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Fees are bad! In fact, they are very bad. Not a very profound statement, but 
the government tells us they’re good! Students’ experience gives the lie to that 
spin. Top-up fees of £3,000 have provoked anger amongst thousands of students 
who are finding the financial pressure an unbearable burden. According to a 
Guardian survey of university vice chancellors, tuition fees for undergraduates in 
England will have to rise to £10,000 a year or more to cover teaching costs. 

New Labour ministers insist that fees 
are part of a drive towards getting 50% 
of young people in higher education 
and that the effect of fees is redistributive, 
helping poorer students. We know, and 
UCAS statistics show, that fees have the 
opposite effect. There was a 15,000 drop 
in university applications this year and 
a 7.4% drop in applications from lower 
income backgrounds. Government 
ministers point to the grants and bursaries 
introduced to help poorer students but 
families with a combined income of 
over £17,501 will not be eligible for any 
grants or bursaries.

 

Socialist Students launched the Campaign to Defeat Fees (CDF) with the aim of building a mass 
campaign involving thousands of students and workers and all those who stand for free 
education and against privatisation. Matt Dobson Socialist Students National Co-ordinator 
describes the situation students face, the arguments against New Labour’s policies and the 
steps that need to be taken to get rid of fees.

New Labour hypocrites, who had access 
to a free education, point to the fact that 
students now have the option of not 
paying fees upfront and so apparently 
have no financial pressure until they 
graduate. In reality, students are intensely 
worried about debt stacking up while 
they study. Once a graduate earns 
£15,000 a year they start to pay back 
their loan (as well as other debts from 
bank overdrafts, credit cards and money 
borrowed from families). Since New 
Labour introduced fees student debt has 
increased. Students graduating in the 
summer of 2006 accrued an average of 
£13,252 in debt. With the introduction 
of top-up fees financial experts are 
predicting debts to go up to an average

New Labour lies 
exposed
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New Labour claims that there is no way 
to fund higher education without 
making students pay. It’s easy to see 
where their interests lie. Britain is seen as 
one of the best places for big business 
with very low wages and one of the 
lowest levels of corporation tax. This year 
was a bonanza year for profits with £19 
billion paid out in bonuses in the City 
of London. HSBC, the bank that entices 
students into overdrafts they can’t 
pay off, made £11 billion last year. The 
government are considering spending 
£76billion replacing Trident nuclear 
weapons.

Fees and debt affect students across 
Britain. In Scotland and Wales the 
situation is slightly different but the 
prospect of poverty while studying 
and debts when graduating is still the 
same. And it seems likely that, without 
a serious fight back from students and 
trade unions, fees will be introduced 
in Scotland and Wales. International 
students also face debt and poverty. At 
Imperial College London international 
students on science courses are paying 
£16,350 a year! 

The government claims that students 
have a responsibility to contribute 
to their own education as they will 
benefit from earning more in the future 
than non-graduates. But students 
already spend £3.7 billion in rent and 
£404 million on books and course 
materials. A recent survey, by right-wing 
think-tank Reform, showed that the 
average graduate salary after tax 
is £8,500 a year.

Students work long hours in low-paid, 
part-time jobs just to be able to pay fees 
and living costs. They are cramming 
revision, coursework and lectures 
into weeks where they are working 
an average of 13 hours. A joint report 
from the National Union of Students 
(NUS) and the Trade Union Congress 
(TUC) shows a rise of 54% in students 
working part-time since fees were 
introduced. Students are concentrated 
in sectors such as retail and hospitality, 
with unsociable hours, low pay and 
limited rights at work.

Compare this to the estimated £3billion 
it would cost to abolish fees for this 
year’s students and reintroduce the 
1979 grant (around £4,200 a year) and 
the right to claim benefits outside term 
time. Higher Education minister, Bill 
Rammell, recently revealed the “harsh 
realities” his government face. “The 
idea that any government would put 
tax up by three or four pence and then 
spend the money exclusively on higher 
education is cloud cuckoo land”. But 
under New Labour corporation tax has 
actually fallen massively! What Rammell 
really means is that he doesn’t want to 
offend his fat cat big business chums 
whose interests his government 
represents. Education at all levels should 
be a right and not a privilege for the rich. 
There are enough resources in society 
to fund universal free good quality, fully 
publicly-funded education.

Big business 
vultures circling 
over education
The government has started a farcical 
television advertising campaign asking 
students to ignore phantom “angst 
ridden” vultures who have concerns 
about fees and find out, what they 
call, the “real situation” about fees. But 
the vultures hovering around higher 
education are very real; they are the big 
business fat cats rubbing their hands 
with glee at the opportunities for super 
profits that can be made from being 
involved in higher education, including 
giving out degrees. US education company, 
Kaplan International, is about to create the 
UK’s first for-profit university. The fat cats 
are creaming off big profits while 
universities are under-funded. 

Students are 
willing to fight back

Students are struggling from week to 
week, with paying the rent, buying food, 
paying bills, finding books in the library, 
seeing their lecturer, and of course nearly 
every student everywhere is angry 
about fees. Fees are the unifying issue 
that can unite thousands of students 
in campaigning and protesting and 
building a movement against cuts, 
closures, privatisation, under-funding and 
rent rises and for free, fully-funded good 
quality education. Students reacted last 
year with demonstrations and occupations 
at Sussex and Swansea universities and 
canteen boycotts in Lambeth and Exeter. 

New Labour can’t be allowed to condemn 
students to poverty while letting the 
fat cats make huge profits. We need 
to organise a fight back to force the 
government to abandon fees and to 
fund a free quality education for all. 
The best way to do this is by building 
a campaign that involves thousands of 
students in protests and campaigning 
in every college and university, linking 
up with workers taking action against 
privatisation and cuts to public services 
such as the NHS

Welcome to cloud 
cuckoo land!

of £22,000. Student debt means 
that getting a degree is no longer a 
guarantee of a decent future. One in 
seven students believes they will never 
be able to afford a mortgage.

Last term 15,000 students marched 
on the NUS demonstration, which was 
inadequately publicised in many areas, 
under the confusing slogans of “keep 
the cap” and “admission impossible”. 
Most students were marching to scrap 
all fees not just to keep the status quo.

In Durham last term the university 
announced a sharp rent rise for the halls 
of residences. Within a matter of hours a 
protest involving hundreds of students 
had gathered on campus forced the 
management to grant a small decrease 
in the rise. Students’ anger about general 
conditions on campus can explode 
quickly and there is potential to build 
action and campaign on campus.

Struggles around the world show that 
mass movements can force significant 
concessions from governments 
determined to carry out cuts and privati-
sation. In Chile school students rose up 
in their hundreds of thousands against 
the exam entrance fees and against 
the commercialisation of education. 
Through mass demonstrations and 
occupations of the schools with support 
from parents, teachers and the public, 
they won a promise of $200 million 
worth of investment in education from 
a government that claimed it had 
nothing more to give! The Chilean 
students learned from young people in 
France, who defeated the government’s 
attacks on employment rights by linking 
up with workers. In Britain, it’s clear that 
there is a thirst for action and a need for 
organisation and a programme under 
which students and campus workers 
can campaign effectively. There is an 
urgent need for a lead to be given to 
turn the anger into action.

We need a 
mass campaign

The NUS, with millions of members, has 
the resources and potential to build a 
huge campaign. Unfortunately the 
pro-New Labour leadership is more 
concerned about their future careers 
than the future of education. We fight 
to transform NUS into a campaigning 
democratic union and will push the 
NUS to use its resources to build a 
mass campaign. We welcome the NUS 
support of the CDF but we want them 
to literally put their money where their 
mouth is and pour resources into build-
ing for a national weekday demo clearly 
and explicitly against all fees and for 
free education. The CDF puts forward a 
fighting strategy for defeating fees. We are 
organising immediate action through 
linking up with existing anti-cuts and 
-closures campaigns. We want to work 
with all activists, fighting local student 
unions and all who are angry at fees and 
want to fight for free education, to 
build a campaign locally and to 
co-ordinate action on a national scale.



	 	Fight	for	free	education!

	 	No	to	cuts,	closures	and	privatisation

	 	No	to	raising	the	cap	on	top-up	fees;	scrap	all	fees!	

	 	Register	all	students	now!	No	exclusions	or	withholding	of	

														services		on	financial	grounds

	 	Don’t	bring	in	fees	in	Scotland	and	Wales	

	 	Write	off	all	student	debt	

	 	For	a	living	grant	and	a	living	EMA	for	all	students	

	 	Build	a	mass	movement	of	students	and	workers	to	fight	for	

														free	publicly	funded	quality	education	for	all		

How to be a fee 
fighter!

To start with society members should 
mass leaflet and petition campuses, 
going round halls of residences and 
running stalls, distributing CDF material. 
Socialist Students should also organise 
a meeting on campus open to all who 
want to be involved in the campaign 
to explain the issues around fees and 
education funding and to plan action. 
Very quickly if these small steps are 
taken the campaign will have a profile. 
Window posters plastered all over halls 
of residences can create an atmosphere 
that something is developing on 
campus. Once there are a few people 
involved in the campaign a “day of 
action” can be organised which could 
be a protest outside banks, finance of-
fices, vice chancellors offices or some-
where where you can be visible. Stunts 
are useful way of explaining the issues 
to students and attracting attention. 
Your campaign group could make a 
ball and chain (signifying the weight of 
debt) or spread debt lines over a wall or 
floor. Students can mark up their debt 
while discussing the campaign. The 
media and student union newspapers 
should be contacted. 

