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ver a year-on from the Irish
Republican Army’s historic cease-
fire declaration, we are faced with
the harsh reality that conditions for Irish
political prisoners in Britain have actually '™
deteriorated, with POWs being forced to
embark on a blanket protest to draw

attention to their plight.
Coupled to the British

release of Clegg and their derisory offer of
50% remission, this calculated ‘two-
fingers’ to the Nationalist community has
elevated the importance of the role played

by the Sacirse campaign.

Smu.' our last report in these pages
on the Saoirse (Freedom)
Campaign we have seen its rapid
development in London,

As activists within the London branch
we believed it was necessary for the
campaign to set itself certain tasks for
the summer months.

Primarily these tasks were to;

a) establish the name of Saoirse and its
credentials as an authentic campaign.
b) to draw atiention= 1o the continued
imprisonment of Irish POWs, particu-
larly those held in England who have
been subject 1o increasingly deterio-

condi-

rating
flons

¢) to draw in the
Activisis  neces
sary o carry out
work by
involving  the
Irish commu
nity as a matter
of priority

Armed with a
stralegy  that
would see us
focusing  our
work around a
rolling program
of evenls
designed o
capture both the
public's and the media’s imagination,
the activists have set about building a
vibrant and dynami¢ campaign.

governments

Saoirse’s strength has also been it's
ability to unite a broad spectrum of
individual activists and members of
organisations that range from Irish
Republican, to Irish cultural, through
10 Lefi and other progressive groups;
all under the single demand to free
Irish political prisoners.

Another imponant aspect has been the
involvement and input from relatives
of Irish POWs, living in England. who
for so long have been isolated. and also

the high proportion of women activists
(often more than half) who make up
the core of the campaign

Although the campaign had made an
initially slow start it kicked into gear
with a week of action in early June

The following are the highlights from
a London Saoirse activist’s diary

Extremely Embarrassing!

June 3 kicked off our first “Week of
Action’, We were determined to do it
in style and deliver our message to the
heart of Westminster. First, a 45 foot
long banner calling for the British
government to “Free All Irish Political
Prisoners Now!” was hung from
Westminster Bridge facing the nearby
House of Commons. It was in place for
a full 30 minutes before being finally
removed by the police, who whined 1o
Saoirse campaigners whom they
suspected of being involved in the
stunt that the incident had been
“extremely embarrassing” for them!

Meanwhile the statue of former
Para commander Field Marshall
Montgomery and other military figures
who line Whitehall and stand directly
outside the MoD HQ and directly
opposite: Downing Street sporied
placards also calling for the release of
the POWs. Not to be outdone, the same

day campaigners in North London
unfurled another large banner bearing
the same message from Archway
bridge, which straddles the busy Al
road, During that week other events
included a forty strong picket of
Downing Street highlighting the case
of Irish POW Scan McNulty and a
demonstration outside the Home
Office on the day that Clegg's case
went before the review board. There
was leafleting in Kilburn and at the
London Fleadh: and Saoirse posters
and graffiti covered areas of Camden,
Tottenham, Hackney, Finsbury Park
and Kitburn'Though pleased to have
completed our first comprehensive
series of events, we had still to make a
breakthrough into the mainstream
media. This was all to change with the
release of one Private Clegg

Clegg Out, All Qut !

July 3rd: Although we could not
quite match the vigour of the protests
in Ireland, where half of Belfast
appeared to be ablaze, we had planned
a noisy picket outside the Home
Office, and seizing the opportunity
presented by the Tories' leadership
election, the picket moved 1o
Westminster Green to gate-crash the
live interviews of Tory MPs

Transport Minister Brian Mawhinney

came face 1o fuce with Saoirse demon
strators who offered him a leaflet
Mawhinney appeared too shocked to
say anything coherent and just
muttered “Go away, go away'!

The next day, the day the election
resull was announced, Saoirse again
went 10 Westminster Green, and again
achieved live  international
coverage at the expense of the Tory
MPs who struggled to maintain their
composure, Shouts of “Clegg Out! All
Our!™ banners and
placards were clearly seen and heard
on live TV with presenters
complaining that their imerviews could
not be heard because of the disruption,

and Saoirse

Three days later, London Saoirse was
back on the streets - and on TV - again
Our demonstration outside the Coun
of Appeal in support of Paul Nomey
received broad TV coverage

We had achieved intemational TV
wvcragu 3 days out of five that week,
taking the Saoirse message into
millions of homés throughout Britain,
We were further buoyed-up by the
news that both people in Ireland and a
large number of POWs themselves,
had phoned 1o say that it had given
them a termific boost,

While we systematically worked the
Irish festivals; it was the blankevdinty
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TV internationally.

squad, the TSG, wearing body
armour. Campaignen held a disci-
plined protest which disappointed the
large number of police and military
present who clearly anticipated
6: a cavalcade of twenty

80 Sacirse supporters the cavalcade
then wound its way nicely to the
Conservative and Unionist Club in
the nearby town of March. To the
utter bewilderment of the local
Tories, tricolour waving demonstra-
tors occupied the club's bar, shouting
“Clegg Out, All Out!”

August 31 was an important anniver-
sary for London Sacirse. as it
signified exactly a year since the
IRA's ceasefire announcement as
well as the completion of the first six
months of our work. Saoirse
supporters joined the rally at
Trafalgar Square which was
addressed by Sinn Fein's Martin
McGuinness.  Amongst  those
speaking on behalf of Sacirse that
evening was Ronnie McCartney, a
former POW who had spent over 20
years in English jails, and Patricia

Almost 19 years after Kieran Nugent
began the blanket protest in the H-
Blocks in 1976 for political status for
Irish PoWs, Feilim OhAdhmaill,
Michael O'Brien and Patrick Kelly
began a blanket protest in Whitemoor
prison on July 12 to demand their
rights as PoW,

On their arrival at Whitemoor from
Full Sutton prison, the three men
were ordered to wear a prison
uniform and told that if they did not
undertake prison work they would
not be transferred to a jail in Ireland
(the transfer had been agreed three
weeks previous).

For refusing to conform Feilim,
Michael and Patrick were sent (o the
punishment block. They were joined
on the blanket protest by PoW Liam
HefTernan and Manin McMonagle.
The PoW were denied access to
writing paper and stamps, telephone
cards and daily newspapers. They
were restricied to “closed’ visits only
- visits held with a thick perspex
screen between the prisoner and the
visitor and a prison officer listening
1o and noting conversations. The
prisoners refused 10 accept visils

peaple, not all of the sponsoring

also take credit for the way it has

- injected a dynamic into campaigning

around Ireland with an energy and

built from nothing. We all have a duty
to the POWs, 1o their families, and

@ A number of new Saoirse branches
were recently set up in the North West

organisations were pulling their
weight. It was still a small core of
activists taking responsibility for the
organising of events.

took in Future Activities, Lobbying
and The Irish Community proved
fruitful in providing a large number
of ideas and perspectives 10 take the
campaign forward in the coming
months, as well as guining a number
of willing new recruits.

The Saoirse Campaign, although very
much in its infancy and only just
beginning to realise its true potential
has been remarkably successful and
has provided us with a glimpse of
what might yet be achievable on the
*Irish Question” in Britain,

The events over the ‘Ceasefire’
weekend saw a large number of
London's Irish come out in open
support for the Liberation movement,
in what must be seen (while firmly

Victory to the Blanketmen!

under these conditions as they are
extremely stressful for their families.
These conditions meant that the PoW
were held in isolation, denied any
comact  whatsoever  with  their
families and friends.

During this protest, Patrick Kelly was
suffering from a recurrence of skin
cancer. Despite the seriousness of his
condition he was refused adequate
medical treatment. A prison doclor
estimated thai he had between three
and eighteen months to live if he did
not receive immediate treatment.

It was only after the public interven-
tion of Dublin foreign minister Dick
Spring that the demand for Patrick
Kelly to be moved to hospital was
acceded to by the Home Office.
Patrick was moved to Peterborough
Hospital on 9 August. While there, he
was chained o his bed and o prison
officers. At all times he was in the
presence of four prison officers and
four police officers, some armed.
Following the completion of his treat-
ment, Patrick was moved back to
Whitemoor jail.

Feilim OhAdhmaill, Liam Heffernan
and Martin McMonagle were trans-

If that wasn't bad enough, they were
warned in advance thal a
number of fascisis and loyalists
intending on turning up at the meeting,
but chose not to arrange any security or
inform organisations like Red Action or
AFA who could have prevemted any
anempied disruption.
In the event, the fascists and loyalists
didn't actually cause amy physical
disruption - they didn't need to. Their
mere presence allowed them 1o set the
agenda, and instead of discussion
aimed ai securing the ransfer and
release of Republican prisoners, the
meeting cenired on the issues of
Lovyalist prisoners, Lee Clegg. efc.
Afterwards, the fascists threatened
individuals and told them thar they
knew their addresses. Bolion Saoirse
have not organised any public events
since. Anyone listening carefully might
have heard the sounds of chickens
coming home to roost.

ferred to Maghaberry prison in
Ireland within a few weeks of starting
their protest. However, Patrick Kelly
and Michael O'Brien remain as
hostages of the British government’s
policy on Ireland
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the number of police vans and patrolling
officers that the *forces of law and order”
were also aware of the meeting point. It
was decided that we should into
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the day looked promising.
members decided to hole up in a pub and
let the fash continue to wander into our

where we felt sure that the fascists and
loyalists would attempt 1o disrupt it. One
of these groups another
half-dozen fascists on their way towards

Another AFA contingent heading
towards the same area but from another
direction were attacked by at least a
dozen casually dressed young men -
some of them sporting skinheads - as
they made their way 1o the march. By
the casual nature of their dress and
their aggressive attitude it was assumed
that they must be fascists. The anti-
fascists, therefore, defended themselves
against the attack. It was only when the
tables were turned on the attackers that
they apparently decided to “break
cover' and identify themselves as
police officers. According to the press
reponts, four police officers were hospi-
talised as a result of this incident

In the ensuing confusion, ten anti-
fascists were amested and detained for
the rest of the weekend at St Leonard's
police station, The ten have been charged
under the Criminal Justice and Public
Order Act and the charges include
‘Breaching the Peace’, ‘Resisting
Arrest’, ‘Police Assault’, and ‘Assault
with a bottle’. Three defendants have
five charges (two police assaults), three
are charged only with ‘Breach of the
Peace', whilst the rest are charged with
the combination of ‘Breach’. ‘Police
Assault’, and ‘Resisting Arrest’. One of
the defendants has been advised by his
solicitor that, if found guilty, he could
face a prison sentence of up to three
years,

Shortly after these arrests, an AFA scout
wailched helplessly as a large group of
fascists and loyalists beat the shit out of
two young lads who were wearing Celtic
tops. No police in sight for that one -
surprise, surprise! Later, however, the
leaders of this group walked into another
AFA unit and received a severe beating.
The police operation which led 10 the
arrest of the AFA members is seriously
suspect. Just what were the officers in
the area between the ‘Doctors’ pub and
Greylriars monument up 10? Were (he

cvents, the police have never been
ncutral. Instead they have taken a
pro-active role, harassing individual
organisers and those publicans who are
still prepared to provide them with
venues for meetings.

Despite this, the JCS have, for the last

. two years, relied upon the police to

eff d their

s far as issuing an appeal 1o the loyal-
ists 10 embrace the peace process by
calling a “truce™ over the JCS march in
Edinburgh. The evenmts previously
described in this anicle are testement 1o
the value of such appeals and, despitc the
Connolly march's tenuous legal status,
the police and fascists have been
lobbying hard for an end to “all sectarian
marches” in Edinburgh. The “sectarian
marches” that they have in mind arc
obviously the Connolly Commemoration
and the Independent Orange Order
March which itself has been under
pressure from anti-fascist opponents in
recent years. By appealing to the loyal-
ists for a “ceascfire” the JCS have
inadvertently provided the police and
local council with ammunition 1o be
used against them when they next apply
for a march because such an appeal for a
truce with fascists like the UVF has
meant that the JCS has been prepared o
equate Republicanism with the far-right
politics of such scum. It is likely that, in
the near future, the march will once
again be criminalised and the JCS will
be forced once more towards a more
militant approach. The real test for the
JCS will be whether they are ever again
able 1o mobilise the militants who put
their march back on the road two years
ago and who have been sidelined since.

Similarly, the atempts to criminalise
AFA are nothing new. AFA members
have served lengiy prison senences for
their activities. In London, a leading
AFA militant was put on trial on trumped
up charges of “conspiracy”. In the
midlands, AFA members have been on
the receiving end of police baton
charges, and in Manchester, AFA
activists have had their homes raided. It
appears that the police in Scotland are
now caiching up with their English
counterparts and tumed their attention o
stitching up anti-fascists.

Defence
campaign




being asked 10 leave and
informed them that we were
mainly unemployed guys who
had made their own way over,
want to do a bit of work and
have £500 for the prisoners with
them.

This made little impression on
the prima donnas who had
thrown the tantrum but our Sinn

Fein hosts seemed pretty embar-

rassed and left the meeting to
come outside 1o talk 10 us,

apologising for the attitudes of
those inside the meeting.
Their blushes were spared when

in walked our original speaker
who duly convened our meeting

elsewhere in the building. He

spent a couple of hours 1alking
with us in what was a very

constructive and informative

meeting. We even got a compli-

mentary tray of tea as well.

