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DAVID REED

Deception, corruption and
fraud have always been vital
ingredients of the ‘free’ mar-
ket economy. Capitalist gov-
ernments not only cover up
this unsavoury side of market
transactions but frequently
are found to be playing a cen-
tral role in stage managing
them. Nothing illustrates this
better than the recent revela-
tions about the sell off of the
state-owned Rover Group to
British Aerospace (BAe).

The Rover Group was sold off to
British Aerospace for a paliry
£150m in July 1988. 16 months
later, on 30 November 1989, The
Guardian published a confiden-
tial document revealing the
existence of a £38m secret
‘sweetener’ paid to BAe as part
of the transaction. This followed
a report from the National Audit
Office (NAO) two days earlier
stating that the Rover Group was
sold at a price that ‘fell signifi-
cantly short of the real value of
the company’. In reality hun-
dreds of millions of pounds had
been transferred from the public
purse to the government's
friends in the business world,
with at least £38m consciously
and fraudulently hidden from
public view.

According to the NAO report,
Baring Brothers, the merchant
bankers handling the sale and
advisers to the Department of

Trade and Industry (DTI), had
said that as a debt-free company
the Rover Group was worth
£950m, a figure needing to be
discounted in view of the risks
associated with the business.
The European Commission (EC)
in its investigation of the Rover
sale valued the company at
about £950m.

The risks however appear to
have been minimal. BAe acquir-
ed a car company expected to
produce, and producing, record
profits over a five year period. It
can use £500m of Rover’s ac-
cumulated trading losses to oft-
set against taxes on future pro-
fits, and has as well unclaimed
capital allowances of £300m. It
also acquired surplus sites
valued, in May 1988, at £33.5m
and holdings in nine other com-
panies. A recent flotation of
DAF, the Dutch commercial
vehicle maker, showed that Rov-
er’s 40 per cent stake alone in
that company was worth £147m,
almost the total BAe purchase
price. After the sale, BAe sold
Rover’s stake in Istel, the soft-
ware house, for £39.1m. BAe
itself was well aware of its finan-
cial coup as, in its own accounts,
it put a book value on its ac-
quired Rover assets of about
£800m at the end of 1988.

But even this wasn’t enough.
In addition £38m worth of
‘sweeteners’ were given to BAe
and deliberately hidden from
public view. This was revealed
some 16 months later in a con-
fidential memorandum to the
Public Accounts Committee

prepared by John Bourn, Comp-
troller and Auditor General,
and leaked to The Guardian. A
week later the Trade and In-
dustry Secretary, Nicholas Rid-
ley, was forced to publish con-
fidential letters which gave us
more insight into the sordid and
fraudulent nature of the whole
affair.

The memorandum showed
that BAe did not have to pay the
£150m purchase price until 30
March 1990, a £22m saving to
the company in financial costs.
The DTI reimbursed BAe's ac-
quisition costs, including the
buying out of minority share-
holders, to the value of £11m,
paid out in two instalments to
avoid Parliamentary scrutiny. It
also, as part of the package,
agreed to pay BAe’'s £5m con-
tribution to the European Col-
umbus space project.

The memorandum exposes a
further secret deal which allows
BAe to pay back only £400m,
rather than the £650m officially
announced, if it sells Rover
within five years. The{newly
released correspondence; re-
veals that this matter was taken
further and that there is a private
letter attached to the BAe deal
allowing the company to sell
Rover within five years with no
penalty at all. This represents a
potential transfer of hundreds of
millions to BAe as the original
agreement involved govern-
ment aid of £800m (later reduc-
ed to £572m by the EC) to the

Rover Group before the sale.
Ridley, on being forced to ad-_
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Fraudulent se

mit that the ‘sweeteners’ did ex-
ist, claimed that they were
necessary to secure the success-
ful sale. They were kept out of
the official report in order to
deceive the EC and, without
doubt, to keep the information
from the British public. Two
days before the sale was an-
nounced Lord Young, the for-
mer Trade Secretary, wrote to
BAe asking it to choose how to
hide the ‘sweeteners’ from Par-
liament and the European Com-
mission. And on the day the sale
was announced Professor Rol-
and Smith, chairman of BAe,
wrote to Lord Young saying that
he intended to claim he was
unaware of the secret correspon-
dence between them on how to
hide the ‘sweeteners’ deal from
the EC and Parliament.

The confidential memorand-
um also reveals that at least four
other companies were prepared
to bid for Rover at the time when
Lord Young gave BAe exclusive
negotiating rights for a limited
period. This was in spite of the
advice from his financial ad-
visers, Baring Brothers, to allow
limited competition in bidding.
So the argument that ’sweet-
eners’ were necessary to secure
the sale carries little weight.

This sordid episode once
again reveals the corrupt reality
behind the ‘free’ capitalist mar-
ket system. It is a class system in
which the rich feel ‘free’ to lie,
cheat and deceive in order to
transfer the wealth produced by
the working class into their own
pockets. &
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LORNA REID

85 per cent of the public sup-
port the ambulance workers
and a record 4.5 million
signatures have been col-
lected on a petition suppor-
ting their pay claim. It has
become ‘the most popular
dispute in history’, says
NUPE. But there was no sign
of a settlement before the
Christmas/New Year period.
Health Secretary, Kenneth
Clarke, refused to refer the
ambulance unions’ pay claim
to arbitration and chose in-
stead to use a number of meth-
ods to defeat the dispute and
force the ambulance workers
to accept the government’s
pay offer.

On 28 November full page
advertisements were carried in
national newspapers outlining
the 17 November pay offer made
by Duncan Nichol, NHS Chief
Executive. This publicity stunt
cost £2,000 and was aimed at
drawing public support away
from the ambulance workers.
The pay offer - 11.5% to work-
ers in London, 9% to those out-
side London, over 18 months
backdated to 1 April, plusa £500
payment to 2,000 highly skilled
staff - was based on bringing
forward £5 million from next
year’s pay deal. The ambulance
unions have dismissed the offer
as phoney and continue their de-
mand for their pay claim to go to

arbitration.

In an attempt to split the
workforce Clarke proposed to
recognise the tiny, breakaway
Association of Professional Am-
bulance Personnel and use their
support for the 17 November of-
fer to impose it on all ambulance
workers. APAP has since had to
withdraw its support as one
third of its members have left to
join NUPE.

The deployment of police and
troops to replace suspended
ambulance crews across the
country is being widely criticis-
ed. London ambulance con-
trollers passed a vote of no con-
fidence in the management on
15 November and now refuses to
put emergency calls through to
Scotland Yard. On 2 December
they walked out in protest at
managers passing calls to the
police via fax machines.

Ambulance crews are pub-
licising the ex-directory phone
numbers of their stations and
urging doctors and the public to
phone direct. Crews in Sheffield
are running an emergency ser-
vice from their union head-
quarters after 300 South York-
shire ambulance workers were
suspended and barred from us-
ing their ambulances. The crew
members use their personal cars
as makeshift ambulances. A call
has now been made for suspend-
ed crews only to answer direct
calls.

The London Ambulance Ser-
vice has cut the pay of crews
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Support the fighting
ambulance workers

who have been working to rule
and not answering non-emer-
gency calls. Crews lost £300
from their pay in November.
Massive public support has
thwarted the attempt by LAS to
starve the crews into accepting
the government’s pay offer.,

Talks between the unions and
health service managers within
the Whitley Council pay bar-
gaining forum broke down on
Thursday 14 December when
management made no new offer
to the ambulance unions.

At the heart of the govern-
ment’s intransigent stand again-
st the ambulance workers is its
plan to privatise the non-
emergency side of the service as
part of an overall plan to priv-
atise the National Heaith Ser-
vice. On 27 November Kenneth
Clarke ‘warned’ that the con-
tinuation of the dispute would
hasten the development of a
‘two-tier’ ambulance service
and pointed out that the services
in Wiltshire and Northumbria
had already split and contracted
out non-emergency work.

The Christmas/New Year per-
iod is the busiest time for am-
bulance crews - they receive up
to 200 emergency calls an hour.
The police and army will not be
able to cope with this. The
government is prepared to put
people’s lives at risk in order to
defeat the ambulance unions to
make way for privatising our
health service. iz

Water privatisation

DAVID REED

This government will stop at
nothing to hide its political
bankruptcy. It has finally sold
off the water industry. Or
more to the point paid share-
holders to take it off its hands.
That is, the privatisation of
water resulted in a net loss of
more than £1.6bn.

In preparing the water industry
for privatisation the government
wrote off debts of £5bn and paid
out more than £1.5bn to ‘clean
up’ the industry. With the sale of
water shares realising £5.2bn
this gives a net loss of at least
£1.3bn. In reality the loss is very
much greater once other costs
such as those of promotion and
underwriting the shares (£200m)
and incentives to customer
shareholders (£120m) are taken
into account.

In saving itself from a politic-
ally embarrassing failure and
selling the shares ridiculously
cheap, the government has
made sure that not everyone will
contribute equally to this loss.
Water privatisation represents a
redistribution of money from
water consumers to the very
much narrower group of people
who could afford to buy water
shares. That is, a transfer of
money from the poor to the rich.

With the price set at 240p, of
which only 100p needed to be
initially paid out, water shares
were 5.7 times over-subscribed.

-rich get cher

s

........

Michael Howard, minister for water

2.7 million applications for
shares were made. On the first
day of trading on the market
some 633m shares changed
hands — about 30 per cent of the
total shares, mainly by institut-
ions as most private investors
had not received their certific-
ates. The average premium for
the 10 water companies was 45p
on the 100p partly paid shares.
They ranged from 135p to 168p
in early trading and between
131p and 157p at the close.

Who buys shares? The 1987

General Household Survey tells

us that the typical British
shareholder is male, well off,
middle-aged, with a job and
owning a house in the south-
east. Probably a typical Thatcher
supporter now being wooed by
the Labour Party. '

Since the privatisation pro-
cess began the proportion of
people owning shares has risen
from 7 per cent of the population
to 21 per cent. After the Abbey
National flotation it is estimated
that about 11.5m people own
shares. But the distribution of
shares follows the distribution
of wealth in Thatcher's Britain.
While 25-29 per cent of people
own shares in London and the
south-east, only 14 per cent do
in the north, 17 per cent in
Scotland and 16 per cent in
Wales. 67 per cent of in-
dividuals earning more than
£450 a week own shares, com-
pared with 20 per cent of those
earning - £100-£200 a week
(1987). 49 per cent of profes-
sional men own shares com-
pared to 9 per cent of unskilled
male manual workers. About 90

er cent of private shareholders
own their own homes.

However this is only part of
the story. Even with the cheap
sell off of publically owned util-
ities by this government more
and more shares are held by
large institutions and not small
private shareholders. In 1981 in-
dividuals held 28 per cent of UK
company equity. By 1988 this
was down to 20 per cent. So the
major beneficiaries of the cheap
sell off of public assets have been
the large investing institutions.
Popular capitalism also turns
out to be a myth. And if you are

poor you do not even come into,

the reckoning. i
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LORNA REID

2,000 delegates attended the
All-Britain Anti-Poll Tax Con-
ference on 25 November to
launch the All-Britain Anti-
Poll Tax Federation to mob-
ilise for mass non-payment,
non-implementation and non-
collection. On paper this
should have been the basis of a
dynamic movement against
the Poll Tax. In reality it
achieved nothing. At the end
of the one day conference a
national committee was elect-
ed and a statement of aims
adopted, neither of which
guarantees to build the type of
movement necessary to defeat
the Poll Tax.

To understand why this was so
we need only examine the two
dominant political trends pre-
sent at the conference. In-
evitably, with the Labour Party
fundamentally opposed to any
fight against the Poll Tax, it falls
upon those on the left of the
Labour Party to lead the fight.
This has produced two left
social-democratic strategies for
building this fight.

The Militant Tendency, from
within the Labour Party, has
correctly recognised that the
strength of such a campaign can
only arise from within the com-
munities, amongst the people
who can’t pay. However, their
purpose is to build a social force
with which toconduct theirown
political fight within the Labour
Party. Precisely because of their
unbreakable ties to the Labour

Party they cannot build the in-
dependent working class move-
ment outside the Labour Party
necessary to defeat the Poll Tax.
In effect, the establishment of a
national federation is their latest
attempt to gain complete con-
trol of the fight against the Poll
Tax in order to strengthen their
own position within the Labour
Party.

The second trend believes that
only workers action, by which
they mean traditional trade
union action, can defeat the Poll
Tax and the role of the com-
munity is quite secondary. This
trend is represented by the
Socialist Workers Party and an
array of other smaller Trotskyist
organisations.

Precisely because the trade
unions have refused to mount a
challenge to the Poll Tax and
have joined Kinnock in denoun-
cing non-payment the position
of these organisations comes
over as abstract and irrelevant.
Unlike Militant they are unable
to mobilise any serious working
class forces and their positions
do no more than express their
own prejudices. The most ab-
surd example of this was the mo-
tion from Crookesmoor Anti-
Poll Tax Campaign, represented
by supporters of Workers Power,
who called for mass strike action
including a general strike to
defeat the Poll Tax, in a period
when the trade union movement
is doing hardly anything to op-
pose the Poll Tax.

The Socialist Workers Party
and Socialist Organiser, coming
down to earth, but essentially

holding to the same position,
argued against this because a
general strike is an organic
development which must be
worked for and that as yet the
Federation does not have the
authority to call one.

Militant are able to dominate
the existing anti-Poll Tax Fed-
eration because they can claim
to speak for the one million non-
payers in Scotland as a result of
their systematic work in the
Scottish communities whereas
the majority of the British left
has played no role at all and at
times has contemptuously dis-
missed as irrelevant those who
can’t pay as secondary to their
mythical fighting trade union
movement.

There were, however, some

independent forces who recog-
nise the vital link between com-
munity organisations and trade
union action. CPSA DSS Inner
London Branch members, who
took strike action in October
against government attempts to
use DSS staff as Poll Tax snoop-
ers, placed their action in the
context of the success of res-
istance built in Scotland. ‘I
bring fraternal greetings from

‘'my union branch and salute the

one million non-payers in Scot-
land. They are an inspiration
where I work.’ said Debbie Lon-
non from the Oval Office, South
London.

Inevitably, during the con-
ference the long-standing and
important issue of the right of af-
filiation for political organisa-
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tions was raised. Cannonbury
APT sought to extend affiliation
rights to Labour Parties and
Montpelier APT argued for af-
filiation rights for all political
organisations which agree with
the aims of the Federation. Lor-
na Reid, delegate from Tooting
Anti-Poll Tax Union and mem-
ber of the RCG, arguedy °If
organisations are denied the
right to participate in the fight
against the Poll Tax they will
simply enter through the back
door in the guise of anti-Poll Tax
groups. It is undemocratic to ex-
clude political organisations
from participating in the fight in
their own right.’

Militant’s ability to retain
control of the Federation
through its present base in the
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Fighting against the Tories’ Poll Tax

communities allowed them to
take a sectarian stance in oppos-
ing the affiliation of political
organisations.

Militant’s concern to utilise
the fight against the Poll Tax for
its own fight in the Labour Party
forces it to oppose any steps to
build a movement independent
of the Labour Party. It was for
this reason they opposed the
motion from the Black Lesbian
and Gay Group which moved
that the Federation mobilise
the most oppressed in our socie-
ty: black people, women, les-
bians and gay men, the unem-
ployed and make it clear that
racist, sexist and homophobic
activity will not be tolerated.

Militant refuses to confront
the racist and sexist prejudices
of the organised Labour move-
ment. To do so they would ex-
pose the deep divisions within
the working class. A movement
against the Poll Tax can only
develop if it puts to the fore the
interests of the oppressed sec-
tions of the working class, in
particular working class women
and black people. Otherwise, it
will be unable to mobilise these
forces and remain tied to the
backward traditions of the of-
ficial labour and trade union
movement, For this reason the
Federation can go nowhere.

Bureaucratic manipulations
will not gloss over these central
political issues. An indepen-
dent working class movement is
the key to defeating the Poll Tax.
The All-Britain Anti-Poll Tax
Federation threatens to hold
back this development. W

Police harassment of

GEORGE SILCOTT/JENNY SUTTON

In the last edition of The Job,
the magazine of the Police
Federation, there was a refer-
ence to ‘unfinished business’
at Broadwater Farm. Not sat-
isfied with criminalising the
youth and framing three inno-
cent men for the killing of PC
Blakelock, the police are still
trying to break the spirit of the
community. Part of this strat-
egy is the continued persecu-
tion of the Silcott family, and
in particular Winston’s
younger brother George.
Since Winston's arrest, the
police have been harassing
George, kerb-crawling and ad-
dressing him by his first name.
The family were driven to move
house by anonymous threaten-
ing letters and phone calls, and
although on advice they report-
ed these to the police, no action
was ever taken.

In October 1988 George and a
friend were driving in Totten-
ham in a rented car. Despite hav-
ing all the relevant documents,
they were stopped and arrested
for TDA (taking and driving
away). They were kept over-
night at Enfield Police Station
and the following morning tak-
en to Muswell Hill station where
they were charged with a burg-
lary that had taken place the pre-
vious evening. Vicious bail con-
ditions were imposed on George
alone - an indefinite midnight
to 6am curfew (this has been ‘re-
laxed’ over Christmas - instead
he has to give 48 hours notice of
his exact whereabouts to Horn-

Silcott family

sey Police Station).

In November 1989 George and
some friends were outside a
nightclub when the police arriv-
ed. George was handcuffed,
pushed to the ground and pun-
ched in the face. At Tottenham
police station he was told that he
had been arrested for arson - the
what, when and where were
never disclosed. His name was
on the cell door before he had
even given it. The following
morning he was told that he had
threatened two PCs with a knife
and was charged with being in
possession of an offensive
weapon. When he asked to see
the ‘knife’ he was shown a
photocopy. On granting him
bail the magistrate said ‘don’t
get yourself into any more trou-
ble’ - so much for innocent until
proven guilty. That very same
day he was stopped and search-
ed in Oxford Street by a WPC
who told him that he had been
seen with a knife. She refused to
give him a written note of the
incident.

The harassment of George has
to be seen in the context of what
is happening to his brother. On
his return to Albany Winston
asked why he had been ghosted
to Wandsworth and was told
that he had been ‘influencing
other prisoners’. He has spent
the last three months in solitary
confinement. Unable to break
his spirit inside, the authorities
are attacking him through his
family. But we, like Winston,
are not going to be beaten down.
‘We’re not willing to wait fifteen
years to see that justice is done.
They’ll never silence the
family — we’ll continue to fight
to see Winston free’.
Provisional dates have been set
for George's trials. They are:

17 January, Wood Green Crown
Court (Burglary)

We urge you to be there at the
courts to support George.

STOP PRESS George Silcott was
arrested and charged with ra-
pe on Monday 18 December.
This is the third serious charge
against him in just over a year.

ROBERT CLOUGH

The CPGB recently concluded
its 41st Congress amid calls
for it to adopt a new name, if
not to disband itself altog-
ether. After all, as Martin Jac-
ques pointed out in the main
speech, if Leninism has had its
day, what need is there for a
Party which originated in that
tradition?

There is nothing that should sur-
prise us in this. The CPGB open-
ly adopted the standpoint of
middle class liberalism in 1977
with its new version of its prog-
ramme, the British Road to
Socialism. All that has happen-
ed is that liberalism has become
older, richer and more reaction-
ary. The CPGB has merely mov-
ed with what it calls the new
times. Its increasing age is ex-
pressed in the higher proportion
of utter gibberish in its pro-
nouncements. Consider this:

‘It [the working class] is not only
a producing class but also a con-
suming class, more and more
aware of its consuming ident-
ity.’

Or this:

‘But class is not an abstraction. It
changes, it is reproduced. At the
same time, other bonds, other
identities based on gender or
ethnicity or sexuality are of ever
growing importance. The old
social blocs are dead.’

All this is a very pretentious and
tortuous way of saying that class
is no longer important, it’s how
you consume, your table man-

Laura Ashley
road to socialism

ners, your taste. They are the
political equivalent of Laura
Ashley - vapid, expensive chin-
tz. Leninism - its theory of state,
its concept of the party, the
absence of civil society, its no-
tion of revolution - is just passé.

Laura Ashley society is ‘civil
society’, which means that the
state is no longer as important as
it was, because the middle class
has all sorts of cultural outlets
for its entertainment and gener-
ally has a fair old time. Martin
Jacques suggests that ‘in many
areas the state’s role is increas-
ingly being obliged tochange, to
be more fluid, to be far more de-
centralised, to exit in partner-
ship with civil society.” No, I
don’t know what black and Irish
people make of ‘civil society’
either. .

This then is the vision of the
Laura Ashley road to socialism.
It is very fashionable, best suited
for those with a fair amount of
discretionary income. With
such affluence comes a new
standpoint, which sees expand-
ed consumption become pro-
gress to socialism, and can con-
vince itself that there is really
nothing horrid anymore in the
outside world. It can be made to
sound far more substantial by
the abundant use of resonant
phrases. But in the end, there is
the common theme of empty
nostalgia for a cottagey world
that never existed, of fundamen-
tal contradictions obscured by
fussy patterns and insipid pastel
shades. But if you like Laura
Ashley, you’'ll love the
CPGB. B

Terry O’Halloran

Communist and fighter for
Irish freedom
Died 23 January 1989

On this the first anniversary of
Terry’s death all his comrades
salute his memory. Over the
past year there have been
many occasions when we have
thought of Terry but none more
poignant than when the Guild-
ford Four were released. How
delighted Terry would have
been to see them walk free.
And how scorchingly he
would have written exposing
the frame up.

