ANTI-FASCIST
MILITANTS SLIP MI5

ED ACTIO

PRIME
SUSPECTS

commander Blenkin stood by the
church, a support group commander
ran up fo him: “For God's sake, sir,
my lads are being pasted there.
You've got to bring more forward...

&

The Sunday papers were quick o
draw comparison between ARA's
and the ANL's vio-

operand was copied, to the letter.
*...rarely can a riot have been so per-
fectly forecast; both sides knew exact-
Iy what was going lo happen, precise-
ly where it would happen and give or
take ten minutes at what time..."

lent initiative. The same day Paul |
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Abova: ‘when Julio Walersion chiel steward of the
Weling march was 1od of oné NODNUS Group.
said by Special Branch 1o have been involved,
she said, "My God, | wish ey had fold USI™

NET IN OPERATION

BLACKSHIRT Bl

In December 1992 Red Action (issue
64), revealed the existence of

Blackshirt. This is a state
security run operation, designed 1o
tants. The events surrounding the
Waelling March on the 16th of October,
prove that this operation is ongoing,
On February 4th 1994 police released
video footage some filmed secretly
and 80 photographs, and asked the
public to “Identify the ringleaders"”
However, only four months earlier the
police themselves had confidently
identified the ringleaders, via the
media fo the public. Then, significant
arrests were expected within days,
with swoops planned on the homes of
the ringleaders of two hardcore mili-
tant organisations, Red Action and
Panther UK. Unlike the Trafalgar
Square riot when a rogues gallery
was published within days, this time
simply being involved wasn't sufficient
provocation for a dawn raid. To qualify

Above: A group of casuals identified by MIS o the media as Rled Action members. Not so!

UNDER!

initially it appears it was necessary o
have been rated - a prime suspect -
not as a result of, but in advance of
the riot. That seems to be the expla-
nation for the delay. In an attempt to
justify ‘the biggest intelligence oper-
ation ever' police had the 'arduous’
task of trawling through 50 hours of
video footage in an attempt to match
the film of prime suspects videoed
before the march, against footage of
troublemakers videoed and pho-
tographed during the riot. Gradually it
dawned on the secunty services that
they had blundered. Somehow, the
named ringleaders had slipped the
net.

Following the October 16th fiasco, the
media made many references 10 the
Poll Tax riots. The principle allegation
being, that the riol was planned. And
indeed it was. As was the Trafalgar
Square extravaganza. And the police
planned it. And did so meticulously.
(See Red Action, no. 56). For
Waelling, the established modus

WHERE FOR ART THOU ROMEQ?

(Evening Standard (ES) 18/10/93.)
The media were alerted only days
before fo the possibility of trouble by
un-named “extremists”. The ‘flash-
point’, was selected by the police and
surveillance cameras duly erected.
This is entirely sensible. You don't
need cameras at some point where
there will be no trouble. Neither do
you want trouble, at some other place
where there is no camera. The exact
location of the ‘flashpoint’, was also
advertised on TV, that Friday night,
just for good measure. in addition to
its expectation, the riot, must be con-
trolled. Controlled, to look like a riot
that is. This requires that police
appear , and under sus-
tained attack. The ilusion can be cre-
ated by the deployment of insufficient
officers 1o quell the ‘disturbance’. (At
Trafaigar Square during the height of
the riot, hundreds of police could be
seen lounging around their carriers in
Whitehall, drinking coffee.) On the day
in question, the 16th, all exits from the
route of the march were blocked by
police in full riot gear. There were on
the day, 3000 police in reserve-
"“tucked away behind almost every
street comer”. (ES.) Every street cor-
ner that is, EXCEPT, at the

biggest i
out by police

was talk of ‘IRA style balaclavas’. In
the same week, Red Action were
mentioned in connection ‘with low
level terrorism’. According to one
newspaper, ‘when Juli¢ Waterston
chief steward of the Welling march
was told of one notorious group, said
by Special Branch to have been
involved, she said, ‘My God, | wish
they had toid US!" Other papers
picked up the theme: ‘police are
adamant that the march was infiltrated
and groups such as Red Action and
Panther UK are said to have tumed
up'. Once the tail was firmly pinned on
the donkey there was a full hue and
cry. The London Evening Standard

“Police were today planning a series
of swoops on the homes of ring lead-
ers of the militant groups behind the
worst violence on the streels of
London since the Poll Tax riots.'

It went on to reveal that this was ‘the

cover work carried out by MI5 and

F frst f " ’
used sophisticated video cameras

to blame. There

", This
admission that ‘Individuals’ were
videoed BEFORE the violence, unwit-
tingly revealed the ‘sting’ like nature of
the operation. It means that the vio-
lence was planned, and two that specif-
ic individuais were targeled in advance,
1o take the rap for it. Astonishingly, only
two days later the same paper could
confirm that the conspiracy, at least the
version they wanted to promote did
indeed exist. The final piece in the jig-
saw. In a full page article it announced :
INDVIDUAL LEFT-WING EXTREMIST GROUPS ARE

PLANNING TO UNITE AND  MORE FEARSOME
RIOTS MAY POLLOW
‘...Extremist Left-wing and anarchist
groups who sparked Saturday's riot
are now preparing o work fogether for
the first time, ... at Welling, groups like
Class War, Red Action, and Panther

CONTINUED ON BACK PAGE.

operation camed
for a demo, with under-

designated flash point. The
junction of Wickham Lane
and Lodge Hill. Here, “as the
marchers approached, all that
stood between them and the
route to the BNP bookshop
was A LINE, of police officers
in everyday uniform”. Clearly
no show of force that might
act as a deterrent, a final
effort to appease the conspir-
ators perhaps? Once the
trouble, combusted, ‘some
sticks were thrown' this
police cordon strategically
placed to prevent ‘a mas-
sacre’ looked a little vuinera-
ble. As the ‘Standard’ report-
ed it, breathlessly, "...the situ-
ation looked desperate. As

Armed with bottle, MIS agent Pat Daly
attacks photographer at a prisoners
social, London 1988. Having accused
him of being a Special Brarich informer!

were found guilty, Liam received a sentence of twenty three years,
Martin twenty five years, The two men were accused of being part
of & three man INLA Active Service Unit (ASU) despatched to
wnmmmamwm
campaign. The explosives were to be stolen from the Westberry
quarry in Somerset, the site of their arest in early February 83 by
over forty armed officers concealed in and around the quarry.

The third man escaped. After initial confusion it became known
that they had been set up by a fourth man, the teams' intelligence
officer and MIS agent Pat Daly. MIS had been in control of the oper-
ation right from its inception. It became known that the INLA were
MWNMMUMW,H
chose Westberry. They provided Daly with maps and photographs
of the quarry that were passed onto the INLA. The quarry had not
contained explosives for several years; MI5 provided explosives.
The team would need industrial cutting gear to open the explosives
container; MIS provided that (and indeed took it back and repaired

it when it turned out to be faulty). On amrival in England the team
would need a car and a safe house; again MIS provided both.

The car and the house were cleaned by a scene-of-crime officer
prior to their use by the team, ensuring good forensic evidence
could be obtained. The home came with hidden extras; bugs in the
four main rooms.

Pat Daly had been recruited by the Special Branch as a tout in 1974.
At that time he was an active member of the Official IRA, involved
in fund-raising, specifically armed robberies and collection of the
Officials unofficial building tax, the Lump. His partner during this
period was Jim Fiynn, later executed by the INLA for his part in the
killing of INLA Chief of Staff Seamus Costelio. Daly was arrested for
terrorist related activities and during his brief detention agreed o
become an informer. His first registered payment was a bottle of
Scotch! His last registered payment in late ‘93 was a re-settiement
package worth £400,000, including & bonus of £40,000 if Liam and
Martin recelved what MIS described as “good custodial sentences”.
Daly didn't consider himself a ‘paid informant’, he preferred to refer
to himself as an “agent”, who recelved “personal reimbursements”.
He was, in his own words “very proud of what | do....to be part of a
team that had saved hundreds and hundreds of lives”. His handlers
records reveal a different picture, that of an aicoholic, money-grab-

and often irrational tout. He may have thought he
was James Bond, but he was definitely more George Lazenby than
Sean Connery.
Daly first came to prominence in December 1984. After the collapse
of the Officials, he had been tasked to infiitrate the IRSP. He had
joined the IRSP support group TOM (Troops Out Movement) and
the IBRG (irish in Britain Representation Group), all of whom he
informed upon. His touting was responsible for the arrest of Jordan
and Grimes on 24th December 1084, captured in the vicinity of a
bomb and a mercury tilt-gwitch. Allegedly, the bomb had been
intended for retired SAS Colonel Batey, who had received a certain
amount of attention when one of his foot-patrols accidentally wan-
dered into the twenty six counties.
mmwummmnmmm
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ving them into the countryside to test-fire a weapon. All of this was
done with the consent, knowledge and guidance of Special Branch.
Law, ot the time, did not dictate that the Security Services had to
disclose their sources or informers, so Daly remained hidden
behind his operational code-name, Romeo. Despite this, Daly did
not remain beyond suspicion, either from the republican movement



Party

class in its
against capitalism. | had
become a revolutionary and

the party. The disagreement
was significant because it
affected activity, rather than
being a fine political point. |
supplement

been useful to have some
covert activity, based on the
buming of coal stocks and the
attacking of police transport. |
did not sugges! such squads
that would be needed for such
a task should replace mass

picketing, although my position s

was caricatured as such.
| should have realised at the

thought out reply.
it was clear that we would
inevitably have differences of
approach. What should not h
ave been inevitable was the
dishonest way that my argu-

an academic intellectual and
then used by comrades who
had read nothing outside of
SWP publications and simply
deferred 1o their political ‘supe-
rors’.

The label ‘workerist’ was pos-
sibly the most pathetic. | was
given this by leninist epigones
simply because | wanted more
of the party's energy and
resources put into recruiting
workers to the organisation
instead of the ludicrous situa-
tion where priority was put on
recruiting students. This
seemed ridiculous to me, not
because | was anli-student as
some of these hypocrites
claimed but because a workers
party needed to contain consid-
erably more blue collar and
unskilled members than the
SW did before it could justify
that name. My being labelled
as a ‘workerist’ was another
example of the dishonesty of
their disagreement with my

actually avoided excessive
contact with the class because
of the ‘down turn’. Instead,
since it was easier to recruit
students they sent us to the
colleges to do our recruiting.
Paradoxically they claimed it
was harder 1o this than it was
to recruit workers!

In the meantime | had to be
politically isolated from other
members of my branch. This
was usually done by the carica-
turing of any position | held.
Because | had no formal edu-
cation beyond 'O’ levels my
arguments did not carry the
same weight amongst the
leamed comrades as those of
the college lecturer who was
the driving force behind the
atlempts to isolate me. A fur-
ther irony 1o this was the fact
that | was one of the most eru-
dite members of the branch,
the other comrades getting

W Joined

their politics exclusively from

SW publications.
| remained in the SWP for
despite the fact
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ing class sports do not; its
obsession with paper sales and
membership

party but a party that must
remain within the law to
accommodate its growth and
paper sales.

Eventually there had to be a
parting of the ways. Having
grudgingly accepted the party
line regarding the miners' strike
and having operated indepen-
dently of the party during the
poll tax campaign, | could not
possibly accept their indiffer-
ence 1o the growing street
activity of the British National

Party.
Long before the relaunch of the
Anti-Nazi League, members of

The the SWP were being physically

attacked and hospitalised by
fascists. The party made no
attempt to let other comrades
know of the attacks.
Consequently, no security
measures were taken and
more paper sales attacked.
When | tried to inform mem-
bers of the dangers | was told
the fascists were nol a senous
threat, there was no increase in
activity and no response was
required. When | tumed up to
confront the fascists with non-
party comrades | was ridiculed
for macho posturing by people
whose skulls | had probably

fascists was matched by the
bureaucratic manner in which
the ANL was eventually
relaunched. There are no
branches and therefore no
voices to be heard other than
those of the SWP top table.
The organisation is kept delib-
erately tight because of the
fear of losing members. People
join the ANL and the SWP to
fight fascism and then discover
that the party is not prepared 1o
do so uniess it can result in
increased membership.

With Red Action a genuine
working class organisation,
based on activity, o the left of
the party, the SWP are aware
that if they do not keep a tight
grip then members will run with
an organisation that is pre-
pared to fight the fascists.
Individuals already peel away
from the SW to run with Red
Action or AFA for specific
events and if the SW do not
deliver on action this trend may
well continue with long term
results.

With no real activty outside of [

college recruitment it is the
wider implications of the fore-
going that led me to join Red
Action rather than drop out of
politics altogether as is usually
the case with working class
people who have done a stint

in the SWP.

Because of its rellance on aca-
demic intellectuals and its
obsession with the leninist idea
of a vanguard party, the SWP
is no longer capable of ever

If the SWP is the socialist alternative to
the Labour Party, then Red Action is the
revolutionary alternative to the SWP

becoming a revolutionary party.
Tony Ciiff's desire to mould the
party as Lenin did the
Bolsheviks means that the
ideal of a workers party led by
workers is off the agenda.
Lenin's bastardisation of Marx
has been completed by Ciff.
Red Action’s desire 1o retrieve
Marx from the leninists and
neo-trotskyists is the result of
the fact that it is a genuine
working class isation: of
the class, by the class, for the
class. Its origins and social
composition means that it is
not capable of the same weak-
kneed approach to militant
activity that characterises the
SWP. Because its entire
organisation is class-based
Red Action is also safe from
the dogmatic to poli-
tics that is shared by the entire
left. This means in real terms
that because we are of the
class in leadership and mem-
bership we feel the moves in
the class unlike the dilettante
lecturers who know us from
books and third-hand conver-
sations.

The established left in this
country, including the so-called
revolutionary left, is bankrupt. It
has nothing 1o offer the working
class and the working class
knows that. The name of
socialism is being dragged
through the mud by the Labour
Party and the Socialist Workers
Party alike. The idea of the
working class taking and
retaining power for itself has

been dealt a blow by these 4PN

people. Red Action is the only
genuine organisation that is

to rescue Manx from
Lenin and it is the only organi-

el

PAUL

“I'nblﬂ'lmmm
a member of the SWP.
Firstly from 1986 to 1989
and then at the time of the Gulf
War in 1990-91. The final straw
came for me during the Gulf
War. | resented very much the

dishonesty being displayed by
the SWP leadership to the
many young members joining
at that time. | distinctly remem-
ber the party’s supposed “hard
man' Chris Bambery saying
that the Iragi army would be
able 1o handle the allies easily
and that militarily the conflict
would be no “cake walk" for
the Americans.

On another occasion the then
West London district organiser,
Maddy Cooper, stood up and
announced that the SWP was
no longer a sect but was the
party of the working class and
that period (earty 1991) could
be “our 1916" ie. a pre-revoiu-
tionary situation. When | voiced
my concems over this sort of
ultra-optimism | was treated as
some sort of heretic.

| left the party in mid-1991 but
last year got involved in the
Anti-Nazi League but quickly
got disilusioned as being stuck
behind police barriers and wav-
ing those stupid ‘lollipops’
wasn't my idea of effectively
The only exciting event during
my time in the ANL was when |
was pan of a group of activists
who ‘accidentally’ stumbled
a coach load of northem
BNP boneheads who were
stuck in a traffic jam on the
Grosvenor Road on the bank
of the Thames opposite

“the Iraqi army would be able to hand

the allies easily and that militarily the con-
flict would be no “cake walk” for the
Amﬁcml 4

| most of these

Battersea Power Station. This
occurred just after a counter-
demonstration against the
BNP’s anti-Iish march in April
last year. The aforementioned
Chris Bambery led a group

of
around 100 “There's

SWP/ANL mem-
bers away from the
site of the counter-
demo and through
some backstreels
(in true

fashion!!) to con-
front the Nazis at
Pimlico  under-
ground  station.
When we ‘stum-
bled’ upon the
coach the majority

ing  Bambery,
stayed on the pave-
ment content in waving their
‘loflipops’. Only about 10 peo-
ple attacked the coach and a
few windows were broken.

perturbed. Given the fact that
the riot cops were stuck in the
same traffic jam half a mile
down the road and that it was a
full 10 minutes before they
reached us a lot more damage
could have been done. | was
all for hauling the skins off the
coach and throwing them in the
Thames!y)

MICK

Ithough joining the
SWP around eight
after several of
the members of RA
did so, | felt that many of my
experiences were similar to
those detailed in the pamphlet,
“We Are Red Action”.
Initially, the SWP seemed to
have all the answers. You'd
look forward to reading the
paper every week and using it
1o engage in arguments with
those who held your old
‘reformist’ views. There was a
sense of having a befter under-
standing of all political issues,
even compared with other ‘rev-

ted revolutionaries and
although early on | was
impressed by their ability to
chum out a on the
Sandinistas, | learnt more
about their revolutionary cre-
dentials in their reaction 10 a
two minute speech | made on a
place not a safe 8,000 miles
away, but just across the Irish
sea

| began to question my involve-
ment in the SWP on three
related matters. The attitude of
deference displayed by the
membership to the Central
Committee, and that
was given in the opposite
direction, the perspective of the

| downturn and the view that

“there is no class in the rev-

olutionary party”.