All's well that ends well, |
suppose, but no thanks to TOM.
In fact, the lowlifes that started

the incident couldn’t even
acknowledge the fact that they
had made a blunder and I'm

preity sure that they felt that
they had achieved some sont of
sectanian victory, judging by the
smug looks on their ugly mugs.
S O'N,

N a0 o  Rnow Ugly Mugs!
|t byrico 4 Dear Red Action,
clearly knows little A Aia"s visit 1o Boltait was
shout me in thet he called s0 smoothly until the
me ‘Put ruherthan my | $00it e Acin comingen
comect name Pete. He o) s
alleged that | was “now M"'m"“, s -_c'|m)
serving a very long el v
sentence” when in fact | England.
had been released from | Ve had amanged with the POW
prison for two months, Department that we would have
and | remain released on | * Meting with one of their
parole. I have been a organisers to discuss the
socialist, anti-fascist and | Pri®oners’ plight and that this
anti-racist for the whole of meeting would be geared partic-
my life - 1 am now 69 Muzhd’m
years of age - and have members who were in Belfast
bought and read for the first time.
Searchlight since it first | Unfortunately, our speaker
appeared. | have always | Wamed us that he may not make
considered it o be in the | 1t 10 the meeting or that he
vanguard of anti-fascism, might be a bit late and that there
Unlike Ray Hill, [have | Would be some altemative
never been attracted o arrangements for us. The alier-
any form of fascism and | ™Ative was 1o go to Conway
cannot understand him Mlll!l“hmlllfolmﬁ'll
lecturing me and calling rrmmgw!me_yemﬂm
me “sinister”. If Mr Hill | Allowed to panticipate in TOM's
wanis to call me a terrorist | Prisoners/Saoirse workshop. So,
because of the role | ﬁul)y.ndﬂ'mﬂm
played in the anti-imperi- Scotland wrned up on time
Aliludnlimnlﬁm next morning.
struggle relating to The first that we knew there was
Ireland. with particular something wrong was when we
reference to the SAS were asked at the tea counter
officer who was whether we were parnt of the
organising the ‘shoot-10 “official” delegation and if not
kill' policy there - that is we would have to pay for lea
his affair. | stand on my and coffee! Something that we
whole life's record. had always intended - a huge
e s 10p a cup! Then a couple of our
mmhhﬂl 4 lads were approached by two
m'm'th” TOM members and asked who
-llldmerrectivdlmpl)‘ they were, what they were doing
not even an acknowledge- there and why. When they
ment. | now reckon that repliod that they had been
the article may well have invited by one of the spoakers,
been inspired by MIS and they were informed that it was a
that Ray Hill/Gerry Gable pnvucnwﬂl(lgrmnrmhcnnf
are willing stooges for TOM delegation only and that
MIS they ,_\huuld lu\_re. Naturally,
they ignored this demand and
All the best joined the rest of us at the
PJ, Bristol. meeting.

egular readers of Red Action
will no doubt be familiar
with the term ‘no platform for

fascists’.  Adhering 1o  the
principle requires that you do not
provide fascists with a political
platform. It also means that
others are not allowed 1o do so
cither. Though not a libertarian
concept, few on the Left argue
with the principle. It seems
straight forward enough. Where
the problems begin is in defining
precisely who is  fascist.
Panticularly as those so labelled
are apt to deny it For perfectly
sound reasons the BNP for
instance prefer the term “nation-
In France the far-night have been
a major presence since the mid
*§0's. The combined voie for the
“fascists’ in May was about 20%.
Undaunted, the French Left still

Glasgow.
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tionary turmoil in Spain in 1873 as
Engels there was disaster.

anism, but accept and respect
collective and majority mandales.
Without this acceptance there is no
organisation”, From the Statutes of
the ONT

Anarchists are against minority
rule and for direct democracy.
While the majority is not always
right - and minorities shouldn’t be
simply sicamrollered - total
consensus  over cverything s
impossible. Anarchists have long
recognised this and have incorpo-
raled voling (along with recallable

accept its dogma and leader-
ship....It_brazenly substitules its
sectarian program and narmow ideas
for the broad program and great

pirations of our A od
the passage went on with specific
reference 1o the Bakunist form of
sectism: ., it organises within the

The Bakunists had come to power
here and there in peasant districts.
But since the Bakunist prescription
centralised leadership of the
revolutionary forces of the various
towns, each town in the insumec-
tion was defeated one by one by the
counter  revolution. picked off
separately. Engels records: “As
soon as they were faced with a

public sections of the |
its own little secret sections which
obey the same instructions and in a
good many instances succeed in
gaining control of the public
section by prearranged action...it
resorts 10 any means, any disloyalty
to achieve ist ends; lies, slander,
intimidation, the stab in the back -
it finds them all suitable "

It was the organisation smashing
principles of Bakunism not it s
anti-state (anarchist) views, which

serious revol ¥ the
Bakunists had 1o throw the whole
of the old program overboard, First
they sacrificed their doctrine of
absolute abstention from political
and especially clectoral politics
Aill they were sitting in the munic-
ipal juntas almost everywhere as an
impotent minority out-voled and
politically exploited by the
bourgeos.” (This was a fore runner
10 the cvents in Spain in 1936 )
Engels listed one after another the
other tenets  of

made this movement patibl
with the effective existence of the
I I. ‘takunin's system

dek and federal organ )
into Anarchism since day one.
The only way 10 get round this fact
is to claim that the Anarchist
movement has never “really’ been
anarchist in practice - or that
Anarchists never vole 1o go on
sirike...

P, Liverpool.
REPLY

You introduce two arguments both
based on misconceptions. When
we speak of the ‘rejection by
anarchism of even the most perfect
democracy” it is in reference

cherish the principle of ‘no Your

off the streets (in 1993 a 3000
strong anti-Le Pen demo was
sttacked by S50 armed FN
supporters. There were a
number of serious injunes. One
demonstrator was shot etc and
the anti Le Pen campaign was
ignominiously abandoned) they
have theorised the fascists out
of existence.

The French rationale comes down
1o this. Until one calls for the
crushing of all vestiges of democ-
racy and the extermination of the
Jews, a fascist it is agreed is only
a fascist if - he says he's one.

Or as the halian author Umberto
Eco puts it: “.fascism is still
around us, sometimes in plain-
clothes. It would be so much casy

north of Ireland entitled: Is There
a Futare for Socialism, The
principle speaker was  Billy
Hutchinson. Mr Hutchinson is a
member of the Progressive
Unionist Pany [PUP). PUP is the
political wing of the UVF
According lo some critics: “The
UVF has an horrific history of
sectarian  gangswerism  This
stretches from the Malvern Street
murders through to the Shankill
Butchers 10 last September's
attempt at mass murder in
Dublin's Connolly St station. Not
only arc the UVF sectarian
killers, even within the ranks of
Laoyalists they have been the most
fanatically nght wing. They have
the most extensive contact with
British and Furopean fascism’.

for us if there appeared on the
world scene somebody saying:”1 mmmhu:
want 10 reopen Auschwitz, [ want immediate crushing
the Bluckshirts fo parade again in @il vestiges of democ-
Italian squares.” In the absence of racy and the
such a declaration the existing  extermination of the
agreement serves asastand in 1o Jowsg, a socialist, it is
svoid confusion the possibility of - agreed, Is a soclalist as
K long as he says he is
On the other hand it doesn't one
necessarily mean you'd want ! )
sister (o marry one cither. In addition there is a belicl
The following guidelines on among both loyalists and
things 1o watch out for, in no Republicans that UVFPUP is
icular order are: subscriber jo  More of less entirely a state asscl.

Billy of course would not agree.
Billy insists he is a socilaist and
Militant cmploying the French

. rationale belicve him. “Militant

Labour has no problem whatso-

parties, from very differem
backgrounds, who claim the
mantle of socialism onto our
platforms.”

how hists would see society
operating afler a revolution not the
organisational methods adopted by
them prior to it. The other more

was 1o reserve his demands for the
of ke

ising principles strictly to his
opponcnts, while al the same time
seeking to build his own secrel
faction under his own hierachical
and authoritarian controls, The
principles of Freedom and anarchy
in organisation were designed to
dis organisc the opposition not his
own merry band of agents. It was
only in the last stage of the fight
that Bakunin's faction came oul
openly with the demand for the
abolition of the General Council,
whose very existience was the
authority in which it inveighed,

In addition 10 the means there was
4 fundamental difference as 1o the
ends. In 1872 Engels wrole 10 a

anarchism until: “nothing remains
of the so called principles of
unarchy, free federation of indepen-
dent groups elc but the boundless
and senseless fragmentation of the
revolutionary resources, which
enabled the government to conquet
one city after another with a
handful of soldiers practically un-
resisted” His final comment was all
inclusive: “In short, the Bakunists
in Spain have given us an unpar-
alled example of how a revolution
should not be made.” Regurdless of
whether principles are adhered 10
or not, disaster follows. Whether
they are implemenied or discarded
the final landing point is diametri-
cally opposite {rom the starting
point. That is anarchism's histor-
ical record. 1t is not Red Action

And they're - not bullshitting
cither. Even if that mantle is
prefised by ‘national’. In
Glasgow a few yean ago
Militant, visibly rattled by a
relatively successful recruitment
drive by the BNP in the Militant
stronghold of Pollock decided 1o
take action. As an alternative 10
confronting the fascists physi
cally and so risk polarising the
young loyalists they decided 1o
expose them by debating with
them. Recognising the offer as a
sign of weakness the BNP
sniggered at  the proposal
Though the French Left would no
doubt have approved. Apparently
they deny it now. No matier. On
this occasion they put forward
the defense that the invitation 10
Billy was in the “democratic
tradition of the Labour
Movement”. Though possibly not
fully convinced by their own
argument add: “We arc not the
only ones o have offercd this
man a platform. Readers of
APRN will recall the interview
with Billy Hutchinson in the

cally means ‘we are all on the
same side’ etc And they may be
right. They cenainly share similar
aspirations. According 10 David
Irvine a prominent PUP represen-
tative their ohjective is 10
“introduce class politics across
the division, so that the people
who have suffered can claw back
a linde, just a linle” In its
manifest lack of ambition it is an
echo of Roy Hattersley's state-
ment that: “The Labour Party
remains Britain's best hope of
building a more equal society
Perhaps only slightly more
equal..” And as Billy himsell
explains: “if | lived on the British
mainland | would support the
Labour Party”™ Which clarifies
things but hardly helps his or
Militant's case. Just begs another
question. Not whether PUP is
fascist but whether Militant is
socialist 7. And if Labour, PUP,
and Militant are all socialists
then what is a socialist?

Until one calls for the immediate
crushing of all vestiges of demaoc-
racy and the extermination of the
Jews a socialist, it is agreed, is a
socialist as long as he says he is

analysis this is a failure of nerve.
Characterised by an inability and

unwillingness 10 admit and learn
from failure. And marked by an
unflagging resistance 10 come ©
terms with the reality that they
as socialists are the living repre-
sentatives  of  just  another
discredited ‘ism' discarded by the
20th century. Discredited not by
the indelible stain left by Stalin or
the Holocaust, but by a century of
fudge, duplicity, cowardice
opportunism and betrayal .Is this
the “mantle’ Militant want 10
wrap themselves and PUP in?.1f
so they are welcome 1o it, and 1o
cach other. The rest of us will
have to start afresh. Militant ask
‘Is there a future for socialism?
Not if the ‘socialists” don’t know
what it means - not if the ‘social-
ists’ have any thing 1o do with it.




Winning the Peace

Thmlhp-tlz
: of the Peace

The aim of the British
Administration is to create the
illusion that they have the upper
hand over the IRA, Sinn Féin
and Irish nationalist opinion in
gencral. The intransigence of
the British government has
been the one enduring and
constant impediment 10 any
advancement of the peace
process, The inflexible role of
John Major - seen as one of the
weakest Prime ministers this
century - is explained in the
media as being dictated by
internal divisions in the Tory
party and the importance of
maintaining the support of
Unionist MPs 1o ensure the
survival of a government with a
9 vole majority in the
Commons. However Liis is only
one aspect of the agenda of the
Tories, The political motivation
behind the prevarication of
Major and Mayhew on the issue
of all purty talks, as in their
previous (failed) demands for a
‘permanent’ IRA ceasefire, is an
attempt to put as much time and
rhetoric as possible between the
IRA's cessation and the public
realisation that it was the armed
action of the IRA which first
forced the British into the secret
talks with Sinn Féin in 1993,

y adopting a hard line

stance on the less
contentious issues, the British
are hoping to create an illusion
of strength that belies the reality
of the political position they
have beem forced into. An
example of this was their
refusal to move on the issue of
Republican prisoners. When
Republicans in  Whitemoor
began the dirty protest Major
attempted to echo the stance of
Thaicher during the hunger
strikes when she claimed that
'‘Britain  has no  Political
prisoners’. The petty refusal 1o
allow open diplomatic visits
between the POWs and Irish
politicians was an attempt 1o
reinforce the 'no  political
prisoners' line. This statement
merely presenied the British
stunce as unreasonable and
triumphalist, which is exactly
the impression Major wished 10
convey. By blindly repeating a
formula which he believed had
been successful previously
Major managed not W0 upset
back bench Tories and
Unionists but within days he
had returned three Republican
POWs to the Six Counties.
However it is important that
Republicans do not become
complacent on the prisoners
issue, despite the early releases
of Republicans in the 26
counties. While repatriation is
an important issue for families
of prisoners and for the
movement as a whole it must be
only a step on the road to full
release of POWs as soon as
possible. The debate about the
restoration of remission, from
33% up 1o 50%, is a diversion
from the clear demand of
immediate release. As former
POW Ray Mc Cartney pointed
out at the last Saoirse
Conference in Dublin "50% of
20 years is still too long to serve
for POWs."

fier the Ormean Road RUC  have the power to deliver up
when plastic bullets IRA arms and the British are
and violent asiaults were used aware that this is the case. Thus

against nationalists engaging in
peaceful protest against a
sectarian march, the RUC
claimed that an investigation
would be carried out into the
incident. The provocative
behaviour of loyalists and the
savage police attack on nation-
alists, uwllulhc(hcidulln
allow the Boys 10
march on the walls of Derry led
10 a heightening of the tension
by loyalists during the
‘marching season’. This new
crisis in the peace process,
directly provoked by the
Loyalists and the RUC, served
the interests of the British by
allowing them attack Adams
when he made the self evident
comment that ‘the IRA had not
gone away'. The media orches-
trated furore about Adam's
comment overshadowed the
later announcement by the
Royal Black Institution, an
orange faction, that it had
decided  against holding two
more marches on the Ormeay
Road. A relevant question
would be not who is controlling
the nationalist protests but
rather who is pulling the strings
of the loyalist marchers? The
fact that the RUC will protect
loyalists and attack nationalists
being obvious, it would appear
that the decision of the Black
Institution may be directed by
Britain to quell the rising anger
in nationalist areas.