We believe the aims of the Campaign to Defeat Fees can unite all fee 
fighters. 

Regular stunts and protests on 
campus will encourage students to get 
involved and create a momentum. Build 
up points of support where you can.  
Contact students in other universities 
and colleges and speak to workers in 
public services. Ask the trade unions to 
send speakers to meetings. Fees are an 
issue that students are angry about and 
they exacerbate every other problem. 
Rent hikes are felt more keenly if you’re 
already paying £3,000. When debt is 
piling up, cuts in tutorial time will 
provoke even more resentment. 

Socialist Students has a responsibil-
ity to build this campaign through 
democratic discussion and organisation 
with the widest possible participation of 
students and workers. But we also have 
a responsibility to explain how we can 
insure fees are defeated permanently. If 
we can build a mass movement against 
fees, that involves the student body 
alongside workers in the trade unions, 
communities and socialists, they can 
be defeated. But Tony Blair’s generation 
had the right to free education which 
was won through mass struggles of 
workers and youth. 

Our generation has seen this taken 
away. Under capitalism, where the rich 
use every aspect of our lives to make 
more money, there will always be a 
battle for resources. For a permanent 
change a socialist transformation 
of society is needed. Education in a 
socialist society would be fully funded 
and resourced; it would be publicly 
owned and run democratically giving 
the opportunity for people to really 
develop skills and talents. It would be 
completely different to what we have 
today – that’s worth fighting for!

                 Fees hit hard in       
Northern Ireland
Fees and Debt 
Students across Northern Ireland have 
many financial burdens facing them. 
These burdens are the product of 
New Labour government attacks on 
education services, which can only have 
the effect of reducing the quality and 
availability of education. Universities in 
Northern Ireland have been charging 
their students the full £3,000 top- up 
fees for all their courses. Over the last 
year; universities in Northern Ireland 
have seen a 17 percent drop in the 
number of applicants. 

Water Charges:

As if student fees weren’t enough 
the Labour government intends to 
implement separate water charges for 
Northern Ireland in April of this year. 
Considering the fact that residents in 
Northern Ireland already pay for their 
water through their rates, the introduction 
of water charges is nothing less than the 
introduction of a double tax.

Water charges will be devastating for 
some students; particularly those living 
in privately rented accommodation. In 
this case students can expect to see 
a separate water charges bill coming 
through their door or alternatively an 
additional charge added to their rent. For 
many students the cost of living borders 
on extortionate, with the imposition of 
water charges, and the resultant rise in 
living costs, we can expect to see further 
reductions in the number of people 
in higher education. Queen’s Socialist 
Society actively opposes water charges 
stance by supporting the non-payment 
campaign as the only method of 
defeating this attack on students and 
the working class as a whole.

Philip Lynn
Queen’s Socialist Society

Not only have the introduction of 
fees and the fear of debt pushed local 
students away from education, but 
there is also a reduction in the number 
of applicants for the University of Ulster 
campus in Derry from students who live 
in the border counties such as Donegal.  
Last year saw a reduction in the number 
of students applying from other EU 
countries and from further abroad. 

Queen’s Socialist Society, in solidarity 
with Socialist Students and students 
across the UK, is building the Campaign 
to Defeat Fees in Northern Ireland. 
Labour has trampled on our right to 
free education. It is time that we stand 
together to build a mass campaign and 
add our voice to the thousands of those 
who already say no more!  

Sectarianism:
Despite the relative peace in Northern 
Ireland, since the Good Friday Agreement, 
the sectarian divisions between the two 
communities still exist, and in many cases 
have greatly increased.  Queen’s Socialist 
Society takes a firm stance of opposi-
tion to all examples of sectarianism. This 
impartial, non- sectarian, stance allows 
us to fight for the interests of students 
and workers, regardless of nationality or 
religion. 
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Uniting students in a 

  socialist fight-back!

Last term I joined Socialist Students 
in Swansea and have been involved 
in organising the society. We held an 
introductory talk entitled ‘What is 
Socialism?’ which seventeen students 
attended. For our second meeting we 
showed ‘The revolution will not be 
televised- Venezuela: Inside the Coup’, 
the documentary made by Irish film 
makers in Venezuela when the coup 
against Chavez took place. Students 
from all different faculties are interested 
in events in Latin America and 
increasingly in socialist ideas.

Plans for 
the new term 

We are also going to concentrate on 
the Campaign to Defeat Fees. We’re 
planning to attract students through 
emailing, leafleting, petitions and 
regular meetings to assess progress and 
keep everybody up to date. Although 
CDF seems to attract the most attention 
from students, many are also interested 
in anti-war movements and opposition 
to Trident missiles so we are hoping to 
increase awareness of these issues in 
campaigns too. I think the most impor-
tant thing to do is make sure students 
know about the situation regarding 
fees.  From talking to friends and other 
students I have become aware the 
youngest people assume that there 
have always been fees and education 
has never been free. They don’t seem to 
realise people like Tony Blair enjoyed a 
free education at university level. They 
accept the tuition fees as a part of going 
to university and something they can’t 
change. So I think it’s really important 
to try and make everybody realise that 
conditions haven’t always been this way 
and can be changed. 

Rachel Stowe 
Swansea University Socialist Students

We marched with the other Socialist 
Students from around the country and 
I met students from the Cardiff and 
Glamorgan Socialist Students societies. 
This gave me a chance to swap contact 
details with them so that we could 
communicate regularly and support 
each other.

On stalls we petition outside the main 
building at the University and also 
hand out leaflets and take time to talk 
to students who are interested in the 
Campaign to Defeat Fees. We also got 
support from visiting parents at the 
University.

The next activity we took part in was 
the fees demo in London. Three coaches 
of students went from Swansea 
University which shows there is support 
for action against fees in the area. On 
the coaches we distributed leaflets and 
spoke to students interested in what 
we had to say. Now we have to organise 
for this support to be brought together 
again on the Campaign to Defeat Fees 
day of action on February 22. 

Lastly, the NUS seems to be campaigning 
under slogans which accept the fees by 
calling for the status quo rather than a 
hike in the fees. I think it’s really impor-
tant that we make students aware that 
Socialist Students are fighting for the 
abolition of tuition fees and not simply 
to keep the cap.

October 1917 – 
anniversary of an earth shaking year

Insights into
revolutionary struggle 

The Economist, a journal that fiercely 
advocates brutal capitalism, published 
an article at the end of last year, called 
‘It’ll Seem like Only Yesterday”. It detailed 
the significant anniversaries during 2007; 
300 years of the English-Scottish Union, 
ten years of Blair, and 50 years since both 
the first pina colada and the first Frisbee. 
However, it forgot to mention one an-
niversary, that of the Russian revolution 
of 1917. The events of the revolution 
are captured brilliantly by John Reed, in 
his eye witness account Ten Days That 
Shook the World.
 
Russia in 1917 saw millions of workers, 
soldiers and peasants struggle against 
hunger, poverty, war and oppression. 
The working class fought against 
the harsh conditions in the factories 
and shortages of food, the peasantry 
against the starvation labour on the rich 
landlord’s farms and ordinary soldiers 
organised against a senseless war in 
which they had been sent to die for the 
profits of the ruling classes.

The book is a record of what it was 
like to live through these events; it 
describes the major events of the 
revolution, congresses, meetings and 
storming palaces. He also records 
conversations, bills and proclamations, 
shop opening times, the increasing 
price of cigarettes, what barricades 
were made of, and all of the smaller 
things that together added up to a 
world-changing event. Reed aims to 
get a picture of what is happening 
in every section of society, across the 
country. He interviews and records the 
words of the leaders of the Bolsheviks, 
Trotsky and Lenin and the discussions 
held at workers meetings. In addition he 
records conversations and the mood of 
the rich, and those who stood against 
the revolution. He was also incredibly 
brave, risking his life several times. He 
manages to go into the Winter Palace, 
where the pro-capitalist government 
was holed up, to see what the mood is 
like. This is whilst soldiers and the Red 
Guard are preparing to storm it outside 
– then he makes it out in time to be 
amongst the first line when they dash 
across the courtyard! 

Russia in 1917 was a country suffering 
the effects of world war one. It was in 
ruins, and the people who faced the 
brunt of this were the ordinary workers, 
the soldiers, and the poor peasants in 
the countryside. Even before the war, 
there was huge oppression under the 
Tsar, which had led to mass movements 
in the past, especially the revolutionary 
events of 1905. All the while a tiny elite 
in Russia and in the richer west profited 
hugely and led very comfortable lives, 
obscene when compared to the majority 
of the population. The revolution sought 
to change all that. The rule of the Tsars 
was swept away by the movement of 
the working class in February 1917 with 
huge strikes and demonstrations.

