4 March

SAIN dayschool in London — minibus
going from Salford and Manchester,
contact 07940 961 169.

Sunday 19 March 2pm
Anti-Imperialist Forum Cross Street
Chapel

CHESTER
Saturday 4 February 12-3pm
Marks & Spencer picket, City Centre,

Contact 07816 547 066 / manchester-
frfi@revolutionarycommunist.com
Visit www.manchesterfrfi.5u.com
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CHOOSE THE

If you believe that the treachery
of the opportunist British labour
and trade union movement must
be challenged, then there is no
altemative — Join the RCG!

1 would Wke to Joln/recelve
more Information
about the RCG E|

| would Iike to Join an
FRF1 Readers &

Supporters Group

Name

E|

Address

Tel =

email

SUBSCRIBE

to the best
anti-imperialist
newspaper in Britain
FIGHT RACISM!
FIGHT IMPERIALISM!
S

Subscription rates:

o 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

= Libraries and institutions:

Make cheques/POs payable to
Larkin Publications.
Add £5 for foreign currency cheques.

| wish to subscribe to
FRFI beginning with issue

Name

Address

I enclose payment of £ for

issuesatrate

Return this form to: FRF,
BEM Box 5909, London WCTN 3XX

Best wishes

Wishiug you the best of
everything at Christmas and
throughout the year.

Thank you for continuing to
send the FRFI and giving an
alternative view of the world
in place of the blizzard of
propaganda and hypocrisy we
are subjected to on all sides.

Thaven't bought cards for years
due to restrictions on everything,
even stamps, from the outside,
since private companies took over
the canteens everything is bought
directly through them and of

‘We, the detainees of
Harmondsworth, having
considered the various ill
treatment being meted out
to us, have come out with
the following complaints
that need to be addressed
and abated immediately.
The following points could
have led to the unwarranted
death of one of our
beloved friends.

1. It is absolutely ridiculous
and obviously unjustifiable
to keep immigrants against
their wish, even those who
are willing to go back to their
country voluntarily. Asylum
seekers' fate has been
decided even before they go
to court and as a result they
are automatically refused
asylum. We are all therefore
left in dehumanising and
depressing conditions for
most of our lives. We
strongly resist these de-

meaning actions being
meted out to us and ask
that we be released
immediately.

2. Freedom of speech is
totally denied us, as we are
not given the opportunity to
contribute our own views
and opinions in such a way
as to make positive impact
on our conditions of living.
In fact, our opinions are
baseless and irrelevant as
far as the management and
staff of United Kingdom
Detention Services (UKDS)
is concerned. We therefore
call for a complete reversal.

3. Freedom of movement
is totally ruled out and
every outlet leading to
various association areas
like gymnasium, education
and worship centres are

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

website: www.revolutionarycommunist.com

Statement of 61 detainees at
Harmondsworth

hazardous and unhealthy
environment, as every
single window in all the
rooms in the various wings
are sealed. Communicable
diseases are therefore
likely to be transferred
from one detainee to
another. The rooms most
times are always very hot
and uncomfortable. We are
not breathing normally and
are usually very weak. We
are gradually suffocating to
death. What a degrading
condition.

5. The available facilities,
specifically the central air
conditioning systems, do
not function; they are only
hanging on the ceilings like
decorative frames. You can
imagine a facility designed
to make up for the
windowless nature of the
building not functioning for
months and human beings

are locked in here. This is
indisputably barbaric - it
recalls for us the slavery
era of our ancestors.

6. The management are
aware of how passionately
religious Africans and
other cultures are. They are
using this against us by
debarring or discouraging
detainees from freely
walking into worship
centres without booking
24 hours before the
service, This to has
affected worshippers

and consequently tears

on their emotions because
this is about the only way
they could have a form of
spiritual relief to be able to
overcome the torture and
depressed state they are
going through. Only a few
days ago we prayed for a

- detainee in church who

7. Asylum seekers are
even denied chances to
exhaust all their appeal
rights. We are usually
denied access to the
high court, which is an
independent body from
the immigration tribunal.
We ask that opportunity
be given to us to pursue
our appeals.

8. The food being given

to detainees would be
rejected by dogs. The food
is predictably rice and
potatoes, with some
horrible sauce, day in day
out. Most detainees are
almost starving themselves
to death as we are all tired
of eating the same food
every single day without
any chance of buying
alternative varieties of
food, as is the case in
other detention centres.

9. The way officers
disrespect detainees is
disgusting and very
humiliating. Officers are
fond of threatening
detainees with warning
letters for no just cause;
most times we are being
accosted and approached
like children. We are asking
this to stop with immediate
effect.