The British demand for
IRA decommissioning, never
mentioned as a precondition for
talks in the run up to the cease-
fire, emerged throughout the
summer as their excuse for not
entering negotiations. This fact
was pointed out by Gene
Kerrigan in the right wing
'Sunday Independent’

"The position of the British
government is that any dialogue
could only follow a halt to
violent activity. It is understood
that in the first instance this
would have 1o be unannounced.
If violence had genuinely been
brought 1o an end, whether or
not that fact had been
announced, then progressive
dialogue could take place”

This British document, from
March 1993, clearly uses the
phrase ‘end 10 violent activity'
as the precondition for the entry
into  negotiations, not the
surrender of IRA arms

By now adopting a stance
demanding decommissioning
Britain is hoping to win the
peace by splitting the nation-
alist consensus. Britain hopes,
through continually demanding
an IRA surrender - which is
what ‘decommissioning’
actually means - that some
clements of nationalism,
possibly the SDLP. Dublin or
even a section of Sinn Féin, will
also urge the IRA 10 give up
their arms in return for all party
talks, Such a development
would allow Britain to claim
victory over the ‘terrorists' and
sit down for inconclusive talks
with a toothless Republican
movement. However all the
Irish parties, with differing
motivations, realise the impos-
sibility of forcing the IRA o
hand over weapons. Adams has
made it clear that he does not

it can be seen that the British
precondition is based on an
impossible scenario and is
merely a further method of
protracting the period of time

““And all the time I’m thinking of my little
Armalite”?
Raymond McCartney, former O/C Long Kesh,
contemplating the finer points of the unarmed
strategy.

UDP Executive member David
Adams said that:

reasons for our conflict 1o

demand decommissioning to be
undertaken by any side in isola-
tion, as a precondition for entry

between the cessation and
negotiations. This has nothing
to do with what was previously
presented as a period of ‘decon-
tamination’ for Sinn Féin, the
revelation that British represen-
tatives had been in secret
discussions with Republicans
for two years, while the war
was going on, put paid to the
notion of a 'quarantine’ period

Major's attempt at talking tough
before coming 1o compromise
agreement is a classic negoti-
ating ploy. However the reality
is that it is Britain which is
making all the ‘concessions', but
they are only concessions to the
extent that the obstacle has been
created by the British in the first
place. If Major had genuinely
wished 1o resolve the crisis
brought about by the release of
the Para murderer Lee Clegg he
could have announced repatria-
tion, increased remission, or at
a minimum improved prison
conditions after his viclory in
the Tory election. The failure of
the Tories 1o take any of these
casy sieps to resolve the
deadlock exposes their strategy
as one of trying 1o force Sinn
Féin into a position where it
will lose international s

while Britain umullmeomly
attempis to hold the suppor of
unionists and ignores the
opinions of the Irish govern-
ment. Major is walking a very
precarious Lightrope. An indica-
tion of this was Major's adviser
Andrew Hunter claiming that
no Unionist party would agree
In all party talks until domm-

of

wcapom “was under way.
However the position of the
UDP and the PUP at this time
was the exact opposite, the PUP
was stressing the release of
loyalist prisoners while the

into talks or as part of a quid
pro quo for the release of
prisoners. Neither can decom-
missioning be expected to take
place in a situation, such as
exists at present, where there is
an absence of trust in the bona
fides of each other, in the
process itsell and in the polit-
ical future." (David Adams,
Irish News 31st July 1995).

he British are not being

bloody minded by delaying
talks for as long as possible.
There is a clear British agenda
and strategy o be detected in
the prevarication about initi-
ating all party talks. Shortly
before the ceasefire the British
were staring at the stark reality
of continued and intensified
IRA  bombings throughout
Britain. The sheer diversity and
ingenuity of IRA targets in
Britain  left  the police
confounded. Despite the fact
that up 10 a dozen volunieers
from different ASUs have been
jailed in Britain in recent years
IRA actions in Britain intensi-
fied and became more
audacious, such as the repeated
mortars  fired at  Heathrow
airport. In October 1992 there
were 14 IRA bombs in London
alone and in 1993 the Bahic
exchange explosion caused over
£1 billion worth of damage.
With the IRA campaign in
Britain now concentrating on
political and economic largets,
not just military establishments,
the British were forced 10 the
negotiating table. Sammy
Wilson of the DUP, in one of
his more rational moments,
recognised that Major would

negotiate with the IRA while !

the  Republican
remained intact:
“The reason for this weak

armoury

anything to avoid more bombs
in London, and at the behest of
uqmmumu

is the

ﬂlvm

particularl
the pace of events in the initial
weeks after the [RA cessation.
The splits and alliances within
the fragmenting edifice of
Loyalism point to a realisation,
by some elements at least, that
the waditional twin poles of
loyalism, intransigent political
Unionism and ‘unofficial'
sectarian murder are now
completely outmoded as any
form of strategy for the mainte-
nance of loyalist supremacy.
While Trimble and Paisley bleat

. Joudly that they will not enter

All Party talks while the IRA
still retains it's arms the reality
is that the Unionists will be
forced 1o jump on board for fear
of even further ‘betrayal' by a
British government that they do
not trust

The emergence of the Ulster
Democratic Party and the
Progressive  Unionist  Party,
representing  the  sectarian
murderers of the UDA and the
UVF, was an indication of the
imevitable splintering of what
was previously seen as the
monolith of loyalism. Huled as
proto-socialists by some
elements of the media and the
sofl left there is little evidence
that this is actually the case.
Considering their past involve-
ment in murdering people
solely because they were
catholics, and their curremt
support for triumphalist orange
marches through nationalist
areas, these parties could hardly
be classified as socialist. The
UDP political outlook as
described by McMichael is that
of the conventional centre right.
The formation of a new
party  advocating  Ulster
I is an indication
that some elements of unionism
now recognise that the Union is
dead. Several speakers at the
initial meeting openly attacked
Mc Michael and Ervine of the
UDP. describing them as
‘proven fools".

On the military side of loyalism
internal  disagreements  within
the grandiosely titled Combined
Loyalist Military Command,
principally about the distribu-
tion of the proceeds of drugs
deals and gangsterism, have led
to a split. A further develop-
ment has been the formation of
a new group calling itself the
Protestant Defence Force. This
group has been linked to the
amrest of PUP representative
Lindsay Robb and others in
Liverpool and Scotland while
they were atiempting 1o procure
arms with drug money. This
group has the suppon of Billy
Wright, the loyalist killer
known as 'King Rat',

n the ecarly stages of the

Peace Process, in the weeks
immediately after the IRA
cessation, the British
Government was revealed as
being seriously out of touch
with what was happening
Weeks were spent in fruitless
semantic argument about the
meaning of 'permanent’,
', ‘cessation’, etc. Sinn
Féin, in contrast, immediately
emblrked on a well organised

that John Major will du
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is public which
ended with Michael Mates and

Ken Ml.iuil scurrying to
attempt

ponlbledﬂqﬂw‘uhm
of government in the 26
counties.

Sinn Féin now has it's much
desired 'Nationalist Alliance’
between themselves, the Irish
Government, the SDLP and
sections of wealthy Irish
America, The success of this
strategy can be seen by John
Hume, the elder statesman of
Northern  politics,  and
Reynolds, the former
Taoiseach, being wheeled out 1o
back up Sinn Féin whenever the
British start stalling. We have
also heard John Bruton, leader
of the Free State government
and the anti-Republican Fine
Gael party, calling for the
release of Republican prisoners.
The fip side of this situation is
that Sinn Féin have no alterna-
live strategy should this
‘Nationalist Alliance' fall apant
Instead of a dual approach
Involving this alliance and also
mobilising people on the
streets, Sinn Féin seem to be of
the opinion that peoples’ anger
can be turned on and off like a
tap whenever it is politically
expedient. The Nationalist
community's lack of response
in Derry to the Apprentice Boys
march in August should have
made Sinn Féin think again
Even the necessity of having 1o
orchestrate the rioting after the
Clegg verdict should have been
an indication that people aren't
willing to be used merely as
political footsoldiers.

The situation is even worse in
the 26 counties. More time is
spent on the Forum for Peace
and Reconciliation, which is
now recognised as a futile
talking shop, than on trying to
mobilise people around the
prisoners issue. The issue of
political prisoners has always
been a contentious one in
Ireland and with the deteriora-
tion of conditions for political
prisoners in British jails the
potential exists for a
successful campaign, even on
the emotive aspect alone. The
fact that there are Republican
prisoners on dirty protest for
the first time since the 70s
and Sinn Féin has adopted a
low key approach, would
indicate that they place more
reliance on working through
government channels than on
'people power'. This strategy
has led to disguiet within the
Republican community and
among some Republican
activists. After all the aim of
the Republican movement is
British withdrawal, a demand
that has been conspicuously
absent from recent pronuncia-
tions of the leadership.

From the perspective of the
British establishment it is
essential for the future, both
politically and v
of the "United Kingdom', that
the public does mot become
aware that the British army
failed to defeat a tiny number
of IRA volunteers. Having
failed abysmally over 25 years
in their attempts to win the
war, Britain s npow
attempting to 'win the peace’,



1979, despite consistent doctoring of
unemployment figures.

the late *70's (and administered by
both ‘socialist’ and conservative

European countries, of a sysiem of
state welfare is a massive drain on the

ly afier 4 years.
Social spending will be cut by DM45
billion by 1996,
The post-1945 principle of universal
welfare was established as a means of
establishing social order in the guise
of social consensus. Capitalism in
boom could afford unemployment
benefits and health care as a means to
a healthy, well-educated workforce.
Now, with social spending in
at DMI1001 billion (£397
billion) in 1992, and £50 billion in the
UK, it is @ luxury that the ruling class
can no longer afford. Further, it is a
world -wide problem. America’s new
right-wing figurehead, Newt Gingrich,
writing in the Sunday Times on 16
July said, “We must rethink all the
things that inhibit our ability to
compete:  regulation,  litigation,
taxation, education, welfare, the struc-
ture of government bureaucracies.
Given the quality of our competition,
this is going to mean real work, real
change. We must replace the welfare
state with an opportunity society”.

If the ruling class agenda of the last
decade was 1 bring down wages
through unemployment, the agenda
for the 90's is to dismantle the wellare
state. The only issue in each country
will be which party will be best placed
1o carry the task out.

In the USA the Republicans have
- begun 10 set the pace because the
fragility of the economy cannot afford
Clinton's softly-softly approach.
Qingrich's “Contract with America”
proposes a mandatory balanced
budget by the year 2002, by slicing
$240 billion off $1.3 trillion budget.
To kick off, they're starting with $40
billion cuts in food, housing and
income programmes that serve
children, disabled persons and the
clderly.

Also on the agenda are plans to make
it impossible for young “out of
wedlock™ mothers to receive any
social assistance. In California the
stale legislature passed Proposition
187, 10 deny all education, housing
and food aid to “illegal” immigrants.

Taking Up
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With a wink, Blair is spelling out that
his agenda is the same as Thatcher's,
but Labour's historical relationship
with the working class puts him in a

Justice has called for a more “compet-
itive economy”, built on the principle
that “average money earnings should
rise in line with productivity across the
whole economy”,

In the US anarchist paper, BLAST, a
writer offers this picture of the inner-,
city: “We live in a society rampant
with social inequality. Instead of
abolishing this inequality the ruling
class attempts 10 manage it. Certain
arcas of the city are therefore occupied
by the police...Publicly subsidized
housing projects are fenced in and
monitored by off-duty police..the
Cabrini Greens housing project in
Chicago is equipped with an on-site
detention centre, and housing police
randomly strip search youth..”

In the UK the Criminal Justice Act has
given the police renewed powers to
stop and search. “New™ Labour failed
to oppose the Criminal Justice Act
because they know that they will need
the powers contained within it. Blair's
New Labour intends to attack working
class communities as brutally as
Thaicher's 1979 government began to
attack the trades unions,

We must begin now to organise
pructical political and physical opposi-
tion to the Labour Party's electoral
agenda.

With this in mind it's worth noting
that, outside the mainstream media,
the main proponents of a Labour
victory are the orthodox Left. Labour
Bricfing want us 1o believe that “the
Labour Party remains an essential
battleground for socialists... We cannot
walk away from the fact that a general
election face-off between Labour und
the Tories is still. at root, a class
confrontation, however much Blair
and Major contrive 1o disguise it",
(Labour Briefing, June 1995),

“As long as Labour remains the main
party of the working class we have o
operate the tactic of “eritical
support”..To blow away those
illusions we have to put Labour in
office and force them to fight"
(Workers Power May 1995),

Regurdless of how Blair blatantly
spells out his plans, the Left. just as
blatantly refuse 1o believe him

Labour Briefing got hot under the
collar about “an unprecedented influx
of new party members”. The Labour
Party's only serious recruiting drive
has been through the pages of the
Guardian and the Independent. It has
courted the disenchanted middle class.
In their ‘International Review',
Militant admit as much: “Labour
enjoys @ 50% to 30% lead over the
Tories amongst the so-called A-B
groups. This general support is paral-
leled by a layer of petit-bourgeois
joining the party. A high proportion of
carcerists will have been drawn in,
attracted by the lure of office which

Battlefield Positions
« My enemy’s friend is also

my enemy

spending cut. A
Twelve's adminis-

and evictions - has given most people
a fair clue as to what they can expect
from an incoming Labour govern-
ment. Ken Coates accurately
described realised, Blair and Brown
are “bastards and shits who are going
to walk past the unemployed™

oy

Lambeth The Left's shadowing of Labour
would be dismal enough if taken &t

face value, a misguided tactic 1o try to
win a working class audience. The
reality is that the Left don't even

group believe their own propaganda.

Socialist Organiser admit that the
“Blairite project of modernising
Bril_i:h capitalism can only be

by Social

collecting the poll tax “only as a last
resort” to voting for the use of bailiffs.
Lambeth's “hard lefi” flew the

In 1984, the Militant controlled
council declared a rate rise of 17% “an
overwhelming victory over the Tory
government”.