Eventually this struggle came under 
the leadership of the Bolsheviks, and on 
October 27th the world’s first workers and 
peasants’ government was established. 
This took power out of the hands of the 
capitalists and the landlords, and made 
the oppressed majority the rulers of 
Russia. Perhaps it’s not a mistake that 
The Economist left it out of its list of 
anniversaries; they, like every other 
capitalist representative, wish it had 
never happened in the first place, and 
want it to be just forgotten about.  It’s 
because of this that accounts such 
as Reed’s, which honestly and vividly 
capture the events around the workers 
and soldiers finally getting rid of capitalist 
rule in the last few days in October, are so 
important and so rare.
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The workers, soldiers and peasants 
were looking for increasingly radical 
solutions. The daily problems that they 
faced were not resolved. It became 
clearer that what was needed was a 
fundamental change in society – to take 
power away from the ruling classes and 
into their own hands. But how? John 
Reed writes

“In this atmosphere of corruption, of 
monstrous half-truths, one clear note 
sounded day after day, the deepening 
chorus of the Bolsheviki, ‘All power to 
the Soviets! All power to the direct 
representatives of millions on millions 
of common workers, soldiers, peasants. 
Land, bread, an end to the senseless war, 
and to secret diplomacy, speculation, 
treachery… The revolution is in 
danger, and with it the cause of the 
people all over the world!’”

That day, volunteer Red Guards from 
the workers’ districts, together with 
soldiers and sailors, took control of 
the ministries, banks and other 
important amenities. The majority 
of the population had been won over 
through their experience and political 
discussions beforehand, so in Petrograd 
workers control was initially established 
with very few casualties. While this was
 happening on the streets outside, dele-
gates representing workers and soldiers 
from all over Russia were assembling 
for the Soviets Congress – the congress 
that was to decide the question of who 
ruled the country, workers or bosses? 

Reed details the discussion, the 
passionate speeches, heated debate 
and even the smell of those to busy 
making a revolution to wash or sleep. 
Three resolutions were adopted; an 
immediate peace offer to the workers 
of the world to end the war, a decree 
giving land to the peasants, and the 
creation of a government of people’s 
commissars, based on and responsible 
to the soviets, and the people of the 
land. These were not just bits of paper. 
These resolutions expressed the will of 
the peoples of Russia and the determi-
nation that was necessary for them to 
become reality. 

The working class was already setting 
up its own organisations (workers 
councils or soviets) that were capable 
of challenging the institutions of the 
ruling class. However, the parties that 
held on to power, the Mensheviks, the 
Socialist Revolutionaries, the Cadets, 
all effectively stood for changes within 
the existing system.How could they 
organise land redistribution without 
taking from the wealthy landlords? 
How could they provide enough food 
without hurting profits? How could 
they end war without angering the 
imperialist powers? Government after 
government was created, but failed to 
answer these questions. In reality there 

The peasants began to solve the 
question of land themselves, expelling 
the landlords and dividing up land. 
However, a central power was needed 
to coordinate this across the country, 
ensure food was available to everyone, 
and defend and consolidate these 
gains. The ruling classes had already 
organised one major attempt to take 
back the gains of the revolution, and 
would continue to do so with whatever 
resources they had. From this it was 
clear that the old power relationships 
needed to be scrapped, and in its place 
create a workers and peasants state 
based on the most democratic means 
possible, through the Soviets.

It was the fruition of this process that 
Ten Days that Shook the World details. 
The events of the day of the revolution, 
October 25th or November 7th in 
the modern calendar, were organised 
through a committee of the Petrograd 
Soviet, with the aim of allowing the 
all-Russian Soviet Congress to form a 
government of the oppressed.

Contradictions 
capitalism could
not solve 

Working class moves 
to take power 

John Reed’s book takes us this far and 
no further. Published in 1919, there is no 
indication of the monstrous dictatorship 
that would subvert the causes for which 
the revolution was fought. The opposite, 
in fact. Stalin, although on the Bolshevik 
Central Committee, does not appear once 
throughout the book. His name is only 
mentioned on slates or as a signatory to 
proclamations – never as a leading figure 
in the revolution. In fact, of those who 
clearly play the central role in the revolution, 
Trotsky’s importance is second only to 
Lenin – the same Trotsky who criticised 
every treacherous step of Stalin, and who 
had to be expelled and finally assassinat-
ed in the interests of the bureaucracy.

Ben Robinson 
reviews Ten Days That Shook the World by John Reed

Unsurprisingly, this was not accepted by 
the propertied classes, and those who 
were still loyal to them. Immediately 
after these events, Reed describes how 
‘Committees for Salvation’ sprang up 
around the country, organising against 
the new socialist power. It was due to 
these reactionary organisations that the 
civil war started, and serious fighting 
began. Here again the author’s bravery 
comes through, travelling to the front 
line to see for himself where the enemy 
really is, and what their forces are. But 
this bravery was being replicated and 
surpassed in the hearts of millions, lining 
up to fight, to die for the cause, but also 
to work tirelessly to organise and coordi-
nate the shaky start of the soviet power. 

But it is not for nothing that even this 
book refers to, and heaps praise on, 
Ten Days that Shook the World. As 
Trotsky says, John Reed is ‘observer 
and participant, chronicler and poet of 
the insurrection’. The book describes 
important events, ones which every 
socialist should study. As John Reed 
himself says, it covers a period where

‘Old Russia was no more; human 
society flowed molten in primal heat, 
and from the tossing sea of flame was 
emerging the class struggle, stark and 
pitiless – and the fragile, slowly cooling 
crust of new planets….’

Ten Days that Shook the World is an 
amazing piece of journalism. It reads 
like an adventure story and helps un-
derstand enormously exactly what hap-
pened in 1917, as a record of the events 
themselves. The only slight criticism 
I have is when he tries to summarise 
political events and their importance. 
It is not his strong point, and doesn’t 
necessarily help understanding. To 
understand the complex events that 
unfold throughout the course of the 
Russian Revolution, I would recommend 
The History of the Russian Revolution 
written by one of the leaders 
of the  revolution, Leon Trotsky. 

Reaction forces
brutal civil war 
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Fighting rent rises 
              in Durham                        

Last term Socialist Students were involved 
in protests at Durham University that saw 
250 students demonstrating against rises 
in the cost of living in halls of residence. 
The cost of student accommodation in 
Durham has increased by 50% in 5 years 
meaning that it’s higher than the student 
loan, and is rising considerably faster as 
well. A proposed rise of 7% for 2007/08 
led to disgust among students who felt 
they were paying too much already.

The one college which did have a 
meeting decided that there should 
be a protest called for the next 
morning, outside the building where 
discussions would be held between 
university staff and the 16 presidents 
over the increases. Knowledge of 
the protest was spread by word of 
mouth and by 7:30 am there were 
over 250 students protesting angrily 
outside. Because of this pressure 
management conceded a small 
reduction in the increase. This was 
hailed as a ‘victory’ by the student 
union president to the stunned 
silence of the crowd, all of whom 
considered this to be no concession 
at all. 

Gareth Chester 
Durham Socialist Students

Four days later a Socialist Students 
organised a meeting, which was at-
tended by around 20 students. At this 
meeting it was decided that a campaign 
needs to be built in opposition to the 
rent rises and for affordable student 
housing, with a postering and leafleting 
campaign scheduled to start at the start 
of the January term. Socialist Students 
link the issue of rent rises with the 
Campaign to Defeat Fees and are 
organising protests this term.

Pushing the union 

    into action
Brunel Socialist Students  Campaign 
to defeat fee’s is having a big impact 
on campus. Our work has led to the 
Students Union to officially endorsing 
the campaign as well as advertising 
the February 22nd day of action. The 
union has also agreed to jointly hold a 
meeting with Socialist Students on the 
CDF where the union Vice-President 
will speak alongside a Socialist Student 
speaker

Sean Williams, 
Brunel Socialist Students 

It must be noted, however, that the 
reason for the society’s newfound 
popularity is only partly due to the 
effort we Socialist Students have 
contributed. The underlying reason 
is, put simply, that all students have 
had enough of paying extortionate 
amounts of money for the education 
they have a right to, being stereotyped 
as a party-going layabout and having 
their opinions go unheard. The inter-
est we garnered due to the ongoing 
‘Campaign to Defeat Fees’ brilliantly 
illustrated this.

Our society now holds regular meetings 
in which we discuss variety of topics 
ranging from theoretical debates on the 
question of socialism and how it can be 
achieved to meetings on current events 
such as the wars and occupations and 
what is the solution, the problems of 
climate change, whilst continuously 
formulating our action-plan to defeat 
fees. We are activists with ideas! And 
even though the society is new, we are 
seen by many as the ‘fighting force’ on 
campus, standing up for what students 
deserve. 

As a collegiate university, Durham un-
dergraduate students are represented 
by Junior Common Room presidents. 
University management met the JCR 
presidents to discuss the rent increases. 
Disgustingly only one opposed the 
increase, with the other 15 voting for it. 
There had only been a two day period 
for the presidents to discuss these 
increases with their students meaning 
most colleges had no discussion about 
the proposals.

Living in a low-paid 

         students world
Research has shown that the last two 
weeks of January are the bluest of the 
year with people feeling the strain 
from mounting debt, pressure in the 
workplace and the prospect of another 
holiday a long way off. However for 
a small proportion of Britons, i.e. big 
business execs, bankers and other fat 
cat parasites this is a time to celebrate, 
with up to eight figure sums winging 
their way into their bank accounts. 
While the capitalists go on major 
shopping sprees, working-class people, 
in particular young workers, are often 
forced to carry on living from wage 
cheque to wage cheque - struggling to 
keep their heads above water as living 
costs go up and wages and conditions 
are attacked by the very people filling 
the tills of designer boutiques and 
Mayfair restaurants or sunning 
themselves on Caribbean islands. 

