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J ack Straw claimed to want
to open a “debate” on the
wearing of the veil by some

Muslim women. But what is this
“debate” – what is the problem?
Straw claimed that the veil was a

“visible statement of separation”.
But the first thing is that the very
fact that the Muslim women were
visiting his surgery is confirma-
tion that they are engaging in the
polity, and it is Jack Straw’s atti-

tude which is confirmation that it
is the state which is using cultural
and ideological issues to divide
the polity and attempt to make the
Islamic faith and ideology a [inside]
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Black History Month and 2007

S INCE 1987, OCTOBER HAS BEEN CELE-
BRATED AS BLACK HISTORY MONTH
IN THIS COUNTRY. This year more events

than ever have been organised and Black History
Month is now officially recognised and promoted by
the media, local authorities and the government.
Such recognition has led many to question the whole
notion of a “Black History” month and to view it as
an expression of the official multicultural policy,
developed by successive governments, content to
mention “Black History” once a year but which
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Hands Off the DPRK!

An Issue of the
Content of
Commemorating the
200th Anniversary
of the Abolition of
the Slave Trade Act

T ony Blair, backed up by
the monopoly media,
taking their lead from

that biggest of aggressive
military powers the US, have
been expressing alarm about
the announcement by the

Democratic People’s Republic
of Korea (DPRK) that it had
successfully conducted a
nuclear weapons test using
indigenous technology. 

The Bush administration has
been most vocal in appealing for

sanctions by the international
community against the DPRK,
and Blair chimed in by calling the
DPRK “irresponsible”. In fact, the
entire issue is being presented in
the monopoly media to disinform
people as to the truth of what the

historical experience has been on
the Korean peninsula so that
they have difficulty
distinguishing between right and
wrong, what is just and what is
unjust in the situation.

STAND AGAINST THE
PROMOTION OF
FASCISM THROUGH
THE “DEBATE” ON
THE MUSLIM
WOMEN IN VEIL
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claims to be the greatest defender of
human rights abroad, the giver of
“development assistance” to the
poor and needy in Africa and else-
where, with a Royal Navy that
patrols the oceans in a manner remi-
niscent of the allegedly humanitari-
an role it played in the early
nineteenth century. 

It cannot be forgotten that only
five years ago at the World
Conference against Racism, held in
South Africa, the government
refused to accept that the slave trade
was a crime against humanity and
even today merely speaks of
“regret” over the trafficking of
human flesh, which British govern-
ments fully participated in for cen-
turies. It stubbornly refuses to make
any reparation for the crimes that
British governments carried out not
only during the colonial era but
today too. The government’s actions
are still totally imbued with the racist
logic of its predecessors, the notion
of the “white man’s burden”, and so-
called “civilising mission” abroad,
whether in Africa, the Middle East
or elsewhere. Racism and an arro-
gant Eurocentric and colonialist out-
look are so evident the current
anti-Muslim offensive, the govern-
ment’s attempt to divide the polity
and attacks one section of the popu-
lation, to attack the rights of all.

By championing a commemora-
tion of the 1807 Act, the government
aims to re-write the history of the
past just as it tries to represent its
own crimes as the greatest humani-
tarian acts. The campaign to aboli-
tion the trafficking of enslaved
African labour, involved hundreds
of thousands of working people in
Britain, and including many
Africans, some of them former
slaves, who played a leading role.
Indeed this campaign, in the latter
part of the 18th century, was one of
the biggest in Britain’s history and

one of the first in which the working
class grew conscious of its own
strength. The enslaved Africans
themselves, who waged a constant
war over many centuries in different
parts of the world, also played a cru-
cial role. Parliament’s decision in
1807 was largely dictated by what
were seen to be Britain’s economic
and strategic interests and advantage
over its rivals, and as a means to dis-
sipate the growing opposition to the
government, rather than by any con-
cern for the enslaved. Indeed
Britain’s economy continued to rely
on slavery throughout the 19th cen-
tury and slave labour was widely
used during the colonial period even
in the 20th century. In part, the
British government used its alleged
conversion to abolition in the 19th
century as a means to use the Royal
Navy to interfere in the affairs and
trade of all the other major powers
throughout the Atlantic.

