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REBELS WITHOUT APP

SIXTY ARRESTED IN CONFRONTATION WITH LOYALIST/LABOUR COUNCIL, A
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cans....mobilising in
Broughton St.. going for
it in a serious way..”

n 1992 the authorities sought by
ting up road blocks to keep the
out of the city cen-

tre and indeed out of the city. By and
successtul

yesterday swooped
ringleaders of an outlawed

march. Thirteen men mainly from
London were held at dawn after arriv-
ing by train at Waverly Station”. This
story was not entirely accurate. A
London coach suspected of carying
AFA/RA personnel was stopped by

CAMPAIGN TO EXPOSE

STATE CONSPIRACY

t is clear that the decision of the
Labour-controlled Lothian Regional
Councll to ban the James Connolly
Commemoration was not solely
based on the rantings of loyalist big-
ots like James G McLean of
Against
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police at a road (above) Connolly Society

block on the out-
skirts of the city. A
perfunctory search
revealed the intelli-
gence to be cor-
rect and aiso that
the coach, apan
from the driver,
was - completely
emptyl So in a fit
of pique the driver
was  arrested
instead! Having
surmised that the
erstwhile occu-
pants may have
taken evasive
action using some
other mode of
transport a number
of people were
amested on 'suspk-

of the sta-
tion. By 11.20am following yet another
round up of ‘suspects’, the police con-
vinced themselves that they had cap-
tured the “bulk of them".
Nevertheless, large sections of
Edinburgh, to the visible disgruntie-

ment of traders, were still staked out i

by police. Plainciothes officers were
much in evidence, many loitering in
the vicinity of the bars they expected

and loyalists, recognise that the issue
will be ultimately decided on the
streets. The decision by the JCS 1o
march regardiess of state bans was
also a recognition that real power lay
in the streets and not in the council
chamber. Therefore, the defence
m.unm.mm
a clear set of political objectives and
a militant approach to their imple-
mentation.

There have already been some nois-
@8 made in liberal quarters that ‘pres-
sure” should be applied to the Labour
Party for somehow moving away
from its “traditions”. Red Action
believes that rather than betraying its
real “tradition”, the Labour Party has
in fact remained true to it

ny strategy that has as its cen-

tral aim the winning of council-

rs and Labour Party mem-

bers 1o our point of view will fail. That
Isn't to say that " of a some-
what different nature cannot be
applied to the Labour Party. For
example, the members of the counci

supporters form up to march in defi-
ance of the ben. (below) Marchers fighting with police after
Commemoration Is attacked.

confirmed "hundreds of republi-

James G McLean and fascist threats.
Loyalists like McLean represent a
front and a flag of convenience for
those who were involved in making
the decision. Why should they be
allowed 1o conduct “business as
usual” whilst republicans are being
fitted-up and criminalised. As long as
the Connolly Commemoration and ts
supporters are the subjects of state
bans and harassment then so 1o will
the who banned the march. If
they want to align themselves with
tascism then they should be ‘respect-
ed' in the same way. Every major
Labour Party event in Scotland
should be picketed. They should not
be allowed to address the media
without a demonstration of republi-
cans being there. We're facing fines
and jailings because of their deci-
sions, therefore we should bring the
consequences of their actions back
fo their doorsteps.

The PTA and censorship of Sinn
Fein through repressive legislation
such as Section 31 has its exponents
on this side of the water also. In
Scotland, the public order act and
local police powers have been used

charge, the scout
tion the

LAUSE

S LEFT STAY AWAY

cans....mobilising in Broughton St..
going for it in a serious way..” Perhaps
sensitive to the feelings of those in
neglected to men-

contingent also contained a
fiute band in full uniform! As police
flooded into the area, the marchers,
who had already formed up, then
moved off initially brushing aside
hastily formed policelines, before
being unceremoniously scattered by
the police on horses. Later in the day
there were further arests after skir-

Suspicions of their actual motives
were two weeks later
by the appearance of at least two

| members of the Maclean escort,

proudly sporting the colours, or at
least the maroon sweat-shirts, of the
Parachute Regiment.

1 only from the point of view of pro-
Ipqmdl. the campaign of defiance
was a success. While the
Loyalists/BNP had the law on their
side we had public opinion, but little

forced the organisers and even the
participants tc operals w a clandes-
tine or semi-clandestine fashion, the
effect on numbers is incalculable. A
story planted in the Irish Post at the
beginning of May, which deliberately
and falsely stated that the commemo-

such as the Troops Out Movement,
the Irish Freedom Movement, Wolfe
Tone Society, etc whose ‘raison
d'etre' is anti-imperialism, who failed
to mobilise, and were unable to send
even a single delegate. As for the
orthodox Left, further confirmation,
that it is now thoroughly cleansed of
any revolutionary  instinct.
Nevertheless a line has now been
drawn in the sand, beyond which we
cannot be pushed. They banned the
march. We defied the ban. In '92, the
ban sparked an instinctive show of
defiance from the JCS. In ‘93, the
ban anticipated,the challenge was

- political, the defiance pre-planned.

Next year.....but that would be telling...

to curtail the activities of the republi-
cans. Just as the republican move-
ment in Ireland opposes the state, its
bans and , 80 must fts sup-
porters in Scotland, England and
Wales.

The James Connolly Soclety
Defence was

around the following demands:

End the Loyalist

, Prestonpans,
Scotland.



7 Therefore, every loyalistias-
cist link that is proven has to
be ‘balanced” by some insub-
sihsw MARXIST DECLINE?
Fein and the IRA also has
tendencies. Dear Red Action Manx was sympathetic to attempts o assassinate
" Souchig (o kot | o St Sl S Pt POV Do, et o vy o P b ot
on was or
ly, are the contentions of | provoking. m--nnumumuh
another American nazi) that | Although, uniike yourseives, | do not sympathise  inconceivable. In the mid-19th century, even the
the violent American fascist, -nnm.uqmmwum nuling classes accepted that the bombardment of
Harold Covington, has IRA | in commemoration of Connolly in cities was not allowed. It took the nationalist bar-
links because of his association with a guy called | Edinburgh to go ahead. It is important that right- barism of two world wars this century o break
Sean who wears a "Sinn Fein baseball | wing elements are not allowed o prevent the com-  down their soruples. When the IRA bomb civillans,
Dear Red Action cap”. conclusive evidence of an IRA- | memoration of the working-class lsader  they are participants in this moral decline of the
The May issue of the anti-fascist magazine, American fascist link, is it? Edinburgh You do not need to support  bourgeois civilisation.
Searchlight, contained a fictitious and sectarian | the June issue of another aside is | e IRA o be worried by the events of 30 January.  Let us remember Connolly, the working class rev-
attack upon Irish republican supporters in  made about the IRA's links with Yar-ight groups The mobilisation of hundreds of fascists 1o prevent  olutionary, but there is a moral guif between his
Glasgow AFA. In the Hill Street News column o, the continent”, 1o evidence is | @ Protest march bodes i for the whole worker's  leadership of ineurmection and sefting off & bomb
penned by ex-right winger, Ray Hill, there Mhmiﬁm Because movement. in a shopping centre. You say that truth and reality
appeared the allegation that members of the anti- Searchiight knows that It's not rue but it serves You are, of course, right to ridicule the sugges- must be embraced as companions. You should

fascist movement in Scotiand had been beaten recognise that not only truth but morality has to be
up because they did not support the IRA. Hill action.