The first matter was clearly
illustrated when the weekly
meetings were heid. The per-
son selected to be the speaker
would be pointed to the rele-
vant pamphlet or book written
by a member of the Central
Committee. A ‘good member’
of the SWP is the one who has
acquainted themselves with
pamphlets. Any
difficult questions put to
speaker by the public would be
answered on the spot by these
‘good members’. Most sicken-

of the ANL, includ- They

The SWP
ed Action

their lack of working class
members may well have had
much to do with their lack of
any influence in the politics of
the working class and thus
causing their celebrated ‘down-
turn' and the election of the
Thaicher govemment. Surely
workers in struggle are begin-
ning to question analyses of
given to them by middle

with the state. An important
eye-opener for me was the
amount of time they devoted to
matters that will really test the
quality and resolve of their
membership - matters such as
fascism and Ireland.

At a students union meeting on
Ireland | put forward the not
unreasonable suggestion that
perhaps two undercover British
agents, having driven speedily
into & funeral cortege for pec-
ple who were killed during a
loyalist attack on a previous
funeral, deserved what they got
- summary execution. You
expect 1o get abuse from Tory
students present - you don't

quent vote to expel you from
the meeting for “intimidation”
and then threaten to expel you
if you could not “maintain
your revolutionary disci-
pline” in future!

Further, on the question of
Ireland | began to read a book
called “A History of the Irish
Working Class” and was
struck by the fact that Manx had
lectured in support of
Fenianism three days after an
explosion in London when
“Londoners were still thirsty
for fenian blood.” How many
of the SWP would tum up to
such a meeting these days?

| bought a copy of the “Starry
Plough” (paper of the IRSP)
which solicited the support of
all British ‘revolutionary
movements' (two groups
replied, one of which was Red
Action) conceming speaking
rights where Sinn Fein speak-
ers were present. This made
me aware not only of the
esteem in which the SWP held
amed Irish revolutionaries but
also of the qualities of Red
Action, who up until then, |
had been reliably informed,
were just a bunch of red fas-
cists who drove around in a
van with pick-axe handles look-
ing for the National Front .33



I\:LETTERSiI

Dear Red Action,
We ask you to print this correc-
tion to “Rebels Without
" (Red Action issue no.
66). In this article about the
banned James Connolly
Memorial March In Edinburgh
you falsely stated that, “the

ties at least more palatable.”

The possibility of getting
Edinburgh Trades Council 1o
submit the application for the
march was proposed on wo
occasions, neither by ourselves.
The first occasion it was raised
by a SWP member at the James
Connolly Day School you men-
tion in your article. On the sec-
ond occasion it was aired as a
possibility by a member of the
James Connolly Society at a
later March Organising

On the second oc'casnm when

the SRF said that a letier 10 the
Trades Council would not be
enough to win their support
Delegates would need to be
mobilised and the Trades
Council meeting at which the
issue was to be raised would
need to be lobbied. Naturally, the
SRF continued to give full sup-
port for the march, whether
banned or not.

This year when the ban was suc-
cessfully defied, six of the people
we brought along lo the march
were arrested and charged.

In the interests of solidarity with
all those arrested on the day, we
call on you fo print this letter of

E

%

There is always something
depressing about reading ‘left
wing' journals that are obsessed
with their own small projects
Reading the last two issues of
RA and the prominence given to

fribution 10 the Irish struggle. But
it cannot combine its activities in
Edinburgh -which all socialists
should support - with ludicrous
statements such as that on page
3 of the last issue that “the entire
trotskyite (sic) left united with
bourgeois pariiamentarians in a
fierce condemnation of the Irish
Republican Army” over the
Warrington i

struggle against imperial-
ism or you don't. If you support it
for the ANC, for the PLO and the

. behaviour, like

Sandinistas then you support it in
Ireland.

Many people and groups on the
British left have spent years
building a dialogue with Sinn
Fein and other republicans, from
Ken as leader of the
GLC down to a local Labour
councillor in my ward in
Lewisham sharing a platform at a
public meeting in New Cross with

. a Sinn Fein councillor. During

this time, most of Red Action's
I has ol what

solidarity
- many would call adventurism

with the IRSP. Fair enough, com-
rades, we have a difference of
perspective - but o lie about your
opponents and presume every-
one on the revolutionary left has
the pro-imperialist onentation of
the Socialist Workers Party is
just part of the ‘holier than thou,
no one likes us' attitude that
opponents of Red Action so like
1o conjure up

Groups like the old WRP and the
present SWP retain their mem-
bership by lying about what their
opponents stand for, this is not a

able contribution it can make 1o
the united front by its work in
Anti-Fascist Action. There is no
reason why the same attitude
cannot be taken in anti-imperial-
ist and pro-republican activities
“No one likes us” is a chant from
my neares! foolball terraces at
Millwall, not a Marxist political
perspective

In comradeship,

Kevin Flack

London

Reply:
In the first place it was not
‘our’ project. The march was
called by the James
Soclety in anticipation of a
of a council ban
from '92 and in defiance of the
law. As regards our obses-
sion, RA was one of the few o
report it and probably the only
to L8
You insist that RA cannot
combine its activities in
Edinburgh- “which all social-
Ists should port”, - with

tary volunteers from the Soviet Union. Fascism would have taken
Spain in months had it not been for the Communist movement in
Spain and imemationally.

As for the anti-republican insurrection itself - we can see what hap-
pened from your article: the anarchist/trotskyist groups used their
legitimate govemment in an atiempted coup

against the
that had no support in republican Spain and very littie support in
Barcelona. It was an insurrection that could only weaken the anti-
tascist forces, and | am shocked that you seem to condemn the
communists for threatening to execute deserters who wished 1o flee
the anti-fascist front 1o fight in Barcelona, such people would have
deserved all they got at the hands of genuine working class anti-fas-

cist fighters,

The majority of the Spanish people chose to follow such heroic
leadership. Their fight against fascism and for European peace
could only be undermined by Trotskyist and anarchist adventures.
Surely we should not glorify such treachery! Perhaps the attitude of
the article would have been different if at Waterloo, some lefty group
had tumed up, claimed lo be anti-nazi and then, in the midst of the
battle against the nazis, attempled to physically attack AFA and RA
fighters?! That is what happened in Spain

Yours in anti-fascist solidarity

SM (Communist Action) London

RA REPLY:

1. [a)“umhﬂmuhmmme
ship consisted of workers and ‘peasants’. In fact 76,000 of the
‘peasants’ - almost a third of the entire membership - were

peasant proprielors as distinct from agricultural workers.
2. SM talks of the ‘worker-peasant’ alliance as if the peasant
proprietors represented a progressive force in rural areas.
There were two social forces in these areas; the proprietors
themselves, and the far more numerous agricultural workers
who after the revolution, formed the village committees and
co-operatives, to work the land collectively. in this context, the
peasant proprietors were a counter-revolutionary force.
that the communist party a return o the
conditions of the bourgeois republic, they swarmed to it in

during the May days. SM tries to make out
that it was a band of fascist sympathisers and saboteurs
organised in the CNT and the POUM that fought the commu-
nist controlled police (the same police that against the

‘ludicrous’ statements, that
the entire Trot left are de facto

imperialist.
Our attitude to anti-imperial-
ism is precisely the same as
the approach to anti-fascist
work, the only difference being
that the issue of the war in
Ireland is perhaps, )
even more difficult terrain. In
your defence of the left you
provide three not so recent
of revo-
lutionary endeavour; (a)The
fact that Socialist Action did
not condemn the bombings;
(are we to surmise from this
that they the
bombings?) (b) an internal
debate within your own outfit
Labour Briefing, which con-
cluded that to be consistent if
armed struggle is supported in
Africa, Palestine
Nicaragua then it must be sup-
ported in Ireland. (This after a
quarter of a century of armed
struggle!) (c)A Lewisham
councilior sharing a

with an elected
of Sinn Fein in a pub in New
Cross! And you say we're the
ones obsessed with our own
small projects?! So after you
had discussed the issue pri-
vately,what did this prompt
Labour Briefing to do pub-
licly? Clearly you did not fol-
low your own advice, lest it
hould end in ob

with
republicans, their rights to
freedom of speech and assem-
bly; in the

a hitherto  successful
loyalist/fascist campaign of
intimidation in Edinburgh. But

then that is such a small pro-
ject, suitable only for obses-
sives, | imagine, Labour

publican forces in July 1936). As the article strenuously
makes clear, every eye-witness and participant insists that it
was the anarchist rank and file and principally, the population
of the working class of Barcelona, that came out to|
fight. It is hard to better the words of Orwell, who himself
fought on the barricades:
“The issue was clear enough. On one side the CNT, on the
other side the police...when | see an actual flesh and blood
worker in conflict with his natural enemy the policeman, | do|
not have to ask myself which side | am on.”
SM does, and answers: the policeman’s side!
5. The sole chance of defeating the Francoist forces, of mobil-

the workers' own revolutionary Institutions had been sup-
the communist controlled state apparatus, the sac-
rifices demanded for such a mobilisation were not perceived
by the mass of the population to be justified. in the conven-
tional war that ensued, Franco's victory, though it might be

E

supplied was
given Franco by Hitler and Mussolini. So much for
Stalin as the patron of anti-fascists.

7. Finally, it should be pointed out that those that did the fight-
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involvement with the IRSM
was adventurism,then the
same label should be affived

You say we “lie about our
opponents,” but then you
describe the SWP as pro-impe-

latter insist they “reject
reformism.” Does this not
mean that you are guilty of

what you accuse RA
of doing? If you are rightly
entitied to have a perspective
without being accused of
telling lies then surely so are
we?

The rationale for our perspec-
tive is this: either you offer

in their war against the com-
mon enemy, our own ruling
class, or by defauit you

and economic status quo.
Either you support the IRA
against the common enemy,
of you stand with the common
enemy against the IRA. If in
addition, you employ Marx's
‘method of working' which
was to judge people by what
they do rather than what they
say, to assess by contribution
rather than attitude, and if as
you allege such a vast differ-
ence exists between the SWP,
and the rest of the Trotskyite
Left so as to make one the
antithesis of the other; all we
can say, is that this discrepan-
cy Is not to us discernible. If
on the other hand you reject
the criteria used as impossibly
harsh, you must rely for your
verdict on subjective attitude,
rather than objective actions.
This in turn reduces anti-impe-
rialism to the abstract: like
being unable to chose
between the highest or the
nicest mountain. The result
being that in the end it
becomes impossible to define

mperialism

- or anti imperialism. Once
that equation has been estab-
lished the only outcome that is
guaranteed is complete inertia,
which is where we came in.
‘No one likes us’ is a chant
from a football terrace and is
not as you point out a marxist
political perspective,on the
other hand RA's involvement
at Ceitic Park has proved that
neither are the two mutually
exclusive.

CLASS SQUABBLE!

Dear Red Action,

In reply to your reply of the leter
headed, “Credit where credit's

You may, perhaps, be corect in
saying that anarchists do not

cult? Lets imagine the sce-
nario; BL “What do you
want?" SF “Troops Out?” BL
“When?" SF “NOW!" BL “You
mean right now?" SF. “Yep"”
BL “well...| don't think they

the IRSP" and “lying about

what our opponents stand

for.” What is particularly
last

truth is more than adequate.
You counterpose RA's
involvement with the IRSP to
the years spent by the British
Left “buliding a dialogue

Sinn Fein”. Years eh? Surely it
couldn't have been that diffi-
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War is certainly involved in strug-
gles of this kind. The fact that we
don't shoot our mouths off about
every action or demo that we
participate in does not mean that
we are not concemed or active
within these struggles.

The Class War Federation is pri-
marily anti-captalist, anti-authori-
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this should not
combating the more urgen!
afttacks of the State against the
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us from creating the Social
Revolution. This is our goal (and
yours?). However, we are not
denigrating or down-playing the
work of anti-fascists; we have

country in AFA.

Anti-tascism is part of a larger
struggle and should not be
fetishised or we will lose sight of
our revolutionary purpose.
Yours in solidarity,

London Class War

US.of A.

Dear Red Action,

| was a member of the
International Socialist
Organisation here in the States
in the early ‘80s and | can truth-
fully say that most of your criti-
cism of the SWP would apply
equally o the IS0 in the same
period - in fact if anything, more
s0 since the 1ISO (a group that
hovered around 150 members)
lingered very much in the shad-
ow of the SWP. Because of the
difference in each group's
respective size, il the SWP
sneezed the 1SO caught pneu-
monia. But although the 1SO was
small the group had a healthy
openness lowards real life work-
ers’ struggles, especially in com-
parison fo the rest of the left here
which was either in the process
of falling apart entirely or moving

rightwards.
Towards 82-83 the theory of the
“downturn” was imported to the
States. Whatever merits this
argument had for a group of sev-
eral thousand, it had even less
for & tiny group of a little over 100
members. Practically, the effect
was to rationalise students with-
drawing from any contact with
real lite workers and instead
engage in the comfortable
cocooning of endless study
group discussions or internal
debates. This tactical tum was
justified by the downturn theory's
emphasis on how backward and
demorahksed workers were
In a large industrial city like
Baltimore where the ISO branch
was almost entirely composed of
out of state graduate students
who attended a very elite univer-
sity and had next to no roots in
the city itself, the results were
absurd. What few workers came
around the branch - mainly as a
result of contact with myself,
since | was the only native non-
student in the branch - were
ignored to hold another round of
study circles designed to aftract
the odd student contact. Very
the workers drifted away.
Why belong to an organisation
whose members did nothing but
talk endlessly on historical
events decades old in a rarefied
language you couldn't under-
stand in the first place? And
when the workers drifted away
this just reinforced the vicious cir-
cle argument of the “downturn®:
workers are backward and
demoralised because they didn't
stick around 1o attend “our”
socialist study groups!
Like you, | eventually worked my
way through to a criticism of
Leninism. Theory was something
| always dismissed - the point
was always 1o “do something” or
sell more papers. Now having
been a ‘loose dog' for several
years ie. not affiliated to any
organisation, for the first time |
had a chance to seriously read
and think through things on my
own | can't recommend this high-
ly enough, especially to those
who have been force fed what to
think and do through the different
parties.
Yours,
Curtis

Balmore, USA



governmental status quo was
someone eise’s faull. It couldn’t
be theirs.

In the run up o the election, the
Liberal Democrats issued a
leaflet asking voters what benefit
could be reaped from a £175,000
grant to a Bangladeshi youth
group. Another complained of
Labour's attempts o send a
£30,000 donation to help victims
of the Bangladeshi flood disaster.
Labour played the race card 100.
Further, it issued bogus canvass-

they boosted the BNFP's stand-
ing. It was a cynical tactic that
wenl homibly wrong.”
When anyone got round to ask-
ing them, most Islanders argued
that they'd only voled BNP as a
protest agains! local housing
policies. That working class peo-
ple in Tower Hamlets should
want to protest about the shit-
holes they're expected to live in
seems to have stunned the
left/liberal “intelligentsia”, yet
Tower Hamlets council itself
admits thal 44% of its housing
stock is “unsalistactory”. A quar-
ter of all households lack at least
hot water eic. To compound this,
unemployment in the borough
stands at one in four. TB - a dis-
ease which thrives on poverty -
has an incidence of six times the
of England and Wales.
A third of Eastenders have a
household income of less than
£4,500. From a rotting tower
block in the Isie of Dogs you can
look out and see Canary Whar,
where docklands development
soaks up money like a sponge.
Tower Hamiets became a Liberal
council because of local disgust
at the comuption and injustice of
decades of Labour administra-
tion, The Isle of Dogs remained a
Labour stronghold partly
because of the rottenness and
incompetence of the Liberals.
Eventually, a third force entered
the arena to hamess the discon-
tent with the parties of the politi-
cal establishment.
Sadly, this force was the BNP.
For all their protestations, this is

THE WRITING ON THE
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it looks like a disaster. To
reverse a defeat it is firs! neces-
sary to understand the causes

of defeat. For that to happen,
the left is going o have fo sacrt- |
fice a whole herd of fat, lazy,

sacred cows.