The commemoration of the
Abolition Act of 1807 should be
turned into an occasion to condemn
the crimes and hypocrisy of the
British governments of the past and
of the present and to demand that
appropriate reparation is made for
slavery, colonialism and all crimes
against humanity. At the same time,
it will be an occasion to draw the
appropriate lessons from history and
to commemorate all those who
struggled against a political and eco-
nomic system which was built on
and encouraged the enslavement and
trafficking of Africans, as well the
exploitation and oppression of all.

ment then solved this contract for
£7.5 million to the South Sea
Company, whose first Governor
was the Chancellor of the
Exchequer. 

The Bicentenary of the Act has
already led to almost unprecedent-
ed commemoration preparations by
the government. It has established
its own Advisory Group, chaired by
the Deputy Prime Minister, John
Prescott; led to a joint publication
from the Home Office and
Department for Culture, Media and
Sport; and led to government fund-
ing for a national education project,
Understanding Slavery, “to pro-
mote the effective teaching of the
history of the Atlantic slave trade in
schools and colleges”. Next year
there will be many commemorative
events and it is clear that the gov-
ernment is planning to play a lead-
ing role.

The government is presenting
the Abolition Act as “an important
point in this country’s development
towards the nation it is today – a
critical step into the modern world
and into a new and more just moral
universe”. While it wishes to pre-
sent itself as the natural successor of
the abolitionists of two hundred
years ago, a government opposed to
any form of discrimination in
Britain, and one which champions
“opportunity for all”. At the same
time, in its publication Reflecting
on the past and looking to the
future: The 2007 Bicentenary of the
Abolition of the Slave Trade in the
British Empire, the government

refuses to ensure that all cultures
and languages flourish on the
basis of equal recognition. Then
there is the question, which is sel-
dom discussed, of what exactly is
meant by “Black History” and
whether this phrase is appropriate
to describe the history and tradi-
tions of the peoples of Africa and
the Caribbean.

This October, Black History
Month is being celebrated in many
places as part of the build-up to
200th anniversary of the passage in
Parliament of the 1807 Abolition of
the Slave Trade Act, which falls in
March next year. The 1807 Act
made it illegal for British ships and
citizens to be involved in the traf-
ficking of human beings, millions of
whom had been kidnapped from the
shores of Africa during the previous
three centuries. Indeed, in the 18th
century Britain was the world’s lead-
ing trafficker in human flesh. It is
estimated that about half of all
Africans who were kidnapped and
taken across the Atlantic were trans-
ported in British ships. Britain even
trafficked in human flesh for the
benefit of its economic rivals and
according to one British Prime
Minister of the time, 80% of
Britain’s income was connected
with these activities. In 1713, the
same treaty by which Britain
acquired Gibraltar, also gave the
government the highly profitable
contract to supply enslaved Africans
to all Spanish colonies. The govern-
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The DPRK adhered to the NPT
in the 1990s in the hope that their
joining would help avert the
nuclear threat posed to it by the
US. Instead, IAEA officials in the
DPRK on monitoring missions
were in fact spying on the
DPRK’s defences and passing this
information to the US
imperialists. The DPRK also
entered into an Agreed
Framework directly with the US
in 1994 by which the two
countries agreed, among other
things, that the existing nuclear
reactors in the DPRK would be
shut down and replaced by “light-
water reactors” to be built by a
consortium led by the US. The
stated aim of the Agreed
Framework was to re-establish
normal economic and diplomatic
relations between the DPRK and
the US. However, from the
beginning, the US did not live up
to any of the terms of the
agreement. The US deliberately
acted to create an energy shortage
and economic hardship in the
DPRK by irregular delivery of the
fuel oil which it agreed to supply
to compensate for the loss of
nuclear energy from the closed
reactors; it kept in place its global
economic blockade against the
DPRK and issued A Nuclear
Policy Review claiming that the
DPRK was one of the countries
against which it might have to
consider using nuclear weapons.
Because of the negative
experience with the IAEA and
also the virtual abandonment of
the Agreed Framework by the US,
the DPRK took the justifiable step
of withdrawing from the NPT.
The treaty gives any member state
the right to withdraw where the
“supreme interests” of the nation
are jeopardised. 