As developments in the
socialist countries demand
from communists a serious
political response, we have
sorely missed Terry’'s wide
ranging knowledge and depth
of Marxist understanding.

Perhaps, above all, in these
rather bleak times, we miss his
wit and irreverent humour.

Terry’s life and political
work influenced many people
and it is fitting that the Terry
O'Halloran Memorial Fund has
raised over £2,000 to begin its
task of supplying books to
prisoners.

Terry O’Halloran we salute
' you!
COMMEMORATIVE EVENT
Sunday 28 January 2pm, Karl
Marx Tomb, Highgate
- cemetery.
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AN NUJ ACTIVIST

Broadcasting unions are
maintaining their public op-
position to the British and
Irish state bans on broadcast-
ing the voices of Sinn Fein and
other parties and organisat-
ions in Ireland - but when it
comes to action they aren’t so
sure. ,

Public statements, court chal-
lenges -- even demonstrations -
are just about keeping the issue

on the political agenda, but in-

danger of being used as a mask
by union leaders to hide their
nervousness at the actions med-
ia workers are in 8 unique posi-
tion to take: industrial action, or
breaches of the bans backed up
with action to defend victimised
journalists and technicians.

The effect of the bans has not
just been, as is generally assum-
ed, to make TV take the souna
off interviews with Gerry Adams
-to make him ‘goldfish’ in
broadcast pariance. It is fo keep
the expression of Irish national-
ism off the airwaves altogether:
to keep nationalists out of all dis-
cussion on live programmes.
Nighi after night, when Irelanc
is ‘in the news’, studio discus-
sions can happily ignore any-
thing more ‘republican’ than the
SDLP

The National Union of Journ

alists has run a high-profile
political campaign which has
allowed political campaigners,
such as Irish groups and parties,
some space to join in, but it has
shied away from taking action.

The crucial time, as always,
was at the start: when the British
barn was announced, a move-
ment got going among broad-
casting journalists - who had
taken an effective 24-hour strike
against the banning of the BBC's
Real Lives programme in 1985
- forarepeataction. Butthis was
sabotaged by the leadership,
which cooked up a dodgy agree-
ment with management, that if
thev all joined together in public
protest. the union would have
no guarrel with them.

That mistake 1s still with

‘media workers trving to keep a

real fight going. When the NU]
called a Day of Action on 19 Oc-
tober, anniversary of Dougias
Hurd’s announcement of the
ban, there was a call for at least
token sioppages by broadcasting
chapels, but the response was
gxtremely poor.

instead, there was a march
hrough London and a glitzy ral-
v. Lots of publicity, but the
governmeni was untouched. In
fact, the organisers found thal
the degree of opposition was
higher among other journalists
and even much of the public
than among the broadcasters

AN PHOBLACHT EPUBLICAN NEWS

who have to operate the ban.

Shockingly, when in Dublin
in March 1988 there was a
breach of the Section 31 Irish
ban by a journalist with RTE,
Jenny McGeever, and she was
sacked, the union did nothing to
protect her. .

The reason, quite simply, is
that union leaders are terrified of
the ‘terrorist smear'. Whatever
their feelings, they beiieve that
to protest for any kind of Irish
freedom is to be seen as Provo
sympathisers. This, of course, is
precisely what the government
was banking on, and they are not
prepared to challemge it. The
bans are therefore opposed as an

Sinn Fein’s demonstration in Belfast on the anniversary of the broadcasting

Sinn Fein broadcasting ban: action needed

phatically not as an Irish polit-
ical issue.

The inhibition was frankly
expressed by a leading Northern
Ireland political journalist, Ea-
monn Mallie, on a radio phone-
in on 19 October. He said: ‘Quite
honestly, I am not prepared to
put my neck on the block on this
issue. For the individual jour-
nalist it is just too risky . . . The
protest has got to be in the hands
of the NU]J leadership.’ In effect,
Eamonn Mallie and his colleag-
ues are operating and policing
the ban for the state. They have
to take the everyday decisions
on their broadcasts, and they al-
ways opt for the easy way out -
often allowing managements to

ban was itself banned by the RUC. Above: Councillor Alex Maskey cuts the
RUC tape across the demonstration’s path

make them impose a stricter cen-
sorship than is strictly required
by the wording of the bans.

For managements’ posturing
is even worse than the unions’.
The BBC and independent com-
panies are always trying to play
down the significance of the
bans. They won't, for instance,
telegraph clearly when they are
being applied, preferring, in the
words of a BBC Deputy Director
General John Birt, to ‘thread
them into the programme’ - in
other words, pretend it's not
happening. Just what the gov-
ernment ordered - or didn't, ac-
tually. Neither will broadcast
corporations even back the legal
challenges the NU]J is running.

P ii i c s i th. Iri h d : 2 5 :
oy Sy gyt of South African government.

English courts are crawling fo-
wards the European Court of
Human Rights; the Irish one has
just arrived in Strasbourg, and
the Commission has ruled there
is a case to answer, and told the
Irish government to submit a
defence. The British case has
just, predictably, been thrown
out of the Court of Appeal, and
would now have to go to, the
House of Lords before crossing
the Channel However, theése
cases are so expensive. in fat
lawyers’s fees, that there is a risk
the NUJ will have to drop it.

Perhaps it will — and adopt an
industrial sirategy instead.
some hope! B

MAXINE WILLIAMS

At the preliminary hearing of
the May inquiry into the Guild-
ford 4 and Maguire cases,
former judge Sir john May
bowed to pressure and grant-
ed partial immunity to wit-
nesses who appear at the in-
quiry. Both May and the Home
Secretary had formerly said
that no immunity would be
given. However, the form of
immunity and who it applies
to is still hedged around with
doubts. Only full immunity

could ensure that the full story
emerges. Moreover the in-
guiry has nc powgr to sub-
poena witnesses and cannot
even begin its proceedings un-
til the criminal investigation
of police officers currently
underway is completed.

The earliest that the May report
is likely to appear is 1991. No
doubt many of those involved in
the frame-up are hoping that
time will lessen public interest
in the cases. The delay will alsc
give the government lie mach-
ine chance to continue to peddie
the current rumour - that the

Guildford 4 were not innocent
and were released only because
of loopholes in the case against
them. This was the tone of recent
remarks made by Lord Hailsham
in a television interview.

There is no doubt that those

sections of the Establishment in-
volved in the frame up - the
police, the judiciary and politi-
cians will fight to the bitter end
to prevent the full truth from em-
erging. Quite how the May In-
quiry will manage to gloss over
the crucial role of the Metropoli-
tan police commissioner Peter
Imbert, for example, remains to

Guildford 4: obscuring the cover-up

be seen.

Those who feared that the re-
lease of the Guildford 4 would
make the government even more
determined to prevent the Bir-
mingham 6 frame-up being ex-
posed, are so far proving correct.

The government has repeatedly

stated that the 6 will remain in
prison and that no new evidence
to question their convictions ex-
ists. However, heavy pressure
on this issue continues and may
have led to the recent recategori-
sation of the 6 from Category A

status which convicted IRA pri-

soners are normally given.

Only by keeping up the pres-
sure on these cases will the facts
about both frame-ups emerge
and the Birmingham 6 be freed.
Meanwhile Paul Hill was de-
tained and questioned by police
as he flew from Heathrow to
Dublin on 4 December to speak
at a press conference publicising
a march about the Birmingham 6
and other cases of injustice.
Gerard Conlon has also been
harassed by the RUC. No doubt
the authorities wish to intimi-
date the two into reducing their
high profile activities in favour
of the Birmingham 6.

PAM ROBINSON

The British Army and RUC
have been carrying out a
series of calculated cam-
paigns against the nationalist
communities in the occupied
six counties of Ireland.

® The RUC have launched a
major campaign of intimidation
against people who have out-
standing legal cases against
them in an attempt to frighten
them into dropping the cases.
These include cases where peo-
ple have found that files con-
taining their personal details
have been handed over to loyal-
ist death squads. The RUC have
raided selected houses, destroy-
ing personal belongings and
property and removed personal
files and photographs.

® On Thursday @ November 14
homes were raided in Ander-
sonstown, West Belfast, includ-
ing the home of Kathleen
Finucane, the mother of Pat

British terrorise Irish

Finucane who was murdered by

a loyalist death squad. The RUC
informed her that the name of
one of her other sons was on a
death squad'’s list.

® Corporal Cameron Hastie,
Roval Scots, and Private Joanne

Garvin, UDR, were found guilty"

of handing over RUC files to loy-
alists. They both received sus-
pended sentences of 18 months.
The information they had dis-
closed led to the murder of Terry
McDaid by a UVF/UDR death
squad. The same squad severely
miured Pat Fitzpatrick after
receiving information from his

file. It has now been revealed.

that admissions given by Hastie
and Garvin to the RUC should
have resulted in them being
charged with conspiracy to
murder. Terry McDaid’s wid-
ow, Maura, has said she plansto
sue the MoD.

@ Documents described as
‘likely to be useful to terrorist
organisations’ were discovered

& o FIGHT RACISM! FIGHT IMPERIALISM! JANUARY 1990

bv the RUC in Robert Allen's
house in Derry on 18/19 Nov-
ember. Amongst the documents
were details of John Davey,
murdered by a loyalist death
squad, plus details and photo-
graphs of nationalists. Kenneth
Cavanagh, Philip Jackson, Jen-
nifer Peoples, George Shields
and William Temple were also
arrested in connection with the
discovered documents. Jackson,
Peoples and Shields have piead-
ed guilty to possessing docu-
ments. Robert Allen is known to
be associated with DUP coun-
cillor Ken Kerr.

® On 29 November Liam Ryan
was murdered as he was closing
up and letting customers out of
the Battery Bar, East Tyrone.
When locking up Liam answer-
ed a knock on the door and was
met with a hail of bullets. Two
gunmen burst in and shot Liam
dead at close range. Four other
people were injured in the at-
tack. In a statement the UVF

described Liam as one of their
targets. He had been continually
harassed by the RUC who told
him only a few weeks before he
was murdered, ‘You'll be dead
by Christmas.’

® There has been a further ex-
posure of RUC attempts to
recruit informers from within
nationalist communities. Gary
McConville, 19, of Lurgan has
suffered continual harassment
from the RUC. In August he was
arrested and held for 16 hours
during which time he was ac-
cused of various attacks, verbal-
ly abused and assaulted. Under
duress he signed a statement ad-
mitting throwing a stone. The
RUC then offered to ‘double his
dole money’ and ‘drop all the
charges’ if he agreed to become
an informer.

® On 13 November a 19-year-
old single mother of New Lodge
Road, Belfast, was arrested by
the RUC following a raid on her
home under the Emergency Pro-
visions Act and was held for 24
hors. During this time she was
interrogated for periods of up to
four hours at a time and told she
would ‘end up like Mairead Far-
rell, blown up all over the street

some night’ and “You'll end up
in Maghaberry and your baby
willend up incare’. She wasalso
offered a bribe of £50 to inform
on local people including Sinn
Fein members. She agreed to
this in order to end her ordeal.
On her release she contacted
Sinn Fein and a solicitor.

® Matt Rooney has been harass-
ed since May after he refused to
become an informer. On 19 Nov-
ember he was severely beaten by
a UDR patrol and suffered arupt-
ured kidney and severe bruising
in an attack described by the
UDR as ‘putting the pressure
on.’ The following day as both
he and his wife were on their
way to their solicitors they were
harassed by the same UDR patrol
that had beaten Matt.

® On Thursday 2 November
Kathleen and Brendan Duffy,
the parents of Seamus, who was
killed in August by a plastic
bullet fired by an RUC officer,
were arrested and held for two
hours under the Prevention of
Terrorism Act at Luton Airport
as they entered England as part
of the delegation from the
United Campaign Against Plast-
ic Bullets.

| have embarrassed
{ African government and, aiong

News..l'lil‘l‘l’l'liihllllIllll-Illliilillil-lll.-i.ll."l..lllll-IIII'III...I..I.IIIIIIIIlll.‘l'.'

Apartheid’s
hired
assassins
creep out
of hiding

LEIGH AVON

Thatcher’s claims that Presi-
dent FW de Klerk is dragging
South Africa toward ‘clear
and irreversible’ reform were
shown to be ufter nonsense
this month by revelations of
political murders, perpetrai-
ed by apartheid agents and
sanctioned at the highest level

Having read in the Weekly Mai!l
that Almond Nofomela, a pris-

| oner on Death Row in South

Africa, had sworn an affidavit in

. which he claimed to have been a

member of an apartheid death
squad, Captain Johannes Dirk
Coetzee fled the country. Coet-
zee's subseguent ‘revelations’
the oouth

with mounting pressure inside

| the countrv. threaten to force de

Klerk into setting up an inde-
penden:i inguiry. Coetzee sub

stantialiv confirmed Nofomela's
| statement bui also goes much

turther He was the commander
of one of five ‘hit squads’ that
operated throughout South Afri-
ca and internationally. He has
admitied to being involved in
severa. political murders inciu-
ding: Griffiths Mxenge, a Dur-

| _ban civilrights lawyer; two ANC
‘fmembers kidnapped in Mozam-
.bigue and shot: an unidentified.

man also kidnapped and shot,in
Lesotho; and Patrick Makau and
an unidentified child who were
murdered when the squad
bombed a suspected ANC office
at Manzini in Swaziland.

These death squads were also
responsible for the murder of joe
Ggabi in Harare and of Ruth First
in Mozambique in 1982 and of
Dulcie September in Paris in
1988.

What is particularly interest-
ing to anti-apartheid activists in
Britain is Coetzee’s information
concerning the role of the South
African Embassy in the bombing
of the ANC London office in
1982. Coetzee spoke to the man
responsible for the bombing, a
British citizen who subsequent-
ly became a South African spy:
‘. ..He himself said that the ex-
plosives used to blow up the
ANC offices had been smuggled

to him in the South African Em-
bassy’s diplomatic bag. That
was ‘also his unofficial courier
service, through which the
senior military officers stayed in
contact with him.’

Craig Williamson, Coetzee’s
ex-superior, ‘spy-master’ and
fund-raiser for these covert ac-
tivities is now a nominated
member of the President’s Coun-
cil, a South African parliamen-
tary advisory body. This mur-
derer is now ‘respectable’, a
highly placed member of de
Klerk’s administration.

We know who killed Dulcie
September, David Webster, An-
ton Lubowski...Let us see
them in the dock. I, as is almost
definitely the case, these crimes
were sanctioned, formally or in-
formally, let us see those mini-
sters and officials also stand trial
and attempt to answer for their

actions. 23
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SWAPO victory in

SOUTH AFRICA

DAVID REED/CAT WIENER

n December two politically
important conferences took
place in South Africa. The
first of these. held in Soweto
from 1-3 December, launched
the Pan Africanist Movement
{(PAM). The second, a one-day
meeting of the Conference for
a Demeocratic ¥uture (CDF),
was held on ¢ December in
Witwatersrand University, Jo-
hannesburg. The final posi-
tions adopted by the two
conferences retlect two essen-
tially different trends in the
liberation movement, in par-
ticular in regard to the ques-
tion of negotiations.

The two conferences were fun-
damentally divided over their
stance towards the OAU Harare
Declaration of 21 August 1988.

This declaration calls upon the -

South African government fo
create the climate for negotia-
tions and lays five preconditions
on such negotiations taking

g

place: the unconditional release

of political prisoners and all de-
tainees; the lifting of bans and
restrictions on all organisations
the removal of all troops from
the townships; the end of the
State of Emergency and the
repeal of repressive legislation;
and the end of a!l political trials
and political executions.

600 delegates from all over
South Africa attended the PAM
conference. PAM is ideologi-
cally aligned to, but organis-
ationally independent of, the
Pan Africanist Congress. It
stands in ideclogical opposition
to the ANC and its MDM ally.
PAM argues that there is no basis
for genuine negotiations today
in South Africa and that what it
calls the five pillars of apartheid
legislation are non-negotiable
and must go. The conference
unanimously maintained that
only a one-person, one vote elec-
iion to a single, non-racial
chamber can iead to a genuine
non-racial democratic society
(see beiow the Harare Communi-
que of the PAC setting out the
perspectives of PAM ).

PAM’s

fat -
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Haroon Patel (BCM) at the convening committee press conference, chaired by

Fr !‘mangﬂsu Mikhatshwa, with Murphy Morebe (UDF)

elected former Robben Island
prisoner and founder member of
the PAC, Clarence Makwetu, as
President. An important deci-
sion made by the Conference
was not to attend the pending
Conference for a Democratic
Future jointly organised by the
MDM and the Black Conscious-
ness Movement, Gora Ebrahim,
Foreign Secretary of the PAC,
told FRFI that the PAC were
excluded from the convening
committee despite declaring
their willingness to participate.
This meant that they would be
unable to influence the declara-
tion proposed for discussion at
the conference or raise their ob-
jections to the participation of
bantustan leaders and represen-
tatives of South African busi-
ness interests.

Around 4,500 delegates at-
tended the CDF conference.
making it the largest anti-apart-
heid gathering in South Africa’s
history. The conference was at-
tended by the ANC/MDM and its
Charterist affiliates, the BCM/
AZAPO and, reflecting a major
change in policy, the military
leader of the nominally inde-
pendent Transkei ‘homeland’
and the leader of the KaNgwane
‘homeland’, together with other
bantustan opposition parties.
The Democratic Party and the
Consultative Business Move-
ment were given observer stat-
us. Commenting on the BCM/
AZAPO decision to participate,
Haroon Patel said:

‘In the BCM, we were unan-
imous about participation,
but we have had to do a lot of
talking and explaining to our
cadres. That unanimity is bas-

Liberation movements define
different ways forward

ed on the understanding that
it is important for us to be part
and parcel of mass struggles.
This is an indication from the
BCM that the blanket boycott
position is in our view not the
correct approach under cur-
rent circumstances.’

The trade union federation
NACTU withdrew from the con-
ference although some of its
unions linked to the BCM were
present. NACTU representative
Cunningham Ngcukana said the
federation was unhappy about
the attendance of ‘collabora-
tionists’ such as the Democratic
Party and the bantustan leaders.

One of the aims of the con-
ference was to agree a united
position to present to the United
Nations which was due to begin
a three-day debate on South
Africaon 12 December. The con-
ference adopted the OAU Harare
declaration and further resolved
to call for a ‘constituent assem-
bly, established on a non-racial
basis and representing all the
people of South Africa to draw
up a new constitution for our
country’.

However the BCM did not en-
dorse the resolution and decid-
ed to take it back for further
discussion by its supporters. It
later dissociated itself from the
conference declaration.

The two conferences show
that the fundamental political
divisions between the Africanist
and Charterist trends of the
movement remain. Deep-lying
issues remain to be resolved and
are highlighted in the differing
attitudes to question of nego-
tiations with the apartheid
regime. =

Harare Communique

A consultative meeting between
the Pan Africanist Congress of
Azania and 24 delegates from in-
side Azania (South Africa), re-
presenting trade unions, law-
yers, students, youth, women,
the church and the media, was
held in Harare, Zimbabwe from
24 to 26 November 1989. This
first consultative meeting was
facilitated by the Cold Comfort
Farm Trust.

The meeting was formally
opened by the Hon Cde Didy-
mus Mutasa, Secretary for Exter-
nal Affairs of Zanu (PF), Speaker
of the House of Assembly and
Chairman of the Cold Comiort
Farm Trust. He reaffirmed Zanu
(PF)/PAC solidarity and ex-
pressed confidence that victory
in Azania was in sight. He urged
the people of Azania to unite and
wage resolute struggles on all
fronts.

The formal cpening session,
attended by Zimbabwe Govern-
ment officials, the Diplomatic
Corps and invited guests then
heard a keynote address by Cde
Johnson Mlambo, Chairman of
the PAC. In hisaddress he traced
the PAC’s pioneering role in the
legitimate struggles of the Aza-
nian people for national libera-
tion and self-determination. He
said the people were waging the
struggie on the following prin-
ciples:

1. Apartheid cannot be reform-
ed, it must be totally eradi-
cated;

2. The vehicle for genuine

change can never be the illeg-
al minority racist regime but
rather the oppressed and dis-
possessed majority. There-
fore, the primary task must be
to increase the fighting cap-
acity of the people;

3. All forms of struggle must be
encouraged and supported;

4. Internationally, the regime
must be isolated and the call
for comprehensive sanctions
intensified. However, inter-
national actions must be re-
garded as a complementary
factor . . . the decisive factor
must be the internal factor;

5. The introduction of the East-
West conflict in our struggle
must be strongly resisted;

These principles have received
wide support both internally
and internationally.

On the current of ‘negotia-
tions’ Cde Mlambo emphasised
that as of now there existed no
basis for genuine negotiations.
The minority racist regime had
not pronounced itself on the five
pillars of apartheid, namely:

1. The population registration
Act;

2. The 1913 and 1936 Land Acts
on which is based the Group
Areas Act;

3. The Bantu Education Act;

4, The Tricameral parliament
system,;

5. The Bantustans.

The above five pillars of apar-
theid are non-negotiable and
must go!