offered no evidence to back up his contentions

regard lo colour, creed or nationality;” (provisional

door! Ray Hill has a very short memory. During
the last general election campaign the only
groups 1o hold meetings in the Larkhall area were
Militant front groups, Lanarkshire Against
Fascism (LARF) and YRE. At one
in Hamilton, a leading member of the
local Orange Order was invited 1o address the
meeting and was roundly applauded by Hill and
his associates after he delivered what could only

ing organised by Militant in Larkhall a couple

weeks later at which Hill was billed to speak had
1o be abandoned after threats from the BNP. It
would be more appropriate for Hill and his col-
leagues to examine their own confused analysis
than to start pointing the finger at others whom

ism and fascism.
Unfortunately, Hill and Searchlight appear to
have adopted the position that loyalism and
are two sides of the same sectarl-
an coin. This is a completely faise analysis which
owes more 1o the warped politics of Militant than
to non-sectarian anti-fascism. Despite
Searchiight's exposure of the very real links that
exist between Ulster Loyalist paramilitaries and
the BNP's own paramilitary wing, C18, the maga-
zine still attempts to appease these allegations
with clumsy efforts at “even handedness”.
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Similarly, from Scotland have many
throughout Europe

in other areas where AFA is active, we have sup-
porters from various backgrounds who are pre-

g
5

rules of the Intemational).
Yours

WP, Glasgow.

(RA REPLY) The rise of the far right is not the
fault of the republican movement, the fault lies
firmly within the left. After a quarter of a centu-
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sometimes, | do feel they

deserve. At Waterioo, rightly

Europe, there were a lot of
anarchists there. Much of
Class War and DAM and
more sizeable in number,
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1y of Irish working class
the left has failed to deliver
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CREDIT WHERE
CREDIT'S DUE

co-opers-
tive venture. If it is to run effi-
clently for the benefit of the
members there must, in addi-
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squatters, punks and the odd
crusties! While the last three
groups may not have well
defined ideas like CW and
DAM a hell of a lot tend

-
-

members 1o keep their distance from AFA are

the sectarian lefty groups and the loyalists. It
would be extremely unfortunate if Searchlight
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have seen anarchists and

their like do stupid things on
anti-fascist demos, but as
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authortty to Individuals.

BANDS ALLIANCE

Dear Red Action

The Republican Bands Alllance (Scotiand)
take this opportunity to send solidarity
greetings and thanks to our comrades in
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lements made
letters t0 AP/RN for tl(n;"r

m social deprivation in
Ballymurphy, has little
resonance with the resi-
dents of Ballyfermot or
Ballymun. So the people
sulk and deposits are
lost.

All politics is based on
perceived self interest,
rather than idealism,
patriotic or otherwise.

not withstanding, Sinn
Fein looks to have
achieved near its opti-

be dealt in the 26
Counties. If national unity
is to be achieved then
those social forces that
must be mobilised, will
form up, but not on the
basis of a united Ireland,
but in pursuit of their own
self interest. In the 70s,
the 26 Counties counties
had the fastest growing
economy in Europe. The
unprecedented growth
was accounted for by the

The massacre in Derry on the 30th January 1972 brought arrival of 900 foreign

tactic of non-violence or
‘blood sacrifice’ won them
widespread sympathy

a
of Israeli actions by a
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n defence of Owen Bennet,
‘Poblachtanach’ (AP/RN 13th

gramme lto which the people
the length and breadth of all
thirty two counties can more
readily relate.” Implicit in this is
that such a pro-
gramme is ready made and
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Nationalist
working class within the Six
Counties, who are the
victims of the Brit/Loyalist
aggression, and whose sons
and daughters are the main-
stay of the ammed resistance do
not share this view. The elec-
toral support for Sinn Fein is a
reflection of the fact that in the
Six Counties the national ques-
tion inevitably has primacy over

social  struggle.

eyed with nostalgia for the

pacifist approach adopted
the civil rights movement,
which ‘unmasked

- the sectarian face of unionism.”

Well if we consider unionism
unmasked, what next?

During the Intifada, unarmed
Palestinians many of them chil-
dren were butchered in their
hundreds by the Israelis. The

Today there are
still people in the United
States, who do not yet under-

principle  stand that such struggles can-

not win decisive victories if they
are not coupled with armed
revolutionary and
struggle.” Not only in the
United States either. Behind
the concept of a thirty two
county programme lies the
idea that for things to be
pushed In a positive direction”
the national issue and armed

support  struggle must be made subor-

dinate to the emphasis on

- social reform (presumably) and

peaceful struggle.

And so this is the way the

question is posed. Either non-

violence, social progress and

majority support, or armed
liberation and

isolation? The question framed

misty in this way is part of a wider

agenda and is of course a trap;

by but a trap republican militants

seem all too willing to fall into.

By allowing a false dichotomy
fo develop between national
liberation and total social
change, often find
themselves in a position of
arguing in defence of the latter
(i.e. armed struggle and isola-
tion) and against and suspi-

cious of radical elements within
other progressive movements,
for fear it might alienate con-
servative social forces within
their own. The pro-choice
movement is a case in point.
S0 in a systematic fashion the
views of the left are choked off
on the traditional grounds that
they are divisive and so consti-
tute a blow party unity.
The Republican Movement
has, as a consequence,

folerant

wait.’ Strip the ‘ism’ from
Socialism and it ceases at
once to appear as an obscure
or abstract notion. The naked
reality of the Republican
demand is also revealed. In the
interests of national liberation
the immediate interests of the
working people must remain
subordinate to the interests of
another class. The enemy
class. In an extension of this
theoretical position SF electoral
policies have veered between
two equally disastrous strate-
gies. The first implies that a
class alliance in the 26
Counties is needed to drive the
British into the sea in the
north. The “altemative” which
Owen Bennet might eulogise
maintains that in order fo coun
respectable, i.e. middie class,
opinion in the south, the issue
of armed struggle must be
talked down and ‘compartmen-
talised’. The result is that SF is
then left with a platform devoid
of even a hint of radicalism,
and so indistinguishable from
anybody else. The delivery of
national unity is still presented
as a panacea for all social ills,
and so in the meantime the

class are instructed to
return to their slums and be
patient. Not unexpectedly,

'Equally should the
Republican Movement
delay ‘the settling of
accounts’ until the
national ‘crisis’ has
passed, and the prereg-
uisite for that is the
political and economic
system is secure, then it
would be advocating
revolutionary change
only when capitalism is
stable; that is - while it
could not win!'

