free film screening
‘last of the cuiva’
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deep in the heart of the colombian amazon the cuiva are
clinging on to their nomadic lifestyle by a thread. nspm
presents a free screening of brian moser’s award winning
documentary ‘last of the cuiva’ a document to a life lost.

the film will be followed by a talk by dr david murray,
professor of american studies.

when: tuesday 29th november, 7:00pm
where: portland C50

cost: FREE
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Quiet please! We're stealing your freedom
Hich Yezza

Yes, Tony Blair might very well be a “tragic buffoon” (as a particularly observant journalist remarked
recently) with a very shaky grip on what most humans refer to as “Reality” but even he has started to realise
that the nightmare he has helped unleash in Iraq is not the glorious success he has been trying to parade for all
these months. Whereas the talk two years ago was all about “How can we go from being liberators to
becoming Nation-builders?” all we hear now from the sombre corridors of the New labour citadel and beyond
is “How do we get out of this mess without losing face?”. Too many people have died pointlessly for those of
us who have opposed this cynical act of barely-disguised neo-imperialist aggression to afford a most weary
and saddened “I told you so™.

Closer to home, the recent Government defeat in passing its 90-day arrest-without-trial anti-terror proposals 1s
certainly cause for celebration but should not deflect us from pursuing the fight against the ferocious assault
on our basic liberties that this Government has been conducting relentlessly for years now. The debate over 1D
cards may have subsided but the proposals and the white papers are still there and the Government is intent on
having its way by any means necessary. All it needs (and what it is publicly hoping for) is for the citizens of
this country to succumb en masse to the alluring drug of political apathy.  What the sinister mandarins are
counting on is that enough members of the British public will keep quiet and do nothing to oppose the new
legislation (whether it’s the introduction of ID or the anti-terror laws), the government wants us to think “It’s
the brown chap down the street who will be suffer most under this law, so what do I care?”.

Here in Nottingham, an ambitious season of political activism is already under way so if you haven’t already
joined one social justice society or other please do so now and start making a difference (yes, some cliches do
mean something). The big theme of this issue is Free Speech, clashing opinions on this topic are presented and
it’s for you, dear reader, to make up your own mind. There’s a lot you can do here on campus, it’s just a
matter of genuinely believing in the possibility of a better world, what you can’t afford to do, however, is
spend another day, listlessly absorbing the delicious offerings of daytime TV. Where to start? Read this issue
then visit http://www.su.nottingham.ac.uk/~environ oh, and talking of clichés: Welcome to the revolution!
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NEWS: One Voice comes to Nottingham Uni

Hich Yezza

In an age of rampant cynicism, it's
very hard for most of us to take
anything brazenly idealistic at face
value, we either dismiss it as naive
and unrealistic or raise suspicions
about its “true” intentions often
invoking that lovely, lovely phrase:
Hidden Agenda.

Mohammed Ali with the One Voice Declaration

puzzling of conundrums: How to
achieve Peace in the Middle East.

The idea behind One Voice is simple
enough, a grassroots movement
started in the Occupied Territories
and in Israel in 2002 that has been
trying to boost its momentum and is
aiming for that magical threshold

.........

Do not despair however, for there is
hope, and there MIGHT be a chance
an idealistic approach can be a
productive one.

Let me tell you why.

On the 10t November, thanks to an
event organised by Forum, our
campus was host to the good people
of One Voice, an International
organisation dedicated to the
Herculean task of solving that most

that would turn it into a mass
movement, and with 150.000
members already signed-up this
doesn’t seem as far-fetched as the
cynical voice in your head might
suggest. As to what the organisation
is actually proposing, One Voice
says it is not interested in proposing
solutions, only in getting people to
communicate and discuss their
positions.

This is why the focus of its work so
far, according to the organisers, has
been to try getting a representative
picture of what the Israeli and
Palestinian publics want. Their
findings, obtained  after an
ambitious surveying effort, show
that whilst when it comes to certain
topics such as the status of
Jerusalem, the fate of the refugees
and the holy sites, the gap between
the two sides is still unbridgeable,
other issues seem to meet far less
opposition and we can even speak
of some sort of “consensus”, for
instance, the end of the occupation
and the need for Palestinians to
have a fully-working state.