Cde Mlambo welcomed the
participants and expressed con-
fidence that the consultations
would prove extremely useful.

Cde Dikgang Moseneke spoke
on behalf of the delegates from
the home front. He informed the
meeting about the growth of
Africanism and the structures
already established and those
that will be launched shortly. He
said that the Pan Africanist
Movement (PAM) would soon
be formally. launched to co-
ordinate and promote the Afri-
canist cause. He stressed that the
people inside Azania were also
convinced that the racist regime
was not ready for serious neg-
otiations.

The consultative meeting
then went into closed sessions to
discuss the roles of church,
lawyers, labour unions, stu-
dents’ and youth organisations,
women, journalists and resear-
chers and their contribution to
the struggle for liberation. The
discussions were wide ranging
and profound.

The exchanges were con-
ducted in a democratic atmos-
phere with the sole purpose of
defining the common enemy
and the most effective strategy to
eradicate apartheid and its at-
tendant evils of dispossession,
oppression and exploitation and
to usher in a new, genuinely
democratic, non-racial and unit-
ed Azania.

The participants agreed that
the struggle was for national
liberation and self-determina-

tion. To achieve this objective,
the participants emphasised the
need for the intensification of
the struggle on all fronts.

The launching of the Pan Afri-
canist Movement on 1-3 Dec-
ember 1989 inside Azania was
warmly welcomed by the par-
ticipants. The PAC pledged to
fully co-operate with the inde-
pendent PAM.

The participants were unani-
mous in their call for principled
unity of all those having a con-
tradiction with the racist minor-
ity regime. Sectarianism and
division were deplored. They
agreed to campaign vigorously
to end sectarianism such as
those practised by the Kagiso
Trust and other internationally
funded institutions in South
Africa.

The participants endorsed the
PAC'’s position that, as of now,
there exists no basis for genuine
negotiations. They unanimous-
ly maintained that only one-
person one-vote elections to a
single non-racial chamber can
lead to a genuine non-racial
democratic society.

The internal and external par-
ticipants expressed profound
gratitude to the Cold Comfort
Farm Trust and to the Govern-
ment and people of Zimbabwe
for making this important and
historical meeting possible and
the hospitality extended.

Issued by Gora Ebrahim
Secretary for Foreign Affairs
Pan Africanist Congress

of Azania

—
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Namibian election

ANDY HIGGINBCTTOM

The results of Namibia's first
ever universal elections were
emphatic. 57.03% of the votes
cast between 7 and 11 Novem-
ber were for SWAPOQ, a clear
statement of popular support
for the liberation movement.
Over 97% of the registered

voters took part in the poll

which, according to its United
Nations supervisors, were
‘free and fair’.
Ten parties stood lists of can-
didates for election on a propor-
tional representation basis to a
Constituent Assembly. SWAPO
has 41 of the 72 seats. The DTA,
created and funded by South
Africa as a counterweight to the
liberation struggie. was a distant
second with 28.6% of the votes,
transiating into 21 seats. South
Africa’s tactic of establishing a
reactionary block of one third of
the Assembly seats just succeed-
ed. The DTA, together with the
far right ACN and FCN, have 25
seats. Representation of the
other smaller parties, the UDF {4
seats], NNI {1 seat! and NPF (1
seat), if they werk in alliance
with SWAPO, will not be en-
ough to secure the two thirds
majority required to approve
proposals for an independent
constitution. Whether the DTA
block will be a trump card in
South Africa’s hand depends
on developmenis outside the
Assembly.

SWAPQ President Sam Nu-
joma stated on 15 November:

‘SWAPO wants to reassure
the nation that it will stand
by its policy of national re-
conciliation . . . ;Specifically,
I want to reassure the Civil
Service that its services will
continue to be needed, as will
the productive efforts of all
sectors of our economy’.

Pretoria is setting up the in-
frastructure for a prolonged
campaign of covert operations

in the mould of its genocidal
operations against the other
Front Line States. In northern
Ovamboland, Namibia's most
populous province, 92% voted
SWAPO. And it is here that im-
mediately after the election
South Africa’s destabilisation
first emerged. On the weekend
of 25/26 November nine Nami-
bians were killed at the hands of
DTA vigilantes. Lutheran Bish-
op Kleopas Dumeni complained
that ‘people are being beaten
with sjamboks and stabbed by
DTA supporters’. DTA vigilan-
tee hunted down the visiting
Canadian Rev John Evenson
who was at Engela Lutheran
Hospital investigating medical
aid and co-operation. In another
incident 13 SWAPCQ members,
including two Assembly mem-
bers, were taken to hospital after
police assaults. Controi of the
police still lies with the South
African appointed Adminis-
trator General, and will do so un-
til the independent government
is formed.

At Mavana camp in Kavango,
a South African Defence Force
general met former Koevoet and
SWATF commanders, propos-
ing they take their soldiers to
bases in South Africa from
which further operations ag-
amnst an independent Namibia
can be mounted. Un 7 December
Sam Nujoma met with Sir Robin
Renwick, Britain's ambassador
in South Africa, requesting that
British military personnel be
sent to Namibia with the task of
training former SWAPO free-
dom fighters and their SWATF
enemies in an integrated nation-
al army. The model for this in-
vitation is British army trainers
in post independence Zimbab-
we. But it was under British con-
trol that the MNR, created by
Rhodesian military intelligence,
was secretly moved to new bases
in the Transvaal. The MNR has
since been the vehicle for
genocidal war against Mozam-
bique. z
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From Beyond the Barricades: Popular Resistance in South Africa in the 1980s.

-----

Published by Kliptown Books at £12, this book conveys the horror and the
intensity of sacrifice and courage of the oppressed people of South Africa.
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Victory to the Intifada!

TREVOR RAYNE

‘The British taxpayer has
spent something in the order
of £17 million . .. more and
moreofthem are arriving. You
can't cope...none of those
going back are genuine refu-
gees. .. They keep coming
and coming...it just could
not go on ... Hong Kong is a
tiny little island...It is no
good (others) just complain-
ing, unless they are prepared
to take more.’

So there you have it from
Margare: Thatcher: we’re too
crowded they cost too much,
whyv should we have to put up
with them, what about the rest of
the worid and, anyway, how
nany more are there ? Racism is
s0 ingrained in the British gov-
ernment that only when the US
State Department tells it that ‘in-
voluatary repatriation is unac-
ceptable until conditions im-
prove in Vietnam’ does the gov-
ernment recognise the need to
prepare the ground a little more
thoroughly and begin diplom-
atic shuffles, negotiations, a
propaganda offensive etc.

There are 57,000 Vietnamese
in Hong Kong. The majority are
held ‘n 13 camps ringed by raz-
or-wire and arc lights, guarded
bv armed police. The British

government states they ‘are not
refugees’ but ‘economic mig-
rants’. Thatcher called them ‘il-
legal immigrants’. They were
treated like criminals and at 3am
on 11 December under cover of
darkness 26 children, 17 women
and 8 men were rounded up and
returned to Vietnam. Foreign
Minister Hurd explained that
this was to demonstrate to the
Vietnamese planning to sail for
Hong Kong ‘that this is not a
happy voyage'.

A chorus of racist abuse from
Tory backbenchers, and the Brit-
ish press plus the raising of the
spectre of the ‘Yellow peril’
Hong Kong invasion of Britain
ir. 1997 is designed to hold the
government line firm against in-
ternational and particularly US
oressure. The Vietnamese gov-
ernment has stated that it will
receive all those Vietnamese
who wish to return voluntarily,
or who do not oppose repatria-
tion. They rightly explain that
the nroblem is one of US and Bri-
tish making.

Since the 1975 Vietnamese re-

volutionary victory the USA,
backed by Britain, has determin-
ed to take revenge on Vietnam
and destroy its economy. An em-
bargo on trade, aid and loans,
plus political and diplomatic
pressure combined with mili-

support for counter-revo-

End embargo on Vietnham
End forced repatriation

lution through the Khmer Rouge
and its allies, have been used to
continue the Vietnam War by
other methods. The explosive
equivalent of 700 Hiroshimas, or
more than the entire bomb-load
dropped by all adversaries in the
Second World War was rained
on Vietnam by the US govern-
ment. 400,000 tons of napalm
and 72 million litres of defoliant
turned vast tracts into chemical
deserts. Perhaps 4 million Viet-

namese were killed in the libera-

tion struggles. Under these con-
ditions Vietnam had to try and
rebuild its economy.

Against this background the
British press write of ‘people
fleeing communist dictatorship’
(Guardian 13 December), of

‘middle class families pushed to

the margins of society by new
authorities with more ideology
than common sense’. When the
first ‘Boat People’ arrived in the
late 1970s and early 1980s they
were used in the war against
Vietnam; evidence of the sup-
posed communist brutality and
incompetence. Some were feted
and touted around as great suc-
cesses with their new found
freedom. Others were shoved
out of the way into south London
estates to be left at the mercy of
National Front thugs. But the
propaganda and organised
crime lured Vietnamese to take
to their boats.

Communists and progressives

.should demand an end to the

embargo on Vietnam, ar end to
British and US support for Cam-
bodian counter-revolution, mas-
sive economic and medical aid
to Vietnam, an end to forced
repatriation of Vietnamese in
Hong Kong.

Those who wish to help the
victims of imperialism’s war on
Vietnam should send donations
to the Medical Aid Committee
for Vietnam, Bedford Chambers,
Covent Garden, London WC2,

Filipino reactionaries divide

TREVOR RAYNE

‘The sixth coup attempt actu-
ally gives notice to Congress
and Senate, and to the whole
Aquino regime, that the US
will not tolerate talks of in-
dependence or any talk of ous-
ting its military bases even if
only for show. The outcome of
this coup attempt, and the
very existence and nature of
the government after this
coup, is for the US to decide
and for all the world to see.’
The National Democratic
Front of the Philippines Inter-
national Office 1 December
1989. '

The sight of the mutinous troops
marching back to barracks, rifles
slung over their shoulders
shouting ‘Time out’' and ‘the
fight goes on’ had a farcical, self-
parodying totich, like play-act-
ing. Actors they are in a play
scripted by the US government
which backs both sides in this
factional fight within the Fili-
pino ruling class. US handlers
encouraged anti-Aquino forces
to launch the coup attempt, but
saw to it that the plan stayed
within limits: no direct attempt
on the person of Aquino, no as-
sault on the Malacanang palace.

However, a sufficient show of
force by elite Scout Rangers and
Marines to enable the US Air
Force to determine the balance
in favour of Aquino.

Having demonstrated Aqui-
no's dependence on it, the US
government will now insist up-
on the extension of its military
bases on the islands beyond
their expiry date in 1991, that
Aquino become a figurehead for
its chosen political instruments
with possibly the increased in-
corporation of the Philippines
military into the government.

The coup took place in a deter-
iorating economic and political
situation that is aggravating
divisions within the ruling
class. Per capita income has re-
mained roughly the same since
1974. Repayments on the $28
billion foreign debt consume a
quarter of the country’s export
earnings. Fifty per cent of the
population live below the offi-
cial poverty line. ‘Even before
the military rebellion broke out,
the people’s organisations are
set to hold a People’s Strike over
a new (23%) oil price increase
imposed by Mrs Aquino. Almost
all teachers and government em-
ployees are already on strike and
the movement to oust the US
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bases...is surging to new
heights’. (NDF)

In this context Aquino used
the coup attempt to declare a
State of Emergency. Military
rule is being extended in a way
reminiscent of the Marcos dicta-
torship. The targets will not be
the coup plotters (hardly any
punishment was dealt the per-
petrators of the previous five at-
tempts), but rather the popular
organisations, supporters of the
NDF and the New People’s Ar-
my. Death squad slayings can be
expected to increase.

We see in the Philippines US
imperialism more confident,
unrestrained in the use of fire-
power, treating the people and
the government in the crudest
colonial manner. This is trans-
parent to the Filipino masses.
The revolutionary forces will
take advantage of the division
among the reactionaries, of the
political and economic crisis
facing the government to go on
the offensive. US imperialism
will find that the containment
exercise achieved with the re-
placement of Marcos by Aquino
is undone and that the battle
lines are drawn more clearly and
less in its favour than ever

before. W

Palestinian militants take refuge in
secret alleyways

9 December marked the se-
cond anniversary of the
Palestinian uprising. An up-
rising of the whole people
against Zionist occupation,
the Intifada has been sustain-
ed primarily by the working
class and the dispossesed. It is
this that has lent it the deter-
mination and resilience to
withstand savage repression.
Close to 1000 Palestinians
have been killed, 50,000
wounded and over 60,000 im-
prisoned. The Zionists have
extended detention without
trial from 6 to 12 months and
reduced the age of criminal
responsibility to 12!

Despite this the Palestinian

- people have begun developing

their own state apparatus.
People’s committees for secu-

rity, health, education, pri-
soners’ welfare have develop-
ed alongside a campaign to
boycott Israeli produce to
enable the development of a
Palestinian economy. The In-
tifada has also developed the
means to enforce the popular
will against collaborators,
many of whom have been ex-
ecuted or forced to flee.

All these developments
have . foiled imperialist,
Zionist and Arab collabora-
tionist attempts to end the
uprising and replace the PLO
as the only legitimate repre-
sentative of the Palestinian
people.

In Britain we can celebrate
the Intifada by organising to
‘Boycott Israeli Produce!’ B
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GARY ROSE

Brazilians will be voting in the
country’s first Presidential el-
ection for 29 years on 17
December. The two candi-
dates are Fernando Collor de
Mello, an unabashed suppor-
ter of Thatcherite policies and
Luis Inacio ‘Lula’ da Silva of
the Workers Party (PT). Early
polls had Collor ahead, but
that lead ismarginal and Lula
is gaining ground daily.
Collor was a loyal supporter of
the military dictatorship; he has
run a hugely expensive election
campaign largely financed by
sugar barons. Lula has concen-
trated on an active grassroots
campaign, without all the razz-
matazz of Collor’'s American
style election campaign.

There are 83 million register-

“ed voters. The majority exist out-

side the state structures in grind-
ing poverty. In rural areas a
huge majority are illiterate, they
do not have access to public
health services, to unemploy-
ment benefits or to documenta-
tion necessary to maintain regu-
lar employment. These people
are forced to vote by law.
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Luis Inacio ‘Lula’ da Sii

The election is taking place at
a time when monthly inflation is
running at 50%, the US dollar
exchange rate on the Parelo, the
semi-official parallel money
market, hasbeen swinging wild-
ly, the price of gold rose 25% in
one day and the stock markets of
Sado Paulo and Rio de Janeiro are
fluctuating wildly, as stock-
brokers panic over the seeming-
ly impending victory of Lula.
Mario Amato, the president of
Sédo Paulo’s business federation

has predicted that 800,000 busi-

«nessmen will leave the country
if Lula is elected.

Lula has stated that he is com-

_ mitted to a complete morator-

ium on Brazil's $109bn foreign
debt, that controls on company
profits will be imposed and that
the large agricultural estates
will be carved up. %
As the prospect of defeat hits
home to Collor he has taken to
instigating a dirty tricks cam-

- paign. This week he produced &

former girl-friend of Lula's who
claimed that he had tried to
make her have an abortion and
then abandconed her and the
child. Abortion is a crime in
Brazil. One of Collor’s campaign
workers promptly resigned and
revealed that the woman had
been paid the equivalent of
£1300 to make the accusation.

If Lula does win the election,
the PT have major problems to
deal with. There are seven mil-
lion children living on the
streets; hunger and disease are
rife. The critical question is of a
possible coup by the armed for-
ces. In the circumstances such a
scenario could provoke a truly
revolutionaryresponse from Bra-
zil's massive working class. W

No respite for India’s poor

VIRMAN MAN

To get rich quick in India
there are two main routes:
either get to know someone
with political power, or even
better, get elected to govern-
ment. In November the Con-
gress Party lost power for only
the second time since Indep-
endence in 1947.

Government now falls to a
hotch-potch coalition of several
parties whose only point of
agreement was to ensure the
downfall of Rajiv Gandhi, the
latest in the long line of the
Nehru-Gandhi dynasty which
has become almost synonymous
with Congress for three genera-
tions. Wealth and privilege will
now flow to another section of
the middle classes. But for the
majority of India’s 800 million
people —almost an eighth of

humanity-the question is:
what’s the difference ?

Election candidates — on both
Congress and opposition sides
— included convicted criminals,
film stars and even cricket play-
ers. Vote buying, courting fa-
vour, bribery and bullying with
armed guards were the tactics
used. Gandhi’s major disadvan-
tage was the fact that he could
not keep his corruption from be-
ing publicly examined. In parti-
cular fresh evidence concerning
the Bofors arms scandal, in
which it is alleged that upwards
of £25 million was paid by the
Swedish arms manufacturer to
Indian middlemen, to Congress
members and even to Gandhi
himself in order to secure the
sale of Howitzers to the Indian
army. Slurs and slanders replac-
ed politics - neither side had
anything concrete to offer ex-
cept the usual vague promises of

all things to all people.

Now that VP Singh has power
he has to decide what to do with
it. His coalition government will
not be easy to manage. On the
one hand his allies include the
vehemently Hindu fundamen-
talist Bharatiya Janata Party, and
on the other the communist-led
Left Front - but both refuse to
participate in the same govern-
ment.  Horse-trading and
wheeler-dealing will be the or-
der of the day.

For the well-to-do the election
was about how best to protect or
improve their privileged posi-
tion. For village India, however,
the issues at stake were not cor-
ruption or dynastic power-play
but schools, electrification, agri-
cultural prices, inflation and
health-care. To satisfy these
needs requires more political
will than the new government
possesses. B




Could you tell us what the aim of the
FMLN'’s present military offensive
is?

We must begin by referring to the
FMLN'’s efforts to find a political sol-
ution to our crisis. We have made sev-
eral proposals toc the government,
and the latest one was to convert our-
selves into a political party in ex-
change for several reforms. The
ARENA government, which is act-
ually the death squad government,
thought our proposals were a sign of
weakness. So it decided to launch its
plan called ‘total war’. That means a
massive level of killing to destroy all
the open opposition. And they used
our proposals as & means of winning
time to carry out this plan.

In fact since the ARENA govern-
ment, headed by Cristiani, took
power, the violation of human rights
began to increase. But for public con-
sumption, especially in the USA,
they tried to put a moderate image
across, telling people that Cristiani
would tackle the death squads and
that he would tame them. But the
repression against the people con-
tinued to increase. They thought that
in one year they would defeat us and
destroy all the popular movements.
The death squads became so confid-
ent that they put a bomb in the
FENASTRAS (National Workers Fed-
eration) offices killing 10 and injur-
ing 30.

THE FMLN COUNTER-ATTACKS

In retaliation for the FENASTRAS
bombing we decided to launch a
short term military offensive. The
main objective of this offensive was to
demonstrate to the death squad gov-
ernment that we are stronger than
ever and secondly that any political
solution is impossible without the
participation of the FMLN.

In this current offensive we were
also trying to test the people’s
stamina and their response when we
entered the capital San Salvador.
Their resolve was superior to our ex-
pectations. The people were actually
angrier against the ARENA govern-
ment than we thought and they were
supporting our fighters.

As a result the military campaign
began to convert itself into a strategic
battle to change the correlation of
forces in our favour. We decided,
with the support of the people, to
divide our offensive into two phases.
The first was a battle of defending the
positions we took in working class
areas. The government didn’t hesit-
ate to use massive bombing of these
neighbourhoods, even using phosph-
orous bombs. We therefore decided
to go to the second phase which wasa
war of movement allowing us to pen-
etrate all areas of the capital and other
cities. Our aim now was to tie up
military forces and make it impossi-
ble for them to send reinforcements to
the capital. In this we were successful
with offensives in Santa Ana, San
Miguel, Chalatenango and many
other places.

Our offensive revealed that the
government was weaker than we
thought. They had to rely on the air-
force, as their infantry were not even
able to break our ranks. We were able

GUERRILLA OFFENSIVE IN EL SALVADOR

“The FMLN s the
vanguard’

The Farabundo Marti National Liberation Front offensive launched on 11 November shook the Pen-
tagon. Throughout El Salvador the regime’s army was out-manoeuvred and out-fought. Fortwo weeks
the world glimpsed the reality of the beleaguered fascist President Cristiani surrounded by a military
frantically looking for a way to hit back at the enemy. His government sent letters to the Pope threaten-
ing the lives of bishops, his airforce used US pilots to bomb cities and drop leafiets calling for mass ex-
terminations. This is the government that receives $2 million a day from the United States, whose
President is féted in Downing Street and applauded by Thatcher as a democrat.

The British press, in collusion with the US and British governments, has removed all reports of
developments in El Salvador from its news coverage for over two weeks. Hardly surprising in view of
what the offensive revealed. The FMLN proved that it is a sophisticated revolutionary army, abie to
deploy a range of political and military tactics.

This it is able to do only because of the support of the mass of the people. 70,000 US sponsored
deaths have not broken the will to gain liberation. Fight Racism! Fight Imperialism! is pleased and
honoured to carry an exclusive interview with arepresentative of the FMLN. The Second Offensive has
begun; in future issues we will bring you news of its progress to victory.