the use of non-violence as a tactic to an abrupt end. fims. From the beginning

the bourgeoisie insisted

that the big companies
that wanted to invest, should
first pass through its hands.
Through this arrangement it
its own historic mis-

sion; that of intermediary or
business agent 1o intemational
capitalism. The Algerian Frantz
Fanon remarked on his own
national bourgecisie that what
distinguished it was the “inner-
most vocation to keep in the

and cynicism among all class-
es is rampant. In the circum-
stances for SF to continue to
regard Fianna Fail as a possi-
ble ally on the national ques-
tion is irational if not just per-
verse. Fianna FailFianna Gael
is representative of the class
who have the greatest invest-
ment in the maintenance of the
economic and political status
quo, which accepts that the
continuing partition of the coun-
fry is a condition both of and for
it's continued dominion. In his
autobiography Dr Garret
Fitzgerald admitted as much.In
75-76 the Provisionals and the
Ulster Unionist Council Co-
ordinating Committee (UDA)
heid a series of meetings with
Desmond Boal, a longtime
associate of lan Paisley and
Sean Macbride (former IRA
chief of staff) as ‘technical
advisers’. One matter both
sides had agreed on was a
collapsed when the Dublin gov-
ernment learned of it and
denounced it. So by saying
‘socialism must wail' the
Republican movement tums it's
back on the class with

to lose in favour of the class
govemed by the fear of losing
everything. The tinkering with
the constitution i.e. articles two
and three should be seen in
that light. Not simply an
attempt at some juridical solu-
tion, but evidence of some
recidivist instinct to loosen the
bonds of sovereignty, in readi-
ness if necessary to assimilate
with the old colonial master. in

retaliation, SF proposes a iite they

constitutional tinkering of it's
own. A new constitution, it
declares, would contain a
‘charter of rights," which would
‘protect the individual rights of
the people of the nation in
regard to social justice, includ-
ing the right to an adequate
income, fo & job, to housing, to
education efc.” That is simply
eye wash. Whal for instance
constitutes an adequate
income? Even if there was a

¥

nial influence is in the 26
Counties rather than in the six.
In the Six Counties the
Republican movement is a rad-

'In the Six counties,
Sinn Fein addresses the
problems with the State
Jfrom the viewpoint of
it’s constituency, while
in the 26 Counties it
addresses it’s con-
stituencies problems
Jrom the viewpoint of
the State. Therein lies

the real explanation for
the vast discrepancy in
the level of support.’

ical movement the catalyst for
change because it goes to the
root of the problem. British
armed occupation. So force is
met with force. The Republican
Movement is a revolutionary
movement though not overtly
left wing. The jons on
the left like the Communist
Party of Ireland or the Socialist
Workers Movement who
preach social revolution are
also vociferous opponents of
the armed struggle. They do so
not because they are left wing
as some would have you
believe but because they are
not revol . Neither are
they a left wing loyal to the
Republican demands. They
should be seen rather as the
radical wing of those who form
the rearguard of the national
struggle. That section of the
Irish people who have never
ceased 1o be on the other side
in the fight. As always for them,
armed struggle proves to be
the point of departure.
(Incidentally are these the
‘friends’ Bennet insisted the
IRA should be listening to?)

So it is not simply a case of
saying to the working class
here is the red flag, kneel here.
It is not a case of Marxist
dogma over common sense,
rather the reverse. For if the
class struggle is continuously
pushed aside as an unpleas-
ant, crude and divisive phe-
nomenon, nothing remains as
the basis for in
the 26 Counties but empty
phrases about ‘justice, free-
dom, peace’.

Inherent to the SF strategy is
the unstated assumption that
the 26 Counties bourgeoisie
are, for the moment, and for
the most pan, neutral in the
struggle between the colonists
and the colonialised, and if
they cannot be convinced to
play the role of ‘honest broker’,
then neither should anything be
done which might cause them
to be neediessly provoked.
Consequently nothing that

the British. In return, the
Republican Movement remains
for the most pan neutral in the
struggle between classes;
shuns i's natural class
constituency and in the
process pulls it's own teeth.

Ireland is a colonialized coun-
try. It is colonialized in the 6
Counties by guns, in the 26
Counties more subtiety by the
thought and institutions left

CONTINUED OVER P,
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Begyord the Poale

Red Actior e PO Box 3355, Dublir 7, Eire

would be the attacks on Trade
Union rights in both countries. in
Britain the attacks come from a
more ideclogical position. The
Tories wanted to weaken the
Unions for a long time, especially
in the light of the miner's part in
Ted Heath's downtall in 1972. The
antl union stance of the Tories and

With the stockpiling of huge
amounts of coal and the introduc-
fion of the new anti union legisia-
tion the govemment was in a posi-
fion 10 to provoke a confrontation.
When the miners struck in 1984
the Torles used the full powers of
the state to defeat them. Police
powers and tactics never seen
before in Britain, but long in use in

ive actions, especially those
invoiving the steelworkers and rail-
workers. This was done by con-
cading 1o wage claims by both the
steelworkers and the railworkers
with the intention of taking on
these unions individually in the
future. Within the Labour maove-
ment the defeatist policy of New
Realism', which was being pro-
moted by the right of the Trade
Union movement, was given a sig-
nificant boost after the Tories'
landslide victory in the 1983
Election. This policy of defeatism
played its part in the failure of the
miners strike in 1985 and in doing
80 gave credence 1o the belief that
the unions could not take on the
employers, including the govem-
ment, and win using industrial
action. The legacy of the miners
defeat has caried on right up to
the present day.

In Ireland anti union legisiation
aimost identical 10 the British pro-
visions was faciitated by the Irish
Congress of Trade Unions (ICTU).
This amazing oocurrence was part
of the deal involved in the ‘social
partnership' agresment, the
Programme for Economic and
Social Progress (PESP), signed
by the govemment, the employers

and trade unions. The 1990
Industrial Relations Act, while
replacing the 1908 Trades
Disputes Act, actually increases
the hurdies a union must over-
come 1o take eMective strike

in relation fo industrial action by
virtually outiawing the practice ol
secondary picketing, insisting that
only those in dispute with the
employer involved can picket the
workplace. Therefore supportive
actions, such as mass pickets, are
deemed o be contrary to the Act.

The Act also makes polmui'
strikes illegal, this means that
actions such as those in support
of the Hunger Strikers in 1981, the
tamous Dunnes Stores strike
against apartheid and work stop-
mhmmﬂamm
no longer legally take
mmmmdw
attack on one is the concem of
all" is challenged by section 9 of
the Industrial Relations Act which
disallows industrial action in the
case of an individual work
uniess exhaustive procedures
have been followed. Employers
know very well that these proce-
dures can take up to 6 months
and that the vast majority of work-
ers cannot afford a lengthy fight.

t was only in the months after
the 1980 Act became law, as
part of the PESP, that most

Trade Unionists realised the pow-
ors that it contained. It was not
long before the employers were
using it's provisions to attack
workers. in recent times there has
been a spate of disputes in which
the 1990 Industrial Relations Act
has been used to tie the hands of
the unions.