The history of lefit Labour Councils is
of middle class activists with no
knowledge of or interest in working
class needs,indulging in pet projects
while riding a gravy train. The Labour
left has seen the train on the horizon
again,

The Labour left today still recycles old
tactics as a solution to new problems.
In their Workers Liberty journal (June
1995), Socialist Organiser comment
favourably on the “Socialist Policies
for a Labour Government” campaign,
which intends to set “the agenda for
the next Labour government by
focusing on..the minimum wage, on
the right 1o take solidarity action and
on the rebuilding of the welfare state
and public services”. This is all prenty
familiar. Every general election, the
Labour left calls a “Socialist
Campaign for Labour Victory™,
rallying a few hundred Trots and 3 or
4 left MPs, to stir up some enthusiasm
for a right wing Labour electoral
campaign as an “anti-Tory crusade”.
Workers Power speak frequently of
the “real fight - to put Labour into
office and force them to meet our
immediate needs” (Workers Power,
April 1995).

The purpose of all this, we are told, is
o expose Labour in office and so
break working class illusions of the
Labour Party. The Left seems 1o have
a shorter memory than most when it
comes Lo illusions in Labour.

The first majority Labour government
was elected in a landslide victory in
1945, with 393 scats (48% of the
vote). It was the only Labour govern-
ment that came into office on the
backs of working class illusions. By
1947 the government had introduced
an austerity programme, extended
rationing o petrol and meat, and
extended the miners’ working week
by two and a half hours. In 1949 they
made £250 million spending cuts. In
1951 the Labour budger proposed
financing defence expenditure by a
£23 million cut in the newly
constructed NHS. Meanwhile, the
Left's hero Aneurin Bevan had, as
Minister of Labour, jailed ten striking
gas workers in 1950, and charged 7
dockers with organising an illegal
strike in 1951. By October 1951,
Labour was out of office.

The Wilson and Callaghan govern-
ments distinguished themselves with
the introduction of wage freezes and
anti-union legislation, as the precursor
to Thatcherism. The experience of the
Labour-run local authorities - schools
without books, rising rents, disrepair

d by destroying what remains
of the welfare state and continuing the
Tory hammering of the working class
and its organisations”, In other words,
the campaigns for “socialist policies™
are  meaningless because Blair's
agenda is mot a reformist one. The
days of reformism are over - Labour's
agenda is the same as Thatcher's was
and Newt Gingrich's is.

. The Labour Left, though, because it is

not of the working class, can see no
solution to the political schizophrenia
at the heart of its own ideology, This
is because it does not see the working
class as a political force in its own
right, only as a spectator 1o the
proceedings. Workers Power would,
we are tld, “if it had the resources
and enough backing from the working
class - stand against Labour. We
would do 5o to expose the rotien sham
of capitalist democracy and mobilise
workers for action outside the council
chamber”. But only... “if it had enough
backing from the working class™.

What the Labour-supporting radicals
want us to believe is that they want to
get on with the business, but it is the
backwards *workers” who are holding
them back. In reality, the Left peddies
a Labourite politic which atomises the
working class while castrating it as a
political force for itsell -

The working class only ever exists as
a political force for itself en masse, on
the streets,

In many ways, Militant appear to be
the most radical of all the Trot/Labour
left. They have stood candidates
against the Labour Party and, in effect,
now exist outside the Labour party as
a separate organisation. Their latest
International Review, though, betrays
all the old crap about Labourism.
They tell us that “The British Labour
Party from its inception was, to all
intents and purposes, a ‘trade union
party™

However, with the abandonment of

Clause Four, “the Labour leadership is
pushing in the direction of creating an
openly ‘liberal’ bourgeois party”.
Since 1945, Labour in office has
consistently attacked working class
living standards. At no stage, because
of its lip service and nationalisation,
did it do so as a bourgeois party!

Militant concede that “most politically
advanced workers entertain  few
illusions as to what a Labour govern-
ment will mean”, Consequently, it
proposes as a strategy the building of
Militant Labour as a “mass socialist
force™ reliant upon the following
scenario: *...On the basis of big events
[unspecified] , a radical, socialist mass
wave will develop in the unions...if the
trade unions conclude that it is neces-
sary 1o pull out of the Labour Party at
a future date in an attempt 1o trans-
form it, Militant Labour would give it
the maximum possible support™,
Wow! Militant Labour have tumned
their face organisationally against
Labour in the short term so as to
reclaim it in the long term

So, in essence, what does the opposi-
tion 1o Blair's agenda amount 107 Just
this - “Many workers and young
[Ie:lpll.‘ who
outraged by Tory Britain and have no
confidence in Tony Blair's New
Labour can be won 1o the socialist

. aliernative..” by the launch of - a new

one |
individual, one ballot box, one vote. =

are disgusted and |

a .
class 10 swallow if the Left can

provide cover for the attack.
The Labour left is the constituency of
white-collar dissent, the minions of

such entirely uscless except as a
means of propagating the notion, as
Socialist Organiser have it, that it is
possible to campaign for socialist
principles for a Labour government,
even as it prepares (o cut your throal.

Writing in the Independent recently,
Andrew Marr warned “Labour cannot,
should pot, must not break with the
millions of lower-paid and
unemployed people who have partly
looked to the trade union movement
for their salvation...if Labour in power
fails 10 offer it leadership and hope
then...lower Britain would eventually
turn elsewhere, perhaps 1o a period of
militant syndicalism, perhaps to polit-
ical dissent of a different kind™.

The Left then can either be
advocates of “political dissent of a
different kind™ or stand with Blair
against the working class. There is
no middle ground. Trotskyism has
already made its choice. Many are
fond of quoting Trotsky’s saying,
“My enemy's enemy is my friend”.
We, in turn, must never forget: my
enemy's friend is also my enemy.

In 1951 the Labour
financing defence

ex by a £23

penditure
million cut in the newly
constructed NHS.
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4,000,000 political levy payers offered
a vote in the leadership poll ... 6,000
will be a disappointment to those who
had predicied that the opportunity
existed 1o add as many as 80,000 to the
party's 260,000 members,” the article
concluded.

Since then Labour has reached the
80,000 target - but if they are not trade
unionists who are they?

Even within the SWP some already
know the answer: “All the indications
are that the ... new electoral support,
and possible membership, emerges
from the thoroughly rattled middle
classes, particularly in the South, and
not from the working class at all.”
according to a document in the SWP
pre-conference bulletin 1994,

Labour - a middle class party for a
middle class people. It is hard 10
disagree....

Iespective of the media controversy
surrounding the Clause Four debate,
the issue itself is still a defining
moment for the British left. Will it
continue to bemoan the fact that
‘socialism has been abandoned’ or
take advantage of the fact. It's make
your mind up time.

The reality of course is it is not
socialism that has been abandoned:
“Labour cannot desert a position
which it never occupied”, according to
former deputy leader Roy Hattersley.
What Labour has ditched is the
working class. So for those who
believe that the working class is the
constituency of the left this surely is an
undream! of opportunity,

Inevitably, the vacuum will be filled. Somebody will
address the concerns and
That will either come from the

aspirations of working

We believe that it is the duty of those who maintain
a loyalty to the working class to take the necessary
| steps now, to ensure that a successful challenge to
Labour comes - only from the Left.

It follows that in order to deny the Right a free run
it will be necessary to set up a new independent
working class organisation.

A number of meetings were convened, in London
and around the country, to discuss the possibility of
setting up an independent working class associa-
tion. Representatives of the following organisations

Federation; Anti-Fascist Action; Class War;
Communist Action Group: CPGB (Provisional
Open Polemic; Red Action;
Revolutionary Communist Group; Revolutionary
Democratic Group.

versions of two of the

documents around which discussions revolved.

But to make the dream come true it is
no longer sufficient to break with
Labour ‘politically’ ( as many such as
the SWP have done) the real job is 10
break with it organisationally. Nor in
doing so is it enough to impact on
Labour and the trotskyite left; instead
the objective must be to impact
directly on the general public. The
priority must be to bridge the gap
between organised working class
militants and the working class as a
whole. The guestion is how to go about
in?

It is quite evident that the existing
political vacuum, already gargantuan,
is expanding. Society is changing
dramatically. In many ways conditions
for the working class politically are
similar, now that the industrial wave is
going out, as it was 150 years ago
when the industrial wave was coming
in. Industrialisation herded people
from rural to urban arcas where they
began to organise themselves around
the point of production in trade unions.

Conversely, deindustrialisation is
driving working people from the large
manufacturing centres back in to their
communities. Now, as then, the
working class are bereft of a political
voice, bereft of political power, bereft
of political organisation.

The massive decline in union organi-
sation in the last decade has not been
because of derecognition or because
workers have rejected trade unionism,
but because of a decline in traditional
industries and the growth of smaller
scale units, unskilled pan-time jobs,
where industrial relations are not
required and where membership in any
case would be an irrelevance. That is
the future. It follows, therefore, that
trade unionism as a political strategy
for the working class is as dead as a
dodo.

Similarly, the term ‘labour movement”,
sometimes with a capital ‘L’, fails to
distinguish between the Labour Party,
the unions, the local councils, the left
and, of course, the working class. For
the Labour Party entryist or the left
wing activist who has weaselled
‘himself a trade union post by doing
favours and donkey work, it has the
convenience of concealing his divided
loyalty to Labour (the party), Labour

Like the working class, the political
left has itself split into pro and anti-
Labour camps. And again, like the
working class, only the former are
organised. So, the first step towards
reaching the unorganised working
class must be to organise the unorgan-
ised left.

The working class is increasingly
alienated from Labour. The strategy of
the far-right is entirely reliant on this
alienation: ‘they really hate Labour.’ It
isn't the job of working class militants
to mend this relationship as
Trotskyism believes, on the contrary
the task is 10 accelerate its decline.
Make it permanent. Labour arrogance,
on the other hand, is based on the
belief that there is no possibility of an
alternative 1o it and so the working
class, who it believes went out of
fashion with flat caps and whippets
anyway, will continue to vote for it as
‘the lesser evil'. Hattersley again: “the
least advantaged - and in many ways
the least attractive - members of
society...will undoubtedly vote Labour
whatever the party does.”

One consequence of this analysis is
that their left flank is glaringly vulner-
able. Organisations like the SWP (
who claim 10,000 members) justify
their historic failure to attack this flank
and their continued support of Labour
on the grounds that: a) ‘they are too
small to stand against them', b) ‘it is in
any case a movement o the left’

of existing left wing groups,
orientating to the left rather than the
working class will be bogus. “Our
view which we have confirmed by
long practice, is that the correct tactics
in propaganda are not o entice away
a few individuals and local groups
here and there from one’s opponent,
but to work on the great mass, which
is not yet taking pant in the
movement,” is Marx's advice,

And not only those ‘not yet' involved
but more precisely those previously

involved but now inactive. It is the tens ~

and possibly hundreds of thousands of
class conscious militants who over the
last 15 years have been ground down
by Labour's phoney war with the
Tories and Trotskyism's collaboration
with Labour that must form the core
constituency.

It is precisely because they have been
involved before that makes this strata
s0 potentially invaluable. Not only do
they have general political skills and
education but they also know what
won't work and what they don't want.

They may not know exactly what they

association being proposed would be
distinct from anything that exists in |
Britain now or in the recent past. A
working class organisation not only :
independent of, but hostile to, Labour
Mis.infnu.iumforheing.ll'
wouldseeklolblotb-dmdnniu,'
m(wlmmmﬂtyll
abandon their distinct positions or '
ot;miﬂiuu]lrldimﬁvidul.lsmu'\l
basis of that platform. So from the
outset it follows that it has rejected not
only Labour but entryism and the
prospect of reform; be that reform of
either Labour itself or the economic
system.

And it must be a clean break with the

past and be seen o be so. It will not

[
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orientate towards the trade ;
|
|
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|
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and c) they [SWP] are already

‘the aliemative’. The formation |wmt is M now is an unions or seek solace from the
of any organisation 1o their left - mm working class ‘abour movement'. It must be
oy sgose 0 adoge: OLUWRBEROR. THER 1 $he. .- S-S el S
ciﬂo(:othmnfs. Theimpact  ONIY I response to . Initially, as the best way
of such a development, not just ~ the we are faced  of making a public statement and
on the SWP but for trotskyism with ie. the tota establishing a local mandate i
as a whole, would be both le | might contest local election:
immediate and satisfyingly lb.ndonm‘ﬂt, even as a standing candidates or co-opting| '
traumaric concept, of the working  where sppropriste independen
The point s that whilk organiss- class bv Labour. working class  candidates

tions like this cannot attract
mass working class audiences, their
continued adherence to a defunct
organisational and political culture
remains a definite obstacle 1o the
working class achieving its political
independence.

And clearly what is needed now is
working class independence and a new
organisation - an independent working
class organisation. The setting up of
such an organisation is the only
practical response lo the situation we
are faced with ie. the towl abandon-
ment, even as a concept, of the
working class by Labour.

The setting up of an independent
working class organisation is a broad
but decisive stroke that would allow
militants the advantage for the first
time in half a century of attacking
directly all their political opponents,
Tory/Labour, the conservative left and
the far-right from the same platform.
Anything less than such a move, given
the absence of realistic alternatives,
would be pure cowardice,

And it is not only possible but neces-

are for, but experience has taught them
what to be against. What they might be
against al a guess is: ‘front organisa-
lions'; organisations directed from the
top down; hidden agendas; and fantasy
programmes for world revolution.

So what is being proposed is not an
organisation designed for clectoral
success but an organisation that is
instead structured to dig in - in antici-
pation of failure. Not designed to work
within electoral politics; but would
instead be geared lo withstand and take
advantage of the meaningful collapse
of electoral politics.

Already local government revenue is
in the main (at the moment 80%) doled
out by central Government.
Correspondingly, much of its work is
carried out by state appointed quangos.
This is a trend not likely to be reversed,
particularly as local services are
themselves being emasculated. If there
is no local services ergo no local
government.

In fundamental ways the working class

Objective circumstances will
throw up the campaign issues,

|
[
|
It will be led by the working class but
not limited to the working class. |
Essentially, however, it must be a ‘can |
do’ organisation; one that can make ¢
things happen or prevent them |
happening. It's short term plan of |
campaign would be geared lowards |
achievable goals. Pragmatism rather |
than idealism would need to be the
watchword. |
I

|

Though its stance would need to be
defiant, it would still be a defensive
formation. It must start from where the
working class is, and where it is in
order 1o change it. It must first and
foremost be a real class organisation
no matter how backward working class
thinking might be from the standpoint
of the more ‘sophisticated’.
Membership must be openly avail-
able. lts activists must aim to become
the best militants for the limited aims
of the movement as is. Opening up,a
dialogue with local working class
communities will in many cases deter-
mine the immediate priorities.