We present below a timely interview with VICTOR AMAYA. Comrade Amaya is in charge of the
Farabundo Marti National Liberation Front’s (FMLN) political and diplomatic commission in Britain. He
is a doctor and has been a member of the FMLN since its foundation. He spoke to EDDIE ABRAHAMS,

TREVOR RAYNE and DAVID REED.

to attack the very heart of the military:
at some times we were fighting no
more than three hundred metres from
the Chief of Staff HQ. We had them
under pressure. Additionally we
have had reports of defections-a
company in San Miguel, a group of
parachutists in San Salvador, 100
soldiers in Usulatan. This means that
morale inside the army is breaking.

TAKING TH—-E WAR TO THE RICH

As the government was continuing to
bomb working class districts, we de-
cided to take the war to the wealthy
areas, to go into Escalon, La Santana
and other neighbourhoods where the
ruling class, the death squads, the
North American advisors, govern-
ment officers and the higher middle
class live. We decided to take the war
there and invite them to bomb these
areas the same way they did in the
working class neighbourhoods. And
of course they didn't.

In these wealthy areas, we didn’t
just occupy the Sheraton Hotel. We
stormed the homes of senior army of-
ficers and captured important intel-
ligence documents. We decided to let
them feel what the poor felt when
they were bombing working class

_areas. We used mortars to destroy

their homes.

During our offensive in these areas
we made it public that neither
civilians nor North American advis-
ers and their houses were targets. We
offered a truce to allow the civilian
population to abandon the area, the
same way poor people were doing in
working class areas.

How was your support affected by
government bombing of werking
class areas?

Our people are very mature. They
know where the enemy is. The gov-
ernment destroyed, in Zacamil, 500
humble homes which were actually a
project of the Lutheran church for the
earthquake victims. The people were
made homeless for a second time. Yet
they still support us. In Mejicanos,
another working class neighbour-
hood, we recruited about 150 new
supporters. They are now fighting
with us.

Do you have the arms to offer these
new cadre, do you have means to
give them political education and
training ?

During the fighting army death squats entered the University of Central America in San Salvador

ek

and murdered six progressive Jesuit priests. As the US politicians wept crocodile tears over their
deaths, military aid was increased for the beleaguered El Salvadorean army.

Yes of course. We have an embryo of a
state in El Salvador. We have created
a structure in which we have every-
thing you would consider a state:
local government, education for
adults and children, medical care
and so on.

As for arming the cadre, when you
are new, you are not going to be
given a gun immediately. You first
have to do something in the logistics
field or perhaps agitational work in
the mass movement. You then have to
have a minimum training to have a
gun and after that you have to win
the right to have a gun. It is not like
giving candies. When you have a
gun you feel proud because it is
something like a prize for you.

How do you see the relationship be-
tween the military and the political
struggle?

You should not see the FMLN as a
military organisation. We have a mil-
itary army, but we are a political and
military force. That means that one of
our objectives is to organise the peo-
ple, the people at all levels. As I have
told you, we have the embryo of a
state in which we have many differ-
ent levels of participation of the peo-
ple. This is a popular movement in
which the FMLN is only the van-
guard, but is recognised by the peo-
ple as that.

Do you believe you can sustain the
present level of military operations?

Yes, sure. But the problem is that, as
we have said many times, we don’t
want more killings. We don'’t like the
war. We are not military men, we are
civilians with arms. We are trying to
achieve a new democracy in our
country and are completely open to
every political solution. But we have
to put several conditions.

We absolutely do not accept any
political solution with the particip-
ation of either Cristiani or the
ARENA party because we know they
are killers. We also have nothing to
say to what we call La Tandona, the
officers who graduated in 1966 and
who are in the most important places
of power. We are trying to achieve a
solution with the honest element in-
side the army and with all other
political and social forces.

What impact do you think the latest
US-Soviet summit is going to have on
your struggle?

We know it is on the agenda. But we

‘don’t have any intervention by the

USSR in our problems. We don’t have
anything to say to them. They could
suggest something to us, but it would
be nothing like ordering us.

But the USA has accused the Soviet
Union of supplying you with arms
through Nicaragua and Cuba.

The people who brought Soviet
weapons to Central America were the
Americans! After the defeat of the
PLO in 1982, the Israelis took tons of

. Soviet weapons and brought them to

Honduras. The Americans gave these
weapons to the Nicaraguan Contras.
Now, because the Contras have been
defeated they are selling everything.
You only have to go to the border and
for $100 you can get an AK47. We
have also bought not only SAM 7 mis-
siles but the one called the EYE. So
we have these Soviet weapons not
because the USSR has sent them to us
but because the North Americans
brought them from Israel!

There is talk of the FMLN obtaining
arms from Nicaragua too. Is this all
part of a propaganda attack on your
struggle?

Yes, of course, that’s very clear. We
don’t actually need Nicaraguan sup-
port in terms of weapons. We have
enough in our country. During the
last offensive, for example, we cap-
tured 100 M16 rifles, about 100,000
bullets and about 50 machine guns.

Can you tell us what the response has
been in the Central American region
towards the FMLN advances?

First, the Guatemalan army sent 126
members of the Kaibles, a very well
known counter-insurgency force
composed of criminals, absclute
criminals. But they were not able to
get out of the airport in El Salvador
because we were attacking. We havea
declaration from our comrades of the
URNG (the united front of Guatemal-
an revolutionary organisations) say-
ing that if the Guatemalan army in-
tervenes, the URNG will also go to El
Salvador to fight on our side.

In the case of Honduras, itis actual-
Iy a military base for the USA. We call
it the aircraft carrier. Honduras is on
the side of the USA. But I think that
there will be surprises from the peo-
ple of Honduras. However, Panama
has supported our struggle and in
Costa Rica the President has been
under pxessure from the North Amer-
icans because of his support for a
peace settlement.

Can the US tolerate another revolu-
tionary, anti-imperialist govern-
ment in Central America?

We know that we are now at the stage
where direct US military intervent-
ion is possible. It was in order not to
give them a pretext for such an inter-
vention that we decided not to con-
sider their personnel and homes as
military targets.

However, if they do intervene we
have a contingency plan. Also the
region will explode and the revolu-
tion will then rise to the level ofa Cen-
tral American one. W
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‘Our country is working hard, imple-
menting ambitious socio-economic
development programmes. The irra-
tional laws of capitalism do not guide
our actions, and every man and
woman in our country has a place in
education, production or services.,
No close relatives of those who died
while fulfilling their missions or who
suffered serious injuries have been
forgotten. They have received, are
receiving and will continue to re-
ceive all the care and consideration
due them for the sacrifices made by
their loved ones and for their own
devoted, selfless, generous, even
heroic behaviour.

The hundreds of thousands of
Cubans who carried out military or
civilian internationalist missions
have earned the respect of present
and future generations. They have
honourably upheld our people’s glor-
ious fighting and internationalist
traditions.

On their return they have found
their country engaged in a tre-
mendous struggle for development
while continuing to confront the
criminal imperialist blockade with
exemplary dignity. This is in addi-
tion to the current crisis in the
socialist camp, from which we can
only expect negative economic con-
sequences for our country.

People in most of those countries
aren’t talking about the anti-imper-
ialist struggle or the principles of in-
ternationalism. Those words aren’t
even mentioned in their press. Such
concepts have been virtually remov-
ed from their political dictionaries.
Meanwhile, capitalist values are
gaining unheard-of strength in those
societies.

Capitalism means unequal terms of
trade with the peoples of the Third
World, the exacerbation of individ-
ual selfishness and national chauvin-
ism, the reign of irrationality and
chaos in investment and production,
the ruthless sacrifice of the peoples
on behalf of blind economic laws, the
survival of the fittest, the exploitation
of man by man, a situation of every-
body for himself. In the social sphere,
capitalism implies many more
things: prostitution, drugs, gambl-
ing, begging, unemployment, abys-
mal inequalities among citizens, the
depletion of natural resources, the

FIDEL CASTRO

REVOLU

socialism and inde

In this important speech Fidel Castro examines the implications of recent developments in the
socialist countries for the vast majority of humanity in the Third World. He is the first communist leader
to oppose the developments in the socialist countries and points to the interests of imperialism in sup-
porting and fostering these developments. He reminds socialists of their fundamental internationalist
duties. This is demonstrated by Cuba’s own example. The speech was given at the memorial cere-
mony for the Cuban internationalists held at El Cacatual on 7 December 1989. In the first part of his
speech Castro pays tribute to those who fell while carrying out their military and civilian missions. The

speech continues:*

poisoning of the air, seas, rivers and

forests and especially the plundering

of the underdeveloped nations by the
industrialised capitalist countries. In

the past, it meant colonialism. Now,

it means neo-colonising billions of

human beings, using the most so-

phisticated — and cheapest, most ef-

fective and most ruthless — economic

and political methods.

Capitalism, its market economy, its
valpes, its categories and its methods
cah never pull socialism out of its pre-
nt difficulties or rectify whatever
istakes have been made. Most of
those difficulties are the result not
just of errors but also the tight
blockade and isolation imposed on
the socialist countries by imperialism
and the major capitalist powers,
which have monopolised most of the
world’s wealth and the most advanc-
ed technologies by plundering their
colonies, exploiting the working

‘Now
imperialism
is inviting the
European socialist
countries to join it

in this colossal plunder -
an invitation which
seems not to displease
the theoreticians

of capitalist
reform’

v

class and promoting a large-scale
brain drain from countries that have
not yet developed.

IMPERIALISM WANTS THE SYSTEMATIC
DESTRUCTION OF SOCIALISM

Devastating wars were unleashed
against the first socialist state, taking
a toll of millions of lives and destroy-
ing most of the means of production.
Like a phoenix, the first socialist state
had to rise more than once from its
ashes. It has performed great services
to mankind by defeating fascism and
decisively supporting the liberation
movements in countries still under
colonial rule. Now, all this is being
forgotten.

It’s disgusting to see how many
people, even in the USSR itself, are
engaged in denying and destroying
the history-making feats and extraor-
dinary merits of that heroic people.
That is not the way to rectify and
overcome the undeniable errors
made by a revolution that emerged
from Czarist authoritarianism in an
enormous, backward, poor country.
We shouldn’t blame Lenin now for
having chosen Czarist Russia as the
place for the biggest revolution in
history.

Thus we didn’t hesitate to stop the
circulation of certain Soviet publica-
tions that are full of poison against
the USSR itself and socialism. You

can see that imperialism, reactionary

forces and the counter-revolution are
responsible for that tone. Some of
those publications have already
started calling for an end to the fair
and equitable trade relations that
were established between the USSR
and Cuba during the Cuban revolu-
tionary process. They want the USSR
to begin practising unequal trade
with Cuba by selling its products to
us at ever higher prices and buying
our agricultural produce and raw
materials at ever lower prices, just as
the United States does with other
Third World countries - in short,
they want the USSR to join the US
blockade against Cuba.

Imperialism’s undermining ac-
tipns and the systematic destruction

the values of socialism, combined

ith the mistakes that have been
made, have accelerated the destabil-
ising process in the Eastern European
socialist countries. The United States
designed and implemented a long-
term policy of treating each country
differently and undermining social-
ism from within.

Imperialism and capitalist powers
cannot hide their glee over the way
things are turning out. They are
convinced - not without reason -
that, at this point, the socialist bloc
has virtyally ceased to exist. Groups

of US citizens, including US presi-
dential advisers, are programmin
capitalist development in some o
those Eastern European countries
right now. A recent news dispatch re-
ported that they were fascinated by
that ‘exciting experience’. One of
them, a US government official, fav-
oured the application in Poland of a
programme similar to the New Deal
with which Roosevelt tried to allev-
iate capitalism’s severe crisis. This
would be to help the 600,000 Polish
workers who will lose their jobs
in 1990 and half of the country’s
17.8 million workers who will have
to be retrained and change jobs as a
result of the implementation of a
market economy. Imperialism and
the NATO capitalist powers are per-
suaded - not without reason - that, at
this point, the Warsaw Pact no longer
exists and that societies that are cor-
roded and undermined from within
will not be able to resist.

It has been stated that socialism
must be improved. No one can deny
this principle, which is inherent and
permanently applicable to every hu-
man endeavour. But can socialism
be improved by forsaking Marxism-
Leninism’s most basic principles?
Why must the so-called reforms be
along capitalist lines? If those ideas
are truly revolutionary, as some
claim, why do they receive the im-

perialist leaders’ unanimous, enthus-

iastic support? In an amazing state-
ment, the President of the United
States described himself as the num-
ber one advocate of the doctrines cur-
rently being applied in many coun-
tries in the socialist camp. History
has never recorded an instance of a
truly revolutionary idea receiving the
enthusiastic support of the leader
of the most powerful, aggressive and

' greedy empire known to mankind.

REVOLUTION CANNOT BE
IMPORTED OR EXPORTED

During comrade Gorbachev’s visit to
Cuba in April this year - a visit dur-
ing which we had a frank, in-depth
exchange of views -1 publicly ex-
pressed my opinion to the National
Assembly that, if any socialist coun-
try wants to build capitalism, its right
to do so should be respected, just as
we demand complete respect for any
capitalist country’s right to build
socialism.

I believe that revolution cannot be
imported or exported. A socialist
state cannot be founded through ar-
tificial insemination or by means of
an embryo transplant. A revolution
requires certain conditions within
society, and the people in each in-
dividual nation are the only ones who
can create it. These ideas don’t run

oy

" large part of the developed capitalis

| theoreticians of capitalist reform

counter to the solidarity that

revolutionaries can and should ex
tend to one another. Moreover,
revolution is a process that may ae
vdnce or regress, a process that ma

en be frustrated. But above &
communists must be courageous an
revolutionary. Communists are du
bound to struggle under all cir
cumstances, no matter how adver
they may be. The Paris Communard
struggled and died in the defence o
their ideas. The banners of the reve
lution and of socialism are not sur
rendered without a fight. Only co
ards and the demoralised surrende
- never communists and other reve
lutionaries.

IMPERIALISTS URGE EUROPEAN
SOCIALISTS TO JOIN
THEIR PLUNDER OF THIRD WORLD

Now imperialism is urging the E
pean socialist countries to becom
recipients of its surplus capital, t
develop capitalism and to join i
plundering the Third World cour
Aries. It is a well-known fact that

world’s wealth comes from the une
qual terms of trade it maintains wi
the Third World countries. For cer
turies those nations were plundere
as colonies. Millions of their sons an
daughters were enslaved. Their gold
silver and other mineral resource
were exhausted. They were pitilessl
exploited and underdevelopmen
was imposed on them. Underdeve
opment was the most direct an
clearest consequence of colonialism
Now those nations are being squeez
ed dry by means of interest payment
on an endless, unpayable debt, whil
ridiculously low prices are paid fo
their commodities and they are forc
ed to pay ever higher prices for the ir
dustrial goods they import. Financis
and human resources are constantl
being drawn away from those nation
through the flight of capital and th
brain drain. Their trade is blocked b
dumping, high tariffs, import quec
tas, synthetic substitutes producet
through advanced technological pro
cesses and subsidies for the deve
oped capitalist countries’ produ
when they aren’t competitive.
Now imperialism is inviting th
European socialist countries to join
in this colossal plunder - an invita
tion which seems not to displease th

Thus in many of those countries ng
one speaks of about the tragedy of th¢
Third World, and their discontentec
multitudes are guided toward capi
talism and anti-communism - and
in one country, towards Pan-Germarn
ism. Such developments may ever
lead to fascist trends. The prize pro
mised by imperialism is a share of the
plunder wrested from our peoples
the only way of building capitalis
consumer societies.

Right now, the United States ang
the other capitalist powers are muck
more interested in investing in Eas
ern Europe than in any other part o
the world. What resources can th
Third World - in which billions ¢
people live in sub-human conditions
- expect from such developments?
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A ONE-SIDED PEACE?

They speak to us of peace, but what
kind of peace? Of peace between the
major powers, while imperialism
reserves the right to intervene in and
attack the Third World countries.
There are more than enough exam-
ples. The government of the United
States demands that no one help the
El Salvadorean revolutionaries and
tries to blackmail the USSR into end-
ing its economic and military assist-
ance to Nicaragua and Cuba because
they express solidarity with the
Salvadorean revolutionaries, even
though we abide strictly by our com-
mitments concerning the weapons
supplied by the USSR, in accord with
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| peace, security or hope to the Third

i o e
- S S
- : o )
= o
RLReE

~ but also in any other Third World
country.

The consecration of the principle
of universal intervention by a major
power spells an end to independence
and sovereignty in the world. What
kind of peace and security can our
peoples have other than that which
we ourselves achieve through our
own heroism?

The elimination of nuclear weap-
ons is an excellent idea. If it were
more than simply utopian and could
be achieved some day, it would be of
unquestionable benefit and would in-
crease world security — but only for a
part of mankind. It would not bring

S e e e £
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‘The Paris Communards struggled and died

in the defence of theirideas.

The banners of the revolution and of socialism
are not surrendered without a fight’

the agreements signed between our
sovereign nations. Meanwhile, that
same imperialist government which
is demanding an end to solidarity
with the Salvadorean revolutionaries
is helping the genocidal Salvadorean
government and sending special
combat units to El Salvador support-
ing the counter-revolution in Nicara-
gua, organising coups d’état in Pan-
ama, sending military aid to UNITA
in Angola - in spite of the successful
peace agreements in South Western
Africa - and continuing to supply the
rebel forces in Afghanistan with large
amounts of weapons, ignoring the
Geneva accords and the fact that the
Soviet troops have withdrawn.

Only a few days ago, US air force
planes insolently intervened in the
internal conflict in the Philippines.
Regardless of whether or not the rebel
forces had good cause for their
action — which it is not our place to
judge. The US intervention in that
country is a very serious matter and is
an accurate reflection of the current
world situation, showing that the
United States has taken upon itself
the role of gendarme, not only in
Latin America -a region it has al-
ways considered its private preserve
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World countries. Imperialism doesn’t
need nuclear weapons to attack
peoples. Its powerful fleets, which
are stationed all over the world, its
military bases everywhere, and its
ever-more sophisticated and lethal
conventional weapons are enough to
ensure its role as the world’s master
and gendarme.

Moreover, 40,000 children, who
could be saved, die every day in our
world because of underdevelopment
and poverty. As I've said before — and
this is worth repeating - it's as if a
bomb similar to the ones dropped on
Hiroshima and Nagasaki were drop-
ped every three days on the poor
children in the world.

If these developments continue on
their present course and the United
States isn’t forced to renounce these
concepts, what new way of thinking
can we speak of? Following this
course, the bipolar world which
emerged in the post-war period will
inexorably become a unipolar world
under US hegemony.

SOCIALIST RECTIFICATION IN CUBA

In Cuba, we are engaged in a process
of ractification. No revolution or tru-
ly socialist rectification is possible

e = .k I
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without a strong, disciplined, re-

spected party. Such a process cannot
be advanced by slandering social-
ism, destroying its values, casting
slurs on the Party, demoralising its
vanguards, abandoning the Party’s
guiding role, eliminating social dis-
cipline and sowing chaos and anar-
chy everywhere. This may foster a
counter-revolution, but not revolu-

| tionary changes.
E
Cuba won’t be able to hold out and

The US imperialists think that

that the new situation in the socialist
community will inexorably help
them to bring our revolution to its
knees.

Cuba is not a country in which
socialism came in the wake of the vic-
torious divisions of the Red Army. In
Cuba, our people created our socialist
society in the course of a legitimate
heroic struggle. The 30 years in
which we have stood firm against the
most powerful empire on earth, that
sought to destroy our revolution, bear
witness to our political and moral
strength.

Those of us in our country’s leader-
ship aren’t a bunch of bumbling par-
venus, new to our positions of re-
sponsibility. We come from the tanks
of the old anti-imperialist fighters
who followed Mella and Guiteras,
who attacked the Moncada and came
on the Granma, who fought in the
Sierra Maestra, in the underground
struggle and at the Bay of Pigs, who
were unshaken by the October
missile crisis, who have stood firm
against imperialist aggression for 30
years, who have performed great
labour feats and have carried out
glorious internationalist missions.
Men and women from three genera-
tions of Cubans are members and
hold posts of responsibility in our
battle-seasoned party, our marvel-
lous vanguard young people’s organ-
isation, our powerful mass organisa-
tions, our revolutionary armed forces
and our Ministry of the Interior.

In Cuba the revolution, socialism
and independence are indissolubly
linked. We owe everything we are to-
day to the revolution and socialism. If
Cuba were ever to return to capital-
ism, our independence and sover-
eignty would be lost forever. We

would be an extension of Miami, a

mere appendage of US imperialism,
and the prediction that a US presi-
dent made in the 19th century, when
that country was considering the an-
nexation of Cuba - that our island
would fall into its hands like a ripe
fruit - would be proved true. Our
people are and will always be willing
to give their lives to prevent this.
Here, at Maceo’s tomb™, we recall his
immortal phrase: ‘Anyone who tries
to seize Cuba will win only its blood-
soaked soil, if he doesn’t perish in the
struggle first’.

We Cuban communists and the
millions of our people’s revolution-
ary soldiers will carry out the role
assigned to us in history, not only as
the first socialist state in the Western
hemisphere but also as staunch front-
line defenders of the noble cause of
all the destitute, exploited people in
the world.