‘Body Shop’ the fact that there
were only six regular picketters
meant that they could only cover
one shop and not the others. The
strikes for union recognition at the
‘Pat The Baker' bakery and Nolan
Transport have been seriously
hampered by the 1990 Act. At Pat
The Baker the strikers union,
SIPTU, will not call for a boyoott of
the firm's products such is their
fear of the 1990 Act. SIPTU could
also put serious pressure on
Nolan Transport if they called on
their members elsewhere 1o
refuse to handie Nolan's trucks.

bear the cost. Trade Unionists
must face the employers on this
issue or the rights fought for over
many years will disappear. Trade
Unionists must not be afraid to
break the law, et us remember
that union rights were only gained
by breaking the law.
Irish Trade Unionists mus! leam
from the mistakes of the miners
strike in Britain in terms of solidari-
ty from other unions. They must
be prepared for legal attempts o
have their assets sequestered and
fully
realise
that the
employ-
ors will

police

and the army, against them lo
break strikes. New methods and
tactics must be called into play,
such as the establishment of
‘Independent’ strike support

employers,

they clearly are not, then it is up to
the union activists to do s0.

I Trade Unions are 1o retain any
aftraction for workers they must be
seen 10 have something 1o offer.
Increasing numbers of people are
beginning 1o view frade unions as
just another part of the establish-
ment, wiling fo barter their mem-
bers rights and livelihoods for a
place at the table with the bosses.
We see the leaders of the main
unions, with salaries of £80,000+,
calling for wage restraints from
workers. The fogic’ of this position
is that the 'Social Partnerships’ of
the Programme for National
Recovery (PNR) and the PESP
would enable the unions to have
an input into the economic sirate-
gy of the govenment, especially
in the areas of Job creation, social
welfare and taxation.

ow a soclal partnership
Hcould be conceived
between two sections of
society whose interests are totally
opposed 1o each other remains a
mystery 1o all but those involved.
The aim of all employers, includ-
ing the government, is to keep
their costs, including wages, 10 a
minimum. The aim of Trade
Unions (supposedly) is to get the
possible

ing the PESP, even though the
increased profits for employers
during the earfier PNR did not
result in significant job creation,
the main tenet of both pro-
grammes. The major indictment of
the PNR/PESP is the fact that
since the PNR was signed in 1967
unemployment has risen from
237,962 to 330,198 today. This
fact alone indicates the disastrous
effects of the unions aligning
themsaelves with the employers.
Added 1o this the aftacks on trade
union rights, the rationalisation
plans for Aer Lingus (and no doubt
of some sections), Mc
Creevy's Dirty Dozen Social
Waeltare cuts and the privatisation
of the government's remaining
shares in Greencore you could be
forgiven for thinking that the
unions would not even consider
another ‘social partnership’.
However in union circles a new
PESP is being discussed as a dis-
tinct possibility, ironically it could
be the employers who decide not
10 enter into a new deal.
It is time for the Trade Unions 1o
get back to basics - fighting for
workers rights and conditions.
While understanding that Trade
Unions only work when capitalism
works they are still the first line of
detence for many working class
people. Even though by their
nature trade unions tend 1o be
reformist organisations ordinary
people invoived in sirikes get first
hand experience of the states’ role
in keeping working peopie down.
This creates a politicisation

of state repression during the
'84/85 strike and the

of the nationalist people of
Northem lreland.
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Make a Choice!
The Spanish revolution of July
1836 continued on an upwards

impetus of the fascist backed

tary coup had been halted.
Elementary forms of workers
power had effectively been estab-
lished the areas held
by the Republic. Yet the decisive
move o establish mechanisms of
wider political control - a 'soviet’
system - were blocked by the

) power vacu-
um could not continue. The
Catalan state apparatus, under its
president Companys, began o
make an insidious comeback. As

state power, so the old state
apparatus was nol destroyed, but
reformed.*

The Catalan state

form of dual power resutted, which
in the absence of a determined
political agenda on the part of the
anarchist leadership, could only,
in time, be resolved one way.
Landau predicted that:

“The Council of the Generalitat
was a mixiure of a bourgeois gov-

a period of stagnation ever
increasing numbers of workers
relapse from a condition of activity
o one of passive expectation.”
He touches here on a refrain
heard

of the milllas. A CNT-
FAI bulletin (CNT= anarchist
trades union; FAlsiberian
Anarchist Federation,

the Amy

ty. To the front certainly. But lo the
barracks as soldiers not subject lo
the popular forces, certainly notl”

The POUM, while the
formation of a politicised ‘Red

wait upon the successful conclu-
sion of the war. The entire revolu-
tionary process was 10 be put on
hold ‘until the war was won',

The communist's preferred strate-
gy was piecemeal infiltration of the
existing government apparatus.
They dissolved their own 5th
Regiment into the state’s ‘Popular
, which formed
its political centre. The
Generalidad made the first moves
towards disarming the anarchist
miliiamen organised in the ‘con-

, trol patrols’ which had replaced

the police units. It desisted in the
tace of fierce resistance from the
CNT rank and file.

The revolutionary momentum at
the base of the workers' organisa-
tions was still a force 10 be reck-
oned with, but was 1o a steadily
increasing extent, bacoming out of
step with the party-bureaucratic
conservatism of their leading stra-
ta. Landau continued fo insist that:
“The substantial left wing of the
CNT and FAl...has no faith in
bourgeois democracy, or the revo-
lution from above, and is a revolu-

socialist programme.
, The CNT leadership kept the

POUM at arm's length, refusing to
allow any of its unions to fall under
POUM control, distrusting any
form of mandsm.

The process of political assimila-

“Either we collaborate or we
impose a dictatorship. Make a
choice”

The communists had made theirs.
While the Spanish Central
Committee opposed entry into
Madrid government, Moscow
Insisted. In line with the dogma
that only the completion of the

it
Y
i
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ory and practice were
irreconcilable. As one
member of the FAI put it

they were forced to accep! the

‘dictatorship’. As their paper
declared at the outbreak of the

revolution:
“Against fascism, yes, but also
against any form of dictatorship

sprang its surprise: three anar-
accepted posts in the bour-
geois state apparatus of the
Generalidad. In the

chist fashion, one of them was
appointed simply because he was
passing by as the names were
being chosen! As cover for this
stupifying about turn, in which
‘anarchists’ were 1o axercise politi-
cal authority in the name of the
state, the Generalitat was
renamed the ‘Regional Defence
Councif'

Three weeks later, in mid-
October, the anarchists
announced that four CNT minis-

“ fters were joining the central gov-

emment of the Popular Front in
Madrid. Bortenstein's scom was
well merited:

“The anti-slatists were lrans-
formed into ministers, the bomb-
throwers info police prefects, the
terrorists into prison
governors...Of course Durruli,
Ascaso and thousands of name-
less heroes will, like the Paris
Commune, remain forever
inscribed in the hearts of the pro-
letariat; but as for the policy of
the...so-called leadership of the
CNT, it was grossly reformist,
petit-bourgeois and objectively
criminal towards the proletariat
and the revolution.”

Wilebaldo Solano, the secretary of
the POUM's militant youth wing,
the JCI, alleges that the POUM

the suggested forming a bloc with the

CNT; the CNT refused.
TThe CNT] had the mass of work-
s, It was a tremendous popular

the POUM also joined the

Generalidad.