Most of the left see the BNP as §

an army of racist thugs, skin-
heads with misspelt
tatioos. Refusing to
take the ideas of the far-right
seriously allows the left to

|

escape the ity of hav-
ing to challenge those ideas
either i jcally or head on

That the BNP have actively
constituen-

demoralised and stripped of
opportunity by the
Thatcher/Major years - has
caused the left littie or no con-
cem. That the courtship would
one day be consummated
should therefore have come as

NO SUrprise.

The BNP have succeeded in pre-
senting themselves as a radical
altemative 1o the ills of capitalist
society. The failure of a left con-
stituted almost entirely from out-

The BNP's statement of political
objectives, “A New Way
Forward says, ‘We fight, not just
against chaos, but against pow-
erlul vested interests, whose
profiteers fear and hate us for the
challenge we pose o their posi-
tion in the rofting corpse of the
old order.”

To those of us “on the left” and
therefore ‘in the know" it's obvi-
ous that the BNP represent, far
from a challenge to the “old
order”, its final line of defence

So why should, in the Isle of
Dogs, 1480 working class people
think the BNP have something to
offer them?

“A New Way Forward" alks of
the Yailure of the whole political
system, rooted in institutions
which have long outlived their
usefulness o the nation.” To
working class people faced with
the reality of of mass unemploy-
menl, poor housing elc this Yai-

grasped by the lefl, which exists
removed from that reality. Every
mainstream party delends a
political system which has been
seen 1o fail; the BNP are the first
party many - young working
class kids particularly - have
seen who a)indict that system
and b) look capable of mounting
a challenge lo it
Part of the reason why the BNP
have a base within our class is
simply because they've actively
sought that base.
In an articke in British Nationalist
analysing their performance in
the 1992 general election, BNP
leader John Tyndall wrole, It has
always been my beliel thal the
for a socialst to
become a nationalist is no
greater than, if indeed as great
as, that necessary for a conserv-
ative lo reach the same position
.. the gulf separating us from the
mass of traditonal Labour follow-
ers is no bigger in reality than
that separating us from tradition-
al Tones.”
Tyndall goes on to talk of

ple tired of the clapped out sio-
gans of the class war” will be
“looking for an alternative political
home”.

What Tyndall has recognised
and what the Labour-loyal left
has failed 1o grasp is that their
“socialism” on offer to the work-
ing class has always had a
“nationalist” colouration. From a
Labour party which offered
import controls and wage
freezes, the Prevention of
Terrorism Act and the

Immigration Act,
fo a party like the BNP, which
calls for the protection of British
industry, an end to immigration

ure” is tangible in a way not and for a "govemment of national

In any case, on one level the
BNP are no more or less reac-

tionary than many of the suppos-
edly “democratic”, “respectable”
altematives

“The Establishment parties like fo
dismiss us as extremists - yel
BNP policies are aiready
put into practice in one form or
another by democratic govern-
ments all over the Western
world iation of immigrants
is taking place at this very
moment in countries such as
Germany, France and Greece.
Strict import controls are already
in force in countries such as
Japan and Korea.” (British
Nationalis! August 1993)

The standard left definition of fas-
cism is, in a distortion of the clas-
sical Marxist position, charac-
terised as “brutal bourgeois ter-
ror". Fascism is a movement of
the “petty bourgeoisie”. In the
words of one left group, Workers
Power, the raw maleriais for fas-
cism are ‘the masses of the petit
bourgeoisie caught, as in a vice,
between the proletariat and the
bourgeoisie.” As a sociological
snapshot of fascism’s base in
Nazi Germany at the time of its
ascension 1o power, this is rea-
sonably accurate, but it fails to
account for fascism's character-
istic as a mass movement and
one which is capable of aftracting
the allegiance of sections of the
working class.

In 1930 Leon Trotsky wrote of
fascism, W the Communist Party
is the party of revolutionary hope,
then fascism, as a mass move-
ment, is the party of counter-rev-

force that it drew behind it many

being tecognises

sections of the proletariat.”
To recognise the cause of
“counter-revolutionary

this
despair” within sections of
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ions alone are seen lo
count. We mus! concen-
" trate single mindedly on

cannol be stated with enough
emphasis. Mr and Mrs Average
Joe Public, before they will sup-
port something, want to feel
assured that it is a real force.”
(British Nationalist Feb/March
1992)

ing its test. And therein is the
crux of the problem. The “revolu-
honary sociakst aemative 1o the
BNP will have to be built by
working class socialists from
scraich, in combat with the BNP.
On one level, the vote for the
BNP in the Isle of Dogs is a
refracted, distorted signal of
class consciousness. A recogni-
tion that the “system™ doesn't
work. in the absence of a
force the left, “race and
nation” replace class, “revolu-
tionary hope" is replaced by
“counter-revolutionary
despair”.

(As a historical example writ
large, Mussolini, the Duce of fas-
cism, began his poitical ife as a
revolutionary Manxist, declaring,
“We cannot conceive of a patriot-
ic socialism. Socialism is truly of
a panhuman and universal
nature.” At the advent of World
War 1 he cried, In case of war,
instead of hurrying lo the frontier
we will unieash rebellion at
home.” Faced with the vacilla-
tions of the Halian Socialist Party
running counter 1o his desire o
‘make history, not endure it",
Mussohn from the war
as a declared enemy of the

state, “and the socialist one”.

In his writings, which chart the
confused course of his move-
ment from Marxism to fascism,

;

be stified then it has to be

replaced by a revolutionary
" socialist alternative that springs

from within our class, that pro-
moles, in Engel's words, “the
self-conscious, independent
movement of the immense

choked by the refusal of rank
and file communists and social-
ists to allow them control of the
streets. It was combatted also by
socialists being seen to offer a
positive altemative to the politics
of the fascists:

*... We organised the lenants
movement of East London so
that in street after streel Jews
and Gentiles worked together.
We insisted ... that it had got to
be done in the fascist areas.”
(Phil Piratin - ex-communist
councillor - imerviewed 1991)
The victory of Derek Beackon on
16 September 1993 should have
made clear to all concemed the
real degree of impotence of the
“revolutionary left” in the face
of the anger and despair of the
class it purports to represent.
Unless the reasons for that impo-
tence are recognised and the
lessons learned, Beackon will
only be the first of many.

WHERE FOR ART THOU ROMEO?
CONTINUED FROM FRONT PAGE

or the press. The Observer newspaper printed an article claiming
that Jordan had been set up by a Special Branch informer working
within the team. Jordan and Grimes both went
to prison. Daly DIDN'T, He faced an INLA court martial, but with the
heip of his advisers and the ‘CV' of the Official IRA activities that
they provided, he managed to biuff it out.

By 1989 Daly had been transferred from Special Branch to MIS. In
October 1989 he was sent to Ireland, tasked with gaining intelli-
gence on the IRSPANLA (whilst describing this part of Daly's cover,
the prosecution barrister in the Mc Monagle/Heffernan case biun-
dered, stating that “in iste ‘89 Daly was moved back, I'm sorry,
moved back fo Galway.") Daly and MI5 could not admit that Daly
had been sent to ireland, because It would contravene international
law. Over the following months Daly became increasingly frustrat-
ed &t his inability to make any contact with the Republican Socialist
Movement, his handlers described him at this stage as “champing
at the bit", “desperate o do the business”. Eventually contact was
made, and using his branch provided intelligence, persuaded the
INLA to take on the

S0, in February 1992, three INLA men were despatched to England.
They were photographed as they passed through the docks. When
they reached the safehouse their every word was recorded. The
only person who visited was an MIS agent, who took them on a
couple of initial reconnoitres of the quarry. When they were arrest.
ed, in what the police described as “a premature end fo the opera-
tion" (le: Martin stumbled upon a camouflaged copper, necessitat-
ing their arrests), Daly began a process of disinformation, creating
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There has to be a certain amount of speculation about why exactly
the police described the arrests as “premature”. Were the arrests
the desired result or were they after something more final and more
spectacular? if the men were to be arrested at the quarry, why both-
e to fill the sealed explosives container with explosives and deto-
nators? It makes no sense uniess the outcome was to be the sum-
mary sxecution of Liam and Martin. As well as the thirty three
armed Avon and Somerset officers, there were also seven armed
Metropolitan police officers at the quarry, with a separate com-
manding officer. Their role has never been clearly defined, but their
positions at the quarry in conjunction with the other evidence sug-
gests that they may have been the frustrated executioners. It must
be remembered that at this period MI5 were in conflict with the
Special Branch over the issue of who should control anti-terrorism.
it Liam and Martin had been regrettably shot dead at the scene MIS,
as overall controllers of the operation, could have grabbed interna-
tional headiines (“Dangerous INLA fanatics, armed with handguns
and explosives™), and made a definitive gesture, a real show of

to Whitehall, the media and the British public. The eventu-
al trial did gain a lot of publicity, but that was nine months after the
event, and o a lot of people was just 50 much paper. Three dead
terrorists would have been immediate and tangible proof of MIS's
commitment, ability and effectiveness in the war against terrorism.
Another benefit of the execution for MIS s that it would not have
precipitated the unweicome and expensive exposure of Daly as an

agent provocateur.
During the Heffernan/McMonagie trial Daly, MIS and the crown all
denied that Daly was an agent provocateur (the dictionary defini-

Mussolini gives us an accurate

tion being a secret agent who provokes people to commit illegal
acts and 50 1o be discredited or liable to punishment), despite the
evidence that he was. Daly and MIS had stimulated

politically and financially, Without Daly, the operation would not
have taken piace. None of this, however, represented any kind of
defence for the accused. Under English law entrapment and the
use of agents provocateur is quite legitimate. MIS had acted lllegal-
Ty by placing an agent in the Republic of ireland, but the judge ruled
that to be irrelevant and inadmissible 1o the jury.

The outcome was that two more (young) men have been “lifed-off".
They can expect to receive little or no political or financial support
from their organisations. The IRSP no longer exists, it has neither
opened It's offices nor produced a paper in over four years.

was offered a place on the Army Council (the INLA's governing
body), MIS feit that they could afford 1o tum it down.

The 1987 internal feud was fought over Ta Power’s insistence on
“the primacy of politics”; the principle that the military struggle
must be subordinate to the political struggle/wing. in ireland, and
indeed in any revolutionary situation, people but
without guns will be regarded as liberals .
guns but without ideclogy will be regarded as bandits
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ODOMY & THE LASH!

With the success of the anti-divorce campaign in 1986, church influence in political
affairs may have peaked. But loday middie-class sell-flageliation about alienating
protestants has a similar polihcal purpose.

ne of the tavourite argu-

of the Southem lib-

eral establishment in rela-

tion to the Six Counties revolves
around the claim that northern
Protestants will not be 'coerced’
into a United ireland but that it
might be possible to coax them
towards a befter relationship with
the South through the implemen-
tation of more social
legisiation in the 26 Counties
This disingenuous theory has

tions the future looks
bright for a more secularised

ed abortion rights in the state
have delighted the liberal middie
class. After all, these are the very
measures that will endear them
to Northern Unionists and lead,
in an unspecified way, towards
greater harmony between North

being doing the rounds for many and South.

years now and is often backed
up with other spurious debales
about Articles 2 and 3 of the
Southern Constitution. It is a
favourite hobby horse of the ‘Just
Society’ school of thought among
liberals and their alles
in the centre and on the soft left.
No socialist could argue that the
attitude of the 26 County state in
relation to women's rights, civil
liberties, sexual freedom,
divorce, etc. has been in any way

opment and implementation of
state policy in the area of what is
laughingly called ‘morality and
ethics’. While Bishops go into
hysterics about contraception
they are very rarely heard lo utier
a word about corruption in busi-
ness or criticism of the Golden
Circle cartel that effectively con-
trols the Irish economy in both
the public and private sector
Church bashing has become a
popular sport among ‘liberals’ in
the South and is now akin to
shooling fish in a barrel. The
recent exposure of the scandal of
the Magdalen women has done
a lot of damage 10 the ‘caring’
image of the Catholic church and
has revealed an ugly residue of
20th Century Irish morality. The
Magdalens were the cutcast
women of Irish society who were
locked up in convents for life for
the crime of getting out-
side of marriage. This barbaric
system was the accepled
method of dealing with unmar-
ried mothers and illegitimacy until
the early 1970s. Recently 130
bodies of Magdalen women were
exhumed from their graves in a
Dublin convent, cremated and
buried in a mass grave without
their relatives being informed
The graveyard had been sold by
a profit hungry church to recoup
some of the losses it incurred
after the collapse of Guinness
Peat Aviation, the convent in
question had invested in stocks
and shares before the company
collapsed.

Allied with the Bishop Casey
scandal, the Abortion debate and
the reactionary attitude of the
Catholic Church on social ques-

reason being that the

Protestant churches in the
North are in fact far more reac-
tionary than their southern
Catholic counterparts. While the
Rev. lan Paisley bellows about
the 'Priest-ridden Irish Republic
his hatred is based on irrational
sactarianism, not on opposition
to the involvement of clergymen
in political life. In the South the
church may pull the strings of
political power, but in the North
Paisley and Orange Order leader
Rev. Martin Smyth are directly

lected political rep
who are also clerics. 80% of
DUP politicians are members. of
the Free Presbyterian Church
Paisley himself has said “The
DUP is the political wing of evan-
gelical protestantism”

The ideology of extreme right
Prolestantism is worse than thal
ol the Catholic Church. Paisiey's
Free Presbyterianism is based
on sectarianism and hatred. It's
theology is that of evangelical-
ism, closely allied with other
insane fundamentalist sects in
the United States. Paisley's
church believes in the absolute
truth of every word in the Bible
and is aimost as viciously sectar-
ian towards other strands of
Protestantism as it is towards
Catholics. Paisley's church has
succeeded in turning the main-
stream Presbyterian Church fur-
ther 1o the right, leading to it's
withdrawal from the moderate
Warld Council af Churches,
which Paisley believes is an gcu-
menical front for Communism.

The evangelical beliefs of the
Free Presbyterian Church are
carried over into the political pro-
gramme of the Democratic
Unionist Party which believes
that “Ulster should decide it's
own moral standards and codes
of behaviour”. This evangelical
moral code includes the banning
of rock concerts, films, books
and preventing the opening of
pubs and shops on Sundays.
The platform of the Party also
includes opposition to divorce,
homosexuality, abortion and
women's rights, the issues dear-
est 10 the hearts of liberals in the
South. The DUP believes that
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the Civil State should be
used to enforce religious
conformity, a doctrine
identical to that of the
Catholic Church in the
South.

The DUP and the more
‘moderate’  Official
Unionist Party ran the
viclously homophobic
‘Save Ulster from
Sodomy' campaign in
the 80's. This was a
failed attempt 1o prevent
the introduction in Ulster
of British Laws legalis-
ing homosexual acts
between consenting
adults, Many conserva-
tive catholics informally
supported the campaign
and signed Free
Presbyterian petitions
on the issue. Last April
the youth wing of the
Official Unionist Party,
allied with the Conservative Party
and fundamentalist Christian
groups instigated a violently
homophobic campaign against
gay students in Belfast's Queens
University. A motion attacking
Gay rights was passed by the
union council which denied les-
bian, gay and bisexual students
repr tation in the college.
Contrast this with a stalement
from the Pope last year when he

Defiant UVF killer Aoben Knight, deter-
mingd to save Uister from sodomy

said “Discrimination on the basis
of homosexual tendencies is not
unjust”

The anti-abortion campaign in
the North has the support of
most major poltical parties. The
DUP has been instrumental in
preventing the extension of the
1967 Abortion Act, which applies
in the rest of Britain, to Northem
Ireland. Not surprisingly the total
axclusion of abortion from Ireland
is also a central policy of the
Catholic church. When the first
Brook Clinic, providing sex edu-
cation and contraception advice
to young people, was set up in
Belfast two years ago the broad
front of groups who opposed it
included the Catholic Church,
the DUP, the SDLP and SPUC.

similar level of hypocrisy
emerges in relation o the
UP’s strong opposition to
divorce. Despite the fact that the
Unionists claim their undying loy-
alty to the British state they
refuse 1o accept one of it's most
basic civil liberties.
In the 1870's a prominent mem-
ber of the DUP and religious
acolyte of Paisley was William
McGrath, McGrath was a
founder of the Loyalist Tara para-
military group. He believed that
the Protestants of Northern
Ireland were the ‘lost tribe of
Israel' and that the Catholic
Church should be declared an
organisation. He was aiso
a notorious child abuser at the

Kincora Boys Home and was
eventually jailed for child rape
and buggery. Paisiey was aware
of Mc Grath's activities and the
horrific events at Kincora but

ly revealed by journalists. So
much for the moral code of the
DUP.
The conflict in the six counties is
not of religious origin and neither
is it's present manifestation. The
Free Prulm.rlln Church is a
mirror image of the Catholic
Church. They share a beliel in
the sanctity of the family and cen-
sorship of liberal social and sexu-
al ideas. Their common funda-
mentalism extends 1o the repres-
sion of other religious ideas in the
interests of their own sectarian
brands of Christianity and the
implementation of these sectarian
beliefs in the Civil law of the
State. Their greatest fear is the
dilution of their social and political
power through the spread of sec-
ularist or socialist ideas.
media in the 26 coun-

ties, dominaled as it is by

the neo-unionist political
ideclogy of the liberal middie
class, uses the existence of the
war in the north to peddie the
myth that it is Republicanism that
has created the current situation
The unstated assumption being
that the war can only be ended
by the elimination of the resis-
tance of the nationalist people
and a retumn to some form of
Stormont rule, albeit with a
devolved or power sharing
see themselves as ‘opinion for-
mers', argue at all opportunities
that ‘concessions’ must be
made to the Unionists. These
concessions usually lake the
form of amendments to the
Irish constitution with the aim of
I'I'Ilklng it's provisions more
aftractive to the Unionists. The
falsity of this theory has already
been proven. In November
1971 Paisley said that if the
special position accorded to the
Catholic Church was removed
from the Irish Constitution this
would lead better relations with
the South and 1o “good neigh-
bourliness in the highest possible
sense”. In 1972 a relerendum in
the 26 counties removed the
superior status accorded 1o the
Catholic Church, by which time
Paisley, having come under fire
from even more extreme loyal-
ists, dropped his ‘conciliatory’
approach 1o the South,
Nevertheless the argument for
constitutional changes to
appease unionists 15 consistently
trotted out by the Southern
establishment, most notably by
Fine Gael during the 1986
Divorce Referendum. Rather
than argue for divorce on the
basis of civil liberties and the
need for social legis-
lation in the South the govern-
ment inslead presented it as a
liberal issue likely to make
Northern  Unionists more
amenable 1o betler relations with
the 26 Counties.