This blatant hypocrisy is not just con-
signed to City boardrooms. Gordon 
Brown made a very public appearance 
at the Make Poverty History demonstra-
tion in 2005, perhaps ignoring the fact 
that he himself was responsible for the 
relative poverty in this country with the 
highest earning 1% in Britain doubling 
their wealth under New Labour, while 
many workers have seen wage cuts 
in real terms. The government’s much 
lauded minimum wage reforms were 
also an insult: 16-17 year olds are only 
entitled to a £3.30 minimum wage, not 
enough to live on let alone prepare you 
for a stable future. 

Most students are in a similar situation. 
The majority of students now have to 
work to support themselves through 
their degrees and the prospect of 
added student debt through top-up 
fees makes it even more urgent. While 
we are told by New Labour ministers 
that working through uni is in fact 
“living in the real world” those students 
who work alongside their degrees are 
two thirds less likely to gain an upper 
second class or first class degree. With 
the decline in skilled jobs in this country 
both students and graduates are often 
forced to take low-paid casualised 
work, often in the service sector where 
conditions are poor and workplace 
organisation is weak. The average 
graduate salary is now a mere £8,500 
after tax meaning many will never get 
on the property ladder or plug the gap 
with massive debts.  Maybe New Labour 
should rewrite their famous “Education, 
Education, Education” slogan. “Educa-
tion, Work, Debt” would be much
more appropriate. 

Organised action 
can win

 Telling low paid young workers the 
reality of life in Britain may be stating 
the obvious. The question is how can 
this be changed? When fighting low 
pay the first port of call should be the 
trade unions. The trade union leader-
ship are in the main tied to New Labour 
and therefore unprepared to lead a 
struggle. However there have been 
many inspiring examples of how, when 
the workers organise they hold colossal 
power in their hands. The recent strike 
by JJB Sports warehouse workers, and 
their continuing struggle against the 
victimisation of their shop steward, 
demonstrates a willingness of young 
workers to fight back against even the 
most vicious employers.
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Low pay doesn’t have to be a fact of life. 
The huge profits contributing to gro-
tesque City bonuses have been created 
by working people, yet continually we 
are asked to tighten our belts to main-
tain those profits. Workers can struggle 
and win against the bosses, but in the 
long run whilst a tiny proportion of 
people own the majority of the world’s 
wealth nothing can be considered safe 
from attack. Workplace organisation 
is essential, but we must also build 
a political alternative to counter the 
neo-liberal agenda of New Labour and 
big business. We fight for a change in 
society where the gains of modern 
technology can be harnessed to meet 
the needs of all, and where planning 
can solve the problems of the environ-
ment and basics such as food distribu-
tion. We fight for a socialist world. That 
is why we build Socialist Students and 
ISR, campaigning, fighting organisa-
tions that defend young workers and 
students but also understand we also 
have a world to win.James Kerr 

Goldsmiths Socialist Students

 The Justice for Cleaners campaign, 
where cleaners in the City of London 
mounted action to force the likes of 
Deutsche Bank, one of the world’s richest 
corporations, to pay a wage that they 
can live on shows that when united, 
workers can win major victories. And 
where there has been a strong left 
leadership, like in the PCS union, workers 
have shown they want to organise the 
fight-back with teenage agency workers 
in Carlisle voting overwhelmingly for 
union recognition. 

Fat 
    is a socialist issue

On August 2nd Uruguayan model 
Luisel Ramos collapsed due to heart 
failure during a catwalk show and 
subsequently died. It soon came to light 
that she had been starving for months, 
on the advice of a model agency who 
promised a slimmer figure would mean 
more work.

As consumers in a capitalist system we 
haven’t the power to indicate a prefer-
ence; if we want ethically produced 
clothes, we have to pay the extra, and 
most students and workers simply can’t 
afford to do so. 

The worst thing is that, like an anorexic 
desperately trying to slip through the 
net and avoid detection of their illness, 
the fashion industry seems to be able 
to convince the government to mind its 
own business. When questioned about 
banning underweight models, Tessa 
Jowell agreed in theory but argued 
that it was “not a government issue.” 
This is simply not true. Teenage girls, 
and increasingly boys, are a vulnerable 
group. Bombarded with bulletin boards, 
magazines and television programmes 
telling them that you can buy happi-
ness in a size four to six, it is hard for 
them to maintain any sense of self 
esteem. But whilst emotionally weak, 
they are a big market, and retailers will 
go to any lengths to get them into their 
stores. The ultra thin model is part of 
the lifestyle package that advertisers 
assure us, like it or not, we will buy. 

With so many students working, the 
unions have seen the need to recruit 
them. Even Amicus, a union whose 
leader sings from the Tony Blair hymn 
book, frightened to even go out of tune, 
has been forced to act on the situation 
facing undergraduates. Amicus is recruit-
ing students as workplace organisers. We 
should turn these initiatives, in danger 
of becoming cynical exercises by union 
bureaucrats to bolster their own mem-
bership statistics, into opportunities for 
students to actually fight back against 
low pay and poor conditions.

The ISR Fight for Your Rights at Work 
pack gives information about your basic 
entitlements and how to join the union 
relevant to you. It also acts as an instruc-
tive guide to building the union in your 
workplace.

In Britain, the press feigned horror and 
surprise, and began to print celebrities’ 
weights, just to give teenage girls with 
low body images something to aspire 
to. Madrid banned severely under-
weight models, with Milan following 
suit. The fashion industry in London and 
New York, however, took a sickeningly 
blasé attitude to the suggestion that 
something should be done, claiming 
that designers should have the “artistic 
freedom” to showcase a mental illness 
as an aesthetic choice. One industry 
insider admitted that we would never 
see normal sized models because “fat 
people don’t sell.” 

In most industries it would seem shock-
ing that people are forced to put them-
selves in physical danger for their jobs, 
but in the fashion industry it is hardly 
a surprise. Exploitation and corruption 
are common. It is a well known fact that 
many of the models who walk in Milan 
spend the other fifty weeks of the year 
working as prostitutes, and well publi-
cised that the manufacturing process 
sometimes leaves a little to be de-
sired. When it came to light that some 
Topshop garments were produced in 
terrible conditions in the east end of 
London, Philip Green quickly changed 
suppliers, but other companies still em-
ploy sweatshop labour in China, South
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Of course underweight models on their 
own do not an eating disorder make. 
However, banning them will undoubt-
edly be a step in the right direction, 
as it will prove to girls that you can 
be beautiful and thin without being 
clinically ill, and be a step, however 
small, towards ending exploitation of 
young women. What the government 
must also do is address why, along with 
teenage pregnancies, drug abuse and 
‘anti social behaviour’, the mental illness 
that causes eating disorders is on the 
increase. 

 In the whole of London there are two 
hospitals equipped to treat anorexia, 
meaning a patient and their family from 
East London having to make a four hour 
round trip to Tooting to receive treat-
ment. Furthermore, the provisions for 
prevention, always easier than treat-
ment, are not there; schoolchildren are 
given little information about what an 
eating disorder really is.

At the opposite end of the spectrum, 
Patricia Hewitt is urging the nation to 
exercise more and eat less, to prevent 
obese patients taking up the beds that 
are few and far between. What she and 
other New Labourites ignore is the 
fact that, like in every other aspect of 
our lives, quality costs. It’s all very well 
telling the nation to only eat free range 
organic chicken, but when the aver-
age Waitrose bird costs £12.50, it isn’t 
financially viable for a family living on 
the minimum wage. Similarly, whilst it 
is seen as fine to accuse mothers who 
give their children crisps of committing 
a grave sin, it is ignored that fruit and 
vegetables cost a fair bit more. 

As a capitalist government in a capital-
ist system, New Labour can moan about 
the state of the nation all they want, 
but when healthy bodies and healthy 
minds cost precious money that could 
be spent on wars instead, nothing will 
be done about it.

                       Fighting back at 
   Nottingham Trent

 The Student Union agreed to hold this 
event under last year’s Executive Com-
mittee; members of this year’s EC have 
expressed embarrassment at this and 
have supported our campaign in their 
personal capacity.
 
So-called ‘lad mags’ such as FHM 
reinforce low self-esteem and eating 
disorders in both women and men. We 
say that Student Unions should be chal-
lenging the pornography industry, not 
recruiting on its behalf!

As 2006 drew to a close, Socialist Stu-
dents in Nottingham Trent University 
launched a campaign against sexism 
which has already attracted much 
support, with 85 signatures to our 
petition, our magazines selling out and 
several students interested in joining us. 
Many students were unhappy that the 
Student Union were running an end of 
term beauty contest with a first prize of 
a place in FHM magazine’s ‘High Street 
Honeys’ contest.

On the basis of this campaign and our 
work in the Campaign to Defeat Fees, I 
and other Socialist Students members 
were elected to go as delegates to NUS 
conference where we fight for the NUS 
to be a campaigning and democratic 
union.

Hannah Wilkinson 
Leyton ISR

Lindsay Wheatcroft
Nottingham Trent Socialist studets

STUDENT NURSES AGAINST 

                               NHS CUTS!
              It’s time to fight-back!

              For a national demonstration & strike action to save the NHS!

              Fight for your future!

Each day we hear of more job cuts and 
ward and theatre closures. There is an 
acute crisis in primary care. Thousands 
of NHS staff have lost their jobs and this 
will have a devastating effect on patient 
care and services. About 20, 000 nurses 
will graduate this year – and, because 
of cutbacks in the NHS, as many as half 
may struggle to get employment. There 
have already been cases of graduates 
being forced to look at trying to get 
work in Tescos just to get by.