Despite having, in a rapturously
received speech on September 7
1938, put forward the siogan, “Gel
the ministers out”. the
most prominent of the POUM
leaders, Andres Nin, became one
of them - the councillor for justice
of all things. Bortenstein com-
mented:

3his social revoiution was crimi-
nally strangled by the leaders of
- the Popular Froni. who along with
the ieaders of all the working class
parties, preferred portolios in the

fo_the revolutionary road.” (RA's

emphasis)
Only one of the POUM's executive
committee, Juan Andrade,

,  opposed joining the bourgeois

govemment. Even he rationalised
the move:

I we refused fo join, the Stafinists
would have used it as 4 pretext io
outlaw us...We had no intention of
outlawing ourselves in & revolu-
tionary sifuation [1). cutting our-

selves off, in this way, from influ-
encing the masses.” (RA's
emphasis)

From these events, it was a short
siep to the formal dissolution of
the ‘dual power’ of the Anti-Fascist
Committee on October 1. its sub-

FAl excused the by
explaining how the anarchists
were ‘Toid time and time again that
to get arms we would have to
abandon the Anti-Fascis! Militias
Committee and enter the govem-
ment”. Despite arguing for the
preservation and broadening of
the ‘dual power' of the ‘Anti-

- Fascist Commitiee' through the

election of worker delegates, the
POUM, having once foliowed the
anarchists into the Generalitat

tee as a “tremendous mistake.”
He still excused his own party,

adding:

“The CNT must bear the responsi-
bility. We didn't carry enough
weight io prevent it ing..."
The rank and file on the other
hand, refused fo dissolve the ‘con-
trol patrols’ which continued as
independent powers. The ‘dual
power' on the sireets was still a
reality. At the front, Dumuti and his
men kept true 1o the
anarchist faith. Told by a
Canadian journalist that even if
the anarchists were victorious,
they would be sitling on a pile of
ruins, Dumuti replied:

“We have always lived in slums
and holes in the wall - we shall
know how o accommodate our-
selves for a time...We can also
build. It is we who built the
palaces and cities here in Spain
and America and everywhere.
We, the workers can build cities fo
may blast and ruin their world
belore they leave the stage of his-
fory. But we camy a new world in
our hearts.”

. After the republican victory

supreme political authority
throughout Aragon. They
announced that Aragon had
become the ‘Spanish Ukraine' and

place of bourgeois courts. It
accepted no political authority
other than its own.

Orwell wrote that in this area,
where the POUM and the anar-
chists remained the dominant
forces, even in the spring of 1937,
“The revolutionary atmosphere
remained as | had first known it.
General and private, peasant and
militia man, still met as equais,
everyone drew the same pay,
wore the same clothes, ate the
same food...there was no boss
class’, no menial class, no beg-
gars, no prostitutes, no lawyers,
no prigsts, no bool-icking, no cap-
fouching. | was breathing the air of

equalty..
Morrow, writing in 1938, believed

that,

"A single example, in POUM con-
trolled industrial towns like Lerida
or Gerona, of delegates elected in
every faclory and shop, joining
with delegates from the workers'
patrols and the militias fo creale &
workers' pariiament which would
function as the ruling body of the
area, would have electrified
Catalonia and inftiated an identical
process everywhere.”
conspicuously failed to put into
practice its slogans calling for the
formation of any such over-arch-
ing form of workers’ power.

Stalinist counter-revolution

in the
battie for Madrid, the unity

state and its communist allies.

Orwell says that,
“From about February 1937
onwards the anarchists and the

logical indecisiveness of the
socialists drove many into the
arms of the communists. By the
end of 1836, the Communist party
numbered 250,000. Of these the
German dissident communist,

SPA

checas' wih g dJictator

branches of
the NKVD -
the Russian

(Anarchist

i "o " the anti-st

The social-
ists by con-
trast had
dwindled to
160,000. The
anarchists
were divided

tions? But the real target of the
communists remained the inde-
pendent marxists of the POUM
Only La Batalla, the POUM's
national paper, and the CNT
paper La Noche, run by the ‘bol-
shevik anarchist’ group, the
‘Friends of Durrulf’, criticised the
Moscow purges and show triais.
Even the CNT later disowned La
Noche's article. Morrow felt that,

“with no aid from the POUM lead-

Friends of Durruti and the
Libertarian Youth. If the POUM
was ever lo sirike out indepen-
dently of the CNT lsadership, this

ministers,
police pre
prison gove
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we collaborate or we impose
orship. Make a choice!"

st leader)

-statists were transformed into
s, the bomb-throwers into
refects, the terrorists into
vernors...” (CNT militant)

and out of the hands of the work-
o’

powerful ommol patrols. The
bread committees, which had
organised Barcelona's food sup-
ply, were abolished by the com-
munist minister for food,
Comorera. The PSUC slogan
became, “All power lo the
Generalidad”, but only as a pre-

that of the central govemment in
Madrid. The communist controlied

were steadily replaced by
councils ‘named’ from

above in ratio o party strength.
At their conference in March 1937,

the communist leader, Diaz,

member of the trotskyist
‘Bolshevik-Leninist’ faction,

. regarded them as ‘rabid ant-trof-

skyiles”. It made no difference to
the Stalinists. Diaz denounced the

POUM as,

“agents of fascism, who hide
themseives behind the pretended
slogans of revolutionaries lo carry
out their
major mis-
sion as
agents of
our enemies
in our .ﬂl'ﬂ
Diaz was not
caught up in
the emotions.
of the
moment; the
communists

now insisted
that the
POUM and
its thousands of activists, the
majority

on the streets spilt over into
killings on both sides. On 26
March the government forbade
police units to deciare any political
affiliations and ordered that all
political factions should hand over

ership, the anarchists and the
POUM members on the streets

over the Karl Marx barracks as
their stronghold,

the CNT

speech- anarchist

entrenched itself in the Chamber
of Commerce.

 The May Days

The communists made their move
at the beginning of May. For some
time it had been apparent that
in the tele-
phone exchange listened in to
calls. During one call between
Azana and , the tele-
phonist interrupted telling them
that the lines should be used for
more important business than
chats between the two presidents!

“The issue was clear enough. On
one side the CNT, on the other
side, the poiice. | have no particu-
lar love for the idealised ‘worker'
as he appears in the bourgeois
communist’s mind, but when | see
an actual fesh and blood worker
in conflict with his natural enemy,
the policeman, | do not have o
ask myself which side | am on.”
The CNT and FAI leadership
were rapidly losing control of their
own militants. Some sections of
the CNT threatened to go over o
the POUM. Orwell again:

“On the anarchist side the action
was almosl certainly sponia-
neous, for it was an aflair mainly
of the rank and file. The people
came info the streets and their
political leaders followed reluc-
tantly, or did not follow at all.”
Bortenstein too, was careful to
distinguish the political weakness
of the POUM tops from s strong
ppoini, the courage and devotion of
its militants.” These POUM mili-
tants were joined by the legendary
‘Friends of Durruti’. They con-
sisted of a group of ex-Durruti
columnists who had refused to be

sidered that 'hay were evolving,
however siowly, towards revolu-
tionary marxism”. Morrow sup-

On 3 May, the chief of police ports this:

entered the Telefonica building
and announced he was taking it
over. The anarchists on duty

PC'MI. the Friends of Durruti
and the small Trotskyite
‘Boishevik-Leninist group took up
positions. Within hours, all the
political organisations were an
armed presence on the streets.
An Italian trotskyist, Domenico
Sedran, described what hap-