Even secular protestants who
accept divorce, contraception,
gays rights, etc, are opposed 1o
unity with the south because of
their political allegiance to
Unionism, not due to the lack of
progressive social legisiation in
the South

The leaders of Unionism in the
North have built their political ide-
ology on their own self-preserva-
tion as a class and have con-
vinced the majority of working
class protestants that they are
under threat from the South. The
desire of the loyalists to retain

ook after that area”.

cists or attempls al fascist

The campaign fo stop the nazi David Irving speaking in Ireland pro-
duced an unprecedented unity on the Irish Left. Apart from the
SWM and their front organisation the ANL most of the Irish Left
were involved in the “Stop Irving Campaign”. Unfortunately this
paper unity was never put to the practical test. It's one thing to
agree lo the implementation of the * No Platform For Fascisls”
stance of the campaign and another thing to actually physically
ensure that there is no free speech lfor fascists. Most likely it would,
as usual, have been left fo a small element within the campaign lo

The invitations to Irving fo speak in colleges in Dublin and Cork
mmmmmmvm-mm
clal outlay for security due, lo quote a Garda spokesman, lo *
threats of violence from elements within the opposition groups”.
The SWM/ANL disassociated themselves from the threats of vio-
lence, claiming that peaceful protest would suffice in stopping
Irving speaking. Expenience has shown that emply slogans and
endless press conferences will not stop the fascists

We may yet get a chance 10 see how this unity holds up “in the
heat of battle” as a new umbrella campaign, was formed out of the
Stop Iving Campaign to organise any actions against visiting fas-

paign is called Irish Anti Fascist Alance (Irish AFA).

tion in Ireland. This new cam-

the Union with Britain is not due
to religion but to the economic
advantages to themselves of this
link. Working class protestants
were, and are, induced 1o be
loyal to the Union through the
granting of minor, but important,
economic advanlages over
catholic workers. The level ol
unemployment in Northern
Ireland is directly related to this
fact, in 1985 catholic unemploy-
ment, at 35%, was two and a hall
times higher than in the protes-
tant community. In the same
year only 46% of catholic males
aged 19-24 were working, com-
pared to 64% of protestants
The media constantly portrays
Republicans and nationalists as
the source of political intransi-
gence in the North, the ongin and
history of the Unionist state prior
fo 1969 is conveniently ignored.
Anyone expressing the fact that
the Northem Ireland statelet was
founded on the bigotry and intol-
erance of loyalism and that
Unionist politicians wish to retum
to this situation is deemed to be
a 'nationalist’ and therelore
beyond the pale of respectable
opinion. Recently the media
engaged in much criticism of
Gerry Adams for carrying the cof-
fin of an IRA Volunteer but no
comment was made on the pres-
ence of the Chair of the Official
Unionist Party and Southern
media darling Christopher Mc
Gimpsey at a UVF funeral

iddie class soul searching

and sell flagellation about

alienating protestants
does have a political purpose
This group would prefer to
accepl a unity of slightly less big-
oted Catholic and Protestants in

the hope that such a develop-
ment would result in greater polit-
ical power for their social group
al the expense of the advance-
ment of socialsm and the work-
ing class. The fact that the kiberal
middle class in the South can
substitute a sympathy for the
political representatives of
extreme right protestant funda-
mentalism in place of the haled
Catholic version once again
exposes them as the reactionary
force that they are

Te antics of the soft left in
relation 1o the northem con-
flict is directly in line with
that of the ‘fiberal’ media. While
putting forward what they claim
are ‘progressive’ or even ‘socal-
ist’ arguments on the North these
self-proclaimed revolutionary
groups are merely promoting the
same agenda as the liberals and
the establishment. While theoret-
ically claiming to support the
Nationakist population
in the Six Counties the soft left
refuses lo identity Loyalism as
the source of the conflict and
engages in debates and cam-
paigns which condemn ‘sectari-
anism on both sides’
roof of this can be seen in
the participation of ‘social-
Ist’ groups in establishment
promoted and pointless cha-
rades such as “a minute's silence
for peace” and petitions to the
trade union movement o end
sectarian killings. The fact that
the soft left in the South unques-
tioningly follow the middie class
orthodoxy in relation to Northem
politics merely exposes their
bourgeois origins and preten-
SIons
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ignored by those who you
would think would have the
The

The 80th Commemoration of
the 1913 Lockout, initiated by
Rea Action, was all but

threat of
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she had previously

Connolly, Larkin & Wolle Tone  whole month of August!

state of the Unions in Ireland was that in spite of libellous com-
ments directed at the Govemment, the employers, eic.. made at
the public meetings organised by the Commemoration Commitiee
and in the pamphiet produced to commemorate the Lockout, the
only bgdmumhommcmummndmlm
Congress Of Trade Unions Youth Committee Rhonda Donaghy.
threatened legal action over the inclusion of her name
of the sponsors of the Commemoralion campaign even
given her permission 1o this. Rhonda's
problem seemed 1o be that she considered the Commemoration
commitiee a “Provo front” despite the Stickies and other anti
Republican elements being involved

Rhonda, of course, has been nowhere to be seen during the eight
month long strike for Union recognition at Pat the Baker

most to celeb majon-
ty of Trade Unions, with
some nolable exceptions,
made absolutely no input lo
the Commemoration
Special mention must go lo
SIPTU, the biggest Irish
Union, who, although formed
out of an amalgamation of
the two unions founded by
Big Jim Larkin, informed us
that they couldn't be of assis-
tance due to the fact that
they were on holiday for the

Another example of the sad
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dynamics of fascism in italy are
not masked, as in Germany, by
the built in ideclogical scapegoal-
ing of a racial minority. The Italian
Communist leader during these
years, Antonio Gramsci, isolated
the social base and tactics of fas-
cism:

It is the peity bourgeoisie, espe-
cially in the country areas,

provides the force for fascism. Itis Socialist

the pefty bourgeoisie which has
armed itself and organised itself
militanily, before the proletaniat and
Typically, the fascist movement
found most of its supporters
amongst the small

interests, white collar workers, in
highly skilled workmen and super-
visory staff and in the ‘floating
population’ of those who found
only occasional work.

True fo its ideological character as
a petty bourgeois ‘cross-class’
collaborationist movement, the
halian fascists paraded elements
of a ‘workerist’ ideology. The fas-
cist programme referred to “the
creation of national technical

of all elements in production -
workers, technicians and bosses
organised jointly in legislative
councils directing each branch

industry - was ‘corporatism’. All
these interests, in theory, were
identified with the same ‘corpors-
tion' and were supposed to work
in harmony within it

In character with its emphasis on
the essential identity of all class
interests, fascism could even
claim, as in the talian fascist
‘Handbook’ that:

“Fascism is nol opposed o sociak
ism in itsel, but lo its theoretical

a system of pro-
duction. As between capitalism
and communism, they preler
whatever sysiem guarantees the
most abundant production...”

Mussolini could assure the Malian

worker that:
“"Nobody can dream of dniving the

of Nationalists' (ANI) with its para-

ants of the flags, emblems,
marches, insignia and salutes
associated with the ‘red” workers
made their ; the tradi-

m an authentic ‘proletarian’
identity. Fascism's ‘proletarian

revolution along the lines of B¢

Russia in 1917 seemed possible.
Fatally, the Italian workers’ par-
ties (principally the Italian
Party, the PSI) failed to
develop an aggressive sirategy
which would have moved the cri-
sis out of the workplaces and
against the state. Eventually the
socialists and trade union leaders
accepted a retum 1o the capitalist

tions became known as the
‘blennio rosso’ (ihe ‘red years'
1918-21). Outraged by the imeso-
lution of the state, and panicked

(combat groups), there were a
whole basket-full of rival fascist or
proto-fascists gangs irading
under wvarious names: the
‘Association of Italian

military wing, the ‘Sempre
Pronti’, the 'Anti-Bolshevik
League’, the ‘Fasci for Social

eic. Gramsci ]
“The Fasci de combattimento
, in the aftermath of the

[first] world war, with the petty
bourgeois character of the vanous
war-veleran's associations which
appeared in that period. Because
of their character ol determined
opposition fo the socialist move-
ment...the fasci won the support of
the capitalists and the authorities.”
These were reinforced by the
members of the ‘Arditi, the war
volunteer ‘commandos’ who
an aggressive and highly
reactionary association of some
20,000 on the lines of the German
Frei Corps. Despite the coalition of

]
z

action was 1o burn down the
offices of the socialist paper,
‘Avantil’ (for which Mussolini had
once worked). Workers’ marches

as they

1820, the Rome offices of *Avanti’

and will at the same time serve o

after ful ally of the new fascist terror

gangs. Despite the defeat of the
workers' occupation of the facto-
ries in the autumn of 1920, huge
funds found their way to

amongst the agrarian poor.
‘Revolutionary action
squadrons’ were formed with the
new money funding purchases of
ams for the recently enrolled ex-
officers, unemployed middle class

were trashed. By this time, when it
had become apparent that they
were followang the same agenda,
the Arditi and a number of other
anti-labour militias merged with
Mussolini's fascists.

State agencies also put their
names down on the agenda. A
colonel within the Italian war
Ministry - a ‘military expert in civil
war” - was commissioned 10 sur-
vey the political scene and report
with a “detailed plan for an anti-
socialist offensive” He advocated
the recruitrnent of a 25,000 strong
anti-labour militia, but advised that
it would be vital to supplement this
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co-operative
associations, offices of the work-
ers’ press were attacked in
Trieste, Modena, Florence and

infiltrate far larger numbers,
launch surprise attacks and quick-
ly clear the scene.

On the occasions where the fas-
cists suffered a reverse, they
retumed to aftack work-

or militants.

Gramsci testified soon after the
formation of the PCI in January
1821, 1o the effectiveness of the
fascist tactics:

“What has been most surprising,
in the cities that have lallen prey

class was decapitaled
and became incapable of any
action.”

the

machinery of struggle of the
socialist trade unions break up

In the same year, Gramsci added,
“the great Socialist Party...has
completely disintegrated.” The
bureaucratic and traditional left,
including the newly haiched PCI,
were paralysed by the aggressive

and confrontational tactics of the
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workers

and peasants.

The police remained on the side-
lines as fascist units attacked red |

demonstrations, marches and
buildings. Only when the red
forces resisted, did the police

move in - to arrest the anti-fas-

police chief that the fascist
squadrons required immediate
transportation to neighbouring
towns. The police laid on a fleet of

centres of labour organisation.
Gramsci summarised the situa-

tion:

“The fascists have been able to
carry on their activities only
because tens of thousands of
functionaries of the State, espe-
cially in the public securilty forces
and in the judiciary, have become
their moral and malerial accom-

He also explained how their inter-
ests were interlinked:

“These functionaries know that
their impunity and their careers

are closely linked o the fortunes

ably received the heaviest sen-
tences available, while the few
fascists who managed to get
amested were set free
with ludicrous fines. As one lead-
ing fascist militant, Umberto
Bianchelli, recalled in his
ofa :
“Fascism, it must be confessed,
developed and almos! had a free
hand because we found amongs!
the functionaries of the police
Ralian hearts who rejoiced lo see
us come lo the rescue. They vied
with each other in helping the
fascr”

The army too, was an important

factor behind the sireet domi-
nance of the fascists. The army

Chief of Staff, General Badoglio,
sent a circular to all the comman-

dants of each military district
ordering that demobilised officers

should be sent to the most impor- |
tant fascist centres where they
would direct the operations of the

terror gangs. Gramsci describes
the process:

“In July, the War Ministry...began
the demobilisation of some 60,000
officers...the demodbilised officers

kept four-fifths of their pay, and for |
the most part were sent lo the key

political centres, under an obliga-
tion to join the Fasci di combatti-
menlo.”

Guns and ammunition, logether
with other military material, found
their way to the fascists squads
Again, the collusion was barely
covered up. The fascists squads
based in Trent broke a strike in
open cooperation with units of the
local infantry company. In
Bolzano, the officers of the 232nd
Infantry actually founded their own
‘fascio’

Fascist actions fo adop! a
grander scale. The town of
Grosseto, run by a socialist coun-
cil, was lerrorised by fascist gangs
drawn from the entire region;
many workers were killed and
wounded, and a whole range of
buildings destroyed, including the



to a second, reserve

force, the “Trairl". It was now pos-

sible to undertake systematic

occupations of red areas.
recorded that:

~ Labour exchanges, cooperative
~ headquarters and workers' papers
were once again the objects of

attack. By August 1922, these ly

squads had succeeded in taking

offices of Avanti in Milan, and
Lavoro in Genoa were bumt to the
ground. In Genoa, the port, former
stronghold of the dock workers'
cooperatives was led. In a
little over two years, the main
workers' isations and power
centres had been softened up 1o a
degree that made the official hand
over of state power 1o Mussolini's
fascists a possibility. in October
1922, the theatrical ‘March on
Rome’ saw Mussolini appointed
as head of state.

During this period, which saw the
enormous potential of the workers’

ilianies of the fascist gangs, the
socialist parties and union leaders
refused to answer the fascist
threat in kind. The union paper,
the ‘Battaglia Syndicale’ assured
its readers.

“Fascism cannol in any case be
conquered in an armed siruggle
but only in a legal struggle.”
In October 1921, Gramsci

played in the opposition to what
he termed the fascist led “capital-
ist offensive™:

“Trade wunion organisation,
whether it had a reformisl, anar-
chist or syndicalis! label, had
brought about the emergence of a
whole hierarchy of grealer and
lesser leaders whose bes! known
characleristics were vanily, a
mania lor wielding uncontrolied
power and unresirained dema-
gogy. The most ridiculous and
absurd role in this whole comedy
was played by the anarchists. The
more they shrieked al authontan-
anism, the more authoritarian they
were. The more they howled
about wanting freedom, autonomy
and spontaneous initiative, the
more they sacnficed the real will of
the broad masses and the sponia-

arm their own supporters. They
consistently refused the offers,
pleading, in the words of one his-

. torian, that it was the duty of the

state lo protect the citizen against
the armed attacks of other citi-
Zzens” - even when the state open-
ly condoned, provisioned and
facilitated these attacks.