Everyone – apart from the government 
and the fat cats who are set to make a 
fortune from privatising the services 
- is against the cuts. In fact the situation 
is, in large part, caused by government 
policy. PFI contracts are bleeding the 
NHS dry. A number of people are get-
ting very rich but a far greater number 
of people will be deprived of essential 
healthcare. Everyone, apart from Blair 
and his fat cat mates, can see that 
health care should be a right – not a 
privilege. Everyone else can see that a 
secure job with decent pay and condi-
tions should be a right – not a privilege.

The government has said that the jobs 
they are cutting were not “real jobs” 
but agency positions. To take away 
these posts will mean that hospitals are 
short-staffed. In essence what we have 
is a government-sponsored destruction 
of not only acute health care services 
but primary health care services as well. 
And we have to fight back – for our jobs, 
for patients now, for our future! The 
experience of one nurse showed the 
effect of the cuts already. “I’m a newly 
qualified nurse. I worked really hard 
during my three-year course, making 
sacrifices, my children having to go to 
nursery. I thought that when I finished I 
would get a job straight away. But since 
September I haven’t been able to get 
a job. All that money spent on training 
me has been wasted. 

Most of the hospitals are asking for 
people with six months or 12 months 
experience. And because of the cuts, 
ward managers say they can’t employ 
new staff. We need change. Otherwise 
patients will be suffering, there’ll be 
no staff on the wards. On some wards 
one member of staff can be expected 
to look after 15 to 20 patients. Some of 
those are critical wards where patients 
can go into cardiac arrest and staff 
aren’t able to look after them properly 
because of the workload. We need 
change because of patient safety and 
for nurses as well.”
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No to NHS job losses, cuts and closures. 

No to health privatisation and the ‘market’. 

Keep patients safe and keep nurses working.

Raise the bursary to a level you can live on.

Increase the budget so nurses can top-up diplomas on the wards.

Rebuild the NHS as a publicly funded service, free at the point of use, with immediate 

cash to end this underfunding crisis.   

Unite the many campaigns already in existence 

to defend the NHS in a national weekday onstration 

against the attacks on NHS jobs and services. 

As these attacks on the NHS mount 
up nurses are left with the exhausting 
shifts and the poverty pay. What we 
need more than ever is to unite the 
many campaigns across Britain to de-
fend the NHS. Thousands have already 
taken to the streets in many areas e.g. 
Stoke where 5000 marched. We need 
a national demo to unite all the cam-
paigns that have sprung up around the 
country.

The government says that they must 
continue with their reforms. They 
say there is no other way to fund the 
service. The money is out there! Since 
New Labour came to power the top 1% 
of the UK wealth league have doubled 
their wealth from £355bn to £797bn. 
Terry Leahy, Tescos boss, took home 
almost £4million this year while we are 
told that there is not enough money 
in Britain to pay for health care for all. 
But the gov won’t change their policy 
without a fight! 

If Blair, Brown & co can’t balance the 
books to provide public services, and 
jobs for those who wish to serve the 
public, then they are no good to us. And 
neither are the two other main parties. 
We need to fight back to defend our 
right to a decent future. We want to link 
up with those who work in the health 
service, those who use it and those who 
want to work in it when they graduate 
to fight to defend our service.

Student nurses face difficulties getting 
agency work to top-up their bursary. 
They are forced to look at the retail 
sector which can make it difficult to 
meet the demands of their placements. 
Without agency shifts nurses in London 
cannot meet the high costs of living in 
London and other areas of the coun-
try. Cuts in wards mean cuts in nurses’ 
education as there are less staff nurses 
to act as mentors. When people go in 
to nursing they are not planning to live 
a life of leisure and luxury. It is a trade 
off between long hours and low pay on 
the one hand and job security and job 
satisfaction on the other. 

We  demand

Sarah James, 
Southbank University 

Socialists keep 
        all angles covered

Last term also showed the inadequacy 
of the local NUS leadership who 
managed a minimal mobilisation for 
the NUS demo on 29 October, Social-
ist Students is responding to this by 
campaigning for democratic fighting 
NUS and by launching the Campaign 
to Defeat Fees. From our campaign-
ing record we managed to get three 
members elected on the student 
council we were able to oppose the 
executives weak policy on fees and the 
no platform for fascists policy by forcing 
through a Campaign to Defeat Fees mo-
tion for NUS conference and a reinstate-
ment of the no platform policy. We also 
managed to get the students union to 
support our motion on defending the 
NHS. 
As well as continuing our campaign-
ing on fees, anti racism and the 
NHS we will be setting up tenants 
bodies to fight for affordable rents 
and decent housing for students in 
privately owned halls. 

Huddersfield Socialist Students had a 
very busy first term campaigning .The 
term started with the fresher’s fayres 
where we doubled our society mem-
bership from the previous year. In a 
matter of days we were marching in 
Manchester at the Labour Party confer-
ence against the occupations of Iraq 
and Afghanistan and for a new workers 
party we brought with us many stu-
dents we had met at the fresher’s fayres.

We built on campus and in the com-
munity for the Defend the NHS feeder 
march to the TUC lobby of parliament 
on November 1 our society made 
a painted bed sheet banner for the 
march. We continued our involvement 
in the local NHS campaign by support-
ing student nurses who were protesting 
against the lack of jobs in the NHS for 
newly qualified nurses. Next term we 
will be building for the national day of 
action on March 3 to defend the NHS 
on campus and with health workers in 
the community. 

Socialist Students has a consistent 
record on campaigning against the 
BNP and we were a big presence 
on the anti BNP demonstration in 
Leeds around Griffins court case. We 
put forward the need for an alterna-
tive to the BNP in the form of a new 
workers party that would fight for 
public services and for young people 
and workers. 

Iain Dalton 
Huddersfield Socialist Students

Defending 
the NHS 

Campaign 
to Defeat Fees 

Combating the BNP
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A socialist discussion on how to         
                    fight the BNP

 

Alistair Tice in his comments during the 
session, posing some of these ques-
tions, defining fascism and giving a brief 
background of the BNP. 

Fascist means a movement or party that 
seeks to break up the organisations of 
the working class and engages in physi-
cal attacks on such meetings and activi-
ties. Just stating that fascism is Nazism is 
over-simplifying the ideology, although 
the Nazis were typical fascists. It is what 
people generally perceive fascism to 
be that is significant here, if we are to 
appreciate why the use of the word is 
important. 

The	following	article	is	a	report	of	a	session	held	at	Socialism	2006.	It	reports	both	
the	general	points	made	by	Alistair	Tice,	the	Socialist	Party’s	Yorkshire	organiser,	
and	some	of	the	questions,	additions,	and	disagreements	that	were	raised	in	the	
discussion.	We	are	printing	this	report	to	encourage	discussion	amongst	Socialist	
Student	societies	across	the	country	on	this	important	issue.	If	you’d	like	to	reply	to	
any	of	the	points	raised	here,	or	report	on	your	own	Socialist	Student	group	discus-
sion,	feel	free	to	send	material	in	for	the	next	Student	Socialist,	details	found	at	the	
front	of	the	magazine.

Significant electoral gains, an increasing 
media profile and now the acquittal of 
Nick Griffin – the BNP are an organisa-
tion with momentum and an increas-
ingly dangerous political force. In the 
1930s, and many times since then, 
fascists have been fought on the streets 
by trade unionists, socialists, political 
activists and others, successfully ridding 
their communities of the filth Nazism 
brought. Are the BNP the same type 
of organisation? Can and should these 
methods be used again to combat the 
undoubtedly racist and divisive Brit-
ish National Party? Or must they now 
be fought ideologically only, through 
debate and discussion, as they are now 
seen as a semi-mainstream party?

The first important step is to at least 
acknowledge that there has been a 
significant change in tactics by the BNP. 
When they broke away from the Na-
tional Front (NF) in the 1980s they were 
openly fascist and little changed even 
with an electoral breakthrough in East 
London in 1993, when they won their 
first councillor.

Under pressure from below, including 
from Griffin who joined the BNP in 1995 
having previously been the National 
Front national organiser, the then leader 
John Tyndall publicly distanced the BNP 
from Combat 18, their official violent 
wing. This apparent transformation 
of the party’s skin (for the core of the 
old BNP/NF remained) continued with 
Griffin winning the leadership of the 
BNP from Tyndall in 1999, again seek-
ing to distance the image from the past 
without altering the party inside.

Griffin, having seen the electoral suc-
cess of far-right populist parties on the 
continent, has steered the BNP’s public 
policy and perception away from the 
booted skinhead image to be more 
electorally acceptable. 

Discussion 
and debate

This analysis was debated. The point 
was made that the BNP were, in some 
areas, still violent and confrontational, 
with testimonies from Wakefield and 
Lincoln where regular meetings and 
stalls are disrupted. There was still a dif-
ference of analysis though, as a couple 
argued this continued violence, along 
with their support for a strong, capitalist 
state and opposition to union action, 
indicates the BNP remain fascist and 
should be labelled so.

Most agreed that this remaining violent 
side is the BNP’s core membership re-
vealing their true colours, something we 
should remember as an example of the 
curtain they have dropped in front of 
the audience. There was also a general 
understanding that this curtain is, as 
much as we attempt to make it trans-
parent, currently coming further down 
and settling in front of many people.