“The Fricndl of Durruti were
organised to wres! leadership
from the CNT bureaucracy. In the

of the workers, peasanis and
as the axpression of
the workers’ power.”
The Friends of Durruti however,
caried litte weight with the CNT
neighbourhood defence commit-
tees, who were the driving force
behind the mass mobilisation on
the barricades. Morrow again con-
mm
‘the were pouring into the

pened:

“after the first day of protest
duwmﬁwbymmm
masses...on the second day, 4
May 1837, only a minority of the
dissident anarcho-syndicalists led
by Balius continued the strug-
gle... The POUM militants aiso put

The communists were by no
means of a victory.
The anarchist forces in the
Barcelona streets remained a for-
midable i

On May 4, street attacks by the
rival factions escalated. It was July
19 all over again, a second revolu-
tion. Police versus anarchists and
the POUM, except the police were
now controlied and joined by the
communists. The communist
PSUC and police controlled the
area around the Generalitat build-
ing, the anarchists controlled the
rest. Orwell, who himself took part
in the fighting, wrote:

local centres of the CNT-FAI and
POUM, arming and building barm-
cades. From the dungeons of the
Rivera [1925-39)...the
CNT-FAI have always had their
local defence commitiees, with a
tradition of local initiative. So far
as there was leadership in the
coming week, these defence com-
mittees provided it

Morrow was convinced that the
bamicades alliance of the friends
of Durruti and the POUM could
have been crucial:

“The Friends of Durmuti had forged
fo the front...calling upon the CNT
workers fo the desertion
orders of Casa CNT [CNt HQ)] and
continue the struggle for workers'
power. It had warmly weicomed
the collaboration of the POUM.
The masses were still on the bam-
cades. The POUM, numbering at
least 30,000 workers in Catalonia,
could tip the quivering scales
either way. lis leadership tipped
the scales for capitulation.”

The POUM paper refused to call
for the overthrow of the govem-
ment, confining itsell to calling for
defence of the barricades, and

“Limited as this was, it
contrasted so with the CNT

Committee's appeals lo
desert the barricades that the
prestige of the POUM soared
among the anarchist masses. The
POUM had an unparalled oppor-
tunity to come to the head of the
movement.

Shoot the Radio!

The CNT also had 500 well armed
men in Barcelona - all that
remained of the famous Durruti

| column - under the command of
L] Ricardo Sanz, Durruti's former

lieutenant. Sanz went to see
Garcia Oliver, the leader of the
constitutional anarchists in the
govemment. The outcome was
that, as Sanz reported,

“None of my troops moved lo
decapitate the reactionary move-
ment which was the cause of it all.
Our represeniatives in the ceniral

govemment called instead for a
cease-fire."

Al this critical juncture,, with their
militants on the barricades, the
POUM leaders privately proposed
an aliance 1o their wavering anar-
chist counterparts. Solano went
with Nin to the CNT HQ. Solano
described how he explained that;

“We believed we had lo take the
offensive, demand  the

eye 1o future negotiations. The
anarchists refused. They told the
POUMists that: the siuation will
probably change, become more
radical - then we'll confront the
PUSC".

The anarchists thanked the
POUM leaders for coming over,
saying that, “I's been a pleasant

evening logether.

The anarchist leaders, Garcia
Oliver and Federica Montseny,
caught by surprise by the uprising,
broadcast an emotional appeal to
their followers to lay down their
ams and retum 1o work. Andrade,
a top POUM leader, was al the
CNT at the time:
“The CNT militants were so furi-
ous that they pulled out their pis-
fols and shot the radio... They were
absolutely furious - and yet they
obeyed. "

Units of the Durmutl column, which
was preparing to march on
Barcelona, obeyed the

and remained where they were.
POUM front line elements were
only deterred from marching by
the threat from the communist
head of the Aragon air force, that
they would be bombed from the

- air if they proceeded. On May 5,

the anarchist leaders came o an
arrangement with the
Generalidad; the existing adminis-
tration resigned and a new one
installed. Sporadic firing in the
streets continued. The basis still
existed on the streets for a
‘POUM-CNT-FAI revolutionary
workers' front’. At a joint CNT-
POUM committee, Solano
described how the order had been
given to march to the centre of
Barcelona, when Nin came on the
ne:
*He told me not to give the
order...A revolutionary govern-
ment backed by an army and con-
trolling the radio could have
axplained the situation to the com-
balants at the froni; even then,
even if the CNT had
agreed with us, it would have
been a risky affair..."
The following day, the anarchists
prociaimed a truce, but refused 1o
retum to work. In the afternoon,
fighting broke out once again. On
7 May the CNT leadership once
again appealed for a return to
‘normality’ and the next day called
for the barricades to be disman-
tled. Some 500 had been killed in
the fighting and double that
wounded. The Generalidad
reformed as before. The second,
and last revolutionary attempt was
over, crippled by an insulated
that had become rec-
onciled to the bourgeois order. For
them, any revolutionary attempt,
even under the optimum condi-
tions available, was o be rejected
as, in Nin's words, “too risky”.
Bortenstein concluded that
“The situation called for the lead-
ership of the CNT (o play the role
of the leading centre in the prole-

tarian insurrection, but it played

the role of an enemy agent.”

In the midst of the crisis, the anar-
chists had shown that they simply
could not ensure unity of action. In
particular, the gulf between the
older leadership and the street
fighting elements proved
unbridgeable. In Bortenstein's
unanswerable words:

“The problem of power was posed
for the CNT and FAI during the
July Days and in an even sharper
fashion in the May Days. Take the
power or leave it to others: in
other words, io the left

and the Stalinists. m

ship was incapable of taking a
decisive lead in their place. Orwell
commented;

in reaiity the aftitude of the POUM

leaders was hesitating. They had
never been in favour of an insur-

rection until the war against
Franco was won; on the other
hand the workers had come into
the streets and the POUM leaders
took the rather pedantic marxist
line that when the workers are on
the streets I is the duly of the rev-

parties (o be with them.
Hence in spite of utlering revolu-
tionary slogans...they did their
unmmm action fo

A sense of sheer polmul self-
preservation should itsell have
inspired firmer leadership from the
POUM tops. For despite the
weakness of its leadership, the
POUM was the main target of the
communists, and amongst the
POUM, its youth wing (JCI) in par-

“The revolution in Spain began
Just as Stalin's crimes were begin-
ning to be known...The POUM
the new
current that could stem the
Stalinist tide, it challenged the
Comintemn and the Soviet Union.
That was why Stalin had fo liqui-
dale the party...”
By May 1937, there was no ques-
tion that a showdown with the
communists was on its way. The
only question was whether the
POUM leadership would ever
summon the resolve to make a
fight of it, or be content to be elimi-
naled quietly. By refusing to back
the fighting stance of its militants
on the streets, the POUM tops
threw away the last chance of
saving themselves - and the revo-
Iution
The counter-revolutionary ele-
ments on the contrary, communist
and bourgeois, had shown that
they were able to combine to
enforce a common agenda.
Attacks were renewed on the
remaining collectives. On May 13,
the governmen! once again
ordered the surrender of all arms.
The communist SIM (Military
Intelligence) set up a network of
private prisons for interrogation
and detention. The control patrols
were dissolved on 7 June. In the
wake of the May Days, the com-
munists took over the direct com-
mand of the police and army
the summer, conven-
tional court procedures were sub-
stituted for the popular tribunals;
new career prison directors were
appointed to replace the political
nominees. Municipal councils
replaced all CNT-FAI commitiees.
The anarchists themselves were
stil too numerous 1o be liquidated;
in any case, although in June they
resigned from ministerial positions.
in the Generalidad, the leadership
continued to collaborate with the
govemment and to occupy posi-
tions in the bureaucracy
Bortenstein commented
“The CNT was therefore not con-
signed lo illegality ke the POUM,
instead they spal in ils face every
day.”