10. The sanitary conditions
are very poor, making the
whole environment smell;
this is exacerbated by poor
ventilation. We are
therefore seizing this
opportunity to advise
management of our plight
and demand for immediate
redress of all the stated
complaints.

You will agree with us

that people are held and
detained for longer than
necessary most of the
time, for even two years
and more. We ask that
those due to be removed
be removed quickly to their
various countries, and
those who are being
considered for being able
to stay should be released
as soon as possible, rather
than being kept in the
detention centres against
their wishes, knowing fully
well it is against United
Nations and human rights
regulations.

Owing to the loss of our
fellow detainee, every
other detainee is currently
living under perpetual fear
and no body knows who
will be the next victim. We
are therefore demanding
that all detainees currently
being held should, as a

Immigration status

determines

Thc Labour government has
introduced charges for health care
for people whose application for
asylum has been rejected or leave to
remain refused. These vulnerable
people who have not yet been
removed from Britain will have to
pay for every NHS service or not get
treatment. There are exemptions
emergency care, lreatment of TB
and treatment of sexually
transmitted infections (STIs).

The treatment of HIV, however,
is not exempted, although diagnosis
and counselling is. In a situation
where preventative treatment exists
for HIV (in the form of anti-
retroviral drugs) and there are
British guidelines on how infected
individuals should be treated,
making only emergency treatment
available puts the infected person at
risk of more serious complications
and death, puts the clinician in a
difTicult ethical situation and
ultimately will lead to more use of
expensive resources. Many people
are infected with both TB
(exempted from charges) and HIV
(not exempted). They may be seen
by the same team of health care
professionals, in the same clinic, at
the same hospital, but receive
different care related only to their
immigration status. It is surely
unecthical to deny treatment based
solely on immigration status to HIV
positive pregnant women when

health care

there is treatment known to lead to a
reduction in transmission of HIV
from mother to child from 25-30%
down to [ess than 1%.

The Labour government health
strategy is lo encourage HIV lesting
so that individuals can behave
responsibly in terms of transmission
and seck appropriate preventative
treatment that is available in Britain
and which reduces morbidity and
mortality and prolongs life. Many
people seeking asylum in Brilain
come from areas of the world with
high HIV rates. Most people
seeking asylum in Britain do not
have the money lo pay for treatment
so that testing and counselling
become a pointless exercise.

There is currently a pressure
group demanding that the Labour
government include HIV, as it
should be, in the list of STT and be
exempt from charges. There are
health professionals in east London
(and no doubt other places) who
are preparing to provide health
care services free for people who are
no Jonger officially allowed free
health care.

The racist imperialist Labour
government proves again and again
that it doesn’t act in the interest of
people. It is urgent that we challenge
this now.

HANNAH CALLER
London

Victim of wrongful
conviction speaks out

ln December 2005, Susan May
spoke in public for the first time
since she was released on parole
earlier that year. 61-year-old Susan,
who was gaoled for life in 1993 for
the murder of her elderly aunt
Hilda Marchbank, addressed a
conference set up by the United
Against Injustice campaign
organisation at the Friends Meeting
House in Manchester. Susan May
has always protested her innocence
and has a large number of
supporters in the House of
Commons and the House of Lords.

‘I have found it quite amazing
that I am sat up here talking to you
here today’ she began, remarking
on how she always believed she
would never be released from
prison unless she won an appeal
against her conviction. ‘L am still a
convicted person and the way [
conducted myself in prison,
constantly maintaining my
innocence and refusing to do the
courses, | never expected to be
released from prison. I lost count of
the times it was drummed into me
that I would never get out of
prison.'

Despite refusing to participate
in the ‘rehabilitation’ process,
Susan May was released in April
2005 after serving her 12-year
tariff. Her murder conviction still
stands but she is determined to
clear her name and gain justice not
only for her, but also for her aunt.

She gave credit for her release
to a particular member of stafY at
Foston Hall Prison. Governor
Reid, she says, could not believe
that a model prisoner was being
penalised for maintaining
her innocence, She believes more
prison stafT should follow this
example. ‘Somebody who
maintains their innocence like I
did, there is something in it. You
have got to realise you don't do
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this for years and years and years
without it being a truthful message
that you are innocent.’

The Criminal Cases Review
Commission is currently
examining Susan May’s conviction
on the basis of evidence that was
never presented to the jury at her
trial. If they believe the evidence
casts doubts about her guilt they
have the power to refer her case to
the Court of Appeal.

At trial it was claimed a palm
print, belonging to Ms May, ina
bloodstain on a wall near Mrs
Marchbank’s body showed she had
touched the wall while her hands
were covered in blood. A leading
German scientist, Professor
Brinkman, has now demonstrated
the stain was not blood, which
significantly undermines the case
because it only links her to the
scene of the crime rather than the
crime itself. Other evidence, which
allegedly links known criminals to
the crime, was only made available
to her solicitors after the trial.
Susan May is certain that the
evidence, if the trial jury had been
made aware of it, would have
forced the prosecution’s case
against her to collapse.