Taking this as the situation, contribu-
tions largely began to agree that as the 
BNP became more accepted, the way 
we confront them must change. The fas-
cists were fought because their propa-
ganda was so obviously destructive and 
clearly led to direct violence against 
minority groups. With the BNP now 
blagging, and more believing, that they 
aren’t off-the-cuff racists but respected 
nationalists, the continued labelling of 
them as fascists is not enough to beat 
them. This tactic makes it all the more 
important for us to remember 
and continue to explain that
 the BNP leaders remain fascist 
behind their party’s curtain. 

Instead of name-calling we must ad-
dress the source of the problem: the 
reason people are supporting the BNP. 
Labelling them fascists is an easy way 
out and the solution that some organi-
sations put forward as a result – vote 
for anyone but them – just doesn’t 
consider the main factor in electoral 
support for the BNP: the failure of any 
major political party to support the 
working class.

For this reason the suggestions made in 
the Socialism discussion about what to 
do against the BNP involved campaign-
ing on issues that undercut the BNP, 
that expose their fake politics. Each area 
must asses what specific issue this is, 
though generally housing and employ-
ment are topics the BNP bluntly blame 
on immigrants without putting forward 
any sort of proof or an alternative to the 
problems.

The British National Party (BNP) have 
been claiming to stand for a decent 
health service, housing and other 
necessities that are harder and harder 
to get for all oppressed sections of 
society, including black, Asian and white 
workers and young people. However, 
when they have been elected they have 
not put up a serious stand for these 
resources, even for the white section 
of the working class whom they claim 
to represent. In Stoke BNP councillors 
voted for high council tax rises and 
when socialist councillors put forward a 
budget for no cuts in jobs and services 
in 2006, they voted with Labour, Tories 
and Lib Dems against it. 

Their inability to improve things for 
ordinary people comes from their politi-
cal ideology, which bases itself on racist 
rhetoric, dividing ordinary workers. 
This only benefits the bosses, whose 
constant attacks on our living condi-
tions can only be fought with workers 
unity, through the trade unions and 
workers political organisations. Popular 
appeal wins easy votes in areas where 
people have been let down by years of 
Labour and Tory social attacks. This is 
why the electoral support for the BNP 
isn’t followed up in party membership, 
but also why they can achieve more 
prominence.
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The discussion suggested organising 
meetings and campaigns on issues 
that the BNP are claiming to stand for, 
building campaigns of real unity that 
can win victories and concessions, and 
prove the falseness of the BNP’s ap-
proach. These are key to weakening the 
BNP’s support on the ground. To make 
this opposition more visible, these 
campaigns can mount electoral chal-
lenges to the seats where the BNP are 
standing, on a platform of opposition to 
cuts and privatisation, for decent public 
services and a living minimum wage. 
To combat the BNP on a national scale 
though, will take an organised party 
that stand up for workers, the majority 
of the population currently left voice-
less in parliament and many councils. 

Another important question for discus-
sion is how to implement the ‘no plat-
form’ policy, the traditional position of 
the anti-fascist left.  This means building 
mass opposition in the form of dem-
onstrations and pickets to stop fascist 
meetings & public campaign, usually 
through trade unions and campaigns of 
education in the local community.  The 
contributions in the discussion reflect-
ed the complicated nature of this tactic 
and also the impossibility of using it as 
a rule without any space for bending. 

Some argued that “we must give them 
the rope to hang themselves with” 
while others still agreed that no plat-
form is useful, even if only so we can’t 
be seen to retreat against the far-right. 
As was pointed out in the summing 
up, it is only useful on a case-by-case 
basis – if your local BNP group attempt 
a public rally it is important to mobilise 
opposition. This happened in the sup-
posed BNP stronghold of Dagenham 
in December, when a national rally of 
50 supporters was drowned out by 300 
anti-fascists. 

However, what if the local BNP branch 
attempts to organise a meeting or 
campaign on a broad issue like hospi-
tal closures on a working class estate?  
Trying to physically prevent a meeting 
like this could well be counter-produc-
tive and increase sympathy for the 
BNP, particularly if ordinary people are 
in attendance out of genuine interest 
for the topic.  We have to find ways to 
actively challenge the BNP on the nu-
merous problems with their campaigns 
and politics, including arguing directly 
against them in some situations.

Workers 
alternative needed 

Socialist Students supports the Cam-
paign for a New Workers Party (see 
www.cnwp.org.uk for more info), a cam-
paign that fights for this to become a 
reality. The BNP are a threat to working 
class and young people, with a growing 
number of councillors, but they are still 
a very small organisation on a national 
scale. By carrying through the urgent 
task of building a new workers party, we 
can take a major step towards eradicat-
ing the BNP and all they stand for, and 
genuinely further the cause of ordinary 
people in their fight for services, decent 
jobs and a better future. 

Ian Slattery, 
Huddersfield Socialist Students

Punishment for Bush 
               in the mid-term elections

Can the Democrats 
offer a way out?

Unfortunately many on the US left have 
illusions that the Democrats will bring 
change for the better in the Middle East 
and that the US administration hawks’ 
short-termism will give way to a long-
term exit strategy providing some relief 
for the war-torn region. But the Demo-
crats’ inability to solve the problems fac-
ing ordinary Americans and Iraqis may 
make these illusions short-lived. 

Tragically the Democrats have no clear 
exit strategy either. Quite the opposite. 
Nancy Pelosi, Democratic Speaker of the 
House of Representatives now pledges 
to back Bush’s call for additional military 
spending to be used for the so-called 
“last push”. The Democrats play up their 
anti-war sentiment but also fear being 
seen as unpatriotic.

Since Bush announced that he will 
send 21,500 extra troops to Iraq, there 
have been more terrible bombings in 
Baghdad, killing hundreds more people. 
The troop ‘surge’ has begun, with 3,200 
extra US troops arriving in Iraq, but on-
slaughts of this nature have been tried 
several times since the 2003 invasion of 
Iraq, but completely failed to stem the 
escalating violence.

The extra troops cannot ‘stabilise’ 
Baghdad, a city of six million people. 
They will only spur on the Shia and 
Sunni militias to continue resisting the 
occupation and increase their strength. 
Every aspect of Bush’s tactics is funda-
mentally flawed. The rushed, ham-fisted, 
execution of Saddam will not end Iraq’s 
sectarian conflict. Saddam was ex-
ecuted before the Halabja trial finished, 
alienating many Kurds who feel their 
oppression is being downplayed. US 
and British imperialism’s backing of 
Saddam in the past was kept well out of 
the court case and Saddam was theatri-
cally tried and executed with many of 
his crimes brushed aside.

After the so-called Afghanistan ‘victory’, 
Bush presented himself as the crusader 
in the war against terror and won the 
2004 presidential election. Now, though, 
60% of the US population favour with-
drawal of troops from Iraq. November’s 
midterm elections, where the Repub-
licans lost control of both the Senate 
and the Congress, showed the growing 
feeling against the war. Hundreds of 
thousands of people protested across 
the USA on 27 January against Bush’s 
escalation of the war in Iraq, demanding 
that the troops be brought home now. 

The disaster has forced sections of the 
US ruling class to come out in opposi-
tion to the failed policy. The Iraqi Study 
Group set up by Congress and led by 
James Baker, former Secretary of State 
under Bush senior, has had bad news 
for Bush Junior. These senior members 
of the US political elite clearly do not 
believe that present US strategy will 
work and think that a withdrawal is 
necessary.

Most US voters now see the war as in-
creasing the terrorist threat worldwide 
- Socialist Student societies predicted 
this even before the invasion of Afghan-
istan. In the elections Republicans not 
only lost both houses of Congress but 
the vote isolated Bush and made him 
a lame-duck President. The single most 
important issue was the war. 
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Rally to unite the world in 

   struggles for socialism
Also speaking about Latin America 
was Johan Rivas who was central to 
founding Socialismo Revolucionario in 
Venezuela. While there have been high 
levels of economic growth in Venezuela 
Johan made it clear that this was based 
on oil exports – over half of which go to 
the US meaning that Venezuela is de-
pendent on the United States for much 
of its income. However the Venezuelan 
government, headed by Chavez has 
increased its control of the oil industry 
to 60%. This in addition to higher taxes 
being paid by oil companies means that 
the government has been able to intro-
duce more measures to help the poor in 
Venezuela. Socialist ideas are popular in 
Venezuela with the majority of people 
being in favour of nationalisation. 

Although the working class has made 
huge gains under Chavez, society and 
the state are still bourgeois in structure 
and many companies are still receiving 
benefits from the government. There 
is not yet a mass revolutionary party in 
Venezuela and this is impacting on the 
progress the working class can make. 
Chavez has proposed the building of a 
unified workers party in Venezuela, but 
he has made it clear that his ‘friends’ 
will occupy prominent positions within 
it. If this happens it would be a setback 
for the working class in Venezuela and 
internationally.

The Committee for a Workers’ Interna-
tional rally on the 27th of January was 
reflective of the struggles taking place 
internationally today. Speakers from 
Asia, Africa and Latin America were 
present alongside the deputy general 
secretary of the Socialist Party of Eng-
land and Wales. The rally opened with a 
short DVD set to music showing clips of 
recent struggles across the world.