Death of the POUM

The POUM were soon under a
sustained and decisive attack
Most of the interrogations, amests
and torture were carried out by
foreign communists, with the

be Francoist agents were fortu-
ftously unearthed. The POUM
paper, La Batalla, had already
been banned after the May
events. On 14 June, Orlov the
GPU chie! (Russian Secret
Police), gave orders for the amest
of all the POUM leadership. Two
days later, the POUM headquar-
ters, the Hotel Falcon, was closed
and appropriately, tuned into a
pmon. The POUM was deciared

an ilegal organisation. Its central
committee of forty members was
amesied. POUM battalions at the
front were disbanded. Andres Nin
and his friends were removed to
vanous secret dungeons: Nin him-
sell was never 1o r. He
was subjected to the standard
GPU torture routine but resisted,
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George Orwell, Civil War veteran and author of 'Homage
to Catalonia’ working at his home in Islington after his
retum from Spain.
Waldemar Bolze, described how
the communist run St Ursula
camp at first held nationalist

sympathisers:

“Soon, however, the picture
changed complelely. The bour-
geois elements gradually gained
their liberty. Active fascists were
also released... Proletarians ook

munist party and press in Britain
and eisewhere supported the
allegations against the POUM.

Torture of other POUM tops con-
tinued in the Convent of St

i
I
i

“in spite of anarchist ‘ultra
democracy'...the  regional
Commitiee decided...lo expel
from the CNT all the members of
the Friends of Durmuti...because a
they told the truth about the
M'prywmocurm- lution from

ship...

The Spanish revolution was sys-
fematically buichered not by the
nationalist forces, but in the
name of ‘communism’ itself.
When the Francoist forces finally

took over in March 1939, only the
of the revolution
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the revolution, to one of
acquiescence in the communist
run  counter revolution.
Bortenstein tells how, after May,
“The rank and file of the CNT It
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June Sth saw the centre of Edinburgh come 1o a stand-

The scale of the disruption, had been predicted by the
organisers of the march, called to commemorate the 125th
anniversary of the birth of the revolutionary fighter James Connolly.
As a consequence of the march being banned for the second year run-
ning by the Lothian Regional council, police mounted a huge opera-
tion to smother any public display of defiance by the James Connolly
Society, and failed. Police were forced to seal off the city centre area
and a total of forty eight people were arrested in subsequent con-

To add insult o injury, the Labour controlled council, the approved
an application to march just iwo weeks later from the Independent
Loyal Orange Lodge on a similar route to that denied o the republi-
cans.

The latter moreover, an organisation whose main claim to fame is
Its public and unabashed allegiance to the death squads of the UVF,
an outfit that still reveres the deranged serial killer Lenny Murphy,
as its favourite son. This resulted in a role reversal. While the initial
march which was banned had the support of republicans and anti-
fascists, and was attacked by the police, the loyalist procession
which had the blessing of the Labour group and was protected by
the constabulary, was attacked by anti-fascists and republicans. A
further ten people were armested. The public controversy surmound-
ing the Connolly Commemoration ‘83, began as far back as April.

Within a day of Red Action being soid In Scotiand, carrying the ban-
ner headline ‘WE MARCH IN EDINBURGH!', The Sun informed its
readers “that pro-republicans have vowed to defy any ban”.
Counciliors were said to be particularly ‘incensed’, as the James
Connolly Society had as yet not even made a formal application!
Shortly afterwards, a previously unknown group, trading under the
name Concerned Citizens Against Terrorism, opened ts account in
the propaganda war. Accompanying copies of the offending Red
Action article which was made avallable 10 all the counciliors, was a
press release which denounced Red Action as ‘fascists'. “As you
will see from the material sttached, Red Action and Its misnamed
front Anti-Fascist Action are regarded as fascists by
most other groups on the Left and surround themselves in a cult of
violence. It is important to note that Red Action uses violence, or
the threat of it not just against the neo-naz! right but against those
whom it disagrees with on the Left. in any case its support for the
IRA is well documented.” In a clear sttempt to counter the RA call
for a national mobilisation, by "individuais from every party and no
party,”the press release was also directed st the Left, and circulat-
od among anarchist circles in particular. The objective was as stat-
od, "o isolate the Connolly Society and Red Action.” In a further
attempt to sow confusion a K. Rutherford insisted in a letter to the
local Evening News that... “this years march while formaily under
the suspices of the James Connolly Soclety Is in fact controlied by
Red Action, a group expelied from the SWP in 1962 due to their
propensity for viclence and unconditional support for the IRA".
James G. Maciean the front man for the concemed citizens group,

THE TAIL

Small world. So long before the council was due to meet on the 18th
of May to discuss the march application the battie lines had aiready
been drawn up slong traditional lines of Right and Left or so it
seemed. Nevertheless, it came as something of a surprise when the
councifiors saw fit 1o invite ‘the tearful sister of a Scots squaddie
murdered by an IRA sniper 1o offer her opinion. June Dickson ‘who
in a trembiing voice’ according to the Daily Record toid the meeting,

chance...why should they then be allowed to march.” The Labour
counciliors, offered their condolences and banned the march. From
the public gallery a JCS spokesperson denounced the Labour
group for “Dowing to loyslist and fascist pressure.” in 1992 the
council justified its decision to ban the commemoration by citing
the trouble of the previous year. But as Red Action pointed ‘alf

‘eleven arrests were fascists...nevertheless /it was the march rather
than the counter demonstration that was banned.’ An editorial in
The Scotsman was equally unimpressed by the councils logic and
commented “The threst (o order discerned in relstion to the James
Connolly Society, did not come from the march organisers, and par-
ticipants, but was felt lo arise because the event would provoke
those for whom Republicanism is anathema...in short Loyalist sym-
pathisers...” The Herald went a littie further “What has happened in
Edinburgh has been an attempt at biackmail, successful as it turns
out. The council rightly wishes to avoid the threat of trouble; thugs
offer the threat. Before you can say ‘tomorrow belongs lo me’ the
simians succeed in their sim and the march is hafted.” Despite the
Iimpeccable reasoning and elegant prose neither analysis grasped
the fact that while the motive offered by the council to impose the
veto had refied on the law 'n’ order ticket in ‘92, it was sustained by
arguments had that become overtly political by '93. For instance,
the  Labour
group conclud-

without

the holding of a
procession by
an organisation
‘percelved as

[JC87) would

likely promote intolerance (b) That sectarian murders
[Cpl.Dickson?] have increased public revulsion st processions; (c)
that James Connolly, [backstabbing religious bigot?] is perceived
by the public at large to promote sectarianism. (Comments in brack-
ots by Red Action.) The political argument that the Labour council
should stand up to the blackmail of the loyalistfascist gangs is not
being contested. To do otherwise is to allow the far-right to set the
agenda. This is as true for Edinburgh as It is for Rostock. But this is
no longer the issue. There has been a subtie shift in emphasis
apparently undetected by the liberal left. In ‘82 political principie
was considered subordinate to public order, but by ‘93 the issue of
public order had been made subordinate to a political bias.