She has been left deeply
damaged: ‘There is an anger, a
frustration, a hurt and a pain and
it's all consuming and I still feel
like that today even though I am

Since I've come out 1've really
struggled because prison is
damaging. I've been damy
because of what I've

~what I've seen and what I'y

experienced in prison. It

out of prison but [ don't feel free, |
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e government is making full
use of its already far-reaching
powers and has recently begun
to electronically tag asylum
seckers who register new

claims at reporting/enforcement centres.
Arrests, removals and deportations
continue, with families torn apart and
a msing toll of self-inflicted deaths
among those who fear deportation will
literally be a fate worse than death.
However asylum seekers and their
supporters are not sitting back and
allowing the government to imple-
ment its racist agenda without a mur-
mur. On the streets and inside the
detention centres organisation is grow-
ing. FRFI comrades are involved in
campaigns, many of which focus on
the ‘reporting centres’ at which asy-
lum seekers are forced to sign on
weekly or monthly, with no allowance
made for travel costs and no exemp-
tions on grounds of age or disability.
As it is not uncommon for immigra-
tion officials t0, arrest, detain and
deport people wheh they go to sign on,
reporting centres are places of fear.
The more that campaigns focus on
them and highlight their role in terror-
1sing asylum seekers, the harder it will
be for people to be spirited away to
detention centres and deported.

<

Newcastie - resisting
oppression
On 17 January Amir Saman Beh-
zadian, who faces deportation to Iran,
‘set himself alight in front of immigra-
: ~ tion officials outside North Shields
reporting ceatre. He was taken to hos-
pital with a third-degree burn on his
arm and other burns on his back and
neck. In the hospital journalists
arrived to interyiew him but the police
blocked access and transferred Amir
to a police station before he had even
been treated. He told FRFI that his
action was a protest against the inhu-
mane way -seekers are being
treated. He had many problems in Iran
but he never thought of killing him-
self. Now he can see no way forward
and he feels that no one will help him.
‘I am not crazy. I understand well. I
dm*twamcharity Where can | live? 1
have nowhere to live. This is the p'ob-
g'!fﬂl asylum seekers, not just me’.
~North Shields reporting centre is
om eight miles from Newcastle city
- centre and costs over £3 by public
uanq:mt. ‘Failed asylum seekers’
have to report every week even
ﬂxoug) they are given no means of
getting there. Newcastle FRFI is plan-
ming to develop regular solidarity
pickets outside the centre as part of
- the Tyneside Community Action for
network, which brings
local and refugee communi-
" msm defence of asylum seekers.

.ulluul fighting back
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On 1 Jamwty 4,000 ‘failed’ asylum

o

; o

oy

ol

Defend
asylum
seekers

As the Immigration, Asylum and Nationality Bill 2005 goes
through Parliament, the Labour government is stepping up
its drive to deport more ‘failed asylum seekers’ and
tighten controls on anyone entering the country to claim
asylum. The latest Bill formalises the ending last August
of ‘indefinite leave to remain’ status. It criminalises
employers who take on workers without permits, reduces
appeals yet further and increases the powers of border
control officials to check identities, require fingerprints,
obtain information about passengers and share
information with the police, Immigration Service and
Revenue and Customs department.

These have not stopped, however con-
sistent mobilisation of activists has
had a radical effect on their frequency.
Prior to November 2005 there was an
average of three raids a week; since
regular early-morning protests at the
Brand Street Immigration Offices
began, there have been no more than
two raids in total.

The weekly pickets began six
months ago with just a single individ-
ual, Ahmed Khan, but have grown sig-
nificantly. Members of the RCG and
the No Borders Network, as well as
various anarchists, liberals and asy-
lum-seeking families themselves now
protest every Saturday. There are also
frequent early moming weekday pick-
ets, often in reaction to rumours of a
dawn raid. A Home Office source has
described this level of activity as
‘unp nted in the UK.

On |2 December, African refugee
and church groups organised a march
of about 150 people for the right of
asylum seekers to work. This is one of
the major concerns facing Glasgow’s
asylum communities, Far from being
the ‘spongers’ hysterically denounced
in the media, asylum seekers are pre-
vented from working to supplement
their pitiful state hand-outs. Others do
not even receive this pittance, result-
ing in their being driven into destitu-
tion. Even the winter clothes
allowance for asylum seekers in
Glasgow has been withdrawn this
year.