We have never aspired to having
custody of the banners and principles
which the revolutionary movement
has defended throughout its heroic
and inspiring history. However, if
fate were to decree that, one day, we
would be among the last defenders of
socialism in a world which US
imperialism has realised Hitler’s
dreams of world domination, we
would defend this bulwark to the last
drop of our blood.

These men and women whom we
are laying to rest today in the land of
their birth gave their lives for the
most treasured values of our history
and our revolution. |
We will follow their example. Eternal
glory to them. Socialism or death.
Patria o muerte. Venceremos!

* We thank the Cuban Embassy for giving us a
translation of this speech a few days after it was
given. It has been cut for reasons of space.

** Antonio Maceo, Cuban leader in the wars of
independence against the Spanish,

EASTERN EUROPE

SOCIALISM

In retreat

The momentous changes, sweeping so rapidly across the socialist
countries of Eastern Europe, are fundamentally altering the con-
text in which the communist movement developed its strategy and
tactics over the past four or five decades. With bewildering speed
many old and seemingly unshakeable certainties are being
challenged and hurled into irrelevance. Aimost overnight the bour-
geoisie sighs with tremendous relief. According to them, commun-

'ism - the main threat to bouregois property and its attendant ‘civil-

isation’ — has proved to be only a transient spectre, a failure now
vanishing into history. EDDIE ABHAI?‘IA__HS examines the realities of

counter-revolution.

L.

To a greater or lesser extent, in Hun-
gary, in Poland and Czechoslovakia,
in the German Democratic Republic
and in Bulgaria, a dangerous counter-
revolutionary process has been un-
leashed. Many will find it hard to
believe that counter-revolution can
take the form of mass peaceful dem-
onstrations on the streets calling for
freedom. But it will become clear, as
it already has in Poland, that those
leading the movement are not intent
on reforming and revitalising the
socialist system but sweeping it away
and with it all the gains the working
class has made in those countries -
social welfare, full employment,
housing, education and health.

The commitment to freedom of the

influential petit-bourgeois sectors

leading this movement will soon
prove secondary to the priority of
capital accumulation. In Poland Lech
Walesa has argued that the Solidar-
ity-led government should be given
sweeping powers to push economic
reforms through by decree to over-
come delays in parliament.

This has happened now for two
reasons. First, the reactionaries have
seized the moment at which the
Soviet Union has made clear its in-
ability to sustain and defend social-
ism in Eastern Europe. Secondly, the
leaders of these movements have
been able to exploit the profound
alignation of the working class from

e Communist Parties with the form-
ir playing a passive role in the
political life of Eastern European
countries.

By exploiting the profound disen-
chantment with and hostility to the
ruling Communist Parties, these
counter-revolutionary elements were
able to play a key role in mobilising
the mass movement and in taking its
leadership. In one form or another,
these movements (Solidarity in
Poland, New Forum in the GDR, the
Civic Forum in Czechoslovakia and
the Union of Democratic Forces in
Bulgaria) have effectively ended
Communist Party rule.

Under the guise of advocating
generic non-class ‘reform’ to ‘benefit
all’, the organised opposition in East-
ern Europe is conducting a conscious
pro-imperialist class battle on the
economic and political front. They
are demanding the replacement of
the planned economy by a capitalist
one and the introduction of rights to
allow them to organise independent-
ly of and in opposition to the working
class.

Such ‘reforms’ stand in total con-
tradiction to the interests of the ma-
jority of the population. Yet the suc-
cess of the counter-revolutionaries in
dragging hundreds of thousands
behind this programme is testimony
to the thorough degeneration of the
ruling Communist Parties. They have
lost all standing and respect among
the people and have transformed
once proud parties into vehicles for
privilege and career. With the Com-
munist Parties discredited and the
working class lacking its own in-
dependent voice the counter-revolu-
tionaries are surging forward with
unprecedented confidence.

II
When urged to offer economic aid to
the GDR, the West German Finance
Minister, Theo Waigel refused:

‘In no way will we finance the past
or a new form of socialist planned
economy in East Germany.’

Chancellor Kohl pressed the point
home by stating:

“‘Without a fundamental reform of
the economic system, without
scrapping the planned economy
and erecting a market-based order,
all assistance will be futile.’

The IMF, major imperialist banks and
imperialist states are preparing pro-
posals for multi-billion dollar aid
packages to Eastern Europe. All these
will be conditional on accelerating
market reforms and privatisation, on
austerity programmes and on price
reforms which will eliminate sub-
sidies on food and other essentials for
the working class. The first results of
such reforms can be seen in the
unemployment queues and soup-
kitchens in Poland. Here prices for
bare essentials have rocketed and the
population is left hungry while meat
is exported for foreign exchange to

pay interest on vast foreign debits.
The imperialist bourgeoisie recog-
nise that socialism can finally be pro-
claimed dead only when the planned
economies have been totally dis-
mantled. They understand that poli-
tics is ultimately determined by eco-
nomics and that the antithesis bet-
ween capitalism and communism is
to be found in the irreconcilable
contradiction between the market
and the planned economy. It is, there-
fore, to the destruction of the planned
economy that they are directing their
efforts, for as it collapses so do all the
obstacles standing in the way of
continued overleaf
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continued from page 9
predatory imperialist capital trans-
forming the region into a pool of
cheap labour and cheap raw mater-
ials. As a spokesperson for Fiat put it,
Eastern Europe will be like the Third
World, but on Europe’s doorstep.

This imperialist economic pro-
gramme is actively endorsed by the
dominant and organised trend in the
Eastern European opposition. The
Czechoslovakian Civic Forum, forex-
ample, is ‘convinced that this (plan-
ned) economic system cannot be im-
proved. We want to create a develop-
ed market . . . and real competition.’
And an advisor adds that ‘We need a
Madam Thatcher here.’

In Bulgaria and East Germany the
opposition has made market reforms
a major plank of their platforms. In

\/Hungary, the privatisation of the ec-
0

nomy is being led by the ruling party
itself. In Poland Lech Walesa, once
beloved of the British left, has offered
Poland and its working class for sale
to US and European capital. In the
USA he appealed: ‘We seek buyers

for 80% of the Polish economy .. .In |

Eastern Europe you can make the
business deals of the century . . .’
Alongside this reactionary econ-
omic programme, the counter-revo-
lution has a worked-out political pro-

ountry we hear demands for an end
to the ‘leading role of the Communist
Party’, ‘free elections’, ‘free press’,
‘freedom of conscience’. Running
alongside these ‘freedoms’ are de-
mands for prohibitions on any pol-
itical organisation in the workplace.
These anti-working class elements,
whilst demanding freedom for them-
selves, try to stop the working class
defending its own interests.

- The imposition of bourgeois ‘free-

\/gramme. In every Eastern European
C

doms’ has already produced react- |

ionary results. Proponents of capit-
alist restoration can now organise
without fear of suppression. The
fascist West German Republican Par-
ty is preparing to take part in ‘demo-
cratic elections’ in the GDR, and is

distributing leaflets on working class |

gstates. Pro-Nazi contingents are
marching on the weekly demonstra-
tions in Leipzig. In Poland million-
aires, and in their wake anti-semitic
fascists, flaunt themselves in public
life, while Jacek Kuron, Minister of
Labour in the new Solidarity govern-
ment, is preparing laws to ban strikes.

I
To understand the origin and the sur-
vival of counter-revolutionary forces

it is necessary to turn to the legacy of |

1945-1955 — the period of the estab-
lishment of the socialist countries of
Eastern. Europe. The ruling Commun-
ist Parties proved too weak to destroy
the influence of the bourgeoisie and
petit-bourgeoisie. In agriculture, and
even in industry, a significant pro-
portion of the economy remained in
bourgeois hands, while petit-bour-
geois social-democratic elements in-
filtrated the state, the party and
economic apparatus.

Socialism triumphed to a great ex-
tent because of the presence of the
victorious Red Army, rather thanasa
result of working class uprisings.
Unable to rule alone, the Communist
Parties went through a process of
mergers or federations with social-
democratic organisations which in-
creased the weight of opportunism
within the ruling parties. From the
inception of socialism in Eastern
Europe the connection between the
Communist Party and the working
class was weak and already tainted by
opportunist bureaucratic features.

As a result of these factors, there
was no thorough destruction of the
old bourgeois state apparatus. The
dictatorship of the proletariat was not
exercised effectively and the working
class was not drawn into active par-
ticipation in the planned economy
and in political life. Bourgeois, bur-
eaucratic and anti-democratic meth-

ods prevailed. Forgotten were the
proletarian principles of the Paris
Commune: the abolition of Parlia-
mentarianism and its replacement by
direct working class democracy, the
uniting of the legislative and ex-

| ecutive arms of the state in the hands

of an armed self-governing working
class, the payment of the average
working class wage to state func-
tionaries and working class dele-
gates, the right of immediate recall of
all party and state personnel.

Imperialism, therefore, had a
strong foothold which it has used to
undermine socialism. In addition,
COCOM prevented socialist coun-
tries gaining access to modern tech-
nology. Through its destructive arms
race it helped distort the socialist
economies forcing them to divert key
resources from civilian to military
construction. With each major anti-
imperialist and anti-capitalist victory
imperialism responded with savage
war - Korea, Vietnam, Angola, Moz-
ambique, Afghanistan, Kampuchea.
In these conditions, it proved virtual-
ly impossible to develop the socialist
economies internationally, let alone
in Eastern Europe itself.

These processes accelerated the ex-

isting trend towards corruption, priv-

ilege and bureaucracy in the commu
nist parties. Whilst accumulating

 gross privileges recently exposed in

the GDR and Bulgaria, they stifled
honest working class criticism of
these distortions. However, the anti-
privilege current in.the GDR, for ex-
ample, israpidly becoming an excuse
for communist baiting. Today the

political and moral strength to co
bat counter-revolution. '

IV

Developments in Eastern Europe are
by no means a foregone conclusion.
The anti-working class and anti-com-
munist forces now have the initiat-
ive. But, as"the positive gains made
by the Eastern European working
class during the past four decades are
undermined and as the capitalist
market creates poverty and unem-
ployment, once again the working
class will begin to organise and resist.

We would do well to heed the
words of Daniel Passant, deputy edi-
tor of Polityka, the Polish Communist
Party paper:

Communist Parties do not have \t;cy

‘The left will not perish complete-
ly. Socialism left durable traces in
people’s consciousness. The trend
towards re-privatisation - the re-
establishment of private schools,
therich villas and limousines of the
new bourgeoisie, the Church’s
great influence, the revival of right-
wing nationalism and obscuran-
tism, deeper and deeper poverty
and the spectre of unemployment
in a market economy — will create a
climate for the left’s revival. This
will be a new left, smaller but more
authentic than the traditiongl
models of the past ... .’

Furthermore, during the next state of
its struggle, the working class in
Eastern Europe and internationally
starts from a higher level. Since the
second imperialist war the working
class has grown enormously not just
in Eastern Europe, but in South
Africa, Latin America and South East
Asia. So drunk is the bourgeoisie
celebrating the retreat of socialism on
one front, that it fails to see the mil-
lions who are digging its grave. It
fails to see that the difficulties and
problems presently confronting soc-
ialism are neither inherent nor in-
evitable but a product of imperialist
warmongering, opportunist crimes
and the mistakes ‘the proletariat is
bound to make on its road to final vic-
tory. It cannot understand as long as
imperialism exists to exploit, oppress
and murder, it will never be left at
peace and the masses will never cease
to fight for its destruction and for the
ultimate liberation of humanity. B
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COLD WAR

IMPERIALISM

and the division of Germany

In recent weeks the mass movement in the German Democratic
Republic has split between those favouring reunification with im-
perialist Germany, and those calling for a renewal of socialismina
sovereign GDR. The unifiers have been promoted by right-wing

groups in West Germany, including Chancellor Heimut Kohl’s
Christian Democratic Union. Over 40 years ago it was the Soviet

Union which persistently argued for a united Germany, but the

British and American imperialists instead decided to use Germany
as a major political and military weapon in the ‘cold war’ against
the Soviet Union and communism. Now that they believe they have

defeated socialism, a coalition of right-wing reactionaries and

social democrats are keen to promote a reunified capitalist Ger-
many. DALE EVANS looks at the historical background and shows
that the imperialist view of whether Germany should be divided has

always been dictated by one thing — the economic and political in- |
- Although this policy had no direct in-

terests of imperialism.

The conference at Potsdam - just out-
side Berlin — in July 1945 was the last
meeting between the leaders of the
Allies. Truman was the new Presid-

ent of the USA and during the con- |

ference Clement Attlee and Ernest
Bevin of the new Labour government
replaced Winston Churchill and An-
thony Eden of the wartime coalition
government. Despite the virulence of
Truman’s and Bevin’s anti-commun-

reparations from the western zones
forthe Soviet Union were halted; and
the pace of denazification drastically
slowed as the British and Americans

came to rely heavily on ex-Nazi of- |
| further exacerbated by the launch of

ficials. Wilfred Burchett, corresp-
ondent forthe Daily Express, said that
‘. ..from the moment the question
was raised, the Russians fought for a
united Germany, and the west oppos-
ed it.’

sFrom the moment the question
was raised, the Russians fought for a united

ism the parties agreed to bring the

whole of German political and econ- |

omic life under strict Allied control.
The principle of a united Germany
was accepted, and a programme for
denazification enacted. Germany and
the capital, Berlin, were split into
four zones, controlled by France, Bri-
tain, USA, and the Soviet Union.
The Potsdam agreement should
have provided a solid basis for an
eventual peace treaty, with Germany
as a demilitarised, neutral and uni-
fied state. However, Britain and the
USA worked against the Potsdam
agreement and for the organisation of
a separate state. A joint economic
zone was set up without the inclusion
of the Soviet Union, currency reform
took place without the Soviet Union;

GDR demonstrators reject unification and Nazism

_Germany, and the west opposed it’

In March 1947 the fouy foreign min-
isters met in Moscow to come to a
conclusion on the German question.
The position of the Soviet Union was
simple. It argued for the creation of a
unified Germany; the payment of $10

billion reparations ($128 billion
worth of damage had been caused by

the Nazi invasion of the Soviet |

Union); the raising of German output
to pay reparations; and the bringing
of the Ruhr industrial region under
four-power control. Britain and the,
USA stalled on most of these ques-
tions, with France vehemently argu-
ing against the creation of a united
Germany. France, which was not part
of the Potsdam conference, was

brought into the Allied Control Coun-
cil and the foreign ministers con-

ference to veto anything the British
and Americans did not want.

The conference lasted six weeks,
finishing without any comprehen-
sive agreement. The crucial issues for
the Soviet Union of reparations and a
unified German state were left un-
settled. With hindsight there could in
fact be no political settlement, for on
12 March President Truman made his
infamous statement that the USA was
to give military and economic aid to
the fascist regimes of Turkey and
Greece. In Greece this meant support
to the Greek monarchist-fascist
government to defeat the democratic
movement and army led by the Greek
Communist Party. This policy of
overt and covert intervention against
national liberation movements was
known as the Truman Doctrine.

fluence at the Moscow conference, it
was the reality of American foreign
policy and meant that the principles
of Potsdam had long been abandoned
by the imperialists.

The split between the allies was

the European aid programme by the
Secretary of State Marshall in June
1947. The Marshall Aid programme
was an attempt to rebuild the capital-
ist economies of western Europe; des-
troy communist influences in the
working class; build political struc-
tures loyal to US imperialism; create
purchasing power in Europe for
American commodities; and finally
undermine Soviet influence in East-
ern Europe. Although the Soviet
Union was not exempt, the political
conditions of aid meant that it could
only refuse. Between 1947 and 1952
West Germany received Marshall Aid
to the value of $4 billion. In 1945 the
Soviet Union had tried to begin neg-
otiations for a loan of $6 billion for
reconstruction; in fact it received
nothing.

The London foreign ministers con-

| ference met in January 1948 without

result. Later in 1948 the imperialists
attempted to flood the Soviet zone
with new currency: this led to the
Berlin Blockade. March 1949 saw the

. creation of the Federal Republic of

Germany. This situation was clearly
what the USA and Britain had hoped

| for. In a closed session of Congress
' in 1949 John Foster Dulles said:
' ‘Russia has indicated her willingness

to withdraw if we do the same, and
we are not willing to do the same.’

In 1949 the anti-communist North
Atlantic Treaty Organisation was
established. The long-term aim of im-
perialism was to remilitarise the West
German state. West Germany's first
Chancellor and CDU leader Konrad
Adenauer proved to be a loyal friend
of imperialism. He banned the Com-
munist Party in Germany and vigor-
ously campaigned against anti-milit-
arists. Denazification was halted: in
1952 85 per cent of all officials in the
West German foreign ministry were
former members of the Nazi Party. He
also declared his intentions to re-
unify the two Germanies by force and
reincorporate ‘German’ eastern ter-
ritories which had been annexed by
Poland in 1945. The Paris conference
of 1954 allowed the remilitarisation
of West Germany, and its eventual
entry into NATQO. The division of Ger-
many was now complete and was the
result of the western imperialists
launching of the cold war. W




From the earliest stage of the proletarian struggle, the working ciass
recognised the necessity of forging links with other sections of the
working class internationally. Confronted with the internationalisation
of capital, internationalism is the condition for working class and
socialist advance. Karl Marx and Frederick Engels devoted an enor-
mous amount of their time and theoretical talent to securing the

development of

an international working class organisation based on

scientific socialism. In a three part article, DAVID REED, examines the
history and politics of the first successful international organisation -
The International Workingmen’s Association - The First International.

The general principles of Commun-
ism are laid down by Marx and Engels
in the Communist Manifesto
(1848) - the manifesto of the Com-
munist League. They are as valid to-
day as when they were first written.
They broadly state that:

1. The capitalist system of product-
ion itself becomes a fetter on the fur-
ther development of the productive
forces and makes inevitable the re-
placement of capitalism by commun-
ism.

2. The capitalist zvystem not only
‘forges the weapons that bring death
to itself’, but has brought into ex-
istence the modern working class
which is to wield those weapons.

3. The working class can only trans-
form capitalist into communist soc-
iety by ‘raising its=if to the position of
ruling class’ (establishing the dictat-
orship of the proletariat) and using its
state power to expropriate the owners
of capital - the old ruling class. After
the experience of the Paris Commune
in 1871, ‘where the proletariat for the
first time held politica! power for two
whole months’, an important addit-
ion was made. The Commune con-
clusively proved that ‘the working
class cannot simply lay hold of the
ready-made State machinery, and
wield it for its own purposes’ (1872
Preface). It had to <estroy the old state
machine.

4. The ‘dictetorshin of the proletariat’
only constituies the transition to the
abolition of al! classes and to a class-
less society.

However, the ‘practical applicat-
ion of the principles’ would depend
‘everywhere and at all times’ on the
existing historical conditions. For
that reason, as Marx and Engels made
clear, no special stress was to be laid
on the practical measures at the end
of Section II of the Manifesto.

Not only would the practical meas-
ures taken be ‘different in different
countries’ but over time the ‘interests
of the working class as a whole’
would require different tactical and
programmatic positions to be adopt-
ed. On the international level these
differences had to be argued over and
clarified in the international move-
ment over a period of 60 years before a
Communist International was finally
established. Many initial concept-
ions of the development of the revolu-
tionary process internationally had to
be changed as the real political pro-
cess unfolded.

Communists, the Manifesto states,
represent the interests of the working
class as a whole.

‘The Communists are distinguish-
ed from the other working-class
parties by this only: 1. In the nat-
ional struggles of the proletarians
of the different countries, they
point out and bring to the front the
common interests of the entire pro-
letariat, independently of all nat-
ionality. 2. In the various stages of
development which the struggle of
the workingtlass against the bour-
geoisie has to pass through, they
always and everywhere represent
the interests of the movement as a
whole.’ -

The working class of each country
has to first of all settle with its own
ruling class.

‘Though not in substance, yet in
form, the struggle of the proletariat
with the bourgeoisie is at first a nat-
ional struggle’.

The working class must first of all ac-
quire political supremacy, ‘must rise

PRINCIPLES OF MARXISM - PART SIX

to be the leading class of the nation, in the national

must constitute itself the nation’ and

in this respect it is ‘so far national struggles of the
though not in the bourgeois sense of 5

the word.” The socialist revolution proletarlans of the
presented both a ‘national’ and inter- # i
national problem: how to win politic- different countries,
al power in a particular capitalist « &
country, and how io integrate this communists point
struggle with other ‘national’ strug- ELAR

gles to create socialism — a necessary out and bring to the
precondition for the consolidation of ;

the socialist revolution in any coun- front the common
try of the world. The substance of " ' :
working class struggle - how com- interests of the entire
munists ‘bring to the front the com- t

mon interests of the entire proletar- proletariat,

iat, independently of all nationality’ 3 | e
- had to be painstakingly workad out independently of ali
over a period of 60 years. A study of 5 -

the disputes and an understanding of nationality

the significance of the trends which
emerged in the international move-

INTERNATIONAL
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ment on these issues is therefore a
precondition for re-establishing the
communist tradition today.

The history of the international
movement proper begins with the
creation of the First International
(1864) and it is to this that we will
now turn.