We Have to Start Somewhere

Two separate documents were
- produced in response to ‘document
- One’ (reproduced above). The submis-
1 sion from Communist Action Group
. entitied ‘One Stop Forward”, argued
{M:“lledkﬁmhumeirviﬁonnr
’hfmuﬂumwim...ﬂmﬂ:
" point of production no longer can play
. the role & terrain for working class
, OTganisation as it once did. Though we

. 40 not deny the trend we feel the trend
¢ isoverstaied.” The point RA is making
; is that given the changing nature of
production, any illusion in trade
unionism as the basis for a political
2 strategy for total social change is
t kaput.

Even were that scenario not the
. immediate future the case for
; atlempting to organise the working
. classes on the estates where they live,
_as well as where they work would
 remain a powerful one. Particularly, as
|
]
]

this is precisely area of work, and

indeed one section of the population
| traditionally shunned by both the

parliamentary parties and the Left. A

void the far-right is more than happy to
ll occupy. Even without the unemployed
millions, who cannot be reached
anyplace clse, the argument for
atlempting o remedy this imbalance
. by organising elementary political
resistance  within  working class
communities, now .in anticipation of
further onslaughts from the right is
undeniable. If it was the case that the
Left’s theoretical preoccupation with
the point of production (in practice the
: orientation was (0 universities)
resulted in an undue influcnce within
industrial unions it could be regarded
as some consolation. But we are all
aware that for at least a quarter of a
century when the Left referred to “the
workplace’ it invariably meant a
menial civil service occupation (for
which the activist was invariably over
qualified) rather than ship yard, site, or
pit. The consequence is that any
" organic link the Left might have previ-
ously taken for granted has atrophied.
There is nothing left to salvage; the
relationship will have 10 be rebuilt
brick, by brick. Despite their stated
reservations CAG readily acknowl-
edge this reality: “We have to stant
somewhere.”
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The principal criticism from the group
Analysis, “Hamg on a minute,
Comrades. Haven’t we heard all this
before?”, is their claim that the entire
stralegy “is focused on the Labour
Party and the world of Labour.” They
cite as evidence the fact that document
| refers to the Labour party 31 times™
concluding that the ions of
RA “are those of Labour internal
politics with which it wants 10 woo
Labour’s radical clements.”

In the class war all politics is about
taking up battle field positions. The
Left both inside and outside the
Labour Party have for a quarter of a
century, when given the choice unhesi-
tatingly lined up behind the class
enemy in defence of the status quo. So
in what sense can they be described as
radical? By any definition they are
conservative. But it is only by taking
on Labour in a battle for working class
hearts and minds that this will become
fully apparent. So if the proposed
strategy when implemented causes
confusion or even dissent within
‘rencgade’ ranks then that is o be
welcomed - as a by product. The
conservative Left are collaborators and
should be treated as such. But as we all
know name calling means nothing
until there is active resistance. And
traditionally the ‘resistance’ does not
court collaborators, it tars and feathers
them. Labour is still the political
incumbent in working class areas.
Before making a move a burglar cases
a house, In the same way a mugger
first assesses the vulnerability of a
prospective victim. RA's preoccupa-
tion should be judged entirely in that
context. The working class is the only
class that has ever had any interest for
us.

Moving On

No doubt everyone was fully aware
even prior to the July ] meeting that the
obstacles that needed to be hurdled to
sec the initistive come to fruition
would be formidable. A glance at the
anti-Labour line up would seem to
justify such scepticism. Taken as a
whole the assembled groups have
nothing in common. Neither princi-
ples, histories, profiles nor priorities.
Nothing in common except a hostility
to Labour. Little enough to go on. So

7

and agreed upon by both, the path to
agreement on vital points will be
smooth and casy.”

Well, following that advice lets look
" at what we already broadly appear to
agree on.

I. The need for a resistance

2.The need for it to be community
orientated (rather than toward Left
clc)

3.The recognition that it must be able
to accommodaie working class
people.

4. An acceptance that it be wholly
democratic built from the bottom up.

S. An acceptance that affiliated
groups retain their own distinct
identity and organisations,

6. A recognition of the importance
of the ‘cause’ rather than the

' organisation being seen (o come
first.

7. Understanding the need for
working class political hegemony.

8. The necessity of a practical
dimension 1o make things happen.

9. An appreciation of the danger of
the prospect of change being offered
only from the right.

The points listed above are not being
offered as a set of principles. They
are in a fact opinions, largely uncon-
tested, expressed at the Julyl
meeting and placed here in no order
of importance. Maybe not exactly
earth shattering, but not entirely
incoherent  strategically  either.
Possibly even a cause for cautious
optimism, while accepting al the same
time that neither tacit agreement nor
hatred of ‘the system' are in
themselves sufficient reason to force
agreement. Quite effortlessly, any
number of us can call up a variety of
reasons 10 avoid being part of such an
alliance -and- (in our own eyes
anyway) retain revolutionary integrity.
And, doubtless, all concerned would in
line with their own beliefs insist on the
value of their respective contribution to
the class struggle thus far. But
accepting that it is no longer good
enough simply to be against evil, can
any of us hand on hearts confidently
declare, given the balance of forces,
that we have, and expect to continue to
make a genuine - difference?

As always the task is not just to under-
stand the world but 1o change it. But
the gulf between understanding and
changing is at least as formidable as
between wanting and being able 1o,
Nevertheless it is that desire that
invariably distinguishes revolution-
aries from the rest. In 1877, in a letter
to Engels, Marx wrote: “Had we from
1864-73 insisted on working logether
only with those who openly adopted
our platform - where would we be
today. | think all our practice has
shown that it is possible 1o work along
with the general movement of the
working class at every one of its stages
without giving up or hiding our distinct
position and even organisation.” The
question that needs to be asked of the
Left today is: if each of us decides only
to work with those who openly adopt
our platform, where will any of us be
in 2004?

1t has to be recognised that from the
outset the organisation under discus-
sion cannot be content to restrict itsel(
toa sum of the parts currently involved
in discussions. Instead it must aspire 1o
be a pole of attraction to tens of
thousands, who long despaired of the
Left ever attempting anything worth-
while. This orientation does not mean
discounting other working class
elements possibly still active, in trade

unions etc who remain less than *

convinced by New Labour but equally,

are repulsed by the cloistered approach i

of those who may politically oppose
Clause 4 eic but prefer to face the
world in a doctrinaire fashion
declaring: “Here is the truth, kneel
here!™

Brass Tacks

At the meeting on July | the opening
remarks from Analysis was that there
was ‘no basis for unity’. The assump-
tion being that no matter how well
meaning, matters of principle would
inevitably intrude and the subsequent
difficulties would prove insurmount-
able.

Undoubtedly, if for this initiative 10
come into being the sponsors first had
to disband, the argument would be
perfectly valid. But of course the
organisation under discussion is not
being discussed with these groups in
mind. The structure may be designed
by them but ultimately it is not for
them. lIis function is o accommodate
the working class as is; nol just struc-
wrally but politically. It is generally

The alternative is to
return to talking about

what interests us rather

than what interests the
working class: in other

words ‘let things be’: let

‘but let our eternal princi-
ples remain immaculate’.

«accepted that we are not dealing with
cither a revolutionary situation or
indeed a revolutionary working class.
So, to begin by, as some have clearly
anticipated, unfurling a revolutionary
proclamation, would drive any self-
respecting elements straight back into
limbo or the arms of the opposition.

Al the heart of the proposal for a polit-
ically independent working class lies
the concept of working class self deter-
mination. So the question of a
revolutionary programme does not
arise, as this would mean the collective
will of the sponsors being imposed in
advance . A complete negation. For
around the last 50 years the British
Left along with their European
counterparts have been with varying
degrees of enthusiasm attempting to
build a party for the working class
based on the appeal of its révolutionary
programme. When the project ran into
difficulty, simple adjustments would
be suggested to the programme,
resulting in splits and so on. Such were
the theoretical concems, it was rare
that anything practical was done.
When occasionally someone suggesied
evidence of an apparent contradiction
[ie that the organisations were not
being built by the leadership for the
working class but by the membership
for the leadership] they were
denounced by all sides as heretics, and
the ‘revolutionaries’ dutifully went
back to tinkering with the programme.
The basic contradiction that gencra-
tions have ignored is that an authentic
revolutionary party cannot be built for
the working class. It could be built by
them or with them. To attempt 1o build
it for them is to attempt it without
them. That in a nutshell is what the
Left have been doing since 1945, The

a ‘revolutionary programme’ but
without the involvement of the
working class, we propose instead to
invert the process, and build an activist
organisation based on the working
class but without a revolutionary
programme.

The immediate benefit is obvious. If
there is no merger and no revolu-
tionary programme there are no
grounds for haggling over cherished
principles. There is the basic strategy
and there are the tactics. If successful
the organisation will evolve. And, after
a considerable period of common
activity, a programme will be
hammered out in day to day confronta-
tion with the practical needs of the
class who will then in practice be
involved in the development of that
programme. In 1886  Marx
commented: “A million or (wo
working men's votes for a bona fide
working men's party is worth
infinitely more at present than a
hundred thousand votes for a doctri-
nally perfect platform.” By today’s
standards, a hundred thousand
working class votes for a bona fide
working class organisation would be
worth infinitely more than a 1000 for
a doctrinally perfect platform.

Undoubtedly there are those who
will sneer at any suggestion that is
not directly revolutionary but they
for most part, as Engels observed
“limit themselves to making phrases
and doing nothing.” In the real world
the priority is not how we journey
from reform to revolution but how we
get from A to B. One hundred years
ago Engels endorsed the following
guide-lines to govern the conduct of
revolutionaries in relation to the class
as a whole. As a rule of thumb they are
Just as valid woday.

“Ever since 1848 the tactic that have
brought the Socialists the greatest
successes were those set forth in the
Communist Manifesto: In the various
stages of development which the
struggle of the working class against
the bourgeoisic has to pass through,
they [the communists] always and
everywhere represent the interests of
the movement as a whole. The
communists fight for the attainment of
the immediate aims; for the enforce-
ment of the momentary interests of the
working class; but in the movement of
the present, they also represent and
lake care of the future of the
movement. They therefore take an
active part in every phase of the
struggle between the two classes
without ever losing sight of the fact
that these phases are just so many
stages leading to the first great goal:
the conquest of political power by the
proletariat as a means of reorganising
society. Their place is in the ranks of
those fighting to achieve immediate
results in the interests of the working
class.” The alternative to that approach
is dismiss the advice and pour scorn on
the proposals. That way, we can all
return to talking about what interests
us rather than what interests the
working class: in other words ‘let
things be’: let the struggle be extin-
guished: let the class be made extinct,
*but let our eternal principles remain
immaculate’.
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attracted to the project.
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largely to propaganda - it wants
to denounce the world, not to
change it. The slogans are very
radical, the political practice
almost wholly conservative.
When faced with a a campaign
which genuinely sets out to
make a difference - like Anti-
Fascist Action - the Left has
characteristically adopted two
poses: either it comes up with
excuses for not participating.
which it then dresses up in
theoretical garb, or it joins in
the campaign but tries to turn it
into a talking shop. The first is
the least damaging approach, of
course; if the talkers on the Left
do us the favour of lecturing the
proposed new organisation
from outside, then we will be
ok. But if they adopt the second
approach, we will have to find
ways of dealing with them.

If the new organisation is w0
meet with any success, it must
be able 10 attract those groups
and individuals who are serious
about the work that needs 10 be
done, and repel those who are
just after recruits, Experience
with AFA shows that this is not
always as easy as it seems,
especially if approached in too
formal @ manner. The Red
Action document insists that
_membership must be open.
They mean open to working
class people: they do not mean
open 1o the sectarians. How,
though, are we intending 1o
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narrow ends.
least, the danger exists that the
individual identities will soon

single organisation within
AFA, though this may not work

since, although the document
states that the new group will
be led by the working class, at
the outset at least, it will not
and cannot. It will be led by
those groups that set it up. It
will only be led by the working
class in the end if, from the
very outset, it acts like a

. working class organisation and

not like a bunch of lefties.
The important thing at this
stage isn't 1o achieve agreement
on everything. What we need at
this stage is not ideological
purity bul some practical,
concrete action which begins 1o
make a difference. We have 10
start somewhere. Red Action
are proposing that we start with
work aimed at working class
communities rather than at the
workplace or the official union
movement. Since we agree that
such work needs to be done, we
also agree that such an organi-
sation needs 10 be formed.
Count us in.**

Provisional Central
Committee of the
Communist Party

They are inching
towards the Party, but
in an intuitive and
unconscious way
(4 ‘Cumrldct from the
CPGB  brought
greetings from the
Revoluti Democrati
Group and r’r.‘poncd on our
work  for  revolutionary
rapprochement. We put forward
our minimum platform of
working class defence as a
basis for revolutionary work in
the filed of bourgeois elections.
This sparked debate with some,
who predictably raised objec-
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trouble  with
renovatory atlempts
on the Left is that
they get nowhere because they
are haunted by the ghosts of the
past, like Miss Haversham in
Great Expectations, The Left
never looks at its mistakes, it
just moves on W somewhere
else, lcaving behind the litter of
broken dreams and demoralised
people. But in the end the
ghosts catch up. The past bears
down upon us and prevents us
from looking at future
prospects afresh. There are oo
many past failures 10 conceal,
oo many past grudges 1o
remember, 100 many past fears
to forget. And so we hobble
along defending a defunct
political identity no one really
cares about and insisting upon
the validity of a political tradi-
tion long past its relevance. Its
like the old folks who talk
about their war experience and
we are irritated because
younger people don’t pay atten-
tion. The more the world
develops, the more out of place
we feel, and the more we cling
to the old religion. Like a man
who can’t board a train because
he drags with him an oversized
wrunk full of old clothes and
memorabilia, we cannot move
into the 21st century because
we are similarly lumbered. And
s0 in the end we sit on our
baggage on a platform
walching the world go by on
the way to exciting destinations
and new frontiers. We console
ourselves that these people are
not really going anywhere, that
they will all have to come back.
that only we know the true way,
even if today we are left
stranded.
Why don’t we just dump all
this rubbish? To disband and 1o
admit one has to stan o anew,
completely anew, will liberate
us from all this. Red Action,
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10 undertake the most important
task confronting us al the
moment, and for some time; to
explain why and how revolu-
tion is possible in the 2ist
century. This needs an unclut-
tered mind. In this we are
willing to join Red Action
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that you remain umbilically
attached o LenTrot
vanguardism.