Jake Hayman, a Nottingham
University graduate who is now
based in the New York office of One
Voice in charge of overseeing the
fundraising efforts, gave a very

heartfelt summary of the
organisation’s scope and aims
before introducing his fellow

speakers, Shiri Ourian and Malak
Abu Meizar, two prominent One
Voice activists from Israel and The
Occupied territories respectively.
The presentation was sleek and
certainly showed a great deal of
belief in their quest and a lot of
effort on the ground canvassing
people and publicising their
initiative. The audience was
respectful and attentive but the
questions they asked often betrayed
the deep-rooted scepticism many
still felt, scepticism that will be
familiar to anyone who has dealt
with the Middle East and its history
so replete with false dawns and
crushed hopes. a

The One Voice movement might
turn out to be all about hot air and
no action, or it could be the starting
point for a new generation of
Israelis and Palestinians, it certainly
deserves to be given a chance and
there’s one way to find out which
way things are going to go: As the
cliché goes: Only time will tell.

To know more visit:
httpy//www.OneVoiceMovement.org
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EDITORIAL

DEBT RELIEF OR

MAKE-BELIEVE?
Hich Yezza

People often disagree about how to
go on about solving the world’s
plethora of critical issues, from
global warming to combating
malaria, the methodologies and
strategies  offered often vary

drastically from one camp to the
other.

On the other hand, hardly anyone
seems to challenge the fact that debt
relief is a good thing. In fact, saying
otherwise is the closest thing to
heresy in the secular left's
ideological battleground, and yet,
voices are now being raised to say
the unsayable. And it's not the usual
suspects from the first world’s elites
who are saying it but people from

the grassroots movements in the
Third World.

Indeed, after many decades of active
campaigning for debt relief, a
certain truth is starting to emerge:
Debt relief is not the magical potion
many have thought it to be, in fact,
In certain cases quite the opposite
has often happened.

The argument for debt relief is easy
enough to comprehend, many
countries are crippled by the
colossal bills of debt repayments
that drain most of their income and
leave very little to spend on their
populations’” welfare. It's easy to see
how relieving the debt would
unlock billions of dollars for the
governments to spend on essential
infrastructure building and on
extensive education and health
programs.

However, the reality has been rather
different for two major reasons:
First, the debt relief that is often
offered is not the no-strings-
attached waving away of the debt
that the public often think it is, in
fact, it's seen by many to be quite
simply equivalent of a poisoned
water cup offered to a desperately
thirsty person in the heart of the
desert. The offer comes with
extensive demands for the country
to perform certain drastic changes in
the way it runs its economy. And
most of the changes are of course to
the detriment of the country itself
and their sole purpose is to enhance
the investment opportunities of the
“donor” countries” multinationals.
These include savage
“liberalisations” of the import-
export systems making it very easy
for outside mammoth corporations
to invade a national market and
crush the local competitors. This has
happened on numerous occasions in
Africa and elsewhere and the trend
seems to be only getting quicker and
more aggressive.

Secondly, the debt relief hardly ever
comes ahead with conditions that
are actually beneficial for the local
populations, for instance, increasing
the reach of genuine democratic
reforms. This makes the debt relief a
mostly impotent tool at reaching the
very poor since the allocation of the
country’s resources is never up to
them. The notoriously widespread
corruption that most third-world
countries have been suffering from
for decades shows no signs of
abating and means the bulk of the
new income (unlocked by the lifting
of the debt) often gets squandered
by the elite way before it reaches the
population at large.

Of course, this might be a rather
bleak way of painting the situation
but for many in the third world,
reality is often bleaker. Which leads
to the question: If even debt relief
can't get the job done, what can?

-

The answer is simple, anyone
campaigning for debt-relief has to
realise that this must be part of a
wider campaign to give the power
back to the peoples through
effective  efforts of promoting
genuine democracy. We also have to
ensure that debt relief is not used as
a back-door channel by the rich to
bully and blackmail the debtor
countries. Only in this way can we
bring about a significant lasting
change for the better to the lives of
billions around the world.