THE FIRST INTERNATIONAL

The First International was founded
at a meeting in St Martin’s Hall, Lon-
don on 28 September 1864. The init-
iative for its foundation came jointly
from representatives of the British
and French working class.

Afterthe defeats of the 1848 revolu-
tions in Europe and the Chartist
movement in Britain, the 1860s saw a
revival of the working class move-
ments both in Britain and France.

In Britain the crisis of 1858-9 and
the lockouts and strike movements of
the London building workers gave
enormous impetus to the struggle for
a nine-hour working day. In the wake
of this nine-hours movement the Lon-
don Trades Council (1860) was to be
formed, and in October 1861 the Bee-
hive — the most influential paper of
its time in the labour movement in
Britain — was founded.

The London Trades Council parti-

After the defeats of
the 1848 revolutions
in Europe and the
Chartist movementin
Britain, the 1860s
saw a revival of the
working class
movement both in
Britain and France

cipated officially at the foundation
meeting of the International and its
secretary George Odger became the
first and only President of the First In-
ternational. The Beehive was later to
become the first official organ of the
International. And of the 27 English-
men who were elected to the first
Central (later General) Council of the
International, at least eleven were
from the building trade.

In the early 1860s the French
workers were emerging out of a long

period of severe repression arising
frcm the defeats of 1848 and of Louis
Napoleon III's ‘Coup d’Etat’ in
1851. Napoleon III began making
overtures to the working class seek-
ing a counterweight to the liberal
bourgeois opposition to his regime.
Trade unions were illegal in France
although organisations of workers
were allowed to exist under the guise
of friendly societies. The working
class unrest and strikes after the crisis
of 1857-8 made new concessions nec-
assary. In 1862 Napoleon III spon-
sored the sending of an elected deleg-
ation of French workers to the Lon-
don International Exhibition. In
thase elections French workers were
able to act independently for the first
time since the Coup d’Etat. In Paris
almost 200,000 workers elected 200
delegates —in the Provinces 550
delegzates were chosen. While the de-
legation was genuinely representat-
ive of the French working class, there

ngs of the General Council took piace

was no great enthusiasm from the
English trade unions for a delegation
from France which had the patronage
of Napoleon III. Nevertheless a group
of workers led by Toulain, a follower
of Proudhon, did make contact with
English trade union leaders. These
contacts eventually led to further
meetings which laid the foundation
of the International. In 1863 Napol-
eon was forced by the dangers of
revolution to tolerate a constitutional
opposition in France- Toulain, in
fact, stood as a working class candid-
ate in the Paris elections of March
1863, although with little success.
And in 1864 the Proudhonists issued
the ‘Manifesto of Sixty’ which spoke
bluntly of the conflict between labour
and capital. The French working
class were on the move again.
Toulain and Murat who signed the
Manifesto were at the founding
meeting of the First International.
Three international events helped
prepare the way for the formation of
the International - all of them had an
impact on the British working class.
The [Italian Risorgimento - the
mid-19th century movement for the
unification and liberation of Italy -
had sympathy among the radical
lower mlddle class and the working

The international
orking class

movement

class. When Garibaldi came to Lon-
don in April 1864 London came out
in force and witnessed the ‘largest
procession of workers that London
had ever seen’'. When his visit was
abruptly terminated by the govern-
ment, demonstrations and protests
by workers took place which led to
clashes with the police.

More important still was the work-
ing class support for the North in the
American Civil War in spite ol the
hardship imposed on textile workers
in England by the Northern blockade
of the South. A campaign of pro-
Northern mass meetings plaved a
major role in deterring the British
government from intervening on the
Southern side.

Finally the support for the Polish

‘insurrection of 1863 was an immed-

jate cause of the links between
English and French workers which
led to the founding of the internat-
ional. At the end of January 1865 the
Polish people had taken to arms and
risen for the third time «irice 1830
against Russian domination. A grovi-
sional government had been installed
which was only crushed by a strong
military force sent by the 7 sar after
over a year of bitter strugglie. A mass
meeting was called by trade union
leaders in England to demonstrate
their solidarity with {ne FPolish
revolution. The Chairman of that
meeting, Professor Beeslv, v-as 10 act
as Chairman at the foundation rmeet-
ing of the Internationzl. At ihis
meeting a delegation was elecied o
demand armec interventiorn by Bri-
tain against Russia in support of
Poland. Contact was also made with
French workers so that joint pressure
could be put on both the English and
French governments. In July 1863
Tolain and four other delegates from
Paris travelled to London to speak at a
meeting in support of Poland organ-
ised by the London Trades Council.
Odger, later President of the Interna-
tional, and Cremer, its future Sec-
retary, spoke at a reception for the
French delegation the next day of the
need for closer unity among the work-
ers of all nations. An English commit-
tee was formed to draft an address to
French workers which would in-
clude the idea of an international
association of the working class.
George Odger drafted the Address
‘To the Workmen of France from the
Workmen of England’.

This Address followed the lines of
earlier appeals for international
working class solidarity which had
gone out from the Chartists Harney
and Jones, the Fraternal Democrats
and their successors. It called for an
international organisation of workers
to oppose the international confer-
ences and alliances of the rulers of the
major nations. It called for internat-
ional cooperation against the import-
ation of low paid foreign workers by
the capitalists in order to force wages
down, with the object of organising
for the raising of all wages. And it
called for immediate action to defend
Poland.

Three months passed before the
British Address was sent off, and a
further eight months before the
French reply was received in Lon-
don. By then the Polish revolution
had been defeated.

The meeting which was called to
hear the exchange of addresses took
place on 28 September 1864 in St
Martin's Hall, London. This was the
founding of the First International.

to be continued
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Free all framed prisoners

Following the release of the Guildford 4, we take a look at some of
the many prisoners who were falsely convicted, not for overtly
political motives but due to police corruption, incompetence, vin-
dictiveness or haste for promotion.

JOHN MCGRANAGHAN

John McGranaghan was given double
life in 1981 for a series of brutal rapes
committed between 1978 and 1980.
At his trial no forensic evidence was
presented, the prosecution claiming
that this was because McGranaghan
had refused to provide sampies.
Semen taken from two of the at-
tacks was analysed as blood group O
secreta PGM2 in the first incident; in

John McGranaghan

the second no samples were taken,
and in the third and fourth cases as
group A. John McGranaghan's blood
group is O, consistent only with one
in four samples. The prosecution in-
sisted that all four rapes were perpe-
trated by the same man. Furthermore,
the O group sample was taken from a
position on the bed more consistent

with the victim’s husband than with -

her description of the attack.

None of this was revealed in court
and the conviction was brought sole-
ly on identification evidence. The
assaults took place in darkness and
none of the three victims who testi-
fied was able to see her attacker clear-
ly. Although all three said he spoke to
them at length, none noticed the
pronounced stammer from which
McGranaghan suffers.

John McGranaghan’s case has been
the subject of a prolonged inquiry by
the organisation justice. Their report
was delivered to the Home Office in
December 1987 and a police inquiry
report was submitted in late 1988.
The Home Office have not yei re-
sponded.

Other prisoners sympathetic to

John have mounted protests on his
behalf and been punished for so do-
ing. He has himself been subjected to
the prison system’s usual treatment
for non-conformers (and protestation
of innocence is the biggest non-
conformity of all): beatings, solitary,
spells in Special Units and on
lay-down.

ALAN LEE BYRNE

Alan Lee Byrne was sentenced to life
in 1985 with a minimum recommen-
dation of 20 vears for the alleged
murder of a security guard during an
attempted robbery.

Several weeks before the murder,
Byrne had told sympathetic journal-
ists that he was being harassed by the
police and kept under constant sur-
veillance.

In 1983 he was acquitted on similar
charges. The police case was proven
to be a combination of perjury and
fake forensic evidence. Byrne’s co-
defendant, John Towmey. was
known to be hated by the police for
producing tape-recorded evidence to
prove on yet another occasion that he
was being framed.

Alan Lee Byrne's conviction rested
on forensic evidence - fingerprinis
and hair samples, both of which were
open to question, and identification
by witnesses who claimed Byrne was
the guilty man even though almost
ail had stated to the police that the
killer was in his 20s, short and lightly
built. Byrne is in his 30s, tail, heavily
built and tajjooed (which none cf the
witnesses noticed aithough they
agreed that his forearms were bare.)

TOM CURTIS

Tom Curtis was convicted in 1985 of
murder on purely circumstantial evi-
dence:

1. The prosecution produced a length
of scaffolding which they claimed
was the murder weapon. Its only re-
mote connection to Curtis was that
builders use scaffolding and he was a
builder.

2. A blue Cortina was believed to be
used in connection with the murder.
Tom Curtis had a blue Marina.

3. Police officers’ handwritten re-
cords of interviews with Curtis were
admitted in court although the of-
ficers agreed they had written no
notes during the interviews and com-
piled the statements afterwards ‘from
memory.’ '

4. Curtis admitted to playing a minor
part in a chequebook fraud involving
a book belonging to the victim but
denied knowing the man was dead.
His fingerprints were found on the
chequebook together with those of
another person who has never been
traced. However he neither signed
nor cashed the cheque.

The Appeal Court denied Curtis
leave to appeal, maintaining that the
conviction was safe and satisfactory,
even though the trial judge’s many
inconsistencies included the ruling
that Curtis had gone to the bank and
cashed the cheque on a specified date
which was in fact an Easter Monday
when the bank was shut!

........

Framed prisoners. Clockwise irmnlli'u't
Alan Lee Byrne, Michael Hickey, Vincent
Hickey and James Robinson

THE BRIDGEWATER CASE

On 17 March this vear, the Court of
Appeal upheld the convictions of
james Robinson and Vincent and
Michael Hickey, sentenced in 1978 o
life imprisonment (indefinite deten-
tion in the case of Michael Hickey
who was 17 at the time, ) for the alleg-
ed killing of newspaper boy Carl
Bridgewater.

Over the 12 years since the Hickeys
and Robinson were sentenced, a
range of key prosecution witnesses
have retracted their evidence.

Andryz Jakubczyk, a prisoner in
correspondence with FRFI, was in
Winson Green in 1979 when the
Bridgewater defendants were await-
ing trial. Prison officers promised
him early release if he made a written
statement saying that Michael Hickey
had admitted to the murder. Andryz
complained to the police and was
subsequently interviewed but pre-
vented from making a written state-
ment of his choosing. Andryz was not
the only prisoner approached in this

way. In return for better treatment,
Brian Sinton gave false evidence that
he had heard Michae!l Hickey con-
fess. He later retracted.

The Hickeys and Robinson have
consistently maintained their inno-
cence and have used ail methods of
protest to force the case to remain in
the public eye. In February 1982

Michael and Vincent Hickev climbed |

on to the roof at Long Lartin and
staved there for three weeks, com-
peiling the Home Office to announce
a new inquiry (by the police!). And in
November 1982 Michael Hickey stag-
ed the longest ever rooftop protest,
lasting 86 days, at Gartree prison.

MARTIN FORAN

In FRFI 71 we wrote about the appall-
ing brutality suffered by Martin while
in gacl and the degradation he has
been subijected to as a colostomy pa-
tient, who was first denied the opera-
tion although in extreme pain and
then beaten while recovering.

Martin was initially impriscned in
1984 for eight years following the
robbery of a Birmingham pub. The
publican described the robbers as
three youths: two West Indians and
one whose face was not visible but
who had a distinct Birmingham ac-
cent. Martin is white with an obvious
Irish accent. He has 15 alibi witnesses
and there was no D parade.

Last year Martin was given a fur-
ther six-year sentence for "faise im-
prisonment’ of a warder who he was
forced to take hostage to compel the
authorities to grant him proper medi-
cal treatment.

The Police Compiainis Authority
have finally decided ic investigaie
Martin’s case foillowing the exposure
of corruption in the West Midlands
police. In November Martin was
visited by representatives of West
Yorkshire police who are in charge of
the investigation. They informed him
of three pieces of evidence support-
ing his case: a statement by a WPC
who was present during his inter-
rogation, adocument signed by an In-
spector Reed and by Martin himself,
proving a contradictory arrest time to
that stated in court, and the Prisoner
in Custody book. The same officers
then visited Martin’s solicitor but
mentioned none of this. Martin is
now on hunger-strike demanding
that the evidence shown to him is
made public.

For further information about Mar-
tin Foran and his campaign contact:
MFDC, c/o Box 7, 190 Alum Rock
Road, Saltley, Birmingham B8. Tele-
phone 021 327 187.

Nicki Jameson

Work in prison: adding insult to injury

Fair Pay for Prisoners
Sandy Ruxton, Prison Reform Trust. £2.

‘To pay someone £3.10 for a 40
hour week is not only derisory but
obscene. If we were being paid £12 a
week there would be ne cause for do-
ing cartwheels, however £12 would
not be too bad considering you could
at least get by if you smoked and
perhaps buy one or two small lux-
uries.’ (Letter from a prisoner to the
Prison Reform Trust.)

The Prison Reform Trust (PRT) has
recently published a pamphlet which
details the appallingly low rates paid
to prisoners in British jails. The aver-
age weekly earnings for a prisoner in
1987/88 were £2.23.

Delays in transferring earnings and
private cash when a prisoner is mov-
ed are common, leaving the prisoner
penniless and forced to borrow. In his

Annual Report (1987), HM Chief In-
spector of Prisons wrote: ‘When so
many of the problems affecting the
quality of life for inmates, such as
overcrowding and insanitary condi-
tions, are enormous and not readily
solved, it is a great pity to find minor
but recurrent annoyances of this
kind.’ These ‘minor annoyances’ are
the difference to a prisoner between
having or not, crucial items such as
toiletries, tobacco and stamps to
write to family and friends. In fact
this further abuse of prisoners’ rights
has led to major uprisings in British
jails — for example at Haverigg and
Lindholme prisons in July 1988.
Unemployment amongst prisoners
is widespread. On an average week
day in 1987, just over half the male
prison population was working with
a further one seventh involved in
education and training. One in three
prisoners were without any daily oc-
cupation and so received the mini-
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mum wage of £1.55 a week.

Working prisoners are paid 1/4 of
the ‘personal expenses’ quota of In-
come Support payments — £8.25, and
penny pinching of this pittance is
rife. Sickness, visits, adjudication
hearings and shop closures for secur-
ity reasons are deemed ‘inmate in-
stigated’ and pay is cut accordingly.
‘No payments are made for home
leave, refusal to work or attendance at
court to answer further charges.” Any
complaints are met with fines.

European prison rules state that
‘Education should be regarded as a
regime activity that attracts the same
status and basic remuneration within
the same regime as work . . . " In Brit-
ish prisons men and women who
want to study will be paid less than
working prisoners. One man who
wanted to do full time education
did not because it would have meant
earning only half of the £3 per week
he earned in the workshop.

The PRT report also shows the
discrimination in operation against
remand prisoners and those under
threat of deportation. Under the 1971
Immigration Act, the Secretary of
State has the power to use money
belonging to a person under a depor-
tation order to pay the costs of the
deportation, his/her maintenance
and that of dependants until their
deportation. So governors ‘should
allow an inmate awaiting deportation
to dispose of his private cash only
where real need is shown.’ ‘Real
need’ is left to the discretion of gover-
nors and prison officers.

Throughout the report the vicious-
ness and petty bureaucracy of the
British prison system is thrown into
sharp relief. Prisoners reading this
will no doubt have had experience ot
canteen price rises, failure to inform
them of special offers and many more
of these ‘minor annoyances’.

Alexa Byrne
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NEWS

RISLEY

A defence campaign has been set up
by and for the Risley 54 whe face
charges including riot and criminai
damage, following the uprising at
Rislev Remand Cenire in May when
prisoners took to the roof for four days
to protest against degrading and
brutal conditions.

The Rislev 54 Defence Committee
and Support Group can be contacted
c/o Wadi Wiiliams AP0137, HMP
Hull, Hedon Road, Hull, North Hum-
berside, HU9 5LS.

ALBANY

A letter to FRFI from prisoner An-
thony Benson. detailing conditions
in Albany block and wings has been
stopped by the governor. Readers are
asked to write letters of complaint to
The Governor, HMF Albany, New-
port, Isle of Wight, PO30 5RS and to
the Home Office. Anthony Benson's
number is PK1825.

FACTS AND FIGURES

® The weekly cost of maintaining a
prisoner in a dispersal establishment
ranges from £365 at Wakefield to a
staggering £82% at Parkhurst.

@ On 30 Jupne 1988 2,503 prisoners
were serving life sentences, 7% more
than in 1987 and 82% more than in
1978,

® On 31 March this year there were
420 Category A priscners, an increase
of nearly 50% over 5 years.

ELECTRONIC TAGGING

The tagging exveriment has proved
an overwhelming failure. The first
guinea-pig, Richard tart {see FRFI
80), has been sant back (o gacl, as have
nine out of thirtesn of the other sub-
jects tagged in the Nettingham pilot
scheme. Soms, like Richard Hart,
were victims of malfunctioning
equipment which falsely indicated
breaches of curfew; others, like
‘Christopher Varney, breached cur-
few deliberately and pleaded to be
sent back to prison rather than spend
24 hours a day in a ‘flea-ridden’ hos-
tel.

The probation officers union,
NAPO, has backed an action in the
European Court of Human Rights in
an attempt to establish that the tag-
ging experiment breaches the Euro-
pean Convention on Human Rights.

PRISONERS
BIRTHDAYS

19 December: Gerry McDonnell
B75882, HMP Leicester, Walford
Road, Leicester, LE2 7AJ.

24 December: Natalino Vella
B71644, HMP Parkhurst. Newport,
Isle of Wight, PO30 5NX.

26 December: William Armstrong
119085, HMP Full Sutton, York
YO4 1PS.

2 January: Liam McCotter LB83693,
HMP Frankland, Finchale Avenue,
Brasside, Durham DH1 5YD.
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m Violations of human rights

Amnesty international Report
1988, £12

The Amnesty International Report
1989 is in fact a record of the year
1988 and the work undertaken by
Amnesty in that pericd. The book is
divided by continent, then subdivid-
ed into countries; each subsection
beginning with a short summary,
followed by a more detailed account.
Some accounts examine the political
background; others, usually in those
cases where the government is stable,
simply catalogue the violations of
human rights which have taken place
and the action Amnesty International
has taken about them

This is a useful book. If you need
any proof, for example, that the coun-
try which claims to be the most ad-
vanced in the world is among the
most barbarous, you need only turn to
the chapter on the US where you find
that:

‘At the end of the vear 2,182 prison-
ers . . . were under sentence of death
in 34 states.

‘Robert Streetman was execut-
ed by lethal injection in Texas on 7
January after the US Supreme Court
denied a stay by a tied four-four vote
The court had indicated that a stay ot
execution might be granted if a new
appeal was made but the Texas At-
torney Genera! refused a reprieve to
allow lawyers time tc do this. Robert
Streetman was kept waiting betore
his execution for more than three
hours. For part of this time he was
strapped to a siretcher in the death
chamber.’

“Two mentally ill prisoners. ..
were executed ., . Wayne Felde, a
former Vietnam war veteran, had
been diagnosed in 1979 as suftering
from post-traumatic stress disorder.
He was convicted in 1981 of the muzr-
der of a police officer. Leslie Lowen-
field, convicted of murdering his
estranged girlfriend and four mem-
bers of her family, was diagnosed as a
paranoid schizophrenic who was
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Electric chair still in use in us

“‘currently unable to understand the
death penalty.”” ’
The section entitied ‘Israel and the

Occupied Territories’ highlights the

25,000 plus arrests of Palestinians in-
cluding children which took place in

‘the first year of the Intifada, the 300

people shot dead, the deliberate
security force policies of breaking
hands and feet and misusing teargas
so it results, not in crowd control, but
in death by suffocation.

"The section on the ‘United King-
dom’ examines the Gibraltar shoot-
ings, the Broadwater Farm trials, the
PTA, shoot-to-kill and the then cur-
rent state of the appeals of the Bir-
mingham 6 ang Guildford 4. It quotes
a government response to one of its
letters about Gibraltar in which Am-
nesty International are accused of be-
ing ‘offensive’ and ‘prejudiced.’

Amnesty International’s credo is
laid out at the beginning of the report:
‘ Amnesty International is a world-
wide movement independent of any

government, political persuasion or
religious creed. It plays a specific role
in the international protection of
human rights:

® it seeks the release of prisoners of

~ conscience. These are people detain-

ed for their beliefs, colour, sex, ethnic
origin, language or religion who have
not used or advocated violence;

® it works for fair and prompt trials
for all political prisoners;

® it opposes the death penalty and
torture or other cruel, inhuman or
degrading treatment or punishment
of all prisoners without reservation.’
(Amnesty’s italics.)

This espousal of only prisoners who
have not used or advocated violence
is well-known. It led Amnesty in the
past to refuse to campaign for Man-
dela and other ANC prisoners al-
though they have since stated that he
should be freed. It leads them to dis-
tinguish between ‘political prison-
ers’ and ‘prisoners of conscience,’ a
distinction which becomes fairly
meaningless in countries such as
South Africa or Chile. And the syntax

\eraeli soldiers vioiently arrest a demonstrator during the Gaza uprising

of the policy statement appears to im-
ply that if a man or woman does use or
advocate viclence, it then becomes
acceptable to imprison them, not for
that in itself but for ‘their beliefs, col-
our etc.’