Tt is mot being sectarian to
point out the simple fact that an

or any who
honestly and in a serious,
consistent manner wants 10 sort
oul where we are going. We do
not need ‘unity’, organisational

or even ‘doctrinal
purity’. A quiet room and some
pencil and paper will do. Just as
the insurgent bourgeois had
once Jocked themselves in the
Tulliers Palace and refused to
allow anyone 10 leave until they
had given France a constitution,
we, the jacobins of our time,
also need to be locked away
until we can give our class the
battle plan it needs.
Red Action needs 1o give up
any swaggering notion of
‘leadership’ and big words
about ‘active service’. Neither
Red Action or any other Lefi
organisation has anything 1o
offer the working class but the
familiar free ticket to fast-lane
defeal. Before one can go out to
‘lead’ the working class one
must know where one is going.
Comrades, there is no organisa-
tion, no party. The project is
dead. It is significant that Red
Action's document makes no
mention whatsoever of its work
over the last 10 years or the
lessons learned. This confer
ence initiative is little more
than an attempt by the fringe to
rid itself of the past without
admitting .Y

Solidarity Federation
North Somerset Local
We note that you do
not condemn that
obnoxious form of
political activity,

Trotskyism, per se, ...
implying that you
remain

attached to LenTrot

.vanguardism.

pendent working class
organisation, virulently hostile
to Labour and capitalism, the
enemy of all forms of authori-
tarianism, with a practical
programme of short and
medium term aims already
exists and has done for some
time, ie the Solidarity
Federation. The realistic alter-
native,”?

London Anti-Fascist
Action,

If AFA’s efforts are to
culminate in victory
we must seek to
replace them, but to
replace them we must
not only out-violence
them, we must also
out radicalise them.

4 scism  is  the
vanguard of
reaction. It is at once

the manifestation, the contribu-
tory cause and principle
beneficiary of society's decom-
position. Unlike the rest of the
anti-racist  Lefi, AFA's
emphasis has always been on
the political danger represented
by fascism, while others such
as Searchlight and the ANL
have laid the emphasis on their
violent and criminal tenden-
cies, In addition they refuse or
are unwilling to recognise thal
anti-fascism is by definition a
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remained just that. But it is
unrealistic to. expect that
vacuum o be maintained indef-
initely.

seriously  alienated
Labour, are provided with an
aliernative to the BNP. The
election of a Labour govem-
ment will be a massive shot in
the arm for the far-right. It is
also very possible that in the
subsequent local elections the
Isle of Dogs scenario could be
repeated on a national scale,
and all our good work in the
last decade would be undone at
a stroke.

In any case it must be obvious
that to stand aloof would be an
unmitigated disaster. That
would allow the middle classes
once again to set the agenda.
AFA has been dealing with the
consequences of their agenda
for over a decade. It would be
criminally negligent to allow
our adversaries 1o fill the space
we have created and
maintained in that time. This is
an opportunity to add a string to
AFA's bow. It will be a comple-
ment to, rather than a deviation
from, vigorous anti-fascist
activity,
Ultimately the challenge for
AFA is not only to destroy the
BNP in working class areas but
1o replace them there. So the
political message, 10 have
resonance, will have 1o be
deeper and more comprehen-
sive. A straight forward
anti-fascist parable, a simple
refutation of the ‘radical’ in
ionalism will, on its own,

rear-guard action and that
fascism is the consequence,
rather than the cause, of the
Left's failure. Inevitably the
strategies adopted 10 combat
fascism carry with them the
germs of the strategies that
caused fascism, invariably
leading to compound failure.
So while it cannot be denied
that the ANL's media campaign

prove unsatisfactory.

If AFA’s efforts are 1o culmi-
nate in viclory we must seek to
replace them, but to replace
them we must not only out-
violence them, we must also
out radicalise them.99




the Cold War is long over

the intelligence services retain a
significant influence over the
British media. Given that their trade is
lies falsification and propaganda it
would be remiss of them not to do so.

Irish Republicans have long suspected
that in fact large sections of the free
press are directly controlled by
MIS/MI6. Now it appears that a large
number of Irish and Irish based
journalists agree with them. In an
article in the Guardian (7/7/95) they
finger not just a particular journalist
but a whole paper as being part of &
conspiracy 10 derail the peace process.
Of course speculation as o the extent
of MI5 infiltration within the media is
not new. Jon Snow anchorman for
Channel Four News confirms that he
was approached in the 70°s with an
offer to double his salary. He turned it
down. But how many would have
done s0? According 1o Peter wright,
MIS had always about twenty senior
journalists working for it in the
national press. “They were not
employed directly by us™ he explained
“but we regarded them as agents
because they were happy 1o be associ-
ated with us.”

There has been disquieting evidence of
MIS intrigue before. Much surfaced
during the Scargill/Windsor/Gadaffi
affair .When The Cook Repont who
along with the Mirror made the sensa-
tional allegations of Moscow gold etc
in 1990 had hardly come off the air,
when the rest of the media and whole
sections of the establishment joined
the fray clearly working off the same
menu. Tory and Labour MP's,
Scargill's opponents inside the NUM,
the Fraud squad, the courts the
government appointed Certification
officer and Commissioner for trade
Union Rights, the UDM and the
maverick rightwing clectricians union,
Cabinet ministers, the TUC the Inland
Revenue etc  In  his  book
Enemy Within Scamus Milne
comments; “With the special excep-
tion of Britain's comosive ‘security’
role in the north of Ireland, there have
been no clearer cases of covent action,
of such comprehensive mobilization of
the normally submerged power centres
of the Whitchall empire, than in the
history of the secret war against the
miners.”

Thatcher herself had made the same
connection in a slightly different
conlext six years carlier, an analysis
that set the tone for the subsequent
events. “At one end of the spectrum are
the terrorist gangs within our borders
and the terrorist states which finance
and arm them. Al the other are the
hard left operating inside our sysiem,
conspiring 10 use union power...l0
break, defy and subvert the law.” This
was a call for ‘a common front’
against Scargill and the NUM. As the
evidence shows the call was heeded.
The apparent uniqueness of the
campaign allowed those startled by it
1o find grounds for dismissing it from
their minds, not by exploring the
vast conspiracy against the NUM, but
instead by focusing on former NUM
officer Roger Windsor's role within it.
Like the lone gunman theory liberals
sought and found comfort in the idea
of the *bad apple’ rather than the rotien
orchard

One example of the ‘bad apple

-,
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syndrome’
that occurred during the ongoing Colin
Wallace saga is indicative of the rot.
Wallace who had been employed as a
spook in the Six Counties in the carly
seventies subsequently made a number
of allegations regarding M15 attempts
1o destabilise the Labour Government
of Harold Wilson. Serious atempts
were made to discredit him until
eventually he was convicted of the
murder of a friend and jailed for 1en
years. On his release the opportunity
presented itsell and he began to try and
clear his name with some success,
Immediately the counter allegations
resurfuced. The most prominent being
that he was a ‘Walter Mitty’ type
fantasist. David McKittrick the Irish

pondent for The Independ

wrole a scathing anicle along those
lines. He quoted as cvidence the fact
that Wallace photographed in the early
seventies wearing @ para Red Beret
had claimed that he was in fact an ex
para. As proof he offered a culting
from a local paper in 1974 which
camied a quote from Wallace claiming
as much. The crusading journalist Paul
Foot who had taken an interest the
affair asked McKiurick on elevision
how it was he a journalist based in the
north of Ireland had come 1o uncarth
such damning evidence- in Wales
?'Damning evidence’ that lay buried
in an obscure local paper for 16 years?
McKittrick offered no reply. Of
course the other question that lay
unanswered was who planted it?
Irish Republicans still wlk 10 McKittrick
so presumably he can't be all bad. One
Journalist they will not touch is Liam
Clarke. Recently he has been the subject
of a withering attack not by republicans,
but by other Irish and British based
journalists. He 15 accused of “bias and
falsification of planting patently false
stories”. This is extraordinary enough
but_what is
same charge of “bias and falsification”

is lnidl at the door of a whole paper, the
Sunday Times, Since the IRA fi

cor

published in the Irish edition only, it is
safe to assume that it was intended for
consumption in Ireland. And who in

tively suggests, - it is loyalists, Indeed
MP Ken Maginness is one Unionist
leader, incidentally also thought 1o be
close 1o MIS, who has repeated word
for word the ST propaganda. In June
he predicted that the IRA had planned
“u rolling resumption of violence.”

If for instance M 15 wanted 10 derail the
peace process it would be necessary 1o
prepare the ground in this fashion by

ly feeding the inh suspi-
cions in the loyalist and republican
P Ahe fear of capitulation fo

the IRA maiched by a fear of capitula-
tion by the [IRA respectively. It would be
necessary to keep the pot simmering, so
that o an opportune moment the pot
could be quickly brought to the bail, In
the last couple of months prominent
figures in both the INLA and the UVF;
organisations shown 1o have been
vulnerable 1o MIS manipulation in the
past, have been arrested either moving or

Ultimately what's
m?Aeew
poll:'ronlrohnd
may be influenced by
MIS, or ising that
Ilpr%n'thm

on the British side: To enter lalks the
IRA will be made to surrender much
of its weaponery:Sinn Fein will argue
that demilitarisation by the IRA is the
price that must be paid for the release
of prisoners, the reform of the RUC
and the dismantling of Army observa-
tion posts:The barriers within the
Republican movement against Adams
implementing his side of the bargain
are at the moment very weak. They
consist of the republican hardliners
the one third or so of the IRA army
council that opposed the ceasefire and
marginal elements like Republican
Sinn Fein and Bernadetne McAliskey.”

Liam Clarke again? Nope. Wishful
thinking by British analysts or the
nightmare scenario outlined by hard
line republicans? Neither actually
These statements were taken from
Class Struggle no 24, the journal of the
Irish Workers Group.
Oh', you may think the very hard left
who are bitier about the betrayal of
republican aspirations and the abandon
ment of the armed struggle? Yes and No
Yes, they are against the ceasefire. No,
they do not, nor have they ever during a
quarter cantury of resistance supporned
the armed struggle. So, during the war
they condemned the armed struggle, and
since, then have condemned as petit
bourgeois  renegades  those who
suspended it? Yes. Bonkers? In a nutshell
(forgive the pun) yes.
There is however another explanation.,
For many republican POW's, the
licited gifis of Brit left propu-

attempting 10 procure weap Io July
there was also the emergence of a previ-
ously unknown loyalist grouping
threatening to remew hostilities with
nationalists. Similar claims had been
made by a ‘pro-republican group the
INRA" a few months carlier. In such a
situation all that would be required is for
‘masked men’ believed 10 be repub-
lican/loyalist 1o initiste some violent
action against (heir political opponents.

The intention would be 1o provoke a

on August 31 last year, the ST has
camied a series of stories questioning its
sticking power. On October 16 the
papers NI correspondent, Liam Clarke,
wrote about Sinn Fein's difficulty in
holding the IRA in check. Christmas, he
claimed.was the moment when the IRA
“would review its ceasefire,..and could
abandon it".He added: “However , intel-
ligence sources belicve the ceasefire will
be extended until Easter, when a final
decision will be taken.” A month later
Clarke alleged that “the IRA is on the
brink of an internal war”. A week after
that, he wrote: “The danger period for

the ceasefire will be the three months
between Christmas and Easter.”
A front page news story-

headlined"Rebel IRA units threaten
new war"- suggested the danger was
Iready p . It claimed that o
hardline faction of more than 50
lerrorists are preparing (o split the IRA
1o begin a bombing campaign The
breakaway group has given the IRA's
army council an impossible deadline
of next March to achieve the total
surrender of the British Goverment in
NI All of this was attributed to
“senior security officials and later to
senior RUC detectives™, Most of these
stories were published in the Irish
edition but some appeared in a shorter
version in Britain. It is evidence like
this that convinces some journalistic
critics “that the ST is hell bent on
derailing the peace process”. (This

resy  real or imagined. tat...tat...tat
- tit. Once that had occurred the situa-
tion would quickly escalate. As an
anarchist called Malatesta once
observed: “Organ and function are
inseparable terms. Take away from an
organ its function and either the organ
dies or the function is re-established.
Put an army in a country in which
there are neither reasons for, nor fear
of war..and it will provoke war ..a
police force where there are no crimes
1o solve or criminals to apprehend will
event both or cease to exist” | is

strategy though devised by M15.and
in_line_with their thinking. may
actually be counterposed to the

governments own agenda such as it
Is. The essential requirement is that a
political vacuum exists o allow for
that kind of manipulation. So while it
is clear that at least a section of the
establishment genuinely want to disen-
gage: they must rely on MIS etc for
advice on what is likely to prove the

ganda is treated like refuse and
despatched to the nearest bin - unread.
As one explained: “It is designed to
demoralise us.” ‘Designed is the key
word here. There is a suspicion among
republicans that like the British media
much of the British Left is under the
influence to one degree or another of
the British state. Though the example
provided would be of litle signifi-
cance on its own, the theme of
republican capitulation and defeat is a

Campaign Against

Theft, but

Tz campaign against waler privatisa-
tion in Scotland, initisted by the
Gardyloo group and now being pushed by
the West of Scotland Campaign againsi
Water Privatisation, is on the ramp up
towards senious struggle

Since the Tories proposed W privatise
waler here, we have had two half victories
The first was when evident and vocal
opposition o privatisation forced them 1
back off and settle on a more modest
reactionary initiative, Instead of outright
theft of locally owned waler resources,

by p they dw
the idea of grabbing the water and putting
itin the hands of Tory quangos, Theft, but
no sale of stolen goods

The second victory was that the refer-
endum that Gardyloo had demanded on
waler privatisation went ahead last year in

Strathclyds hi 4 Il. and the quango was forced to
most advantageous and least damaging with an g 9% of W
circumstance. If they are advised that | the vote against the g grogauale, SR s, Mesing bk
a surrender of some republican m"@“'mmﬂ'wm Suitsble warnings given 1o papers and
armoury is guaranieed - if - they take | *0¢e It now establi e that those b . ng  org d
the hard line on decommissioning if rr‘-‘."“‘"’-“ 'IIld':m- o age of the action in the
they make Adams sweal’ they might e popular will. In defying the
stall etc ::hmllmhlnlly.ﬂnm

legitimacy, and confers it on it This is just & start. The campaign has &
Republicans of course . 3 4
different and distinct m’m opponents. Civil disobedience, the non-  lang way 1o go before we have mass non-
are not concerned with the breakdown | P*Y™e™ OF Water bill, cic, now have clear - payment of the water bill, but given the
of the cessefive but with the decom- mkwm overwhelming public opposition to the
vantage has been that many scheme, that is on the cards.

is hardly less feeble but that didn't stop
the FBI placing agents in the Socialist
Workers Party over there. These
revolutionaries eventually settled for
$7,000,000 in compensation -on
condition- that they in turn would not
seek 10 have the provocateurs identi-
fied! According to former South
African BOSS agent Gordon Winter
MIS like 1o boast that “If there is a left
wing movement in Britain bigger than
a football team our man is a captain or
vice captain or clse he is the ref and
can send any man off the field and call
our man on any time he likes.”