In the ltalian parliament, the open-
reformist socialist leader Turati
pleaded with Mussolini: “let us
really disarm!”. They enthusiasti-
cally supported the offer of the lib-
eral prime minister, Bonomi, to
organise the “reconciliation” of fas-
cists and socialists. Gramsci, in an
article entitled ‘The Two
Fascisms' wrote how the urban,
petty bourgeois wing of the fascist
forces would always ‘necessarily
onentale itself towards collabora-
tion with the socialists”. The same
tendencies can be seen in con-
temporary fascism. There is a
‘socialist’ wing within fascism that
seeks 1o reconcile centre/right
‘labourism' with fascist forms of
organisation. Correspondingly,
‘socialists’ of the centre and nght
will always negotiate or share plat-
forms with fascist inlerests in pref-

- erence lo enlering inlo open con-

flict with them. In particular, they
will unite with the fascists against
genuinely revolutionary currenls
within the workers’ movement
The complicity of bureaucratic
labour inlerests and fascism was
repealed in Germany, and should
not surprse today
The socialists signed a solemn
‘peace pact’ ('patto di pacifi-
cazione’) with Mussolini's fascists
in August 1921, As Gramsci com-
mented, the peace pact,
“could not but cause the move-
ment of proletanan resurgence lo
stagnate, and could not but bring
about a reorganisation of the reac-
tionary elements and a new siral-
egy on their pan.”
Fascist aftacks continued more or
less as before, and then intensi-
fied. The socialists continued to
urge the govemment lo neutralise
the fascist by mass arrests
and the forcible dissolution of
amed centres. The authorities did
indeed launch a number of raids
in response to this demand.
L , the police raids were
directed against work-

shaken from this attitude, even
when events had proved beyond

afl argument that the legal appara-
tus of the state; so far from
restraining the fascist offensive
was actually involved in organising
. Gramsci protested:

“The socialists still believe that
they can oppose the bourgeois
class, which organises and
unleashed viclence everywhere,
with protests in Parliament and
resolutions deploring fascist bar-
barities.”

cwility and good breeding. Despite  fight

the agglomeration of workers in
our industrial town, despite the
various parties and political ten-
dencies there has always been
respect and consideration for the
ideas of others..."

Both the PSI and the trade union-
ists in the General Confederation
of Labour, saw themselves as
part of the state and potentially
as the state itself, and were
therefore structurally incapable of
undertaking actions in opposition
lo its authority. The actual state
however, regarded the fascists as
auxiliaries operating on its own
agenda. In this situation, only the
autonomous and direct action of
the workers' organisations them-
selves could have blocked fascist
control of the streets and thereby,
the entire capialist offensive

One large scale aftempt at organi-
sation along the lines of workers'
direct action squads did take
place. Militants drawn from a
range of tendencies including rev-
olutionary syndicalists, left social-
ists, communisls etc., were
involved in the formation of an
ant-fascist miliia - the Arditi del
popolo. The Arditi del popolo
formed spontaneously, outside the
traditional structures of the unions
and the left, and from Apnil 1820,
grew rapidly. The organisation
began in Rome, where it was
formed by a number of demo-
bilised ex-soldiers. In many areas
it was based on the ‘Red Guard’
units which had been formed dur-
ing the ‘red years'. 1919-20, to
protect the occupied factories. It
quickly took root in militant work-
ing class communities throughout

ers’ organisations and the |ialy

‘Peoples Houses' (Casas del
with the result that the
few arms available to militant

The Arditi squads took names
according to local inclinations. In
Genoa for example, there were

the action of the fascist terror
gangs, reported in July 1921, that:
“The Arditi del popolo perhaps
has the ilusion that it can dam up
the armed movement of the reac-
tion...*

As an alternative to ‘arditismo

organisations and work of the
Arditi del P,

The Commumuﬁ were al first
equivocal. In July 1921, Gramsci
wrote:

the Arditi del popolo movement?
On the contrary: they wanl the
arming of the proletanal, the cre-
ation of an armed prolglanan force
which is capable of defeating the

Yet imprisoned within the central-
ism and ideological constraints of
the PCI apparatus, he stopped
short of outright endorsement.
Despite Gramsci's initial if guard-
ed enthusiasm, the Communists
too, were soon alleging that the
Arditi del popolo contained
“doubtiul” elements “lacking class

. the ideologi

cally pure could be permitied to
the fascists.
Despite the numbers of commu-
nists involved in its original forma-
tion, the communist leadership
soon perceived a threat to their
own authority. Although verbally
commitied to a violen! response 10
tascist provocations the Party
ordered their members 1o leave
the organisation, threatening The
maos! severe " against
those who refused. The
Communists formed separate
“Communist Squadrons” of their
own, calling for anti-lascist unity
behind the communists.
In obedience to pary discipline,
Gramsci appears 1o have gone
along with this line, al least in pub-
lic. His real attitude al the time is
spelt out in a speech he gave to
the Party’s Lyon Congress in
January, 1926.
“lall] tactics which induce the
masses [0 are lo be con-
demned. Bul precisely this
occurred in 1921-2, as a result of
the party leadership's aftitude on
the question of the Arditi del
. That tactic, even if on the
one hand it corresponded lo the
need fo prevent the party mem-
bers trom being controlled by a
leadership thal was nol the party's
leadership, on the other hand
served to disqualily a mass
movement which had started
from below and which could have
been exploited by us politically.”
(RA’'s emphasis)
Gramsci thus acknowledged thal
the Arditi del popoio
a real movement of the class,
which aithough it inevitably took
the initial form of ‘squaddist’
actions, the opportunity
to build a genuine mass move-
ment dedicaled to confrontational
activity with the fascists and the
interests they fought for. He con-

. leadership in the cru-

cludes that the
Communist party's
actual policy, of
demanding ‘mass’
action under their own

cial period 1921-22,
“only led lo passivity
and inaction”.

seizure of
Italy.
and

fascist
power in
Disowned
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, succeeded in battering a
military-style attack by several
thousand fascists due to the fact,

ducted according to military
methods”. As it was, wherever the
fascist squadrons attacked a par-
ticular “red’ locality in the absence
of opposition organised by the
Arditi del popolo, they encoun-
tered only fragmented and direc-
tionless resislance
For appearances’ sake however,
the left had to seem to be doing
something, however marginal to
the real situation. in the wake of a
fascist ‘punitive expeditions’
red centres, left
steadfastly refused to call for
counterattacks and insisted that
the homes of known fascists were
to be respected. Instead, they
called for “general protest strikes”
designed to force the authorities
10 talk with them, The discussions
that followed degeneraled 1o the
levels of black farce. The same
authorities that the left pleaded
with to stop the fascist attacks
were involved up to the hilt in facil-
itating and encouraging the very
same attacks. Moreover, the only
group to profit from the strikes
were the fascists themselves
They seized the opportunity to
protect the scabs who worked
the prolests, and 1o target
and attack those who joined. A
united front consisting of the lead-
ers of the principal trades unions,
the ‘Alleanza del lavoro™ (Workers
Alliance), called for anti-fascist
demonstrations on 1 May, 1922
The government banned any
marches, so the organisers con-
tented themselves with a number
of rallies instead. Large numbers
of workers turned oul, without
being organised for any offensive,
or as Gramsci complained, even
any defensive action
The strength of the workers’
movement, especially in the north-
ern industrial areas of Naly was
shown even after the fascist
takeover, by the continued resis-
tance and underground orgamnisa-
tion of anti-fascist groups in these
areas. Even after some twenty
years of fascist rule, the re-emer-
gence of the anti-fascist forces in
the partisan movement that swept
through Italy in the latier stages of
the war, demonstrates the exis-
lence of the vast offensive polen-
tial within the italian working class
in the years 1920-22
At the end of July 1922, as the
culmination of their strategy, the
left reformists called a nationwide
general strike. A number of partial
: " sirkes having failed, it
was concluded that a full blast
general strike must be the solu-
tion. The sirike was nol designed
10 hit directly at the fascists - how
could it unless reinforced by simul-
taneous direct action? - but in
order to exert pressure upon the

constitutional authorities. The

object in fact, was lo defend the
bourgeois republic. The minor dis-

. asters of the partial ‘general’
strikes

Once again, faced with no opposi-
mobilised middle class scabs to

the fascists finally assured that no
independent movement of the
working class was capable of
slanding against them. In
Mussolini's words:

“If the three secrelaries of the
Aliance of Labour had been three
of the mosi lanatcal fascsts, they
could not have rendered @ greater
senvice 1o the cause of Itakian fas-

cIsm.

When the loial inadequacy of their
tactics became undeniable, the
left simply adopted the ostrich

' position - ‘Fascist threat? We

see no fascist threat’. The PSI
insisted that the fascist menace
was minimal, due to its poor
level of representation in parlia-
ment! Al the end of July 1922, the
PSI's leader, Turali, went to the
King to “remind him that he is the
supreme defender of the
Constitution’, and beg him not 1o
do a deal with the fascists. The
communists, led by Bordiga, just-
fied their position by insisting that
all forms of i
were as bad as each other,
whether ‘democratic’ or fascist
They argued that the advance of
fascism would lead to the expo-
sure of the socialists as props of
the bourgeois regime, and o the
mass defection of their supporiers
1o the communists themselves.
In 1922, Bordiga was still insisting,
at the party's second Congress,
that since the fascists were in
essence no dilferent from the
other bourgeois parties, they
would inevitably form a coalition of
the usual centre nght kind. To his
credit, Gramsci from the beginning
had appreciated that in reality, the
fascists represented a threat of a
qualtatively new kind. In place of
capitalism stabiksed through the
mechanisms of bourgeois
democracy, he saw that the las-
cists fought for the stabilisation of
capitalism through the elimina-
tion of the mechanisms of
democracy. On the very eve of
the fascist's ‘March on Rome’ -
the takeover of power - the secre-
tariat of the PC| issued a state-
ment claiming that ‘the AMarch on
Rome will never take place.” The
next day, Mussolini was the new
head of the govemment. Italy was
about 1o become the first avowed-
ly ‘totalitarian’ state in history
What is most striking in the fas-
cist's nse to power in these years,
is its sheer speed. In January
1921, the delegates to the PSI
conference, forced by the new
fascist threat to relocate, thought it
unnecessary, or perhaps distaste-
ful, to mention the fact. in Oclober
1922, they formed the govern-
ment. The existing parallels
between the lascist’'s stralegy
today on the one hand, and the
of the conservative left
and its fellow travellers in the
‘monitoring ', ‘commu-
nity associations’, petty bour-
geois media-onentated alliances
etc. hardly need underlining. it is
as if the history of fascism had
never been written. But as
despainngly remarked:
“history teaches, but it has no
pupils.”
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9 the seclarian mas-
sacre of innocent catholics in the
aftermath of the Shankhill
tragedy is only the reaction of a

|

protestant
under sectarian siege from the
IRA. The truth is quite the
reverse. Up to the end of
October, UFF and UVF murder
had been
the slaughter of 41 innocent

had launched 31 petrol bomb
and arson attacks.

The Republican movement prior
to the Shankhill ragedy were
engaged in peace talks with
‘democratic’ nationalist politicians

(the only talks taking place in the
six counties since the Unionist
veto of all talks where there were
catholic representatives or mem-
bers of the 26 Counties govem-
ment).
The Shankhill Road bombing
was taken on by the Belfast
Brigade IRA only aher repeated
calls by a frightened and belea-
guered catholic populace had
urged them to stem the
UDAUFF/UVF murder campaign
which has been in operation
since Brian Nelson, loyalist mur-
derer/MI5 spy and gun-runner
supplied the death squads with a
consignment of automalic
, rockel launchers and
ammunition from South Africa

with the knowledge and blessing
of his British Inteligence mas-

ters.

The IRA and INLA have always
had a policy of not being drawn
into a sectarian war. To enter
into sectarian engagement would
in no way benefit the IRA or
INLA. It would however benefit
the British war machine greatly.
They could sit back and let the
protestant and catholic working
class slaughter each other and
when enough of the people they
see as thoms in their side have
been removed they can step
back in between both sides with
the ‘justification’ that they are
only peacekeepers between war-
fing factions. This war is a war of
liberation, 1o win self-determina-

and abroad who, thanks to state-
run media and censorship,
believe that there is already a
seclarian war raging here.
Figures released of those killed
here, protestant and catholic,
makes no mention of the fact that
the majority of those killed by the
IRA were not killed for their reli-
gion but because they were
members of the British army of
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derous attacks on
innocent catholic

know how 1o grieve
and we would not
wish that grief on

war weary
died at the age of
23. We all want to
see peace. A
‘Bootsy’
graveside
said that he loo
longed for peace, a
just and lasting
peace and not the
peace of the van-
quished. The
Unionists  have
always had the
majority here and
prior to 1968 and the
emergence of the
Civil Rights
Movement they ran
their stale in a bigoted and sec-
tarian manner. It was a state
modelled on South Africa’s
apartheid system with catholics
being the downtrodden,
Unfortunately, the present day
Unionist leadership would have
this system back again tomor-
row, hence their reluctance 1o
talk 1o anyone bul themselves.
en it emerged that
John Hulme, the SDLP
leader, was talking to
Gerry Adams, the Sinn Fein
leader, the loyalists began hster-
ing to Messrs Paisley,
Molyneaux and company and
believed there would be a united
Ireland by the end of the week
and they'd all be butchered in
their beds. The unionists used
the talks to justity their myth of a
pan-nationalist front (a myth aiso
used by the UFF/UVF to justity
their murder campaign). It is well
to remember that nothing of what
had been spoken of at the
Hume/Adams meeling was
known but the very fact that they
were meeting at all was enough
for the Unionists to whip up hys-
teria, suspicion and sectarian
bigotry. It was always at times
like this in the past that Unionists
played their ‘Orange Card’ to get
govemment backing. In the past
it has mostly been political, back-
ing the government on certain
issues and the British govern-
ment when neces-
sary. Today, however, the
have embarassed and

Unionists

bioodied the Tory govemment's
noses so many times that their
orange card does nol wield the
power it once did, but there are
many cards in the deck.

Even before the Hume/Adams
talks had begun Paisley had
been decrying 'secret talks’
between the Tory government
and the IRA. We had people like
John Taylor nol only excusing

dispatches

from o wor zone

0N NQNL SIANGING LAJTTAH)
loyalist attacks but spurring them
on with phrases such as °...
when the bombs start going off in
Dublin, as they do in Bellast and
London, then they will under-
the UFF/UVF attacks on
catholics intensified. We even
had Hugh Annesly, the RUC
Chiel Constable, go onto televi-
sion and tell us that aithough loy-
alis! attacks had intensified con-
siderably the IRA remained the
main enemy and that loyalist ler-
rorism was only reactive to IRA
aacks,

With the loyalist murders, murder
bids and arson aftacks increas-
ing 80 too did the allegations of
loyalistsecurity force collusion.
How come there was a heavy
police/military presence in an
area prior o loyalist attack? On
one occasion the New Bamsley
area of Belfast had been under
virtual seige for three days while
the RUC/British Army searched
for IRA arms. When they eventu-
ally pulled out of the area having
found one pistol and a few
rounds of ammunition it was only
a matier of hours before the mur-
der squad appeared 10 at\ack
two taxi drivers in the same area.

After this attack, the gunmen’s [

car drove past a heavily-manned
and fortified police station the
occupants of which could hardly
have failed to hear the gunfire
which happened 200 yards from
them.

The collusion theories gained

Fein
appealed for calm.

I there is indeed collusion and all
the evidence points 1o i, what is
the reason for it? Could it be that
John Major and his govemment
have no real interest in peace in
Ireland? One has only 10 look at
how many MPs are present in
chambers during any of
Thursday's ‘Northern Ireland
Question Time'. Apant from the
Irish MPs, members of the
Northem Ireland Office and a few
opposition members the place is

emply.

When John Hume called for the
British government to respond
quickly to the Hume/Adams ini-
tiative on Thursday 21 October,
Patrick Mayhew feigned igno-
rance of what Hume and Adams
had been discussing. In Cyprus
John Major accused Adams of
blackmail because he aiso had
called for a response. Major's
remark was based on a deliber-
ate of what the

Sinn Fein president had said
about how the IRA would
respond 10 a positive British atti-
tude 1o the initiative.

Commenting on the British atti-

representatives who thing

the British
refusal to
respond is
Major's
dependency
i on
| Unionists and
A the Tw gov-
ernment’s
wish lo cling fo

power.
Patrick
Mayhew has

on
other issues
also. If his
govemment is
not prepared
to accept the
olive branch
which was
™ offered to it

then  John

should end

Chomhairle member Martin
McGuinness said:

are seeking a total cessation of

“Rather than grasp this opportu-
nity, Mr Major, in his rejection of
Gerry Adam's appeal, has cho-
sen lo mislead the public and to
obstruct and block the Irish

peace initiative.

“Contrary to Major's comments
this initiative is not an attempt at
blackmail'. It seeks lo address
the underlying causes and sug-
gests a process which can
secure a demilitarisation of the
situation, leading to a lasting

peace

“That is the only dividend this ini-
liative 566ks.

“Peace is the Sinn Fein goal.
John Major has sel his face
against this. His position is inde-
fensible.”