It sometimes becomes irritating to
read through this ‘objective’ examin-
ation of human rights in a world
where things are not equal, where the
execution of a corrupt general by the
revolutionary government of Cuba is
blatantly not the same as the judicial
killing of ANC activists in South
Africa; where the ex-Somocistas
locked up in Nicaragua cannot be
equated with freedom fighters intern-
ed in the other Latin American re-
gimes. Amnesty claims that it ‘does
not grade governments according to
their records on human rights: in-
stead of attempting comparisons it
concentrates on trying to end the
specific violations of human rights in
each case.’ However, this apparently
objective approach ignores the polit-
ical interrelations between countries,
the role of power-blocks and, of
course, the role of imperialism.

This said, the Amnesty Report’s
authors are perceptive in their criti-
que of recurrent features among the
worst offenders. The names of El Sal-
vador, Guatemala, Peru, the Philip-
pines, Turkey, Colombia and Syria

reappear time and again in the intro-
duction to the report where Amnesty
makes it clear that it is not fooled
when:

‘Governments continue. ..to at-
tempt to deflect criticism of murder
by their own forces by references to
the acute circumstances of internal
armed conflict and to criminal
behaviour of non-governmental
groups.’

There are one or two surprises in the
book: the glowingly favourable re-
port on Libya, contrary to everything
alleged in the Western bourgeois
press, the complete omission of any-
thing on New Zealand and an ex-
treme example of Amnesty’s liberal-
ism in the almost touching account of
100 Dutch police officers who laun-
ched a letter-writing campaign to 500
of their counterparts in South Africa.
presumably asking them to mend
their ways!

In general the Report is well-
researched and systematically pre-
sented. It provides useful background
material and, although expensive for
individuals, is a good reference book
for political organisations to pur-
chase.

Nicki Jameson
Available from Amnesty International Public-
ations, 1 Easton Street, London WC1X 80DJ
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m Under class oppression

Losing Out: The Emergence of
Britain’s Underclass. Frank Field,
Blackwell, 1989. £7.95

‘The same causes which develop
the expansive power of capital,
also develop the labour power at its
disposal. The relative mass of the
industrial reserve army thus in-
creases with the poiential energy of
wealth. But the greater this reserve
army in proportion to the active
labour army, the greater is the mass
of a consolidated surplus populat-
ion, whose misery is in inverse
ratio to the amount of torture it has
to undergo in the form of labour.
The more extensive, finally, the
pauperised sections of the working
class and the industrial reserve ar-
my, the greater is official pauper-
isation. This is the absolute general
law of capitalist accumulation.’
(Marx, Capital Voll, p 798 Penguin
Edition).

Frank Field, though he would not
concede it, has written a book illust-
rating the general law of capital ac-
cumulation. What is retnarkable is
that for three-quarters of the book he
produces such an indictment of this
law. A self-opinionated right-winger
he may be, but, unlike a lot of his op-

ponents to his left, he knows his sub-
ject inside out. He shows us what the
reserve army of labour is, how it was
created, who makes it up, and how it
is sustained. He has distilled a large
amount of statistical detail, and, des-
pite its daft political conclusions.
this is an invaluable book.

The first part of Field’s book is con-
cerned with establishing the facts of
poverty: the number (8.2 million de-
pendent on supplementary benefit)
compared with 4.4 million in 1979);
the high proportion of single-parent
families {nearly 40 per cent of the bot-
tom 20 per cent of earnersj; the poorer
levels of health, life expectancy and
educational achievement. Whilst the
existence of long-term unemploy-
ment is singled out as the crucial fac-
tor in the growth of an impoverished
stratum of the working class, Field is
sensitive to the impact that the crisis
has had on low-paid workers. In
1979, the pay of the lowest decile (10
per cent) of male manual workers was
68.3 per cent of median earnings; in
1987, it was 61.9 per cent. For non-
manual male workers, the figures
were 63.4 per cent and 55.9 per cent
respectively; sex made littie differ-
ence: female figures were 75.5 per

cent and 72.3 per cent for manual

workers, 69.2 per cent and 64.6 per
cent for non-manual workers. In
other words, low paid workers were
relatively even worse paid compared

_to the rest of the employed working

class.

Field documents some of the in-
struments that the government has
used to augment the effect of unem-
ployment in increasing poverty - the
abolition of the Fair Wages Resolut-
ion. the abolition of Schedule 2 pro-
cedure, the dismantling of part of the
Wage Council machinery, especially
in relation to young workers, and the
various schemes such as the New
Worker Scheme to subsidise low-pay-
ing employers. However, he unfort-
unately separates this off from the sec-
tion on the ‘secondary labour mark-
et’ — the temporary and part-time lab-
our market. This is the ‘flexible’ lab-
our market, where a section of the in-
dustrial reserve army gains a tenuous
hold onemployment. It is ‘flexible’ in
so far as capital defines it as flexible —
low security, low pay, few if any
fringe benefits, unorganised and un-
controlled by health or safety regula-
tions. One in three workers now form
part of this section of the reserve ar-
my: 4.5 million in part-time jobs. 40
per cent of the EC total, and 1.3 mil-

lion in temporary jobs (more than
double the 1981 total). One quarter of
all male and one half of all female
workers now make up such ‘flexible’
workers. The existence of massive
underemployment on top of unem-
ployment was until recently a hall-
mark of an underdeveioped or neo-
colonial economy. Now it 1s a perma-
nent feature of the most decadent im-
perialist economy in the worid.

Field shows how this section of the
population is chained by the poverty-
trap. What this means is that for so-
meone receiving means-tested assist-
ance, a £1 increase in wages triggers
off such loss of benefit that the pound
all but disappears. Some 78 per cent
of families now receiving family
credit are above the tax threshold,
and so fall within the trap:

‘For a full-time working family
paying income tax and national in-
surance contributions, and receiv-
ing income-related benefits, an ex-
tra £1 of gross earnings can lead to
an increase in income tax of 25p, a
gp increase in national imsurance
contributions, a 46p reduction in
family credit, and a 17p reduction

in housing benefit - a total of 97p°.

(p129)

Hence it is made almost impossible
for the reserve army of labour to es-
cape the cycle of dependency.
Field’s political conclusions are
uninteresting, but there are two or
three points worth noting. Firstly,
unlike the majority of his ilk (and of
hiserstwhilecritics), henotesthatone

crucial element of Thatcher’s boom
has been the export of capital, point-
ing out that earnings on overseas 1n-
vestments rose from £5,799 million
in 1980 to £16,567 million in 1987.
But he can draw no political conclu-
sion from this.

A further point concerns the polit-
ical role of this reserve army. Al-
though he notes that it is tending to
exclude itself from the rights of
citizenship, a process that the poll tax
will reinforce, he does not regard it as
posing a threat to public order. Al-
though there have been a number o
riots, his view is that in proportion to
their burdens, the response of the op-
pressed has been muted. ‘Desperate-
ly deprived groups’, he writes, ‘do
not organise to bring about the down-
fall of a political system.’ But then
neither do relatively privileged
groups. What is missing - in Field’s
approach as well as in reality - is &
political dimension. It is true that de-
privation on its own does not create &
class consciousness, and certainly
has not done so in Britain. But dep-
rivation that is a result of direc
political oppression will in the long
run breed resistance. That it has taken
rather longer to develop than might
have been expected is a matter that is
bevond the scope of this review. But
it is precisely in this area of political
response that Field is frankly banal.
Read the book not for the last part,
however, but for its concise treatment
of the impoverishment of the oppres-
sed of the working class.

Robert Clougk
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FRFIREADERS AND
SUPPORTERS GROUPS

LONDON

Freo all framed prisoners.
Speaker: Maxine Williams, author of
Murder on the Rock

Wednesday 31 January, 7.30pm,
Marchmont Centre, Marchmont Street,
WG . Nearest tube - Russell Square.

MANCHESTER

The crisis of Thatcherism
Wednesday 17 January, 7.30pm, The
Millstone, Thomas Street, Off Tib Street,
Manchester City Centre.

The crisis of socialism in
Eastern Europe

Wednesday 7 February, 7.30pm.
Venue as above.

For details of FRFI readers and
supporters groups in your area please
contact, FRFI, BCM Box 5909, London
WC1V 3XX

NICK MULLEN DEFENCE
CAMPAIGN

Nick Mullen is an lrishman awaiting trial
in Brixton jail on a charge of conspiring
to cause explosions. His defence
campaign meets regularly, supplies
speakers at meetings and requires your
support. Contact the Nick Mullen
Defence Campaign c/o 265 Seven
Sisters Road, L.ondon N4.

REMEMBER CHICO MENDES
Memorial service, Friday 22 December,
6pm. St. Aloysius Church, Euston,
London

PRISONERS FUND

FIGHT RACISM! FIGHT IMPERIAL-
. iSM! is the only newspaper which
. consistently covers the brutality and
| the fightback within the prisons.
| FIGHT RACISM! FIGHT IMPERIAL-
ISM! goes into nearly 40 prisons in
Britain, Ireland and throughout the
world. Every month new prisoners
write in to ask for the paper to be sent
| to them.
Fach month it costs £66 to send
. our newspaper into prisoners. A

e i,

Subscribe

to the hest
anti-imperialist
newspaper in
Britain

FIGHT RACISM!
FIGHT IMPERIALISM!

Subscription rates:

@ Britain (inc N. Ireland): £3.50 for
6 issues, £6.50 for 12 issues

& Ireland/EEC - letter rate sealed:
¢4 for 6 issues, £7.50 for 12 issues
e Qverseas—airmail PPR: £6 for
6 issues, £11.50 for 12 issues

e Library subs double individual
rates

Make cheques/POs payable to
Larkin Publications. Add £5 for
foreign currency cheques.
Overseas rates given are for printed
paper reduced rate and are un-
sealed. If you wish your mail to be
sealed please let us know and we
will inform you of the extra cos.

| wish to subscribe to FRF
beginning with issue

Name
Address

i
i I
| enclose paymentof €____Tor |
3l ieeues. gt raie
Return this form to
FRFi. BCM Box 5909

London WC1IN 3XX

- subscription for a prisoner costs
£7.50 and prisoners cannot afford to
pay this. We are appealing to our
readers to take out a subscription for
a prisoner, or better sfili make a
regular monthly contribution to our
Prisoners Fund (please send for a
standing order form).

["lienclose adonationof€____
to help pay for a prisoner’s subscrip-
tion to FRFI. (Cheques/POs payable
to Larkin Publications)

] Please send me a standing order
form

NAME
ADDRESS

Return to FRFI, BCM Box 5909,
London WCTN 3XX

SUPPORT OUR £1500

FIGHTING FUND

Fight Racism! Fight Imperialism!
is the only anti-imperialist

' newspaper in Britain. Through
its pages we bring you the
voices of the oppressed peoples

communism in Britain (Manifestc
of the Revolutionary Communist
Group) 175pp, £1.50 plus 40p p&p

Miners Strike 1984-85 People
versus State by David Reed and
Olivia Adamson. 144pp, special
offer €1 plus 40p p&p

NEW PUBLICATIONS:

Murder on the Rock HaW the
British Government got awav
with murder.

by Maxine Williams.

64pp., £2.50, plus 40p pé&p

A new path for soclalism?
Revolutionary renewal in the
Soviet Union and Cuba.

By David Reed and Trevor Rayne.
21pp, £1.00 plus 28p p&p.

Value and Price in Marx’s
Capital by David Yaffe.

A Revolutionary Communist
reprint.

19pp, £1.00 plus 28p pé&p.

All cheques/POs payable tc

Larkin Publications. Please send
your orders to Larkin Publications,
BCM Box 5909, London WCIN 3XX

LARKIN BOOKS
The revolutionary road to

world wide fighting for freedom
from imperialist domination. We
examine the implications of the
crisis of the socialist countries
for the vast majority of humanity
and point to the interests of the

| imperialists in the recent

developments taking place. We
use our Marxist understanding
to explain the importance of
these developments for our own
movement in Britain.

Serious politics require serious
resources. Last month our
readers and supporters donated
£900 to our fighting fund. We
need to raise another £600 by
the end of December 1989.
Support Fight Racism! Fight
Imperialism! Rush your Xmas
donations to

Larkin Publications, BCM Box 5909,
London WC1N 3XX

Join the

action
join the RCG

e A movement must be built in
Britain in solidarity with the
struggling peoples of Ireland,
South Africa, Palestine. Help us to
do this - Join the RCG!

e A movement must be built here
in Britain which stands with the
oppressed fighting racism,
repression and poverty. Help build
this movement - Join the RCG!

@ A movement must be built
which challenges and defeats the
treachery of the opportunist British
Labour and trade union
movement - Join the RCE!

| wish to join/receive more
information about the RCG

Mame
Address

Return to: FRFI, BCM Box 5909, London
WCIN 3XX

FRFI - around Britain

Sales of Fight Racism! Fight
Imperialism! last month were
our highest in two years. The
issue had a high political con-
tent covering major events tak-
ing place in Britain and abroad:
® A five-page exposé of the
frame up of the Guildford Four
including interviews with Paul
Hill, his mother Lily, and Ala-
stair Logan, solicitor for Patrick
Armstrong and Carole Richard-
SO

@ An interview with Comrade
Gora Ebrahim of the Pan Airi-
canist Congress of Azania, in
which he argues against any
negotiations with the racisi
apartheid regime in the present
circumstances and lays down
conditions that must be satisfied
before negotiations will be con-
sidered. He announced in the in-
terview the launching of the Pan
Africanist Movement in Dec-
ember.

® David Reed examined the in-
ternal convulsions devouring
the once formidable fortress of
Thatcherism and showed that at
the root of the conflict lie issues
of enormous importance for the

In London an FRFI readers and
supporters group was addressed
by David Reed on the crisis of
Thatcheriem. He explained that
the crisis of Thatcherism comes
at the time of a very deep crisis of
the socialist and communist
movement and it is necessary in
such a period to reassess and
reestablish some of the funda-
mental truths of communist
theory - especially in a period
when many are celebrating its
final demise. Perhaps in the case
of Thatcherism we can see how
one of the fundamental positions
of Marxism has been vindicated.
Thatcher’s political success and
survival in the final analysis
rests on economics. Ultimately
economic reality determines the
political and social relationsand
political consciousness of peo-
ple in society. The deep, ap-

The crisis of Thatcherism

future direction of British cap-
italism and British politics.

@ Our coverage of the dramatic
events in Eastern Europe took a
sober look at these develop-
ments and in particular how the
imperialist powers have res-
ponded to them.

® Our correspondent in El
Salvador reported on attempis
by the right wing in El Salvador
to crush popular resistance and
the new offensive launched by
the FMLN.

The political strength of our
paper always lies in its ability to
defend a Marxist standpoint and
show how this standpoini can
give socialists a real grasp of
political events which take
place in the world. In October
and November dramatic svents
were sweeping Eastern Eurcpe;
a new offensive was launched in
El Salvador; the movement for
national liberation in Azania/
South Africa was, as it still is,
widely discussing the role of
negotiations with the regime in
the overall struggle for libera-
tion; the release of the Guildford
Four demonstrated the rotten

parently unresolvable economic
crisis of British capitalism lay
behind Thatcher coming to
power and her failure to resolve
that crisis will see her off.

That there has been no
‘economic miracle’ is rapidly
becoming the experience of lar-
ger and larger sections of the
working class and middle
classes. However, the economic
weakness of the British econ-
omy has brought to the fore the
much bigger questions concern-
ing the future direction of Brit-
ish capitalism and British pol-
itics. The contradiction between
Britain’s relative industrial de-
cline and its attempt to maintain
a world role as a major imperi-
alist power has come to a head
over the European issue. David
Reed explained that British im-
perialism has a future only as

corruption and political pre-
judice at the heart of the British
judicial system and showed how
events associated with the Irish
people’s struggle for freedom
have the ability to rock the Brit-
ish establishment, and for the
first time in ten vears the real
vulnerability of the Tory govern-
ment was exposed. In a period of
left retreat Fight Racism! Fight
Imperialism! argued a determin-
ed and anti-imperialist, socialist
standpoint on the important
political developments taking
place. \
Sales of the paper were
tremendous, especially as we
were also collecting signatures
on our petition for the release of
the Birmingham Six. On a street
meeting in Kilburn, north Lon-
don, 430 copies were sold. One
[rish man gave us a £20 dona-
tion, two Irish women gave us £5
each for their copy of the paper
and in Camden a women bought
six copies for £1 each to sell to
her friends. 200 copies were
sold on a street meeting in
Manchester, 150 in Bradford
and 150 in Liverpool —all in a

part of a much stronger Euro-
pean imperialism. The chal-
lenge to US imperialism from
Japanese and German imperi-

~alism drives this point home.

This explains why social dem-
ocracy, including its left-wing
supporters, has now become
much more enthusiastic about
the European Community. The
labour aristocracy and its sup-
porters are slowly but surely
developing links with like-
minded social democrats in
Europe. This is also the context
in which recent dramatic dev-
elopments in Eastern Europe
have their greatest significance.
He concluded by asking if the
crisis of capitalism offered the
possibility of rebuilding a work-
ing class movement? Can an
alliance be built with the more
oppressed layers of the working
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Support FRFI—this month’s issue

In a period of enormous political
developments, communists and
anti-imperialists have a respon-
; sibility to continually establish

: " and argue for a Marxist stand-
point amongst the working
class. The RCG and our news-
paper are taking on that respon-
sibility. We need the support of
all our readers. This month’s
issue of Fight Racism! Fight Im-
perialism! contains an import-
ant speech by Fidel Castrowhich
examines the implications of
recent developments in the
socialist countries for the vast
majority of humanity in the
Third World and points to the
interests of imperialism in sup-
porting and fostering these
developments. He reminds soc-
ialists of their fundamental in-

s
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Lorna Reid

few hours. On our estate sales
we sold an average of 35 papers
every time.

Qur supporters played an im-
portant role in ensuring that
Fight Racism! Fight Imperial-
ism! was sold and read in many
towns and cities across Britain.
They took copies to sell in their
areas, around their colleges, to
their friends and workmates and
to stock in their newsagents. Ex-
pired subscriptions to Fight Rac-
ism! Fight Imperialism! were
renewed, new subscriptions
were bought and one supporter
in London bought subscriptions
for two of his friends now living
abroad. Two supporters, one in
Nottingham and ene in Margate,
Kent, are now interested in be-
coming involved inregular FRFI
readers and supporters groups
in their sreas.

Through donations from our
supporters and those collected
in the course of our street work
we have so far raised £900
towards our £1500 fighting
fund. We need a final rush of
donations to take us up to our
target.

class which will challenge That-
cherism ? Is a break with the lab-
our aristocracy possible? We do
not know all the answers to these
questions. But we do know that
any new movement will be very
different to the traditional work-
ing class movement we have
known. It will not be possible to
build a new movement centred
on the economic struggles of the
trade unions. It must be politi-
cally far broader than this:
defending the health service,
state education, public housing
and organising against all at-
tacks on the rights and living
standards of the working class.
In particular it must be a move-
ment that defends the interests
of all the oppressed layers of the
working class. It will have to be
based on an anti-racist, anti-
imperialist perspective.

ternationalist duties. A major
feature on the developments tak-
ing place in Eastern Europe ech-
des these fundamental points. A
timely interview with Victor
Amaya, representative of the
FMLN, reminds us that the asp-
irations of the oppressed to free-
dom are alive and fighting back.

Fight Racism! Fight Imperial-
ism! is your newspaper. Work
with us to make sure that as
many people as possible, in
many different areas across the
country, are reading it. Sell it to
your friends and workmates. If
you are a student, take it to your
college. Ask your newsagent {0
sell it this month. You can also
send a donation to our fighting
fund to strengthen our resources
to carry out this work. W




VHkmannvic’s pamphlet, How
and Why the People’s Liberation
Struggle met with defeat has
really very little to do with the
‘fundamental principles about the
relation of communists to the
armed struggle.’ The reviewer,
Robert Clough has been seduced
by the polemical nature of the
pamphlet, and ignored the defiant
struggle waged by the Greek
Communist Party (KKE) during
the Second World War. Indeed
many paramount issues have been
ignored.

1. In the review the involvement
of British imperialism rarely gets
a mention. Britain, for both
Churchill and his Foreign
Secretary Eden, had to remain a
Mediterranean power after the
war; the protection of the Suez
Canal and the route to India were
utmost in their minds. The fight
for British influence was
continuous.

This policy differed from that
which was applied to Yugoslavia,
where the British soon gave up
supporting the reactionary
partisans (the Chetniks) and gave
full support to Tito's partisans. In
Greece however, the British kept
its own surrogate army (EDES] to
do its full bidding. Britain also
maintained greater political
control through its backing for the
Greek government-in-exile and by
sending numerous agents from
the Special Operations Executive
(SOE) and the Secret Services.
Because of this imperialist
intervention the British were
eventually able to out manoeuvre
the KKE at vital junctures. Such
mistakes on the part of the KKE
hardly amount to an opportunist
line.

2. It is nonsense to argue that the
KKE were ideologically
committed to the struggle in the
towns as the predominant form of
struggle. The struggle in the cities
developed for a variety of reasons.