So even (o say that the ‘Left” has no
influence is hardly comect. By
maintaining a constant barrage of anti
republican propaganda over a quaner
of a century they have denied 10 the
republican movement not only their
own organisations and platforms but
an invaluable political periphery and
immediate access o tens of thousands
of potential allies both here and in
Ireland. An entirely negative influence
from a republican point of view but an
impressive record in maiming minds
nonetheless.During the war, the Brit
Left poured scorn on  nationalist
aspirations  and  unhesitatingly
condemned the armed struggle,
After_August 31, alarmed by the
possibility of finding themselves by
default on the same side as republi-
cans_for the first time in 25 years,
they immediately condemned the
ceasefire_and pourcd scorn_on
working class nationalist hopes in it,
In preference to working with republi-
cans in a united front against the
‘common enemy’ their own ruling
class, they castigated the IRA for
‘making deals with imperialism’.

o e e o

- An
MIS success story then.? Even in this
‘badly lit hall of distorting mirrors’
there cannot be a shadow of doubi.
From an MIS perspective it is hard 10
sec how matters could be improved Of
course whether they are directly
responsible or it happened in spite of
them, who can tell. But it would be
remiss of them not to have tried.
Ultimately what's worse? Accepting
the possibility that the Left's policy on
Ircland may be influenced by MIS, or
recognising that it probably doesn't
have 1o be?

Water Privatisation

no sale...

people in Strathclyde think that as a result
of the referendum the Tory plans were
called off. Were that true. Insicad they
have pressed ahead, and last month the
first meetings of the new water quangoes
were held

The West of Scotland campaign found out
where the quango was 10 meet and got
ready. Activists umed up in good time and
demanded entry as members of the public
Other members of the public going past
asked what was happening. On hearing
that those in the building were mecting to
privatise our water, dozens of passers-hy
Joined in, moved into the hall where the
quango was mecting and made their
opinions known in no uncertain (ashion.
The quango chairman made the mistake of
telling the public, “You people have no
right 10 be heard”. This did not go down
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shots at Searchlight these days?

whose

the concept of C18
to avoid “serious violence”
? Just who is calling the
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systematically deleting AFA box
numbers from the list of addresses in the
“Anti-Fascist Fightback® column on the

onthe point of Their readershi

by surprise, panicked and ran. They
never recovered their composure. The
gig was cancelled. A complete rout was

averted the of
reported only by the appearance of a large

Of course, that was over eighteen
months ago, and it is true that neither
AFA mor anybody clse in London has

three exposes in April 93 on C18. Clarke
also told Searchlight that he was a
former fascist. - but he lied. “he claimed
that he had left far-right politics behind
him, but we leamed shortly
that be was still an active player”.

|

could certainly be forgiven for reaching
such a conclusion. Searchlight only
cmimmuflhlﬁu‘yshh-:h

out of existence is in line with whose
agenda? Boosts whose morale”

But of course, despite everything. there
that beacon of hope: “[C18] is

back of their ine. No expl.

the United Campaign Against Racism
("who believe in the unity of the victims
of racism™?), Camden Unity (c/o
Searchlight), Campus Watch etc. There
are a number of variations on this theme.
One wheeze is 10 print the name of an
AFA branch, say Edinburgh, but along-
side it is the address of an entirely
different organisation - one for which
Searchlight hus more sympathy - CARF.
Apart from deleting affiliated branches -
apparently at random - they have also
begun promoting as AFA groups that are
not recognised as branches. The latest
addition to the list, Blackpool AFA, is
not recognised by the organisation, nor is
it ever likely 1o be. Pratemising with
Special Branch and wilfully with
holding intelligence were just a few of
the problems. That the new Searchlight
operative for the North West is also a
member of the group should suffice as an
explanation. ‘Blackpoeol AFA’ are listed
c/o the box number used by Lancaster
AFA. Lancaster AFA, however, do not
appear on the Searchlight list!
Disinformation also takes other forms.
On April 28 the BNP organised a mass
leafletting session on the Coxmore
Estate in Kirkby, Ashficld. The Midlands
wgion of AFA mobilised around 80
people on the day with the intention of
stopping the event. On the day, what
were thought 1o be BNP scouts but
twrned out to be police provocateurs led
AFA to the main body of BNP leafletters
- and a sizeable body of police equipped
with dogs and horses. The police
demanded that AFA disperse. When
stewards refused, the AFA contingent
was baton charged. There were a number
of injuries, the most serious being one
person’s leg broken in five places and
serious dog bites. When AFA re-grouped
they were again baton-charged which
resulted in further injuries. Eventually
AFA were coralled in the middie of the
road for an hour, blocking all access o
local residents. The BNP meanwhile

" While Searchlight broke through this

extremely sensitive over security.

ring of security. this came too late o
organise anything more than to photo-
graph and video the event.” Yep. just
another couple of days and they could
have organised - what, exactly?
Searchlight is a magazine. Apant from
the odd. invariably poorly attended
meeting. Searchlight have never organ-
ised anything of note. This is an
important point. Because they have no
organisation 10 act on the information
that they receive from groups and
individuals up and down the country,
they have an obligation (0 make that
information available 10 those who
can. Whether they like them or not.
That is what non-sectarianism, which
they are always banging on about,
means. The information they receive,
as against other material collated
strictly by their own efforts is mor
theirs, No more than any information is
decmed the personal property of
whoever answers the phone. 90% of
the time it is provided free, in the
expectation that it will be of use to the
anti-fascist movement as a whole. That
is the general understanding
Searchlight in the past have made stren-
uous efforts 10 convey just this
impression. To then systematically
misappropriate that intelligence and
attempt to exploit it for exclusive polit-
ical or financial gain is not just
straightforward thefl, it is an act of polit-
ical betrayal.

“For the first time since
the end of the Second
World War, an openly

National Socialist organi-
sation is now the most
powerful far-right group in
Britain. The National

Socialist Alliance (NSA)

has taken over from the

BNP as the most active

nazi organisation in the

country”.
(Searchiight editorial, 1995)

black propaganda of CI8
‘omnipotence’ “and the failure of the
anti-fascist movement 1o curb it”

(Searchlight April 1993) the reason for
both C18 and the BNP adopting low-
profiles is patently obvious - the clear
and present danger “of serious violence”,
Over the past couple of years Searchlight

ing via the media the concept of

the far-right. Numbers are not always the
criteria. Ten wankers multiplied by ten
winkers is a hundred wankers, no quali-
tative difference. Ofien it is not the size
of the dog in the fight that matiers, but
the size of the fight in the dog. The last
time that CI8 attempled to organise
publicly in London, the Feb 94 Blood
and Honour gig, AFA humiliated them.
Confronted by a 150 swrong AFA
stewards group at the Little Driver pub in
Bow which was the CI8 ‘nerve centre’
for the day, they were taken completely

CI8 invincibility, and the need for
ing 10 be dome about it (sec RA
71). They have now publicly admitted 1o
concealing intelligence from militant
anti-fascists, This was done out of
‘concern’ for the sanclity of whose
reputation - precisely?
I C18 have had other ‘public” activities
cither in London or the rest of the
country, then they and Secarchlight are
keeping it 1o themselves. If AFA had 10
rely on Searchlight we would in any case
be the last 1o know. Hoarding intelli-

posed ‘the dangs and violent
men' behind CI8 on three successive
Sundays, in a Scarchlight/News of the
World promotion. Unlike Clarke,
Parrish was no longer active (he had
been caught with his fingers in the
Blood and Honour till) so his volun-
teering information may have been
money motivated. But that is just
supposition. The Parrish disclosures did
nothing 1o damage C18. Consequently,
the “dangerous men behind C18° have
done nothing to damage Purrish.
Instead, the spin-off in publicity from
this and other Searchlight inspired
public indictments bave made CI8 a
houschold name - world infamous, in
fact. They must be gutted.
Indeed, since Searchlight started
exposing C18 in 1993, its influence in
far-right circles has gone from strength
1o strength. According to Searchlight's
own testimony, “For the first time since
the end of the Second World War, an
openly National Socialist organisation
is now the most powerful far-right
group in Britain. The National Socialist
Alliance (NSA) |with C18 as the major
force] has 1aken our from the BNP as
the most active nazi organisation in the
country”™

Of course C18 are not the only ones to
profit from skillful media manipulation.
Take this extract fron the June editorial:
“After the tragic Oklahoma City
bombing Searchlight was inundated
with calls and letters from our regular
readers congratulating us on our
perception and analysis. The Sunday
Telegraph claimed the weekend after
the bombing that it had bee the first in
Britain 10 publish material on the
militias...in fact Searchlight has been
monitoring these for several
years... Searchlight's ability to be first in
the field demonstrated again when
we were asked (o give evidence to a
round tble session of MEP's in
Brussels...Searchlight’s  contribution
received wide newspaper and radio
coverage...Scarchlight was also the only
one 0 uncover the plans of the nazi
terrorists of C18 10 march with Ulster
Loyalists through London last
of the scandal...there can be no doubt
that when it comes to knowing what the
enemies of democracy are up (o, we can
reliably declare that you read it here first.
The increase in sales of Searchiight and
media
this.”

; genuine
anti-fascist will tell you, 1o be sble w0

10

same period it is noticeably only the
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Unless you choose to believe that it

there for all to see. It is in fact all around

our test of public support for the type of
policies by Jean-Marie

championed
LePen, leader of France's ultra-right.
The creation of a parly supporting
repatriation and a ‘whites-first’ policy
wowld be on course to becoming

individuals that we surveyed were
prepared (o admit to so-called ‘racist’
Jeelings shows that British people have
a healthy resistance o the bullying of
political correctness.”

From 1982-92 the Left regarded anti-
fascist activity with disdain. They had
better things to do with their time. Here
too the evidence is wngible. In a by-
clection in East London a couple of
months ago, Militant Labour, still
numerically one of the biggest organisa-
tions on the lefl, gamered 3% of the vote,
exuctly one fifth of the vote allotted the
‘isolated fanatics” of the BNP. During
that ten year span, Scarchlight was one
the very few publications that you could
accurately describe as anti-fascist.
Though they were involved in the seiting
up of AFA in 1985 they were never
allies, the eccentricily was cvident even
then. Fairweather friends might be a
more realistic assessment. It was more
like a business arangement than a

by ¥ 'S

provided AFA with publicity and intelli-
gence, we in tum provided them with
credibility and occasional security. They
had a magazine and media contacts.
AFA was an organisation. Whereas AFA
might organise an cvent they would
promote it. While we rarely saw eye 1o

eye, tactically or strategically, theirs was
a unique contribution. Very wonally
a vital one.

Regardless of motive, this is no longer
the case. The contribution is still unique
- bizarrely unique!

This is an anti-fascist magazine that is




abandoned Zionism, coming to see
himself as a socialist rather than

working class movement™. In Britain,
the Trotskyists had split three ways,
with CLR James' Marxist Group
working within the Independent
Labour Party, and the Militant Group
and the Communist League joining the
Labour Party. ‘Entryism’ was justified
on the basis that “Trotskyists should be
with the workers, sharing and partici-
pating in their struggles within their

r&ﬁdﬂrmd
struggle to the struggle within
“trotskyists speaking 10
-lliqlluhw-iahr.-q
p-? 10 be ordinary ‘left wing
Ratner's description of ist
w:nmﬂuwm

except within the middle class,
literary/intellectual circles, it counted
for nothing. The POUM was a left
wing, socialist group which was parnt
of an armed mass movement which
was engaged in a struggle against
fascism and against Stalinist betrayal
of working class' gains made in the
course of the civil war. The Trotskyists
in Britain spent most of their time
“exposing Russia” at Aid for Spain
meetings, or, as Ratner puts it, “being
parasitic on the meetings of organisa-
tions bigger than ourselves; standing
outside someone else's meeting 1o sell
our literature...forever being in the
position of being d of shouti

lrotskvism
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Ratner himself appears as a man of
considerable integrity, with a real
commitment to his class. In his 1955
diary he is shown to have been, at one
and the same time, the president of his
branch of the Amalgamated

Spain, g oginecring Union, chairman of the

Platts shop steward commiittee, secre-
tary of the TMM combined shop
stewards committee, editor of the
Textile Machinery Worker, and a
Labour Party and itrades council
delegate. In 1939 he was part of an
underground Trotskyist group in
France. As a soldier he took part in the
Anglo-American invasion of Sicily in
1943, and in D-Day in 1944,

Of his activities as a soldier during
World War 2, Ratner writes that within
troops of “working class origin™, there
was “absolutely no anti-war feeling.
Even the more politically radical saw
the defi of democracy against

criticisms from the sidelines, while
others, the brave lads in the
International Brigades, were fighting
and dying with rifles in their hands”.