Andre Ferrari from Brazil was the first 
speaker. Andre helped found Socialismo 
Revolucionario, the CWI section in Brazil. 
He highlighted the struggles taking 
place across Latin America against 
neo-liberal politicians: Ecuador, Chile 
and Argentina have seen right-wing 
governments toppled in recent years 
and leftwing governments have been 
elected in many other Latin American 
countries. Previous neo-liberal govern-
ments had attacked the living standards 
of an already impoverished working 
class which resulted not only in disil-
lusionment with neo-liberalism but also 
renewed interest in socialist ideas. 

These new governments in Latin 
America will be ‘put to the test’ in the 
coming period as struggles to raise 
living standards in the region develop 
further. In Brazil Lula, a ‘leftwing’ leader 
who claimed to be opposed to neo-
liberalism, was elected in 2002. Since 
then it has become apparent that Lula 
is not prepared to lead a real fight 
against neo-liberalism and much of his 
party has been discredited when its top 
members were shown to be corrupt. 
Andre explained that the task Social-
ismo Revolucionario now faces is to 
re-build a mass left alternative in Brazil. 
The founding of P-sol in 2004 was a big 
step forward but it is still necessary to 
build a genuine Marxist force with a 
thorough understanding of Trotsky in 
Brazil. 

Following Johan was Segun Sango from 
the Democratic Socialist Movement in 
Nigeria. Living conditions in Africa are 
worsening for the working class and 
modern conflicts in Nigeria are being 
compounded by the effects of neo-lib-
eralism. 70% of Nigerians live below the 
poverty line and whilst struggles there 
is not as developed as in Latin America 
there have been 7 general strikes in 
the last 5 years and further struggle is 
developing quickly. The Democratic 
Socialist Movement have played a vital 
role in strikes and labour struggles in re-
cent years as rising oil prices have led to 
drops in the standard of living for ordi-
nary people. As in the UK the traditional 
labour leaders (e.g. trade union leader-
ship) are not acting to defend people’s 
conditions and many are losing faith in 
them as a result. A New Workers’ Party 
campaign has been initiated by the 
Democratic Socialist Movement to or-
ganise grass roots activists and ordinary 
people into a workers’ party to defend 
and improve their standards of living.

What is the 
alternative?

The Iraq debacle has forced some of 
the US ruling class’ military strate-
gists into desperate attempts to build 
diplomatic bridges. However, Iran has 
been enormously strengthened by 
the Shiites’ rise in Iraq and will not be 
easily bought off by US pleading. And 
there is little chance of Syria lending a 
hand, now Hezbollah has become one 
of the main regional powers since the 
Lebanon disaster.

The Democrats will probably seek to 
pull out most of the troops but this will 
be a slow process as any Democrat or 
Republican government will want to 
safeguard the biggest US embassy in 
the world, in Baghdad,. As the Baker 
report indicated, it is very unlikely that 
the US will back Iraq being partitioned 
into Shia, Sunni and Kurdish regions. 
Baker warned that this would be ‘likely 
to kick off a huge civil war’. They may fa-
vour a federal structure although how 
that will be affected in practice remains 
to be seen given the weak position of 
Iraq’s Prime Minister Nuri al-Maliki.

Democrat military strategists like John 
Murtha that favour ‘redeployment’ of 
forces out of Iraq into a reaction force in 
Kuwait were soon ditched by the party 
tops who used ‘redeployment’ as just an 
election slogan. After all, Democrats had 
backed Bush’s Patriot Act and Military 
Commissions Act giving emergency 
powers to detain and torture so-called 
‘terrorist’ suspects and station troops 
anywhere in the US, take control of the 
National Guard and suppress ‘public 
disorder’. 

Who benefits?

The Democrats, like the Republicans, 
represent the interests of the US big 
business ruling class. And it is in big 
business’ interests that the invasion 
took place. US corporations raced to 
take fast buck ‘reconstruction’ con-
tracts in Iraq. Both parties’ total elec-
tion spending added up to $2.8 billion, 
mostly donations from big business 
siding with whichever party they can 
exert most influence on. Working-class 
interests are buried under piles of cor-
porate wallets.

As always the US working class pays for 
this through taxes, just as they fund the 
war, whose total cost is ‘likely to exceed 
$2 trillion’ according to Joseph Stiglitz. 
Very little gets into Iraq. US contractors, 
mercenaries, arms dealers and consul-
tants pocket the money. US military 
strategy in Iraq has failed and Bush’s 
promise of glory and oil profits has long 
faded. 

However US capitalism will seize any 
opportunity for profits amidst the 
mayhem. Iraq now has one of the 
world’s most extensive privatisation 
programmes. Iraq’s health service, one 
of the best in the Middle East in 1991, 
is now virtually non-existent. Trillions 
spent on occupation and thousands of 
soldiers’ lives have paved the way for 
the multinationals to make more profits. 
This is how imperialism has always 
operated, by conquering fresh territory 
in big business’s interests.

The only certainty for the Iraqi people 
is continual suffering at the hands of 
ethnic and religious sectarian militias 
unless the workers and peasants form 
independent workers’ organisations of 
Shia, Sunni, Kurd, Turkoman and other 
minorities to get rid of the occupiers, 
fight against privatisation and for jobs, 
homes and services and pave the way 
for a socialist Middle East. 

Some on the left argue that if the US 
and Britain are forced out of Iraq then 
the region’s sectarian divisions will 
evaporate and the gates opened for a 
pearly new country. 
However, the occupation has opened 
up deep divides. There is an urgent 
dual need to withdraw the troops and 
for workers in Iraq, together with the 
rural poor, to start building a strong 
non-sectarian movement of work-
ers against imperialism. They should 
fight for a government of their own 
representatives to act in the interests 
of Iraq’s workers and poor rather than 
those of Iraqi and Western big busi-
ness.

The anti-war mood of most Ameri-
cans has no political voice. US unions 
donate over 90% of their funding to 
the Democrats. Green candidates get 
less than 2% of the vote. So there’s an 
urgent need for a change in the two-
party system itself. A new mass party 
of the working class could fight for all 
those who haven’t experienced the 
American dream such as the majority 
with no health care, Latino workers 
facing attacks on their rights, the mil-
lions of young people who can’t afford 
a decent education and all those who 
suffered during Hurricane Katriona. 
With socialist policies these people 
could sweep the establishment into

the dustbin of history

Alex Gounelas, 
Cardiff ISR
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Hannah Sell, deputy secretary for the 
Socialist Party of England and Wales 
spoke on behalf of Peter Taffe who 
was unable to attend the rally due to 
illness. Hannah highlighted how the 
world is dominated by multi-nationals 
and rich individuals and that regard-
less of nationality; the working classes 
internationally have more in common 
with each other than they do with the 
ruling class.  In the UK socialist ideas are 
becoming more popular as the three 
main political parties prove themselves 
to have the same policies just with dif-
ferent wrapping. Hannah demonstrated 
how our task in the UK must be to build 
a mass workers party which will repre-
sent workers interests above those of 
the bosses.

The rally was well attended with around 
200 people and £2450 was raised to 
help the CWI continue their work. For 
more information on the events dis-
cussed at the rally and the work of the 
CWI visit http://www.socialistworld.net/ 

Also speaking was Rukhsana Manzoor 
from the Socialist Movement of Paki-
stan who campaigns for women’s rights 
as well as workers rights generally. The 
result of privatisation and neo-liberal-
ism in Pakistan has been that women 
increasingly have to sell their bodies 
to feed their children and it is now 
common for people to sell one of their 
kidneys to support their families. The 
wealth gap in Pakistan is growing at the 
expense of the working classes and one 
consequence of this is that workers are 
being forced into struggle. The number 
of strikes is mounting but without a 
workers party the amount of progress 
the working class can make is limited.

Nimila Shetty from New Socialist 
Alternative in India gave a picture of 
India which can be sharply contrasted 
to that given by the capitalist press in 
the UK. 50% of the world’s hungry live 
in India and 52% of children there are 
malnourished. Neo-liberal attacks have 
resulted in the rate of suicide among 
peasants rocketing as the price of their 
produce plummets. Only 4 million jobs 
have been created through companies 
out-sourcing to India, this is compared 
with the 45 million people unemployed 
there. The wealth gap is also growing 
at an astonishing pace, with the recent 
8% growth in GDP going to only the top 
3% of the population. Nimila finished 
by explaining that these problems can 
only be solved by the introduction of 
democratic socialism.

The final speaker from Asia was Siri-
tunga Jaysuriya - United Socialist Party 
(USP) and presidential candidate in 
2005 elections, Sri Lanka. Siritunga has 
recently been receiving death threats 
for the anti-nationalist and non-sectar-
ian stance he and the USP have been 
taking towards the threat of civil war 
in Sri Lanka so it was a pleasure to see 
him at the rally. One consequence of 
the threat of war is increasing inflation 
– 22.1% in January this year compared 
with 8% last January! Wages aren’t 
increasing at this rate and workers are 
suffering as a result. At the moment 
the country is polarized along war lines 
surrounding the ‘national question’ in 
Sri Lanka, Siritunga expounded the fact 
that capitalism is unable to resolve this 
situation even if temporary agreements 
are made. The USP is currently cam-
paigning for socialism and against the 
possible civil war.  

Hannah Walter,
 Durham Socialist Students

Towards socialism in 
                     Venezuela

It’s little wonder that there has been a 
fight-back when the continent has been 
plundered and ravaged by multinational 
companies for decades. Enormous profits 
have been squeezed out while workers 
pay the price with drastically worsening 
conditions and pay. Over 215 million on 
the continent officially live in poverty, a 
staggering 41% live on less than $2 per 
day and a further 18% struggle to survive 
on less than $1 per day. Any hopes that 
privatisation and the ‘free market’ would 
lead to sustained growth and economic 
development have long since evaporated 
amongst the workers, peasants and urban 
poor.