In the face of these treacheries
on the part of the US, the DPRK
has developed its military
capability to defend its
sovereignty and independence, as
any nation is entitled to do. Its
international relations have been
conducted with the same
principled aim, in the face of
hostile responses from the world’s
largest nuclear power. The DPRK,

was first signed in 1970, it was the
hope of all peace-loving people
that the NPT would lead to
nuclear disarmament and a safer
world. The non-nuclear states that
signed the treaty, now more than
180 of them, agreed to restrict
their use of nuclear technology to
peaceful purposes on the
understanding that the states with
nuclear weapons would live up to
their obligation to abolish their
nuclear weapon stockpiles.
Unfortunately, the sincere hopes
of the world community have not
been realised. The International
Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA)
has carefully scrutinised the
technology of every non-nuclear
signatory to the NPT but the
nuclear states have largely been
treated with kid gloves. To the
contrary, the NPT has been used
as a bludgeon by the nuclear
powers to maintain their

monopoly of nuclear weapons to
use against any threats to their
interests. The US itself is not only
the leading producer of nuclear
weapons in the world, it has
stationed an estimated 1,000
weapons with nuclear warheads in
south Korea and in the
surrounding waters. It has also
placed nuclear missiles in and
around Japan in violation of that
country’s “Peace Constitution”,
all in violation of the NPT.

along with the rest of peace-
loving humanity, has expressed
the wish for a world without
nuclear weapons but, in the face
of a real and persistent threat of
war, they have pursued the path of
creating an effective deterrent in
self-defence. The Anglo-
American imperialists are

claiming that, in doing so, the
DPRK has “defied the will of the
international community”. But
this is a hypocritical and hollow
accusation, and the “will of the
international community” in this
case means nothing more than the
dictate of those that blackmail
others with nuclear weapons and
are carrying out occupation and
aggression. Any sanctions
imposed on the DPRK by the US
or any other nation on the former
for building a deterrent to war
would be unjust. The aim of the
US is to heighten tensions and not
favour a peaceful solution to the
problem. Only a principled stand
which opposes the continued US
presence in the south of Korea
and its claim to have the right to
carry out “regime change” and
“pre-emptive nuclear strikes” will
be conducive to the cause of
peace and justice. 

Workers’ Weekly calls on the
working class, and all peace and
justice loving people, including
the anti-war movement and the
movement to completely abolish
nuclear weapons, to oppose the
escalating threats and
provocations against the DPRK
and to support the just stand of
that country in defence of
independence, sovereignty and
peace.

Hands off the DPRK!

Hands Off the DPRK!

Every nation has the right to
defend itself against a military
invasion and to take whatever
measures necessary to secure its
independence and sovereignty
against aggression. While it is not
in the interests of the world’s
peoples or of the cause of peace
that nuclear weapons are being
manufactured and stockpiled
around the world, any nation
which holds its independence and
sovereignty dear and wishes to
exercise its right to self-
determination must take whatever
steps necessary, including
acquiring nuclear weapons as a
deterrent to military aggression.
This the DPRK has done. The
DPRK has stated clearly, as
recently as October 3, that its
nuclear weapons programme is
not intended for aggressive
purposes but only as a deterrent to
the constant danger of a military
attack by the United States.

The US military presence has
been a threat to peace and security
on the Korean peninsula for more
than 60 years, since the division
of the nation following the
Second World War. It is the US
that introduced nuclear weapons
into the Korean peninsula, in
violation of the Armistice
Agreement that ended the Korean
War in 1953. The Armistice
Agreement itself did not contain a
guarantee of peace but only a
temporary suspension of
hostilities. Facts show that the US
suffered defeat in the Korean War.
Its true aim in agreeing to an
armistice was to maintain its
strategic foothold in the region by
keeping the Korean nation
divided and by repeatedly
provoking tensions with the
DPRK. To this end, the US
military and its allies have
regularly enacted threatening
military exercises in and around
Korea in preparation for an
invasion. In recent years, these
war games have included a
simulated nuclear attack on the
DPRK.