. The march was led by Pastor Daly,
who had just returned to Glasgow

‘_aﬁwheandhm!amnly,wmhd-

asylum ing him with ‘poking his eyes out’,
~ Presumably

repression of asylum seekers and im-
migrants. The largest organisations of
the left, such as the Scottish Socialist
Party and even the mainstream Glas-
gow Campaign to Welcome Refugees,
refused to come out in solidarity. A
completely disproportionate  police
presence accompanied the march and
attempted to prevent Pastor Daly and
others from making speeches in George
Square. This was courageously defied
and Daly denounced governmental
oppression and made the anti-imperial-
ist point that many people flee their
homelands in Africa for wealthy
European countries because of famine
and war caused by the colonial past
and present of the rich countries them-
selves, so it is not the oppressed peo-
ples of the world who owe Britain
anything but quite the reverse.

So while asylum seekers and their
supporters are protesting against these
vicious policies, what does the British
trade union movement have to say?
On 24 November 2005, General Sec-
retary Mark Serwotka and President
Jane Goodrich of the Public and
Commercial Services Union (PCS), a
supposedly ‘lefi-wing’ trade union,
issued a statement regarding the
protests against dawn raids and depor-
tations: ‘Members’ health and safety
is our prime concern in this matter.
PCS is committed to ensuring that its
members in the Immigration Service,
and elsewhere, have a right to a safe
and secure working environment, and
to be treated with dignity..We will
take every necessary step to support
members in the Immigration Service.’

Some workers at Brand Street have
shouted racist abuse at protestor
Ahmed Khan, and one security wor-
ker was booked by police for threaten-

the PCS is more con-

Manchester - stop
deportations!

As reported in previous issues of
FRFI, Eucharia Jakpa and her four-
year-old son Timeyi were refused asy-
lum in Britain after fleeing the Niger
Delta war zone in Nigeria. The
Defend Eucharia and Timeyi Cam-
paign (DETC) was set up last year
with the help of Manchester RCG to
fight for their right to stay in Britain.

Eucharia’s initial application was
botched with her solicitor abandoning
her at the last minute. Her appeal is
proving equally difficult. In January a
solicitor charged Eucharia £85 for a
consultation and sent a letter to asy-
lum offices saying ‘Mr Jakpa’[sic]
was appealing on grounds of mental
health, leaving out crucial evidence
about Eucharia’s situation in Nigeria,
where her husband and daughter dis-
appeared in a war instigated by multi-
national companies like Shell.

On 27 January Eucharia was told
to ‘prepare her travel documents’ and
called to the notorious Dallas Court
holding centre. DETC held a demon-
stration outside, It turned out that day
was not ‘D’-day for Eucharia, but the
mental torment continued as she was
questioned her about her birthplace,
ethnicity, schools, teachers’ names,
dates and places of birth of family
members and dates of her husband
and daughter’s deaths. She was then
pressured to sign the meeting's min-
utes, and have her and Timeyi's pass-
port pictures taken. There were queues
of tens more refugees outside awaiting
the same uncertain fate.

Eucharia is keen to connect the
issues of asylum with the situation in
Nigeria, where Britain plays the
insidious game of divide and rule
to  keep control of resources,
profits and labour power. (Contact
defend_eucharia@yahoo.com)

Justina Ogbe and two-year-old
Yonre also fled the Niger Delta.
Justina’s husband was killed within
days of Yonre’s birth. The Home

- Office acknowledges that their story is
- true, but says lhey could live else-

uimo in Nigeria. In reality, all depor-
es to Nigeria are immediately
and over 95% of Nigerian
; routmnly brutalised and tor-

=

Innocent is seeking asylum from
homophobic and political persecution
in the Democratic Republic of Congo
(DRC). Following one of many arrests
for protesting he was made to choose
between IS years in prison or Secret
Service training. In Buluwo prison he
suffered rape, beatings, and torture. At
least 3.8 million people have died in
the civil war since 1998, yet Labour
deported 65 people to DRC in 2004,
many of whom were then raped and
tortured.

Fight Racism! Fight Imperialism!
opposes all deportations and will work
with any. individual or organisation
who- wants to- campaign against the

Labour government’s racist asylum
and immigration policy.
Here to stay! Here to fight!
No deportations!
Joseph Eskovitchi,
Annabelle Richards,
Louis Brehony and Nicki Jameson

DEATH IN
DETENTION

On 19 January 26-year-old
Bereket Yohannes became the
- seventh asylum seeker to take
his own life in a UK detention
centre. Bereket was found han-
ged in the showers at Har-
mondsworth; he was terrified of
deportation to Eritrea and had
found the appalling physical con-
ditions in the detention centre un-

staged a short peaceful protest
and presented a ten-point letter
of complaint signed by 61 det-
alnm to UKDS, the private