Socialists around the world support and 
celebrate the steps that have been taken 
in Venezuela but we must also look at 
what is needed to make these improve-
ments permanent and to end the poverty, 
exploitation that still destroys so many 
lives in Latin America.

For socialists the world over Latin 
America is a beacon of struggle against 
privatisation and capitalism. Mass 
revolts of the trade unions and peas-
ant organisations against the right 
wing have sent a shock wave through 
Bolivia, in Brazil a new party for social-
ism and liberty, PSoL, has been formed 
out of the opposition to the policies of 
privatisation and cuts, and in Venezuela, 
President Chávez has declared that the 
country is moving towards a socialist 
republic. He has been pushed to the left 
since his first election in 1998 by the 
mass movement of workers and poor 
for change. Events are moving at a rapid 
pace and it’s important for socialists to 
follow the developments and to build 
points of support.

Many will have seen the outrage in the 
capitalist media over Chávez’s recent re-
election victory. As always an election is 
a snapshot of a moment in history. The 
social, political and economic processes 
taking place are crucial for our under-
standing of the possibility to go even 
further. Chávez won 63% of the vote on 
a turnout higher than that of the last 
British general election. But that was 
not the only difference with politics 
here. Chávez won this landslide on the 
basis of using the country’s oil wealth 
to improve the lives of the poorest and 
most oppressed, not by being seen as 
the “least worst” as with New Labour. 

According to Chávez, 1.4 million Ven-
ezuelans, who were previously excluded 
from education due to poverty, have 
now been included in the education 
system. 70% of Venezuela’s population 
now enjoy access to free health care 
and over 1.7 million tonnes of food is 
being provided to 12 million Venezu-
elans at reduced prices. It’s not surpris-
ing, with these policies, that Chávez 
has earned the hatred of Bush and co, 
who have their representatives in the 
country in the form of the opposition, 
or los esqualidos, “the squalid ones”, as 
they are know locally. 
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The opposition is made up of the repre-
sentatives of Venezuelan big business 
and land owners – the expropriators 
who stand to lose out if factories and 
land are expropriated in the interests of 
the workers and poor masses.

On this basis Chávez has won the sup-
port of millions of workers and poor 
but many are becoming frustrated that 
things are not improving fast enough. 
This is unsurprising when the richest 
10% of  the population still takes 50% of 
the national income, while the poorest 
10% take a mere 2%. There was initially 
little interest in the recent election. 
However the opposition, having been in 
a state of disarray for the last few years, 
united around one candidate, Manuel 
Rosales, and appeared to be strength-
ened.

Trotsky explained that these tasks fall to 
the working class who Marx called the 
“grave-diggers of capitalism”. The experi-
ence of the struggles in Latin America 
give a taste of how this is possible with 
the masses playing a definitive role in 
overthrowing the pro-US coup in 2002 
in Venezuela and forcing the govern-
ment to renegotiate agreements with 
foreign gas companies in Bolivia. 

In Venezuela this needs to be the basis 
for the building of independent mass 
organisations of the working class on 
a national, regional, local, community 
and workplace basis from the bot-
tom up. Elected workers’ committees 
would have to be established in every 
workplace, university and community. 
Chávez’s proposed nationalisation 
should go hand in hand with the intro-
duction of workers’ control over what 
gets produced, elections of managers, 
and so on. Only on the basis of worker’s 
control and management of the com-
manding heights of the economy, 
including oil companies and banks, 
could it be possible to plan economic 
and social progress and meet the needs 
of the workers and poor masses.

However further organisation would be 
required to sustain these victories – on 
an international scale. In Latin America 
the masses are moving into struggle 
against the pro-US governments and 
the fat cats they represent. Uniting 
these hammer blows against big busi-
ness and landlordism on a continental 
basis would be the best guarantor of 
the Venezuelan revolution and linking 
up to form a socialist federation of Latin 
America could be the first step towards 
a world federation of democratic social-
ist states. 

For decades we have been told that 
every day is better than the last and 
that every generation enjoy better liv-
ing standards than the last on the basis 
of capitalism. Experience has shown, 
especially in Latin America, that this at 
best a cruel joke for those who struggle 
to survive while the bosses’ profits go 
off the scale! We must use the events in 
Venezuela and the whole continent to 
discuss how the world can be changed, 
who can do it, what is necessary and 
why?

Chávez’s popular support is very real 
but workers want him to go much 
further. Enormous profits are still being 
taken out of the country. Last year bank 
deposits rose 84% in the last year with 
the wealthy middle and upper classes 
largely gaining. A quarter of the popula-
tion struggle to survive on less than a 
dollar a day. In fact actual nationalisa-
tions have not taken place on a mass 
scale. 

We support every gain and every step 
forward taken by the exploited masses 
in their fight against capitalist exploi-
tation but we know from history that 
there can be no middle way between 
capitalism and socialism. Historical 
lessons have shown that Chávez will 
have to be pushed further to the left 
to permanently secure these reforms. 
The Allende government in Chile in the 
1970s nationalised 40% of the economy 
which was a massive victory for work-
ing-class people. However, leaving any 
significant section of the economy in 
the hands of big business opens the 
way for counter-revolution. Tragically 
the ruling class in Chile, in conjunction 
with US imperialism, were able to sabo-
tage the economy and pave the way for 
the military coup under Pinochet with 
thousands of workers killed.

Achieving a genuine socialist republic 
of Venezuela requires society to be run 
from the bottom up by workers. Inde-
pendent organisations of the working 
class acting in their interests only are 
essential for workers to seize political 
power. Not doing this can endanger 
any gains that are won. Chile, Nicaragua 
and struggles throughout history have 
shown that their can be no common 
interests between the property owning 
and the labouring classes. Their inter-
ests are diametrically opposed. Faced 
with the enormous challenges of life in 
the neo-colonial world, the indigenous 
capitalist class, in their capacity as 
puppets of the greedy ruling classes of 
the advanced capitalist countries and 
the landowners at home, are impotent. 
They cannot carry through the basic 
requirements such as developing 
industry, resolving the land question, 
even establishing stable parliamentary 
democracies. 

The fear of the representatives of big 
business and the US making a come-
back pushed the workers to up their 
participation in the campaign. However, 
their renewed support was on the basis 
of Chávez deepening and extending 
the reforms. The result has been an 
announcement of the nationalisation 
of Venezuela’s largest private electric-
ity firm, Electricidad de Caracas, and 
CANTV, a major Venezuelan telecom-
munications company, both of which 
had been privatised during the 1990s’ 
free-for-all under pre-Chávez govern-
ments. Another indicator of Chávez’s 
shift to the left is the dismissal of the 
vice-president and the interior and 
justice minister. There is enormous op-
position to the corruption that exists 
among some elements of the Chavista 
bureaucracy. These elements have 
also come into direct collision with the 
independent movements of the work-
ing class such as fishermen from Guiria 
who occupied the port to fight for their 
livelihoods threatened by a coalition of 
private enterprises, oil companies and 
the port authorities.   

But we can also offer material assistance 
to the workers in struggle through the 
Workers Rights Campaign Venezuela 
which seeks the support of the interna-
tional workers’ movement in defend-
ing the rights of workers in Venezuela 
and developing independent workers’ 
representation.

Sarah Sachs-Eldridge,
 ISR national treasurer



ISR & Socialist Students 
conference 

Come to the ISR and Socialist Students
 national conference

Put the date in your diary now!

Sunday 18 March 2007

10 – 5.30 Holloway Resource Centre, 
356 Holloway Road
London N7 6PA

For students and young people who 

want to organise and fight-back
Discussion and debate

Sessions will include:

Fighting for rights at work – discussion forum

     Tracy Edwards, national co-ordinator of the PCS youth network

     Jody Long, who organised young agency workers in Defra       
      in Cumbria

    Rob Williams, convenor of Swansea Visteon 

     ISR activists involved in the “know your rights at work” campaign

Fighting fees and cuts in education – discussion forum

     Matt Dobson, Socialist Students national organiser 

     Wes Streeting, NUS Vice President (Education)

     Student activists from around the country

Democracy 

All young people who want to change the 

world and fight for a socialist alternative 

to war, low pay, fees and the destruction 

of the environment are welcome to attend 

and to have their say in the discussion 

forums.  The conference is not limited to 

members only but only members have vot-

ing rights.  The deadline for motions from 

ISR and Socialist Students groups has been 

extended to 2 March 5pm.  

Call 020 8558 7947 for more info 

or to buy a ticket.

  Other sessions will include

      Building the anti-war and anti-Trident movement – speakers                                                                                            
       from ISR and youth CND

       Forum on fighting discrimination: speakers include
       campaigners against homophobic, bullying and
       campaigners against sexism

       What is socialism?

       How can racism be stopped?

       What is the solution to the problems of the environment?

       How can young people achieve a 

       political voice? Debate with Colin Smith from Respect                                                                                             

       students and Greg Maughan from ISR and the Campaign 

       for a New Workers’ Party

       How to organise a campaign

       No to the privatisation of our NHS. Invited speakers include

       NHS workers, student nurses and NHS campaigners.

We are planning an agenda which we hope will include plenty of discussion and debate.  

Tickets £5 or £3 for unemployed and school students