When the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons Treaty (NPT)

Continued from page 1

Every nation has the right
to defend itself against a
military invasion and to
take whatever measures
necessary to secure its

independence and
sovereignty against

aggression. ... any nation
which holds its

independence and
sovereignty dear and

wishes to exercise its right
to self-determination must

take whatever steps
necessary, including

acquiring nuclear weapons
as a deterrent to military
aggression. This the DPRK

has done.

Only a principled stand
which opposes the

continued US presence in
the south of Korea and its
claim to have the right to

carry out “regime change”
and “pre-emptive nuclear
strikes” will be conducive
to the cause of peace and

justice. 
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badge of “separation”. As an MP,
Jack Straw has a duty to represent
his constituents and their interests
and well-being, as do all MPs. The
government as a whole has the
responsibility to represent the
electorate and serve the public
good. It is in contempt of its duty
to do otherwise and refuse to
recognise all the electorate as
equal citizens on the grounds of
religion, sex, national origin or
any other grounds.

Rather, this “debate” is being
promoted in the context of attack-
ing the Muslim communities, and
attempting to create a climate of
fear and distrust. It is part of the
criminalisation of ideologies
which do not accord with the pre-
vailing ideology promoted by the
government and upheld by the
state. It is consistent in the nation-
al context with the attempt inter-
nationally to impose the
“universal” and “civilised” values
of British racism and chauvinism.
The concept of “racial profiling”

is being utilised to declare illegiti-
mate anything other than these
values and criminalise Muslims
and those of Arab and South
Asian national origin simply on
account of those qualities. This is
a Hitlerite method, the path which
under the Nazis led to the holo-
caust. The whipping up of hysteria
through this “debate” in the con-
text of the “war against terror”
domestically must not be allowed
to sanction a single racist attack,
as is its intention, so as to scape-
goat Islam or “extremism” or rev-
olutionary communism or any
community for the problems of
society.

The government must end its
incitement against Muslims. The
wearing of the veil is not a matter
of “choice” or “preference” as
Jack Straw and Tony Blair are
asserting. The issue is not the right
to “choose” to be taken or not, but
the right to be, of the right to
affirm one’s identity in all its cul-
tural, ideological and human
aspects. The government must not
be allowed to criminalise these

aspects, and the rights of all must
be defended by the working class
and people.

We call on all our readers to
oppose the creation of a psychosis
of fear and to organise reasoned
discussion among their circles as
to the significance of the whipping
up of this “debate”, and to take up
seriously the defence of Muslims,
especially young Muslims and
women, and to take a stand against
the demand that only those who
espouse the so-called British
“civilised values” of “tolerance”
and “integration” should be admit-
ted as members of the polity. In
our view the government is
attempting to brand any other val-
ues as backward and those that
hold them as second class or even
zero class citizens, and this must
not be permitted.

Take a Stand in Defence of the
Rights of All!

Continued from page 1

A Muslim woman who spoke at the
Manchester anti-war demonstration
outside the Labour Party Conference

on Saturday 23rd September 2006

Memorial Meeting
To honour the life and work of Kewal Singh Purewal, late
President of Indian Workers Association (Great Britain),

marking the first anniversary of his passing. 

Speakers will include:

Ajmer S Bains, General Secretary of IWA(GB) 
Chris Coleman, RCPB(ML)

Organised by Indian Workers Association (G.B.)

JESMOND COMMUNITY CENTRE
Jesmond Road, off Harnall Lane East, Coventry 

Sunday, October 22, 2006
3.00 pm 

ISLAMOPHOBIA AAND TTHE
“WAR OON TTERROR”
Saturday 18 November 2006

10am - 5.30pm
A People’s Assembly called by Stop the War Coalition

Camden Centre Judd Street London WC1H 9JE