The British government's
response 10 the peace initiative
was for the House of Commons
Procedures Committee dis-
cussing the setting up of a
Select Committee on Northern
Ireland. This has been a Unionist
demand for years and is seen as

Sinn Fein Party Chairperson
Tom Hartley said that the pro-
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started. Yet when the olive
branch is offered the British gov-
emment dismisses it and goes
:u-nybmm

lan Paisiey and his cohorts have
taken every 1o attack
John Hume for meeting with
Gemy Adams. They say that by
talking to a spokesperson for
Terorists” John Hulme is every
bit as bad as the IRA. But it
wasn'l 100 many years ago that

seventies lo the present day. It
wasn? loo long ago that the so-
called Third Force was parading
on the hiliside waving firearms
certificates alongside elected

representatives.

It was messrs Paisley, Robinson
etc who were responsible for the
setting up of the Third Force.
Right from the offset lan, Peter
and other DUP members could

the South African Intelligence
Services in retum for weapons.
So much for loyalty.

The DUP are well aware ol who
is responsible for the murders of
catholics. There have been many

- calls for the unionist politicians 1o

meet the loyalist paramilitaries
and get them to call a halt to their
murder campaign. They refuse to
do s0. Instead, by their silence
and lack of condemnation of loy-
alist murders they give the gun-
men the go ahead and they sit
back with their smug, we wamed
you, grins on their faces. If how-
ever they decided to stage
another of their civil disobedi-
ence campaigns they would sit
down with Johnny Adair in a
As | said earlier the people are
war weary. There was a massive
tumout at four marches in sup-
port of the Hume/Adams which
initiative is at present the only
100% initiative which contains
the potential to move towards
peace. It is also the only Irish ini-
tiative. Continued refusal by the
British to consider it and respond
to it will merely indicate their
hypocrisy as they continue to
portray themselves as the
‘peacekeepers’ in the Irish con-
fiict. Mayhew's unilateral declara-
tion in response lo the Adams
propaganda coup to push ahead

. with the Unionist agenda makes

a mockery of the Downing Street
Declaration and their claim to be
neutral and have no selfish inter-
est in Ireland. The tragedy is that
all the people of the Six Counties
are paying with their lives the

price of this hypocrisy.

M Collins
Belfast.



ome readers of Red
Action will be aware
that members of RA

supposedly the ‘ruling class'
within these regimes, didn't lift
a finger o save them.

The Open Polemic project
was a product of this demoral-
isation. Due 1o the allegedly
‘anti-sectarian’ nature of the

sations of all complexlonn
OP's opening edition, like a
acknowledged

of the journal was to con-
tribute to the formation of a
‘Party ol a New Type' by
means of

“the m-uon of the revolu-
tionary movement...through
the publication of theoretical
elaborations that sharpen the
polemic around contemporary

revolutionary questions.
The editorial board empha-
sised its independence pledg-

ing,

TOP] will not intervene in the
movement in any way other
than by facilitating theoretical
and political discussion across
the movement.”

The odiloml board of OP
believed that in “marked con-
trast” to other organisations,
its own,

essentially

cisely because it rl not
attempting to...pre-judge
which organisations, groups
or individuals are revolution-

All OP wanted 1o do, was 10
inguish the revolutionary
from the reformist”. Brave
words, OP has indeed suc-
ceeded in distinguishing revo-
lutionaries from reformists -
but hardly in the sense which
its envisaged. So
far from founding “a party of a
new lype”, the editors have
failed even to establish a jour-
nal of a new type.
Red Action's contributions to
the project - always conceived
as being in the nature of a
Trojan horse, or as it turned
out, a boisterous cuckoo in
the Stalinist nest - began as a
response 10 a long keynote
article of immense conde-
scension by one Jan Wachia.
Wachila is a founding member
of the OP project. To
Wachla’s credit, the article
concentrated on isolating
Ireland as the key issue facing
British revolutionaries:
“for white communists living in
Britain this [revolutionary]
bioodying can only be possi-
ble through integrating our-
selves fully into the anti-impe-
rialist struggle of the Irish rev-
olutionary nationalists.”
Irish revolutionary democracy,
Wachla continues, is “the
major political force in the pro-
letarian revolution in Britain.”
Wachla condemns the ideo-
logically orientated
‘Proletarian’ group (now
defunct) for missing,
“the first vital step on the revo-
lutionary road in this country -

CUCKOO IN
THE NEST

He compares the downfall of
‘Proletarian’ 1o Red Action -
RA being the polar opposite
in Wachia's view, of the
‘Proletarian’

“It is ironic that an organisa-
tion that has the least respect
for the Leninist concept of the
party of a new lype has per-
haps made the greatest
progress in raising the ‘revolu-
tionary consciousness’ of its
members. The organisation |
reler lo goes by the name of
Red Action, an apt name per-
haps when one considers Red
Action's preoccupation of
getting 'stuck in’ to fascist

groups.
Wachla goes on to dismiss
RA’'s “theoretical denuncia-
tions” of Leninism in a man-
ner typical of the snobbery of
this type of bumptious middie
class ‘Marxist':
“Red Action seems content fo
‘wallow’ on the fringes of the
first stage of cognitive devel-
opment with little apparent
interest in raising themselves
fo a theoretical piane..."”
How far Wachla has raised
himself on the theoretical
plane, plebian readers are
supposed to infer from the
gruesomely pretentious titie of
the piece: ‘experimentia est
optima rerum magistra’.
Wachia's proclaimed intention
to address the “class of
advanced i

ably refers to the advanced
Latin class.
On the other hand, Wachla

the basis of revolutionary
praxis.”

., Yet:

“For all their denunciations of
Leninism...it is the comrades
of Red Action that seem less
preoccupled with these out-
moded agendas. To the revo-
lutionary left it must be said:
By our jail senlences so shall
we be judged.”

Without endorsing the roman-
tic flourish of Wachia's clarion
call, (the point is to stay out of
jail as far as possible) there is
certainly more truth in it than
not. Of all revolutionary organ-
isations currently on the
British left, Red Action could
be content with judgements
made on such a basis.
Wachia makes the pertinent
comment:

“Yet not one of Britain's revo-
lutionary vanguards can boas!
that it has...even one of ils
comrades rofting in a British
Jail for the ‘erime’ of opposing
the British occupation of
lreland.”

Wachla should check his
facts.

Wachla's smug complacency
as self-appointed guardian of
the flame of ‘scientific
soclalism’ [sic] blinds him to
the almost comic aptness of
his analysis of ‘Proletarian's’
failings 1o the situation of OP
itself. Wachla chides
‘Proletarian’ for ‘placing con-
sciousness before matter”, for
“Yailing to confront - in reality -
the British state”. And what do

never lire of divorcing them-
selves from the content of
Leninism have aiso seriously
engaged the issues of the
communist movement in a
heaithy Leninist spiril...the edi-
torial board has continued to
publish their contributions as a
way of sharpening our own
communist understanding of
the key relation between party
and class”,

But with the first shockwaves
of the communist collapse
having died away, Mr Hyde
was becoming restless; the
old Stalinist reflexes were
preparing to lash out.

In edition no.1 of OP, the edi-
torial board had reassured its
readers of the purity of its
intentions in merely,
“stimulating a demand from
the members of the various
fcommunist] organisations for
an honest polemic between
those organisations...we have
no pretensions lo forming yet
another organisation from this

project.

In edition no.8, Open Polemic
says that it has now formed
an “Association of
Communists for Revolutionary
Unity” (ACRU). What a tumnup.
OP complain:

“the deeply fragmented state
of the revolutionary movement
into a plethora of hostile frag-
ments, each with its own cen-
tralist discipline, loomed large
conceming a working constitu-
tion for the Association.”

In their founding statement,

‘supprassion of Red Action i very simpie and famikiar o regular readers of RA. The Manist

feels able to enthusiastically
patronise Red Action's “prac-
tical activities on the streels of
Britain that makes their organ-
isation of particular signifi-
cance.” Wachla concludes:

“Despite their avowed con-
tempt for Leninism, organisa-
tions like Red Action have
the potential to produce com-
rades that will be amongst the
first in this country lo come lo

we read in the Op leaflet
reproduced in edition (no.8)?
“The political struggle of Open
Polemic has been first and
foremost, of a theoretical
nature...”

First and last, more like it.

This already amounts 1o a suf-
ficient condemnation of the
‘Open Polemic’ project.
Worse was to come. Despite
the characteristically self-con-

a profound und ding of
Lenin's revolutionary practice
far more likely than
Proletarian’s esoteric schol-
s."
This is the crux of the matter.
Would the pressures generat-
ed by practical activities in
confrontation with the state
and the fascist enemies of the
working class push Red
Action in a Leninist direction,
as Wachla theorises? Or
could it be that this revolution-
ary practice would push the
organisation in the opposite
direction?
Wachia contends that:
“Nowhere can it be said that
British revolutionary organisa-
tions have seized upon the
question of British imperial-
ism’s bioody role in lreland as

gratulatory, liberal tone of pro-
nouncements such as this:
“The Joumal Open Polemic is
at the service of the move-
ment, its columns open fo all
those organisations with the
courage and integrity to
advance and defend their ide-
ological and political positions
before the movement - as a
whole”

there remained the deep,
deep suspicion that a Stalinist
outfit such as OP would
always, sooner or later, revert
fo type.

For a while, the liberal Dr
Jekyll appeared to be in con-
trol of his demonic alter ego,
the Stalinist Mr Hyde.
Soothing words were still
being uttered in OP no.5:
“Ironically Red Action, who

the scientific socialists of OP
proclaimed its continuing sup-
port for ‘the fundamental prin-
ciples of Marxism-Leninism".
First amongst these princi-
ples, OP listed “the political
and principle
of democratic centralism.”
In Op no.8, they ask what
“what form of organisation is
best suvited” to the new
“Association” they had
declared they would never
form. OP answers:

“Quite clearly, not a democ- Ingly

ratic centralist one”.

Having chided other Stalinist
and Leninist organisations for
being,

‘prone in varying degrees, to
an authoritarian stress on
centralism at the expense of
inner party

in OP no.8, the same editorial
board disarmingly informs us
that,

“We toyed [!] with various
models of ‘participatory
that kep! presenting itself [1]
was centralism without

Domucrl'llc centralism would

be a (quote) “fuxury”.
“For those who howl for more

formal democracy, we can
only sympathise and say look
elsewhere.”

Bloody hell they don't care do
they?

The of the Leninist
and Stalinist traditions being
so complete, no amount of
subjective hand-wringing,
breast-beating etc., as to the
necessity of openness, unity
and 8o on in the wake of the
traumatic collapse of existing
Stalinism, could defeat the
objective logic of vanguard
organisation and structure.

OP say they have no intention
of forming a new organisation.

But they do. OP say they have
no intention of suppressing
the democratic element within
a ‘democratic centralist’
structure. But they do. They
could do no other.

Specific organisational struc-

tures are not neutral as
between competing social
forces. They incorporate
social dynamics which first
stultify, then defeat, any and
all inconsistent subjective
intentions of the individuals
within them. Even the sincere
ones. That is why Marx
famously insisted that the
institutions of bourgeois
democracy must be
‘smashed’; not laken over.
The ideological and historical
essence of Stalinist structures
being authoritarian, sectarian
and centralist, the intentions
of individuals who stand out-
side them, dissolve like spring
snow once they go back
Inside.

Regrettably for those already
dizzy from this ideological
merry-go-round, the turn-
abouts don't stop there. The
editorial board also
announced in OP no.8, that
contributions from Red
Action, despite their “heaithy
Leninist spirit” would no longer
be accepled. Red Action pos-
sessed the best track record
of any of the contributors, both
in respect of the number of
articles submitted, including
the only contribution on
Ireland, and the quantity of the
discussion generated in
response. Why, after seven
issues, the last six of which
were dominated by Red
Action contributions, and dis-
cussions around the agenda
set by Red Action, was the
decree of exile imposed?
Precisely because the cuckoo
got oo big for the nest. It was
taking over. RA replied in full
to every attempt to repress its
insistence on the indispens-
ability of Marxist principles,
even in a journal avowedly
hostile 1o its politics. In
announcing their ‘suspension’
of turther Red Action articles,
OP omit 10 tell its readers that
two RA contributions, contrary
to publicly declared editorial
policy, have already been
suppressed. The editors of
OP loftily claim that Red
Action have “opled out" from
the dispute. Bollocks. We wos
pushed.

Ostensibly, OP maintains that
RA are now revealed as
‘utopians’. So why is RA
now, in the opinion of OP,
‘utopian’? Because RA's
contributions were increas-
orientated around the
political principles of Marx
himself. For the ‘marxist-
leninists’ this is heresy. Red
Action apart, contributors o
OP almost never talk aboul or
quote Marx - always Lenin,
The Marxist ‘dictatorship of
the proletariat' and the
Leninist party dictatorship, are
two completely different
things.

The reason OP itsell gives for
its charge of ‘utopianism’
reveals this very dilemma.
They continue:

“Revolution in the 20th centu-
ry becomes not just a matter
of mobilising the working class
against capitalism, but rather
of defeating the imperialist

ideology of social democracy
within the working class. Lenin
was in a position lo grasp this
new reality, whereas Marx
was nol.”

For OP, Marx was living in a
‘simpler’ world than Lenin.
The implication (whether fully
realised by OP or not) is that
since Lenin lived in a more
complex world, Leninist
thought is also more complex
than ‘simple’ Marnism.

Manx if anything, actually says
the opposite: class divisions
(though not the ‘world’)
become ‘simpler’ with the
development of capitalism, not
the reverse. Marx refers to the
“simpiification of class antago-
nisms" that work 10,

‘reduce the whole of society
to the simple opposition
between a class of capitalists
and a class of propertyless
workers.”

This tendency, Marx felt,
would eventually lead 1o “the
development of the naked
conflict between capital and
labour.”

Second, any organisation that
can claim that Marx was
“‘unaware” of the the divisions
and ‘imperialist ideology’ of
the working class, disqualifies
itself as marxist. A short
selection of key passages
from both Marx and Engels
sarves to kick this particular
‘simplification’ into touch.
How well this analysis of
“imperialist ideciogy within the
working class” has stood the
course of time hardly needs
emphasising.

Take this from Engels:

‘the English proletariat is actu-
ally becoming more and more
bourgeois...For a nation that
exploits the whole world this is
of course to a certain extent
justifiable.”

For in these imperialist con-
ditions, English workers “gaily
share the feast of England's
monopoly of the world market
and the colonies.”

These features, so bluntly and
sharply stated, are the precise
developments thal the ‘scien-
tific soclalists’ of OP biithely
declare Marx to have been
‘unaware of”

What underlies OP's egre-
giously mistaken allegation, is
the presupposition that the
dictatorship of the proletariat
has to be exercised over the
‘imperialist’ working class
itself! It is a presupposition
shared by all the 34 varieties
(OP’s figure) of marxist-lenin-
ist or ‘democratic centralist’
group. For if the working class
itself is an ‘imperialist’ class,
then it too, must be crushed
alongside the imperialist bour-
geoisie by the substitute pro-
letarians in the party van-
guard. In this way the ideo-
logical proletarians become,
as history conclusively
demonstrates, the actual
enemy of real proletarians
The fact that the emancipation
of the working class, reac-
tionary sections and all,
must be the work of the work-
ers themselves, is totally sub-
merged.

Finally, OP itself has recog-
nised that Red Action are at
the sharp end of virtually
every violent confrontation
with the stale and fascism that
ever occurs in this country.
The contrast between the
passive leninism of the outfit
and its allies, and the active
non-leninism of Red Action,
was becoming 100 embarrass-
ing. Yet the editorial board
accuses Red Action of being
'utopian’, while the Stalinist
crew which will continue to
ponce about in the pages of
any future editions of Open
Polemic, are - what? The very
idea of calling Wachla and the
rest, revolutionary activists
demonstrates the topsy-turvy
world of these ‘'marxist-lenin-
ists'.
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In responding 1o my article 'Bureaucracy in Context’, in which |
wuwem»muumwuum
letariat can take a variety of democratic or even totalitarian
forms', G O'Halloran of Red Action posed the question ‘who is
to determine when in the "revolutionary interest” it has become
necessary to substitute totalitarianism for democracy”

‘My dear’ G. Except for a state of emergency or war, such a
course is not formally decided. A state of totalitarianism is
decided upon by those who introduce il, in response 1o an actual
upunundﬂ:ulnlhumutmy with that actuality or
perception being d by of the ruling
class. In effect, mmmmdwmmn, dominant
class is then exercised through, and controlled by, these self-pro-
moted representatives of that class. To recognise such a possibil

CUCKOO IN THE NEST.......

of international counter revolution into a retreat on the democra-
tic as well as the economic front. but it is not, as O'Halloran
asserts - ‘the retreat signals that the counter revolution has
begun'. It is the offensive of counter revolution that forces the
retreat, a retreat that, if it is not arrested when objective condi-
tions permit, might well end in disaster and the victory of
counter revolution and imperialism.