In the period of the Metaxas
dictatorship the KKE had been
smashed, only a few isolated cells
remained. With the occupation of
Greece by the Axis armies, the
KKE had no choice but to build its
organisation; this was done by
organising on economic issues, in
particular the famine of
November-December 1941. As
soon as it was practicable the KKE
sent Aris Velouchiotis into the

mountains to build a guerrilla
army. It should be noted that the
KKE and the National Liberation
Front (EAM) and its army (ELAS)
were closely entwined. Siantos,
General Secretary of the KKE was
also a Member of the Triumvirate
the highest military body of
ELAS, and did not spend the war
in Athens ignoring the guerrilla
struggle.

On the other hand the situation
for the Yugoslav Communist
Party was different. Its
organisation was basically intact
with the Axis invasion. It could
also rely on many communists
who were veterans of the Spanish
Civil War.

This brings me to the final point
of the argument; who was
Vukmanovic and what does he
represent ? In 1948 the YCP and
the Cominform split. The KKE
sided with the Cominform. The
YCP were accused of being a
rightist deviation. With the defeat
of the KKE, Vukmanovic’s
polemic was an attempt to extend
the revolutionary credentials of
the YCP. This was done by the
simple accusation that the KKE
was an opportunist party — and
more so that opportunism was the
cause of the KKE’s defeat.

There seems little doubt that
Vukmanovic was a Great-Serbian
chauvinist. Enver Hoxha explains
this clearly in his book The
Titoites. For a short period
Vukmanovic was the roving
emissary of the YCP, and
attempted to set up a Balkan
General Staff of all the Balkan
Liberation Movemenig. As Hoxha
shows, this was in order to extend
Yugoslav influence in Albania
and Macedonia. Whenever
Vukmanovic was confronted with
the question of the Albanian
region of Yugoslavia (Kosova) by
the Albanians, Vukmanovic
disgracefully accused the CPA of
trying to build a greater Albania.
For Vukmanovic the nationalism
of the oppressed became merely
reactionary chauvinism !

The Balkan revolution must be
analysed historically and not
polemically. Vukmanovic’s
polemic is a document of history,
but not history.

Yours,
DALE EVANS
South London.

nnbert Clough’s analysis of the
role of the Greek Communist
Party (KKE) during World War II
and immediately afterwards (FRFI
November/December 1989) is
historically and politically
inaccurate. He argues that the
Greek struggle was defeated by
the KKE’s wrong policies rather
than British imperialism. In his
efforts to prove that the KKE stood
back from popular struggle
against the fascists, unlike the
Yugoslavian Communist Party
(CPY), he invents a false choice

which faced communist parties at

the beginning of the War. That is
to rely on ‘workers action at the
point of production’ in fighting
fascism or to participate in
popular wars of resistance. No
communist party chose the former
path. They all chose to participate
in the resistance movements. The
outcome of these struggles was

varied and each one requires
concrete study to show both the
internal and external pressures
which led to socialism or the
restoration of capitalism. Robert
Clough has not done this. He
attempts to back up this non-
existent dilemma for communist
parties by quoting from a
Yugoslav partisan: one choice,

‘was to work towards
developing the revolutionary
struggle of the people through
economic and political strikes,
through demonstrations and
battles at barricades, through
armed risings in towns, and so
forth, or else work to develop
the revolutionary struggle of
the body of the people by
means of a mass partisan war,

LETTERS

not solely against the invaders,
but also against one's own
traitorous bourgeois
reactionaries.’

The first option was nevera
serious long term consideration -

economic and political strikes ?
Street demonstrations ? Hardly
sustainable in the conditions of
starvation and repression which
existed in all the towns and cities
controlled by the Nazis. There
were outbursts of popular
resistance in the urban areas
organised by the KKE, however
these were not counterposed to
partisan struggle which was the
main path chosen by the KKE.
Here are the historical facts:

® The numerical strength of the
KKE was weak at the beginning of
the War as a result of massive
repression during the Metaxas
dictatorship (1936-1941) when
the KKE was banned and
communists imprisoned and
tortured. Under the Nazis many
communists were deported. Its
political strength lay in its
decision to form EAM/ELAS.

® The Greek National Liberation
Army (ELAS) was the armed wing
of the National Liberation Front
(EAM). EAM was established and
controlled by the KKE. All ELAS
operations were attended by
political advisors and members of
EAM (Greek Entanglement, E.
Myers). Robert Clough writes
EAM out of existence in order to
prove the separation of the
communists from armed struggle.
® EAM/ELAS, under the
leadership of the KKE, not only
prosecuted the popular resistance
war but also fought and

Parade in Athens: Lt-Gen Othonalosi (C-in-C Greek Forces); Prime

Greek Communism, ‘opportunism’ and the role of imperialism

Minister George Papandreou and Lt-Gen RM Scobie

neutralised the pro-British,
collaborationist EDES (Greek
National Democratic League] in
the autumn of 1943. So much for
their inability to act against their
‘own traitorous bourgeois
reactionaries’.
® By the autumn of 1944,
EAM/ELAS controlled 90 per cent
of Greece: ‘Through the structure
of EAM, the Communist Party
was virtually governing the
country, and leading it to an
unexpected victory. Moreover,
the administration of the liberated
areas in the countryside
amounted, for the Greek peasants,
to a real revolution in their
relations with the state.’
(Democracy at Gunpoint, A.
Papandreou p53). The influence
of the KKE was equally strong in
urban areas. A half million
demonstrated in Athens in
December 1944.
® The Battle of Athens
(December 1944) was the turning
point. Here again, the KKE,
through EAM/ELAS, was to the
fore in the increased resistance
which began after the brutal
attack on the December
demonstration: ‘ELAS started
taking over Athens by occupying
police stations and putting down
the anti-EAM terrorists. As its
ability to succeed was only too
obvious, the British forces had to
intervene fast.’ (ibid, p58).
40,000 British troops backed up
by the RAF entered the battle on
the side of the Greek king and
against EAM/ELAS. Withina
month Athens had been made safe
for the return of the monarchists.

So, why did the Yugoslav
Communist Party win and the
Greek CP lose ? Before am
accused of relying on a Greek
social democrat and a British
Brigadier, I declare tha' [ prefer
Robert Clough's conclusion. Tha
is, the one he arrived at five years
ago (FRFI, February 1984) in
which he highlighted the central
role of British imperialism and its
interests in the area, and the
decisive impact made by the
intervention of the British
military in December 1944.
Additionally, the CPY was
heavily armed by the Allied
Forces, unlike the case in Greece
where anti-EAM/ELAS bands
were armed and not more than
one sixth of the progressive forces
received supplies from the
British. The Varikiza Agreement
of February 1945 when the
EAM/ELAS, under the direction
of the KKE, agreed to a ceasefire
was ‘an unacceptable
compromise, and, basically, a
capitulation in the face of the
English imperialists and Greek
reaction.’ (Quoted in Clough,
FRFI February 1984). It was also =
recognition of reality.

In 1947, British imperialism,
financially over-extended,
handed over to the USA the task
of maintaining Greece free from
communism. The political and
strategic value of Greece to the
imperialists was the determining
factor in crushing the EAM/ELAS-
led struggle of the Greek working
class and peasantry.

GARY CLAPTON
London
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Farce Sighted
A Chairde,

Having, through unfortunate
circumstances, been afforded an
opportunity to peruse your paper
in detail these past months, may I
commend you on your excellent
and objective coverage of events
and developments relating to the
liberation struggle in British-
occupied Ireland. Your reportage
is invariably coupled with astute
political analysis of the situation
and is a welcome departure from
the usual ambivalence and pro-
imperialist sycophancy
associated with various sections
of the British ‘left’. In particular
you are to be congratulated on
your espousal of issues pertaining
to equality of women and the
advancement of their rights
within Irish society. Women have
been the backbone of Irish
resistance and struggle
throughout dark centuries of
brutal foreign occupation and it is

high time their role was
recognised, applauded and
rewarded.

Digressing somewhat, I should
like, if I may, to draw your
attention to one of the more
ludicrous proposals of the
German public prosecutor
regarding the forthcoming ‘trial’
of my compatriot, Gerry Hanratty,
and I here in the fatherland. It
seems that the public prosecutor
wants to wheel in a number of
RUC types as ‘expert witnesses’
testifying against us! Apparently,
the RUC will be masquerading as
members of a police force - I
suppose if you were to regard the
Ton Ton Macoutes as police then
you could probably put the RUC
into the same category!

In any case, in lieu of physically
grappling with one of the brutes
(as, naturally, one is inclined) I
propose to avail of the
opportunity presented through
the attention of the foreign media
in our case, to expose the RUC
and show the world just what

exactly they are ‘expert’ in,
namely murder, torture, brutality,
harassment, leaking of
confidential ‘security’
information etc. etc. ad infinitum,
ad nauseam.

To this end I would be obliged
if your readership could
supplement my research through
the culling of articles from
newspapers, periodicals and so
forth relating to the over zealous
exploits of these paragons of
probity. Personal experiences
from readers who have
themselves been exposed to the
tender mews of our friendly
bobbies would also be
appreciated. Please send material
via the supplied address. Thanks!

International solidarity with
one and all.

GERRY McGEOUGH

c/o 6 Strafsenat

des Oberlandesgerichts
VI-14/89

Cecilienallee 3

4000 Dusseldorf 30
West Germany.

No service for
Malcolm Rifkind

Malculm Rifkind, Secretary of
State for Scotland, met more anti-
Poll Tax resistance when he dined
out at the George Hotel in
Edinburgh on 1 December. A
waitress, Hilary Reid, an FRFI
reader, recognised him and
refused to serve him. She
deliberately avoided his stare as
he became more and more
agitated at being kept waiting for
his meal. Thirty minutes later the
head waiter asked Hilary why she

had not served the people at
Rifkind’s table. She replied
loudly so that Rifkind could hear
that many of the staff in the hotel
were in debt from trying to pay
their Poll Tax but Rifkind could
afford to dine in a hotel and she
wasn’t prepared to serve him.
Another waitress was found to
serve the Poll Tax master, but noi
before Rifkind had been given the
message that he wasn’t welcome.
In addition, Hilary’s reasons for
refusing to serve him were
understood and she doesn’t face
any discipline concerning her job.
LORNA REID

South London

Write to:

FRFI,

BCM Box 5909,
London

WC1N 3XX.
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‘Cocaine capitalism’ examines the cocaine trade in two parts. In part one TREVOR RAYNE examines the economic conditions that have
generated the most profitable industry in Latin America. Part two looks at its political consequences, links with counter-revolution and

President Bush redeclared ‘“War on
Drugs’. The British government
dispatched a frigate and 50 military
and police officers to Colombia.
Police are raiding downtown Los
Angeles and Tottenham. It is cap-
tivating headline stuff-for afort-
night. Three months after Bush
signalled his intent to crush the drug
trade, his ‘drug czar’ William Bennett
is denying rumours that he is threat-
ening to resign because of the lack of
progress made.

The world’s illegal drug trade is
valued at $500 billion. Cocaine is the
world’s most profitable item of trade.
Its worth, at wholesale prices, varies
between five and seven times its
weight in gold. Annual cocaine pro-
duction generates approximately
twice the revenue of the world’s out-
put of gold. Colombia alone produces
sufficient for five billion dosages a
year which would retail at between
$20 billion and $100 billion, depen-
ding on the degree of purity and mar-
kets used. Los Angeles’ Federal
Reserve Bank reported a $3.8 billion
cash surplus earlier this year as
money laundering diversifies out of
Florida. The House of Commons
Home Affairs Committee issued a
report describing Britain as an ‘off-
shore banking centre’ for drug traf-
fickers, who are circulating an est-
imated £1.8 billion through the Brit-
ish financial system.

Drug money courses through every
vein, supplies every organ of capit-
alism, right into its financial heart.
Those who aspire to its fortunes
could do little better than to deal in
drugs. In a system where money is
power, those who control the drug
trade have to be reckoned with. Im-
perialism has never lost control of the
global heroin business (see FRFI 58),
but in the case of cocaine it has gen-
erated the social conditions in Latin
America (where it is produced) and
the USA (where most of it is consum-
ed), to create a multinational whose
organisation and ambitions reach
beyond the boundaries imperialism
specifies for it. This is the real
significance of the Financial Times’,
the Economist’s and Milton Fried-
man’s call to legalise it: they want to
ensure the profit remains within the
fold of theirown ruling class and they
fear the economic and social destabil-

isation that these massive profits
bring when unregulated. Legalisa-
tion would allow the scale of the pro-
fits and their distribution to be
controlled.

However, the ‘War on Drugs’ is
more than an attempt to reap-
propriate profits; it is a war against
the consequences of imperialism it-
self: revolutionary liberation move-
ments in Latin America and racially
oppressed peoples within the heart-
lands. It is also ‘war’ waged against
the very life blood of capitalism and
as such it is a phoney war.

.Cocaine and its crack derivative are
capitalist drugs par excellence. In
them you can see all the destruction
that the domination of money over
humanity brings. Crystalline, glitter-
ing; the short rush and euphoria

followed by paranoiaand depression,

are metaphors for the facade and the
substance of capitalist society.

WHERE IT IS GROWN: LATIN
AMERICA

‘The only raw material whose

value has increased is cocaine. The
only successful transnational bas-
ed in our countries is drug traffick-
ing. The most successful efforts
towards Andean integration have
been made by drug pushers.’
(President Alain Garcia of Peru at
the United Nations in 1985.)

Imperialist exploitation of Latin
America has made cocaine a thriving
business. Its debt to the transnational
banks was $426 billion in 1988. In the
five preceding years Latin American
countries paid out approximately
$150 billion in principal and interest.
A three per cent rise in US interest
rates adds a further $10 billion to the
bill. The debt burden is made more
unbearable by the collapse in Latin
American commodity prices which
resulted in a $50 billion drop in
revenue between 1976-86. For Boli-
via and Peru, the two major countries
growing coca (the leaf from which co-
caine is produced), the purchasing
power of their legal exports fell 39.9
per cent and 26.2 per cent respective-
ly between 1981-86. Since the 1960s
the agricultural sectors of the Boli-
vian, Peruvian and Colombian econ-
omies have all shrunk. They have not
been replaced by an significant in-
dustrial growth.

Prices of the legal exports of these
countries are controlled by a handful
of transnational corporations and
determined in London, New York,
Tokyo etc. Nestdé, General Foods,
Procter and Gamble, Unilever and
fourteen other companies control 85
per cent of consumer countries’ im-
ports and 90 per cent of the world'’s
coffee trade. Coffee amounts to a third
of Colombia’s export earnings. Its
prices are now at their lowest level
since the 1920s. 75 per cent of ban-
anas are marketed by just a handful of
companies: Geest and Fyffes domin-
ate. The price of tin, formerly
Bolivia'’s main export earner other
than cocaine, is set on the London
Metal Exchange. A dozen transnat-
ionals -Rio Tinto Zinc, Amax,
Anglo-American etc — control 75 per
cent of this market.

The consequences of their price
manipulations are a profound indict-
ment of capitalism. In 1988 Latin
America recorded 0.6 per cent econ-
omic growth. Under and unemploy-

Drug trade death in Colombia
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impacts on US cities and the banks.

Cocaine capitalism

e

ment in Bolivia, Peru and Colombia
are 67 per cent, 60 per cent and 55 per
cent respectively. With traditional
commodities unable to sustain the
rural work force, so the exodus to the
citiesaccelerates and food production
declines. Those who remain in the
countryside had better grow coca: an
Andean peasant can earn $150 an
acre a year growing maize, $500
growing coca.

Cities are exploding. Lima, capital
of Peru, population seven million,
expands through rural migration by a
thousand people each day. Bogota,
capital of Colombia, has 4.5 million
people and an extra 500 peasants
every day; Sdo Paulo’s 17 million a
further 2000.

Vast tattered armies camp in card-
board and corrugated-iron shanty
towns. The ‘informal sector’ of the
economy is growing: in Lima it is 60
per cent of the work force, Bogota 54
per cent, Sdo Paulo 43 per cent. Ex-
posed to the most hideous forms of
exploitation, they shine shoes and
car windows, sell gum, rob, deal and
kill on the streets to survive. A third
of Latin America’s 434 million peo-
ple are in hunger and poverty. The
situation is degenerating.

The Continent has 40 million street
children. ‘In Rio, every month, about
100 children under three years old are
abandoned in the streets or in the
hospitals. In Acre [an Amazon state]
impoverished mothers sell their
young daughters to lorry drivers or
gold prospectors as prostitutes. In
Sdo Paulo there are 1200 gangs of
child criminals and between them
they have 10,000 firearms.’ (Report
from the Roman Catholic Bishops of
Brazil). Only 13 per cent of Brazilian
children complete their compulsory
eight years education. Child labour is
common. Two thirds of working chil-
dren in Brazil, not an exception but a
standard for the continent, earn half
the minimum wage: a 58 hour week
for just £5. ‘When you go on the
street, you know you're in the middle
of a war. If you don’t kill you die’.

The cocaine trade has spread'

across South America. The disast-
rous debt repayments and terms of
trade proscribe other means of ac-
cumulation for local aspirant capit-
alists. They have a ready-made work
force prepared to risk the dangers of
illegality to get out of crushing pover-
ty. What is required is access to the

Children sleeping rough in the streets of La Paz, Bolivia.

US and European markets. Therein
lies the pivotal role of the Colombian
cartels. Colombia, with a long history
of smuggling gems and marijuana to
the north, is critically situated for the
transit of produce from Bolivia and
Peru to the USA and Europe.

COLOMBIA

Prior to 1972 Latin American cocaine
production was a small scale, open-
market business. In October 1972 the
US Bureau of Narcotics and Danger-
ous Drugs held a conference in
Bogota: ‘Fighting the drug menace’,
‘saving our youth’ etc. As a result the
US intelligence services directed the
Colombian policeina ‘clean up’ exer-
cise. The small farmers and traders
were shut down. Sections of the
police and military established a
monopoly production, processing
and distribution industry. The Col-
ombians were particularly helped by
Cuban exiles based in Florida but loc-
ated in most major US cities. They
gunned rival distributors out of
business. Dollar deposits in Colom-

bian banks multiplied four fold over -

1974-76. From 1978 to 1982 Colom-

bia’s international currrency reserves

tripled to $6 billion. The central bank
supervised the massive transfer of
dollars into pesos — no questions ask-
ed. By 1984 the Medellin drug cartel
was offering to pay off Colombia’s
$12 billion foreign debt in exchange
for the dropping of extradition
charges against it. .

Today Colombia’'s foreign debt
stands at $17.6 billion. Debt repay-
ments consumed 48 per cent of
1988 legal export earnings. Coffee, at
$1.6 billion, earned a third of these.
Since then its price has halved after
the USA rejected the International
Coffee Agreement price formula.
This will cost Colombia six times the
$65 million Bush emergency aid in
the forthcoming vyear alone. Six
million Colombians are dependent
on coffee for their livelihood. Even at
its highest prices coffee earned Col-
ombia about a third of the revenue
brought in by cocaine. “We need that
money to keep the economy going.
That’s a sad but unequivocal reality’,
admitted an official of the Banco de la
Republica.

BOLIVIA AND PERU

It is the same story in Bolivia and
Peru. ‘Ironically the greatest threat to
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the Government’s 10 per cent inflat-
ion rate target for 1987 would be the
success of the cocaine eradication
campaign.’ (Lloyds bank Economic
Report for Bolivia 1987) In 1985
Bolivia’s inflation rate was 20,000
per cent, the highest since the 1923
German inflation, foreign exchange
reserves collapsed and the number of
tin miners fell 80 per cent in four
months. The central bank began
twice weekly auctions of pesos. II-
legal cocaine exports were over 177
per cent the value of legal exports.
The country was flooded with dollars
that were recycled and deposited in
US and European banks. The auc-
tions soaked up pesos and the govern-
ment built up its foreign exchange
reserves. ‘Private individuals face the
minimum of enquiry when selling
dollars to banks and exchange
houses; it is thought that about 80 per
cent of the dollars acquired in this

way derive from the narcotics

trade.” (Lloyds Bank Report) The
‘eradication campaign’ did not
‘succeed’.

Peru’s current inflation rate is ap-
proximately 800 per cent. During
1988 the economy’s output fell 8.5
per cent. Between January-May 1989
it fell a further 22.8 per cent. The
foreign debt is $17 billion and Peru is
$5 billion behind with repayments. It
is cut off by the IMF and transnational
banks from new loans. Over half the
cocaine consumed in the USA origin-
ates in Peru’s Upper Huallaga Valley.
Over half a million Peruvians are
directly dependent upon the coca
crop for their subsistence.

Were the ‘War on Drugs’ to be just
that it would collapse at least three
Latin Amerfican economies, trigger
debt repayment defaults and bring

imperialist ' client governments
crashing to their knees.
Writing in the 15 October 1858

New York Daily Tribune on the cost
to China of imported opium, forced
on it by two wars waged by Britain to
improve Britain’s trade balances,
Marx predicted ‘the Chinese govern-
ment will try a method recommended
by political and financial considera-
tions - viz: legalise the cultivation of
poppy in China.’ With bitterirony the
opium returned to Britain to waste
working class lives. Now crack re-
turns the new Empire’s crimes, but
the victims, as before, are the work-
ing class - this time in US cities. W
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