None of this is o suggest that the anti-
working class crimes of Stalin should
have been ignored, but, because of its
organisation of the [International
Brigades, its participation in the street
fights against the Blackshirts, and its
shopfloor presence. the CP had built

Sas -

fascism as the over-riding priority”,

Entering France after the D-Day
landings, he describes the tension
between the local resistance groups
and De Gaulle's Free French Overseas
Government. “In many arcas and
towns, the local Resistance had risen in
advance of the arrival of the Allied
armies, defeated the German forces,
chased out the Vichy collaborationist
officials...local “Liberation
C ittees” seized power and were

up credit as a def ']
class interests, The Trotskyists never
attempted to serve any interests wider
than their own, so when the CP

arresting collaborators, disarming the
Vichy militia and police, organising
food supplies etc. De Gaulle was

d
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alarmed at this development of power
from below™.

Ratner feared that British and
American troops could be used to

i disarm the Resistance, and began

clandestine organisation within his

own unit to lead a mutiny against any ©

such action. The French Trotskyist
POI, meanwhile, denounced the
Resistance as a bourgeois nationalist
movement, and its anti-fascist activity
during the war consisted of publishing
a newspaper, La Verite, which wamed
of the subordination of the working
class 1o the bourgeoisie, but by
refusing to enter the Resistance,
certainly guaranteed that this would be
the only outcome.

In 1960, Ratner left the Trotskyist
movement, after years of hyper-
activity, while remaining active as a
shopfloor militant. He describes the
movement he worked so hard 1o build
as “marginal 10 events”, and writes of
the “bitter factional quarrels and
dogmatism within the Trotskyist
movement...the unhealthy dominance
of individuals, the cliqueism, and
intolerance of criticism's all symptoms
which exist as much within the Trot
milieu today. He recog that “We

use, it was seen to defend their inter-
ests, Its position on, say, the Moscow
Trials, seemed therefore to be of little
relevance,

The Trotskyists, meanwhile, scomed
the notion that it was necessary 10 win
the respect of working class activists in
struggle in order to gain a hearing for
their ideas. They only saw a “crisis of
leadership” with themselves as the
pre-ordained solution. As far back as
1938, Ratner recognised that “the
difference between being a ‘drawing-
room Bolshevik® sitting in small rooms
merely talking about Marxism in
closed circles and actually going out
into the broad movement and trying 1o
win non- Trotskyist workers and union
militants 10 our ideas was a very
serious -political difference”. But not
one reconcilable with Trotskyism - a

must look for other, more promising
roads. | do not pretend to know what
they are. | can only hope that by criti-
cally re-examining the past and by
asking the right questions, that we get
nearcr the right answers”.

Fair enough, but if we examine the
past of the Trotskyist movement,we
have to draw conclusions for the
future. The Trotskyists made a virtue
out of their isolation. Politics was no
longer about the battle between
classes, but a batlle of ideas, of
“programmatic manifestos” that “will
become the guide of millions”. The

mo whose Bolshevik-derived
vanguardism was the cause for its
contempt for any political struggle, or
any social movement, that it could not
lead as of right!

Ratner concludes that “the influence of
Socialist ideas...is weaker today than it
has been at any time since the late 19th
century”. Respect for socialist ideas
has declined because the ‘revolu-
tionary' left has chosen for itself not
the role of servant to the interests of
the class, a force 1o support and sustain
working class struggle, but, as Ratner
himself has it, “a minority...of a
minority...within a minority™,

Birmingham:

Calile

Victory!

FANS

n the 20th July, Birmingham City were hosts to Celtic in
a pre-season friendly. Rumours abounded during the
mhpﬂwhhmﬂnlhmamwugolnglo
be a focus for fascists to attack the travelling support, which
would also give them an excuse to invade and vandalise the
Irish pubs, clubs and shops in the Digbeth area of Birmingham.
Police advised publicans of the probability of attack, but did
nothing to prevent it. They later complained to the media that the
resulting chaos was as a result of “both" sides being organised.
Clearly their game plan envisaged that only the fascist aggres-
organised.

sors would be

In anticipation of some degree of police complicity, Celtic Anti-
Fascists, Celtic casuals and Midlands region Red Action drew
up a battle plan to defend the area on the day.

On Saturday 29th, Celtic Anti-Fascists released the following

press staternent:

n Saturday, 29th July, 1995,
thousands of Celtic fans

West Midlands and under the leader-
ship of well-known fascist organisers
from the area. Obviously the nazis were
intent upon building upon their recent
“success” in Dublin where they

. managed 10 have the friendly match

between Ireland and England
abandoned. Celtic  Anti-Fascists,
casuals and ordinary supporters had
other ideas.

After initial surprise, Celtic supporers
fought back and ran their attackers out
of the area. Clashes continued
throughout the day and into the evening
with the fascists and hooligans from
Birmingham taking a thorough beating.
Despite the violence being obviously
inspired by the fascists, the

Birmingham police decided to wade
into the Celtic fans, whose actions had
been of a purely defensive nature.

At least four Celtic fans were treated for
serious head injuries as a result of
police baton charges. Some fans who
were arrested after these charges were
later released under caution after threat-
ening 1o press charges against the police
for their violent behaviour. A BBC
Journalist was later quoted in the local
press saying, “The police baton charged
the Celtic fans for no reason™,

Celtic fans arrested complained of
sectarian abuse by the police. One man
was spat upon, had his nose bust open
and was constantly referred 10 as a
“Fenian bastard” by the police in the
van which took him to the station. With
England's finest fascists having taken a
surprise beating, the police appeared
prepared 10 make amends.

Inside Birmingham City's ground, the
home support continued to taunt Celtic
supporters with cries of “No Surrender
1o the IRA™ and waved Red Hand Mags
at  them. This so incensed
Birmingham's managing director,
Karen Brady, that at one point during
the match, she left her seal in the
director's box and snatched one of the
offending Nags from a Birmingham fan
who had been waving it provocatively
and giving Nazi salutes, Ms Brady, who
hails from a London/Irish background
herself, was later quoted as saying, “It
had 1w be done and as no-one clse
seemed to be prepared to do it, | did it!”
Her statement is also an obvious criti-
cism of the stewarding and policing
inside the ground.

The local media have
continued to criticise the
heavy handed approach of
the police to the Celtic fans.
A police spokesman even
suggested that it was not the
Celtic supporters who were
the instigators of the violence
when he said, “We know of

2

Celtic Fans

Against Fascism!

the reputation of Celtic fans when they
travel away - it is a party atmosphere.
But we also know of their reputation
that if they come under attack they will
stand and fight™.

Serious questions have 1o be asked
about the policing of the fans inside and
outside of the ground and throughout
the day. Publicans were able to tell us
that Irish bars in Birmingham had been
approached at least iwo weeks previ-
ously and warmmed to expect trouble
from fuscists and other hooligans who
might be preparing attacks upon their
bars and the Celtic fans. If the police
had serious intelligence reports that
there was likely 1o be fascist inspired
violence, why did they fail to keep the
fascists out of Digbeth - or do
Birmingham police have their own
agenda regarding such matters?

In the end it was the magnificent
supporters of Celtic who managed 1o
turn the tables on the Nazis. It is clear
that the fuscist hooligans are using
these games as practice for next year's
European Championships 1o be held in
England. Celtic Anti-Fascists together
with Anti-Fascist Action are deter-
mined 1o reclaim the game from the
nazis on the terraces.

Next year’s championships will not be
a showdown between various interna-
tional hooligan groups as the
Championships have been in the past.
Rather, they will he a showdown
between the forces of fascism and anti-
fascism in Europe. We are in no doubt
which side Celtic fans will be on and
we are determined that the anti-fascists

Short,
Sharp
Shock

vanioad of West

Midiands BNP

members got a shock
recently when they got
themselves lost in Leeds
one Sunday afternoon,
The unfortunate fascists
had stopped at the bus
station to ask for directions
when they were surrounded
by a large group of anti-
fascists who had apparently
appeared from nowhere.

Suddenly the vans windows
went in, and the boneheads
who only a few moments
beforehand had been cockily
sticking two fingers up to the
assembled anti-fascists were

The van driver, a particularly
fat, loathsome creature,
distinguished himsell by

losing all control.
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arrests and 15 AFA comrades requi treatment was
the result of this impressive display of unity by the British left.
Spearhead No. 317

stewards were able to remove at an early
stage, fascists drinking in the bars on Waterioo Station. Fascist
stewards were noticeable by their absence. Many anarchists
turned out as well as members of the Turkish Revolutionary
group, Dev Sol, who even brought their children. Their leader
was to later remark that he hadn't realised there was a
difference between AFA and the ANL and he thought Waterioo
would be a re-run of the passive anti-fascistnazi activities he

‘The Anti-Nazi League, a critical analysis’.
Colin Roach Centre, summer ‘95,

ﬂnmJMLWllmollJMbmmM
stayed out of harms way, preferring to stand close to the
police rather than get into the fascists. This however, did not
stop them lying about events at Waterloo by listing it as one of
their successes in the programme they produced for the
massive (200,000) ANL carnival in south London in 1994,
Colin Roach Centre pamphiet, July 1995

“It appears that the main Red Action mob has not turned up
yet. Keep an eye out for the ones without placards and not

shouting slogans.
TSG commanding officer in aside to underling, Sacirse picket, Royal
Tournament, Earls Court.
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charged. In a hysterical farce of a
case he was acquitted. He denied
causing the injuries and submitted
that he had not even drawn his baton.
“The only time | have ever had
occasion to draw my baton was to
attend 10 a cat that had been hit by
acar - 10 put it out of its misery.” The
Jury visibly gulped. ‘Poor Tiddles.'
I was reminded of the case the other
day when reading a review of “The
One that got Away' an account by
Chris Ryan (incidentally that is a
pseudo nom just in case there are
those among our readers who may
not quite have entered into, the spirit
of the ceasefire) of an SAS patrol in
Iraq which went badly wrong.
Anyway it transpires that our Mr
Ryan had a dog called Turbo. Then
one day he decided he would have 1o
put him down. Not as in the case of
the valiant constable 10 put Tiddles
out of his misery - but to take Ryan
out of his. Turbo it appeared
‘grovelled 100 much’. “1 shouted
‘Cats!” and he hurtled b my
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RED ACTION

The collapse of Soviet communism has signaled the end of an era. Capitalismy's golden age,
defined by the economic and political certainties of the Cold War, has turned 1o crisis. As a
discipline on the entire working class. mass unemployment is restored as a permanent condi-
tion. As capitalism expanded, many reforms such as nationalisation, implemented 1o serve
the meeds of capital, also served the needs of society. As capitali demnd
isation and the retum to the principal of privatisation in health. public transport, housing and
education sustains the profits of the wealthy directly at society's expense.

In the short term, open conflict within and between classes is certain. Ultimately, the choice
faced will be government without consent or social revolution.

Leninism, which decrees the interests of the working class are subordinate 1o the will of one

legs. | put one round straight down
into the top of his skull but he stayed
on his feet his tail wagging against
my knees . A split second | gave him
another, and then as he was standing
| put one between his eyes. Poor
Turbo!™

The Security Forces; don't cha just
love ‘em?

Uncle Bill

I ondon Savirse and AFA booked

ls for the Hackney Show in
July. The AFA stall, quite appropri-
ately, was listed as stall no. CI8!
London Saoirse’s allocation was not
half as amusing as their actual
address, which reads PO Box 3923
London NWS5 IRA!

Jrade was quite brisk and three
young girls approached the stall and
inquired about the ribbons etc. Duly
informed, they appeared suitably
enthusiastic and agreed to sign the
petition calling for the release of the
prisoners in exchange for a green
ribbon each. Just them, an adult
relative, who may have been their
father, appeared on the scene and
beckoned them over. “What do you
think you're doing?" he enquired
loudly. They stared at him by way of
reply. “Do you know who they are?"
he shouted. “They are the people
who shot Uncle Bill™

Suitably chastened, the elder two
dutifully followed him from the
park, though the youngest ome
totally ignored the adult representa-
tion, insisted on signing the petition,
and demanded her green ribbon.
Which suggests that whatever her
motivation, Uncle Bill wasn't her
favourite uncle.

y party. is the decisive influence on the far left. An apologist for the authori-
tarian state, it adv the lie that d hip (ke minority rule) can be progressive. This
betrayal mocks the theory and practice of Marx and Engels and any notion of independent
waorking class initiative. The surrender of the political high ground o the opponents of iotal
social change has paralysed the working class inlernationally.

Sectanian division on the left continues 10 be a comfort 1 a system which socialism promised
to replace. Factions, whose immaculme programmes for party dictatorship result in the
punsuit of goals exclusive o themselves, contribule nothing 1o the real movement of the
working class, except 10 help delay its political . Inall wnary, they
are the socialists of the previous generution.

Anarchism, which claims 1 be a libertarian ahemative 10 Leninism, could never work.
Anarchism means the principled opposition 10 the exercise of any suthority. Accordingly,
even the most perfect democracy would be regarded by anarchism as authoritarian as it
meaim the imposition of a social decision by a majority on a minority. The answer 1o bureau-
cratic authy is d th not the abol of authaority.

We must stant afresh

In every country the working class possesses one striking advantage over the capitalists -
numbers. However, numbers without unity and unity without organisation is free of polit-
ical advantage. The purpose of a revolutionary working class organisation is 10 raise the
working class to the position of the ruling class. To transfer political power from the minaority
10 the majority,

Unconditional democracy is the sole political form through which the aspirations of the
majority can then be exercised and made secure. A revolutionary organisation must always
and everywhere represent the interests of the movement as a whole. It must be working class
in instinct, composition and orentation. It must be built in a democratic manner from the
bottom up, rather than by decree from the top down. Direct democratic control by working
people over their own onganisations is the necessary preparation for the future rule of
working people over their own countries

Supporting membership lor a year is £5. Make cheque/p.o. out to Red Action. You will
receive a subscription 10 the paper, a reguiar newsietier and nolification of RA
activities. Subscripion 1o the paper are still available al £3 for 5 issues.

12