The dictatorship of the class in any class society, including
socialist, involves a state with powers of coercion. It always rais-
es the question as to how the class can exercise control over the
state and, in the case of socialism, how the state can be dissem-
bled for socialism's transcendence into communism. Socialist
democracy represents the struggle for that final victory of social-
ism.

'nr inner dcmmmy of the revolutionary party and its democra-

ity under socialism, is not 1o advocate that, inevitably, at some
unforeseen point’, a state of totalitarianism must be imposed by

lic lationship with the class counlerposes against the impo-
sition of nuuhumn state by leaders who imagine that they are
preordained to determine the “revolutionary interest”

anyone. Any socialist stale can be forced by the constant activity

John Stanley

essence of

rule is minority rule in

pursuit of minority infer-
esls, so it is entirely logical
that when in jeopardy it sus-
pends democratic conditions
which at every moment help
hostile classes to victory and
80 gives birth to the dictatorial
form inherent in its own con-
tent.
Fundamental 1o the theory of
fascism is the belie! that the
contradiction between the
economic sphere and the
political sphere should be
rationalised.
On the 22nd January 1932
Hitler made one of his most
decisive political speeches 1o
magnates at the Industrial
Club in Dusseldorf. His
speech deall a1 some length
with a number of familiar nazi
themes; the incompatibility of
parliamentary democracy and
an organised independent
workers movement, and the
unavoidable necessity of the
“plebian” solution to the politi-
cal and economic problems of
the Bourgeois, however dis-
tasteful this might be to the
exponents of the more genteel
forms of political struggle.
“It must be admitted that in the
economic sphere, from the
start, in all branches men are
not of equal value or of equal
importance, and once this is
admitted it is madness lo say:
in the economic sphere there
are differences in
value, but that is not true in
the political sphere. It is
absurd fo build up economic

life on the conceptions of (’
achievement of the value of,#

personality, while in the
political sphere ”5
deny this authonty a
thrust in its place the Ilw\
of the greatest number™,

DEMOCRACY!..It is absurd™,

to allow the principle to hoid
good in one sphere-the
sphere of economic life and
leadership-and to refuse to
acknowledge ils vitality in the
sphere of politics.
Communism is analogous o
democracy in the political

Rationalisation between the
economic and the political is
not of course exclusive to fas-
cism but is also fundamental
to Marxism.

POLAR OPPOSITES

For Fascism the hierarchy that
exists in industry should corre-
spond with a similar hierarchy
in the political sphere while for
Marxism the democratic prin-

— TN

opposites, though the antago-
nists might possibly agree that
workers control in the eco-
nomic arena is the comple-
mentary to democ-
ratic control in the political
arena.
In John Stanley's article
‘Bureaucracy in Context' in
issue one and in his reply o
me in issue three, he seeks o
justify the need on occasion to
marry the two, by employing
the means of Fascism 1o
achieve the ends of
Communism.
To paraphrase Stanley, he
asks us o accept that ‘the rule
of the working class economi-
cally, can take a totalitarian
form .
The fundamental mistake
underlying the Stanley for-
mula is the belief that
instead of the class content
of the workers state deter-
mining the appropriate
form, the appropri-
ate political form In the
shape of party dictatorship
determines the class char-
acter.
For all orthodox Leninists the
dictatorial form (ie: the party)
has immediate primacy over
working class rule, indeed
they maintain that the exis-,
tence of the former is the #
condition for the latter.
In 1924 Jose! Stalin »
explained why: ’/
“The mf.lrh,
at needs s
t h ey

’
7’

’
’I
»# party
# nol only
to achieve
# the dictator-
# ship, it needs it

still more to maintain
W the dictatorship lo con-
solidate and expand it in order
1o achieve the complete victo-
ry of Socialism....lo maintain
and expand means creating
among the prolétarian masses
a cementing force and a bul-
wark against the corrosive
influences of the pelly
Bourgeois elements and petty
Bourgeois habits; it means
helping the masses of the pro-
letarians to educate them-
selves as a force capable of
abolishing classes and of
preparing the conditions for
the organisation of Socialist
production. But it Is impossible
to accomplish all this without a
party which is strong by rea-
son of its solidanty and disci-

\

ciple that exists in the political pline”.

arena should be carried over
into the economic arena.

Capitalism maintains that it is
the individual personalities
who control the means of pro-
duction that create the wealth
while Communism insists that
it is the mass of the workers
who produce the wealth that
should control the means of

In theory and practice the
ends and means are polar

Not only must the party re-
educate the petty bourgeois,
to enable them to overcome
their bourgeois habits and tra-
ditions, but also to exorcise
petty-bourgeois prejudices
from amongst the proletari-
ans. A remarkable responsibil-
ity for any party, particularly
one, two years after a revolu-
tion was made up almost
entirely of elements recruited
from outside the working

wer

class! If the middle classes
feel qualified 10 play school
master 10 the working classes,
this, is in itself, only evidence
of the party's failure 1o elimi-
nate upper class arrogance
amongs! its middie classes.
After all who is is to educate
the educators? Still for the dis-
ciples of Bolshevism be they
Trots or MarxistLeninists the
traditional rallying cry has
always been "My party wrong
or right”, which is justified by
their belief that the party
makes the revolution, even
when all history ever demon-
strales,is that the revolution
makes the party

SPECIAL MACHINERY

As Lenin pointed oul,
“Whoever in the least weak-
ens the iron discipline of the
party of the proletariat (m
cially during its dcmorlhpb
actually aids thes

the,?

proletariat.” So,»
once it is,#
acceptedy
that the

inter-
7’
,l
’

L
7’

Zests
# of the
’plrly have
72 primacy over
# the interests of the
class, then regardiess
# of its objective perfor-
mance, despite the fact that
its theory does not serve its
practice, and its practice does
not serve the working class
the authority of the party will
at all times be defended and
forgiven as the manifestation
of the “lesser evil.” If the work-
ing class is only regarded by
the revolutionary elite as a
class to be ridden to power,
then such a relationship is
both appropriate and intellec-
tually precise, but if it is
accepted, that the revolution-
ary trigger is contained only
within this class,the revolu-
tionary class,then the projec-
tion is both reactionary and
bizarre. To paraphrase Herr
Hitler,
“It is absurd to build up eco-
nomic achievement,of the
value of CLASS, while in the
political sphere you deny this
authority and thrust in its
place the law of the fewest
n umbers —
DICTATORSHIP...it is absurd
to allow the principle to hold
good in one sphere -the

repression is held in reserve,
and only employed when sub-
stantial sections of the ruling
class (ie parly) consider it
absolutely necessary.This
special organ of terror.is then
wielded in a robust and possi-
bly last ditch defence of the
existing social order.

Stanley points out that the dic-
tatorship of the class in any
society (including Socialist)
involves a state with powers
of coercion. The Bourgeois
state is the instrument of

oppression of the wofkmg,’

class the Socialist state of ¢
the Bourgeois. As
Stanley presents it, /
the Socialist "

is only they
Capitali }I
Statey
stood /

l

7’
o n
it s
head. This
# is 1o accept
# Lenin's vindica-

/ tion of the
, # Bolsheviks and to miss
the point entirely.

’I ln countering an attack from

the reformist Kautsky who
pointed out the contradictions
apparent in minority socialist
rule Lenin retorted

“If we argue in a liberal way,
we mus! say the majority
decides, the minority submits
Nothing need be said lbou!
the class character of the
state in general....A majority is
a majority and a minornity is 8
minority. This is exactly how
Kautsky argues.”

Following along the same line
of argument he leapt rather
than stepped over the abyss.
“The ancient slale was essen-
tially a dictatorship of the
slave owners?, did the dicta-
torship abolish democracy
among and for the siave own-
ers. Everybody knows that it
did not.”

This was Lenin's model for a
class dictatorship which at the
same time was a class
democracy, a demaocracy for
the ruling class only. But this
model concerned a case
where the ruling class was a
minority of the people. Ruling
in the interests of the minority.
By adopting this as the gov-
ernment model for the dicta-
torship of the proletariat, Lenin
‘forgot’ that this was precisely
the respect in which a workers
state was to be, indeed had to
be different from all previous
ruling classes. Of the

sphere of life and
leadership-and to refuse to
acknowiledge its vitality in the
sphere of politics....".

to the conventional
Stalinist/Leninist/Trotskyist
rationale the retreat on all
fronts economic and democra-
tic toward the sanctuary of
Totalitarianism is deemed to
bc the customary prerogative

W fuling class.

Tho

Bolshevik dictatorship Rosa
Luxembourg said “At bottom
then it is a clique affair-A dic-
tatorship to be sure, but not a
dictatorship of the prolelariat,
but only the dictatorship of a
handful of politicians, that is a
mmmpmmcaoumou

Bourgloil dictatorship, is an
extension of minority rule.As a
consequence the extinction of
d racy for the majority,

ial m v of

The essence of working class
rule, is the interests of majori-
ty over minority.in order 10 first
secure its emancipation, and

then guarantee its dominion, it
is compelled to introduce
direct representative -

precise

racy.the

FORM and content the
absolute antithesis of the
dictatorship of of the bour-
geols.

In contradistinction the
Stanley blueprint insists the

and the wvictory of counter rev-
olution” the new ruling class
will continue to be exploited
economically - and may in
addition have to be expropriat-
ed politically!

His reasoning is ul \
follows, if the revo-,”
lutionary elite,
deign
Il
wi ;

7’

’

f’lnd

7 deliver

»' democra-
# cy, they are
7 entitied, indeed

# obliged to reverse
# this process should
2" they consider it corre-

’/mdsmmmmmm‘ y

ary interest.”
Stalin again explains: “The
revolution can vanquish the
Bourgeois, can overthrow its
power without the dictatorship
of the proletariat. But the revo-
lution will be unable to crush
the resistance of the
is lo maintain its vic-
tory and to push forward lo
the final victory of Socialism
unless al a certain stage in its
development it creales a spe-
cial organ in the form of the
dictatorship of the proletariat
as its principle mainstay.”
Within this formula the work-
ing class can play the deci-
sive role in making the revolu-
tion but the party must play
the decisive role in sustaining
the revolution.
Ciearly for the good of society
the Bourgeois must be over-
thrown by the working class
and equally for the good of the
revolution the working class
must be overthrown by the
party. On this point Stanley
prevaricates
“To recognise such a possibili-
ly....is not to advocate that it is
inevitabie, but it may of course
be forced into such a retreat
on the democratic as well as
economic fronts by the con-
stant activity ol counter revo-
lution”
Laid bare the prescription for
the revolutionary dictatorship
of the proletariat for the transi-
tion from capitalism to social-
ism is idiotic; the self rule of
the direct producers must
be superseded by a
covenant that ensures Its
political ascendancy in
name at the cost of perpetu-
ating its soclal slavery-a

SQUEAMISH DILETTANTES

For the orthodox left the
importance of Marx's phrase
‘the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat,’ is not related to the
social content of the state or
the class character of political
power, but to specific govern-
mental forms, dictatorial ones
which would have to be imple-
mented by a particular gov-

ernment. The conclusion
implicit or explicit is that such

resurfaces.in the form of an
conceit. A consequence and a

on whether the rule of the

is over “A socialist
state,” "A degeneraled work-
ers state,” or ‘State
capitalism’a situation where
the working class are deprived
of all political power, cannot
be determined by the hege-
mony of the proletariat which
was Marx's sole criterion.
Instead their judgement is
reduced to an infinite debate
and ‘concem’ over the purity
of motive of the individual per-

Ithlh!mlnmymll

\uhﬂl 1917 as the watch-
s, word for lusty revolu-
)tlnnlly endeavour,

» the litmus test, to root
7 out the dilettantes and
the squeamish, due to
being loaded with a special

In the same way that class
content governs the form of
authority appropriate to its
political rule, the form itself,
whather expansive of repres-
sive provides the clearest
guide to the class character of
the state and the dominant
class within it. Marx pointed
out that

“The class making a revolu-
tion appears from the very
start,...not as a class but as
the representative of the
whole of sociely It appears as
the whole mass of society
confronting the one ruling
class.... Every new class there-
fore.achieves its hegemony
only on a broader basis than
that of the class ruling previ-
ously,...."

Because the ascendancy of
the Bourgeois could not sur-
vive the introduction of direct
representative democracy,
this is precisely the condition
by which proletarian authority
is made secure.The singular
objective of revolutionary
marxism then is the establish-
ment of unlimited democra-
cy.That is the self-rule of the
producers, WITHOUT qualifi-
cation.Without qualification
means that there is no privi-
leged position demarcated,
within the proletarian dictator-
ship.for either the revolution-
ary party,or indeed the revolu-
tionary class. So, in contrast
to the necessary revision of
Marx by the apologists for
Bolshevism, Red Action
stands by the literal meaning
of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat i@:

the authority of the working
class can only be exercised
through the selt-government
of the producers.

To use the scenario of
counter-revolution and the exi-
gencies of civil war, as
Stanley does to justily the
ditching of the foremost princi-
ple, is an atiempt to conceal
the nature of the imposition.
Party dictatorship is not the
upshot of a decision 1o the
retreat taken by the class (in
the face of a counter revolu-
tionary offensive) but is
instead, the result of a deci-
sion 1o retreat from the work-
ing class taken by the party!



Book Reviews...

DIVIDED WE
STAND

urofascism by Chr

International Soci:

International Socialism, the
quarterly journal of the SWP
devotes its lead article (76
pages) to a dissection of what it
calls EURO-Fascism. As

be expected it is characterised
by so many contradictions from
chapter to chapter, and from
me practice, that it is hard
fo where, in reviewing it,
fo begin. For instance, Bambery
states in the introduction that
some ‘anti racists tie them-
selves into the kinds of activities
which their backers among the
liberal sections of the bourgeois
are willing to tolerate. Activities
like sending post cards to John
Major, that sponsors like the
Commission for Racial Equality
might tolerate perhaps? ‘The
Popular Front parties argued for
state bans lo stop the fascists'
(an ANL tactic) but Bambery

tias'.The activities of the
‘squadist’ Toujours Prets Pour
Servir (TPPS) set up inside the
Socialist Party in 1935, he
describes as “...excellent...”
(Bambery quotas Trotsky
smugly, “the TPPS disappeared

without trace ... because its
leadership was n m nota
political leadership,.... " The

purpose in making this an
issue, is to suggest the two are
incompatible. Logic and our
own experience suggest the
reverse.) Yet, throughout the
book no opportunity is lost to
condemn ‘squadism’ Yor substi-
tuting the action of a dedicated

for that of the masss-
es”. The article eulogises the
united front, but as yet the SWP
has failed to even publicly
acknowledge the existence of
AFA. Bambery notes on page
51, the ‘charachteristic capacity
of fascist to grow
overnight. For instance from
Febuary 1934 to the middle of
1836 the membership of the
French paramilitary organisa-
tion, Croix de Feu, jumped from
50,000 to 450,000,in just eigh-

inexplic-
ably, that though Le Pen's
National Front has precisely the
same figure as the Criox De
Feu in 1934, “and Le Pens
overall vote is already greater
than Hitler's in 1928 - "
prospects for [French| anti- fas-
As an insight in how to fight fas-
cism, it is lvnnkly useless. It's

work of propaganda. And for
sheer dishonesty it takes some
beating. The reason is also

failure
of the ANL strategy and the
retum as a consequence of the
spectre of ', not only
as practised by AFA, but its
retum to WITHIN the

SWP. The article is designed 1o
show that there is no altemative
fo the SWP strategy, and that to
even countenance any devia-

and, by design or default,
counter revolutionary. For

s Bambery

1HIsSm (.,“. W P)