CEASEFIRE




IN FOCUS: FREE SPEECH

FIGHTING

FASCISM

Dan Robertson

In response to the disgraceful article
by Phil Edwards (real name Stuart
Russell) of the BNP published by
"independent" student newspaper,
The Sanctuary, Ceasefire have
decided to publish a debate on
fighting fascism. Firstly we have
contacted The Sanctuary's editor,
Thomas Freeman, to explain why
his paper has apparently solicited an
article from the BNP, giving them
an effective platform from which to
promote their fascist ideology.
Secondly, two anti-fascists debate
over whether or not a 'no platform'
policy is effective in beating the
BNP and their ilk.

It's easy to get complacent about the
BNP. According to local anti-fascists
they are not particularly active in
the city although there is concern
about their rise in racially
segregated areas like Sneinton.
Traditionally fascists have had more
support in rural areas of Notts and
Derbyshire.

It should be noted, however, that
Nottingham student Sadie Graham
ran for the BNP in Erewash in 2001,
and there are rumours that George
Aitken, owner of Rock
City/Stealth/ Rescue Rooms is a
supporter. The BNP's recent
attempts to gloss over their street
thug image with attempts to break
into 'respectable’ politics are
dangerous indeed. There can be no
doubt that a strong anti-fascist
movement must be maintained to
prevent fascists gaining power.

No doubt Mr Freeman will defend
his paper's decision to publish the
BNP article with cries of "free
speech", but truly free speech
requires equal access to the platform

for all. The student response to the
BNP article took up a small
proportion of the page, and did not
attempt to tackle most of the racist,
anti-women and homophobic views
of the article. Prominent anti-fascist
organisations did not appear to
have been invited to comment.

I also have serious doubts about the
"impartiality" of the paper.

In its inauspicious first two issues it
has run articles attacking "pikies"
(sic) and the Chechens, and there is
a pervasive air of xenophobia and
elitism emanating from between the
pages. Mr Freeman claims that "If
the student demographic of
Nottingham will not properly
represent themselves within the
paper, we cannot be held to task"
(personal correspondence), but why
would progressive students back a
paper that advertises the RAF, Rolls-
Royce and the BNP?

Make no mistake, those with a
conscience will “properly represent
themselves”. Not by supporting a
publication titillating the privileged
at the

expense of the abused, but by
finding papers that support their
views. Ceasefire aims to support the
views of those who want peace and
an end to racism, not to generate
controversy by courting fascists. As
holocaust survivor Elie Wiesenthal
rightly said “We must always take
sides. Neutrality helps the
oppressor, never the victim. Silence
encourages the tormentor, never the
tormented.” Don’t remain silent -
come off the fence and join us.

The Nottingham Student Peace
Movement aim to organise a
campus anti-fascist meeting soon.
Watch out for details:
http:/su.nottingham.ac.uk/~nspm

THE
SANCTUARY’S

DEFENCE

Thomas Freeman

Good grief! What's wrong with you lot
out there? I publish a piece of political
propaganda from the BNP in the
expectation of stimulating a lively
debate about issues of increasing
contemporary relevance and urgency
and what do I get - the usual neo-
Swampy diatribes and a truly splendid
Spartist rant from a 'lecturer in the
School of History' which she tells me
'isn't for publication'.

It's almost as if the people who
oppose the BNP have taken upon
themselves the lofty mantle of
divine rectitude and, disdaining all
debate, believe that spitting and
sizzling in their Ivory Towers is all
they have to do to persuade right-
thinking people to their anti-BNP
view.

Our 'lecturer in the School of
History' claims that debate on this
issue would not be 'legitimate'. And
here was I thinking that for students
and teachers of history ALL
historical and contemporary events
were up for open-minded, objective
and dispassionate analysis and
comment.

We are a politically neutral
publication, trying to provide an
interesting and informed forum for
discussion, something which impact
consistently fail to do largely by .
virtue of SU dilution. Dilution
because the SU too easily bow to
people shouting at them, much in
the tone of some of the
preposterous, unsubstantiated
responses we have had from some
of your readers. We understood that
the article would raise eyebrows but
[ am also aware, as should you be,
that students at university are old
and wise enough to form their own
opinions about what was a clearly
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with an invitation to write
(unedited) for publication,
testament to our neutrality and lack
of censorship - the very qualities
which will make this newspaper a
consistently interesting, informed
and controversial read, something
Notts Uni has needed for a long
time. But to no avail.

So now I say: “Come on out,
darlings! The lecture-hall is full and
your podium awaits”. I'm probably
wasting my time.

NO PLATFORM
FOR FASCISTS

Luisa Miller

The lies told by the far Right, by
organisations such as the British
National Party (BNP) are racist,
homophobic and sexist; they are not
only offensive but also dangerous as
they incite hatred and violence. To
defend the spread of such lies under
the cry of ‘freedom of speech’ is
ludicrous; if the BNP were to take
power in this country then they
would not only silence people’s
freedom of speech but also freedom
of movement and for many their
freedom to live. I believe that the
freedom to live without fear of
oppression is more important than
the unimpeded freedom of speech.
Fascists do not believe in freedom of
speech but are quick to exploit
liberal arguments in favour of it for
their own purposes.

The right to free speech is not
absolute; it has always been
conditional: restricted by laws
covering sedition, slander, criminal
libel, treason, contempt of court,
intention to provoke a breach of the
peace and inciting racial hatred.

Giving the BNP a platform in
publications other than their own,
such as a ‘student’ newspaper, gives
them the veneer of political
respectability that they crave,
providing their ideas with
undeserved

legitimacy. It is one thing to allow
an individual the right to free
speech and quite another to allow
an organisation of hateful fascist
ideology a platform within a
community that they are not part of
and indeed likely to, at best offend,
and at worst provoke hateful
attacks. Why are students at our
university offering the BNP a
platform when they can no longer
get their own paper printed
anywhere in the country due to its
repulsive and offensive content?
Fascism is not simply a set of
opinions it is an extremely violent
movement, which is growing
alarmingly. This year the BNP
gained a total of 192,750 votes in the
election, four times that of 2001.
There are currently 21 local
councillors, and in these areas
incidents of homophobia and racist
attacks have risen. Indeed, in the
recent election a post-graduate
student from Nottingham
University, Sadie Graham, stood as
a candidate for the BNP. In Europe
the near election of Le Pen’s Le
Front National and in Belgium the
far-Right Vlaams Belang who won
nearly a third of the vote in the last
election should be a loud wake-up
call to everyone concerned with
preserving their freedom of speech.
We can’t dismiss these ideas as
extreme and held by an insignificant
minority, we must actively engage
with preventing this abhorrent
ideology from spreading.

Largely due to a banal fascism
creeping into the public unconscious
and a growing acceptance as
‘common sense’ right wing,
authoritarian ideas,

particularly through the mainstream
media, the far Right’s irrational
appeals can speak to pervasive
unconscious prejudices in a
dangerous manipulating manner.
Toleration of lies dressed up as part
of the “marketplace of political
ideas” is an apathetic acceptance of
politics as something that is
consumable rather than requiring
your active participation.

The publication to which I have
been referring did so in a careless
attempt at creating controversy
without thought to the impact on
those who might suffer as a result of
the dissemination of such racist
material. Rather than reply through
them - I am not prepared to share a
platform with fascists - I would
rather reply on a platform for peace
that aims to prevent rather than
cultivate killing people - i.e. is not
sponsored by dealers in the arms
trade.

Stopping short at a call to militant
anti-fascist action against those
responsible for neo-Nazi
propaganda, though for thoughtless
sensationalism rather than fully
sharing the ideology, I instead
choose to take direct action by
collecting copies and placing them
in the local recycling in the hope
that they might one-day serve a
useful function by becoming toilet
paper. Statistics sourced from the
BBC.

