Trotskyism of course, Stalin,
and stalinism is still the great
Satan. So stalinism is intro-
duced to add moral clout to the

and that squadism is, or leads
to, stalinism. Pivotal to
Bambery's argument is that
Stalinism

and squadism are not  SA

antipodes but twins! Under a
chapter entitled The Tactics of
Stalinism’, he pursues this
point. “It is often argued that
physical confrontation is the key
to successfully fighting the fas-
cists... [in Germany] the prob-
lem was not lack of street fight-
ing It was the KPD's dead end
political strategy.” Fair enough.
Bambery also concedes that
the Comintern dictated KPD
policy, and Stalin dictated to the
Comitern. “Stalin’s concem was

of Russia.” In other words any
communist anti-fascist strate-
gy. was automatically subordi-
nate to Russian foreign policy
towards Germany. Revolution
in Germany would have
destroyed the economic and
poitical infrastructure of
Russia’s principal trading pan-

only ner. The survival of Russian

communism was therefore
depedant on the survival of
German capitalism. So from
Stalin's viewpoint fascism was
prelerable to communism if it
guaranteed the survival of
Russia's trading partner. A per-
formance, to be repeated in
Spain later in the decade
Bambery doesn't make this
point, instead he stresses that
lack of working class unity led
to fascism and that squadism
was the principle obstacle to
this unity. He o men-
tion that even the reformist
SPD, had its own paramilitary

dents of recorded political vio-
lence in Bavaria in 1931 the
Reichsbanner/SPD are accred-
ited with initiating 165, hall as
many again as the communists
on 117. The Nazis topped the
poll with 213. Admittedly,
Bavaria was an exception, but if
communist aggression was to
be surrendered as part of a pact
with the SDP, as he infers, what
purpose unity? United we fall?
Also in making this argument
Bambery, a self confessed
Trot, makes no attempt to dis-
guise that his sympathies are

' with the stalin-
ist leadership. Rather than with
the de facto anti-stalinist rank
and file.He feels no need, for
according to the SWP's analy-
sis, the mutiny of the street

m-nmmu. leader-

raised ‘political problems'
according to . (Up till
then presumably everything
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who a
dish'lifestyle”. (No prizes for
guessing who he has in mind
here) When in 1931, the leader-
ship tried to modity its line,

“some squadisis OV!ﬂ went |}

over to the SA..." In one
instance RFB llghlm invited

mbery clearly regards it as
most unfortunate that these
attempts “to modity the line”
were half hearted. Even the
Stalinist ip were even-
tually “forced to admit failure
...the fight against fascism was
now reduced not just simply lo
the minonity of workers grouped
around the Communist Party
but to the young ‘hardmen’..”
“Squadism”, Bambery con-
cludes ‘reinforced the blind
aliey politics of the KPD. It sub-
stituted the action of a dedicat-
@d minority for that of the mass-
es". So there you have the
SWP's analysis in a nutshell,
The battle of the streets was not
a direct response to the way
conditions ‘of mass umrrploy

a respomse to the type of poli-
tics that caused KPD daily Die
Rote Fahne to headiine, “as a
strike movement”, a half hour
break by 180 workers. It was
not because political strikes
were no easier to organise than
economic ones. It was not a
rejection of the ‘dead end’ poli-
tics that led a KPD conference
in 1932, 10 suggest dropping
the term Anti-Fascist Action and
replacing it with United Action
“so as not to alienate Nazi
workers”. It was not a working
class response o fascist
aggression. It was not a work-
ing class revolt in the face of the
leadership capitulation. It was
not a de facto rejection of
Stalinism. It certainly was not
because that up until 1929, the
blind alley politics of the
Stalinist leadership, dismissed
the Nazis as ‘a few isolated
fanatics'. It was not because at
an early stage the left did not
confront it physically, and later
proved unable to confront it
politically. It was not that the
Nazis were allowed to set the
political agenda. No. It was
none of the above. It was exciu-
siviey down 1o a small minority
who ‘glorified a laddish lifestyle’
and who in the process, ruined
it for everybody else. In
essence this is the corruption at
the heart of Bamberry's argu-
ment, which have resonance
needs to confuse the sympton,
indeed the remedy, with the dis-
ease. Rather than squadism
being accepted as a rational

to a condition of apa-
thy and demoralisation;
squadism is reproached for
being the cause of it. This is not
an example of revisionism for
its own sake for judging by the
current ANL strategy, of all the
stalinist tactics judged to be fail-
ures, it is clearly only in refer-
ence o ‘squadism’, that they
really mean never again. Like
all true liberals they refuse to
accept that the proper course of

At War with Soc

AT WAR WITH
RED ACTION

by Tim Hepple

A Searchlight Publication

ised. The antithesis to
squadism, and of course

, that
all ended rather differently.
The BNP/UDA/NF, had all

i ioined forces to smash a TOM

meeting in London to be

Jl addresed by Bernadette

Funnily enough, Searchlight
mole Tim Hepple's account of
his life as a fascist and later,
having tumed, as an infitrator
inside the BNP is a ringing
endorsement of precisely
those [squadist] politics the
coneervative Left reject.
Indeed his contempt for the
former is paipable, surviving it
appears his transition from
fascist to anti-fascist. Such
was his alienation, that even
after his conversion, and oper-
ating as a mole, he discovered
“he had become quite immune
to violence, particularly against
left-wingers...all the attacks |
got involved in were against
brain dead Marxists like the
SWP who neeeded to hlvu
In other words business as
usual, Given his personal
experience as a fascist this is

hardly  surprising. He
ibes one incident, when
in an effort to re-ingratiate him-

self with the BNP, he opted for
a "suicide method of agitation
a publicly announced, single
handed (and successful)
attempt 1o disrupt a Sheffield
University student union meet-
ing, held to discuss a Troops
Out motion. * lumed up lo find
200 screaming students and
the 57 vaneties of Trolskyism
blocking the hall entrance...to
sfop me getling in...to my
delight the reds had taken the
bait”. After causing complete
chaos and enjoying himself
thoroughly, the union presi-
dent then “crawled out lo tell
me that my action had made
the union meeting inquorate
as all the potential volers were
gans..." After this series, of, as
he describes them “comic
events”, he concluded that Ihe
Teft were pathetic weaklings

And so decided to give 1ns-
cism and the BNP in particu-
lar, “one last go”. It this
response is nol atypical, and
its not ("Our patrols made var-
ous sorties, across the city by
the principal streets to the
sound of the fascist youth
song but without ever !
resistance...| am convinced
they [the socialists] will never
make a revolution”. Arpinati
local black-shirt leader,
Bologna, May Day 1820. Euro
fascism: The Lessons from the
past and current tasks Chris
Bambery) then similar left ini-
tatives serve as nothing less
than recruiting sergeants for
the BNP. Ironically this is just
the type of ‘mass action', the
SWP would have approved,
and indeed might have organ-

i McAliskey. Ever security con-

scious, TOM had assembled a

i grand total of - six stewards!

The BNP/ numbered
about a hundred. AFA stew-
ards, who had not been invit-
ed by the organisers, but had
been tipped off inadvertently
by a now prominent C18
activist, intercepted a BNP
contingent enroute to the hall.
In the resulting fracas,
Edmonds, Morse, Beackon
and Lecomber (who took sec-
ond prize in a later engage-
ment) were all hospitalised
Hepple reports that “Edmonds
and Morse looked rather
strange. Morse had a black
eye and a broken arm whilst
Edmonds had a bruised face.
Apparently they had cocked
up an aftack on a republican
meeting and suffered the con-
sequences”. Hepple also men-
tions that “photos of the
injured parties appeared in a
later issue of British
Nationalist”, (This in itsell
deserves a mention because
TOM maintained afterwards
that talk of a fascist attack was
‘a lie', and even though it was
a publicly admitied disaster by
the BNP and the UDA, was
the lead story in The St
Pancras Chronicle which
spoke of ‘running battles and a
dozen arrests’. To this day,

ik they [TOM] insist it was all ‘an

AFA invention’. There must be
a moral in here some place?)

Hepple also mentions another
couple of incidents which have
not been publicly accredited

The National Action Party,
which Hepple describes “as
small but nasty and noisy",

was concieved by BNP activist
Eddy Morrison in about
1985... "the party collapsed
after a group of members
[inaugural] meeting in
[Kensington] London were
ambushed by anti fascists
[RED ACTION] and seen
off" [our brackets]

Another attack by “unknown
assailants” led to the early
retirement of BNP “golden
boy” Steve Tyler who accord-
ing to Hepple ‘'oozed
respectability was relatively
polite well dressed and inteli-
gent’. Tyler met his parsonal
‘Waterloo' and was, according
10 Hepple, ‘badly beaten while
gormiessly standing around
Surrey Quays lube station”
Jim White, Tyler's election
agent who was also left
unconscious after the clash
with AFA militants, is held
responsible by Hepple for dis-
missing his [Hepple's] wam-
ings'- as ‘paranoia’. Hepple
admits to hating White who he
describes variously as ‘a vis-
cious bastard...a nauseating
specimen...and total scum”.
Appropriately | suppose,
White's subséquent view of
Red Action mirrors Hepple's
view of White. In one particular
tirade against ‘mick bastards,

papist scum and the white
division in Ulster™. Hepple
notes that “White's worst
words were left for Red Action,
who always come up in BNP
conversation. The worst of the
lot, total scum. When you

lo White. Hepple himself
admits that faced with the
prospect of confronting the
aforementioned left him feel-
ing, “distinctly uneasy”. The
occassion was the trial, at
Southwark Crown Court of
Edmonds, Lecomber,
Blezzard, and four AFA
activists, following clashes in
Brick Lane in 1991, All six,
were with violent dis-
order and affray. About a
dozen heavies were consid-
ered sufficient to escort
Edmonds to court. Hepple

comments that 9 didn' really
know whal to expect, bul if
any of the stories about RED
ACTION were true, | felt we
were a bil undemmanned...We
were on the verge of falling
asleep outside the courtroom

when the first group of left
wingers furned up. These
were not physically impres-

ried and were multtering on
about the need lor reinforce-
ments...” No further comment
necessary.

Quite apart from a unique
insight into fascist thinking and
psychology, ‘At War with
Society’ also provides an inter-
esting guide to contemporary
fascist analysis. Hepple offers
the view that in his opinion, ¥
is in local elections where the
BNP can do most damage..."
After Beackon's election the
perceived wisdom is that this
was due entirely to ‘special'
conditions. Not so according
to Hepple. Even in the mid
80's “Edmonds was able to
truthtully claim that on one
South London estate he could
sell a copy of British
Nationalist to one in three
households. This is still true
today throughout South and
Eas! London..." Long before
Paddy Ashdown's series of
enquines, the Liberals in East
London were universally
known by the BNP as
‘London'’s secrel racist party’.
Assuming the local electorate
share this knowledge, and in
the event of the Liberals clean-
ing up their act the beneficia-
ries would be the far-right
rather than the left. For as
Hepple recalls, Edmonds and
Morse never tired of

the same idea, “They hate
Labour, Tim, believe me they
hate Labour...” And the ANL's
appeal 10 the white working
class? - THE TORIES ARE
THE REAL ENEMY! As Sean
Connery, might say, ‘Shumting
frong der shurley’!

1



Standard

Formed in 1985 as a legiimate protest group
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groups, but has been hi-jacked by

Action, The new style AFA has

appalled NMP which has condemned its "intensely para-
nudnhnodpuvﬂh&m'.

Who's Who In The New Politics Of Viclence. Evening
Standard - 20th October 1993

Anti-Fascist Action also known as Red Action also
known as The James Connolly Society, organised an
attack on an Orange Parade on 19th June, when ten of
these nutters were injured prior 10 being arrested.
SMASH IRA MURDER GANG...SMASH AFA,..SMASH
THE JAMES CONNOLLY SOCIETY...SMASH THE
UNEMPLOYED WORKERS CENTRE...VICTORY TO
THE ULSTER LOYALISTS |
Welfare

1 bought a range of papers for Edmonds and Morse to
read back at HQ. Red Action wound them up the most,
with Class War and Socialist Worker vying for second

wmmﬁmuw-mm

White's worst words were left for Red Action, who
always came up in BNP conversation, The worst of the
lot, 1otal scum. When you bump into them, you know its
a fight for survival; some of them are even skinheads!"
Searchlight mole Tim Hepple: At War With Soclety

Marvellous, we thought just a rabble of wimpy reds. The
next moment the smiles tuned to looks of horror as
quite a different group of around twenty large characters
mndmldon‘!knowMurornulmmmmnh |
feared Red Action but | suppose that it was. This was
the only time | saw the BNP thugs terrified. They all
looked pale and worried and were muttering on about

the need for reinforcements.
Searchlight mole Tim Hepple: At War With
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ple their experience
(World in Action, 5.11.83) In strategical terms,
acknowledge the independence of the police, or the
political of the BNP. For them it is all terror and
violence. For them fascism and democracy are
the same thing; "...we cannot distinguish between them...”
(Class War issue 61).
s defined by much of the left; anti-racism = 1
Amm-ARA.unm.+smva~P.m
version might see it as, State + BNP V Class
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, also
showed it didn't have the

pulling power of its slightly Party.

more radical rival. it was also

with ANL, as it is for ARA. So

gery .

The liberal establishment is
split between the ANL and
ARA. While all are agreed that
what is needed is a united all
encompassing anti-racist
movement, on the lines of the

the most suitable vehicle. A
vehicle that is to channel all

of showdown. Rival marches
were planned for the same
day. The biggest and best sup-
ported march would be
ner thereafter accepted as the
sole legitimate representative
of the anti racist anti-fascist tra-
dition. If judged by that criteria

instead of dismissing ARA or

_ condemning the ANL out of

hand, bets were hedged.
ARA though holding the high

. moral ground, by following the
' tradition, according 10 &

Times
of, 'the Jarrow march
rather than the Gordon riols’,
lacked street credibility. So
numbers marching behind its

in press reporters
erous 3500 in the Times on
Monday, to 5000 by the same
evening. By Wednesday the
figure was 10,000 (‘ES').
(Original estimates put the fig-
ure at between 1000 and
1500.)
Elaborate, maybe? But the mil-
itants need to be taken out of
the picture for two reasons.
The leadership of the anti-fas-
cist movement is still up for
grabs. As long as the militant
tradition exists it would be fool-
hardy to be seen to offer spon-
sorship. But if the liberal estab-
lishment don't provide leader-
ship, then someone else will.
Possibly the same dubious ele-
ments that “seek to subvert
italism and the established
order”, the Times warned

§

War. Neither is legitimate. Working class militants, involved in
daybchymm.havammbrmwm.

that the state is nothing more than the
ruling classes have established to protect their social privileges,
anarchists maintain that in fact it is the state which has created
capital, and the capitalist has his capital only by the grace of the
state’.So for them, uniike Manxists, the state rather than capital-
ism is the main evil. 1t is for Class War not only the primary tar-
w.unmmmms“umm.)m

1o the ruling class the opportunity o exercise this option.
narchists, like Class War in particular, understand nothing

tionship between the state and the fascist
the FN in France setting the agenda for

means rights
assembly in a handful of

And of course today in France
the ‘concem on racial issues is
indeed being articulated.

Zero is the watch-

brought mainstream. They
cannot be, properly, “articulat-
ed”.The “option cannot be
exercised”.In France in the
early 80's SOS Racisme won
the backing of the Socialist

. From then on it had pop-
ular support. It was media
friendly. For one

alone it put 1,000,000 on the problem.”

. streets. Of course it didn't stop Fortunately, 5o do we.

WE AR
RED ACTION

mwummmwuuumn
Capitalism's goiden age defined by the economic and poltical certain-
ties of the Cold War, has tumed to crisis. As a discipline on the entire

independent working .
Mbhmﬂdﬂﬂmmwuuﬁ-
ing class interationally.

Sectarian division on the left continues 1o be a comfort lo a sysiem
which socialism promised to replace. Factions, whose immaculate pro-
grammes for party dictatorship result in the pursuit of goals exclusive 1o
themselves, contribute nothing to the real movement of the working
u.wwmmmwm.mum
reactionary, they are the socialists of the previous generation.
Anarchism, which claims 1o be a libertarian altemative to Leninism,
could never work. Anarchism means the principled opposition 10 the
exercise of any authority. Accordingly, even the most perfect democra-
qMNWWMIM.IMh
Wdlnﬁdﬂnﬂﬁﬁlnwmnm.ﬂ-m
1o bureaucratic authority is democratic authority, not the abolition of

authority.

We must stan afresh.
hmmﬂhmdﬂmmmm
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unity without organisation is free of political advantage The purpose of
a revolutionary working class organisation is 1o raise the working class
blnpmimdhntqdmlowﬂuuﬂdmhunﬂ
minority to the majority.
mmdmunmwmmmn
Wmdnmmmhu“mmﬁml
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|interests of the movement as a whole. It must be working class in
instinet, composition and orientation. I must be built in a democralic
manner from the bottom up, rather than by decree from the top down.
Direct democratic control by working people over their own organisa-
fions is the necessary preparation for the future rule of working people
over their own couniries.

Supporting membership for & year ® £5 Make chequep o out to Fled Action.
You will FECSE @ SUDSCTIDon 10 The paper, & reguiar newsletier and notihcaton
of RA actvites. Subscripbon 1o the paper is still avasiable at £3 for § ssues