The Heraid states "that the council wished to avoid trouble, " but all
the evidence points to the opposite conclusion. Once the JCS had
announced its intention 1o hold the commemoration regardiess, and
all things being equai L.e. the loyalist counter threat; then some form
of ‘disruption’ to the community was aiready guaranteed. The
prospect of a retaliatory JCS counter demo two weeks later, provid-
od an added emphasis. A move subsequently supported by AFA,
and even the ANL. Once it was accepled that the threat existed, in
any case, then from the councillors’ point of view, if avoiding dis-
ruption was Indeed their primary concern, it should have been sim-
ply & question of to what degree the threat could be nullified. & was
a straight forward choice between minimum over one
weekend or maximum disruption over two? Armed with all the facts
they opted for the latter. So you then had a situstion where a march
perceived to be sectarian only by Loyalists is banned, and its coun-
terpart perceived to be sectarian by everybody bar Loyalists is
licensed. The first one largely bigot free the latter undoubtedly bigot
only. The only possible expianation is that the councillors conciud-
od that if large numbers of police would be needed to maintain

order in any case, then they would be betier employed confronting  Labour Group
republicans.

In a belated attempt to deflect some criticism they even told the irish
World which it duly reported “that police chiefs recommended that
the republican march be banned.” However, a careful reading of the
police report reveals no such recommendation. 5o to continue to
accuse Labour of a cowardly retreat; of adopting the course of least
resistance in the face of fascist terror is 1o do them a disservice.
The massive disruption on the 5th and again on the 19th was not a
consequence of them adopting the course of least resistance, rather
Its precise opposite. The statistics bear this out. Over five times as
many people were arrested in ‘93 as against ‘91, (when the march
was legal) the principle difference being of course, that now instead
of being 100% pro-Loyalist, B0% are perceived o be pro-

So you then had a situation where a march per-
debate; (o)t ceived to be sectarian only by Loyalists is banned,
and its counterpart perceived to be sectarian by
everybody bar Loyalists is licensed. The first one

sectarian’ largely bigot free the latter undoubtedly bigot only.

WAGGING THE DOG!

Republican! (A convenient basis for the ban in *94 no doubt).

political reality which the council's critics have shut their

eyes 10, is that while republicanism is anathema to loyalism,
loyalism Is not anathema to either the Labour Party or the
‘labour movement’. Prior to the march the media announced that the
Connolly Society intended to address and leaflet the Timex strikers
In Dundee. At the emergence of the trade union movement,

In many confrontations with the police over the use by the employ-
ors of scab labour. So there were clear historical paraliels with the
contemporary situation. The convener responded by saying they
would be’ unwelcome’. Post march, two members of The Connolly
Soclety, having been identified as republicans, were ordered off the
Miners Gala by the police on the explicit instructions of NUM gener-

ol secretary Ricky Wilson. That the

ing even those elements who identi-

because they refused to do so. Regardiess of the condemnation
from sections of the press and its own party, (The Labour Party Irish
Society) disruption to the community, or financial cost. The furore
was not a result of some identified anomaly in the councils princi-
ples which were entirely consistent throughout. The continuing con-
flict arises simply from the fact that its advertised principles once
scrutinised are inescapably loyalist ones! Of course its no secret
that the Labour Party in Scotland has always enjoyed a working
relationship with ioyalism, it accommodates it courts and cheerfully
exploits the ideology whose lifeblood is bigotry. Nor is it the case
that they feel the need to be coy about i Martin O Nelll M.P. and for-
mer shadow minister for defence, commented in the Times recently,
"There is no evidence that Scotland is a hot bed of republicanism,
.. the only correspondence | have dealt with concerning Northem
ireland, has come from the local protestant community, in the form
of letters of

sponsorship | oyalist bandsmen in complete disarray, after a
By renge confrontation with republicans/ant-fascists in
fodgee. Princes Street. The march was held up for 40

hitherto the
relationship minutes. There were fen armests.
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The Iolo'vulon programme,
First Tuesday, who screened

question: did the UVF have
help in the bombings from
British intelligence, namely
MI5? This question has
angered British and unionist
politicians alike who as usual
have thrown up their usual
denials of any dirty tricks
department in the Crown
armoury. Didn't they do the
same after Death on the

and more.

The Royal Engineers 4th
Survey Troops were based at
Castledillon in County
Armagh. in 1988 the British
government in answer 10 a
question as 1o the role of this
troop replied: “The role of a

army as required.” All very
innocent and above board.
But an ex-member of this
troop gives a clearer picture of
what went on in Castiedilion.
“We were a specialist unit with
training in surveillance and
anti-surveillance,  silent
weapons, breaking and enler-
ing. We were aiso trained in
weapons for sabotage with
explosives and assassination.
We also crossed the border
with explosives to booby-irap
arms dumps and for other
missions.”

Merlyn Rees who was
Northern Ireland Secretary
during the time of the Dublin
and Monaghan bombings
openly admitted to having
knowledge of this unit and that
it had his approval. He stated:
*| would certainly not worry
too much if they found arms
buried in the ground that they
left them in a condition that
would cause harm fo those
picking them up ... one lives in
& harsh worid.” All this from a
man who labelled every act by
the IRA during his stay in
Ireland as an act of lemorism
and an atrocity!

Mr Rees has admitted then
that he knew of, and approved
of, the acts carried out by this
unit. Is it conceivable then that
he did not know that one of its
officers, Lt Robert Nairac,
later Captain and later still
execuled by the IRA, was run-

RUC, military and loyalist

sources have confirmed that
in May 1974 Nairac was meet-

against republican
targets.” Three of the UVF
members he was running,
both before and after the
bombings, were Robert
McConnell, a farmer from
South Armagh, Harris Boyle,
second in command of the
Portadown UVF, later blown
up by his own bomb during
the ‘Miami Showband
Massacre’, and a loyalist mur-
derer still at large and now in
charge of the Portadown UVF,
known as the Jackal.

These three UVF members .

along with a fourth, Billy

planners of the Dublin and
Monaghan bombings. All four
were also members of the
British army's Ulster Defence
Regiment; a fact known to
Nairac and therefore to Rees
and the British government!
'...the explosives deto-
nated so efficiently
there was no residue
remaining that could
be traced back to
source. This indicates
that the explosive mix
was consistent and
had been made up by
people of a highly
sophisticated
level...the loyalists
were basically pretty
primitive...'

Merlyn Rees would have us
believe that this unit, which
had his blessing In its duties,
did not have his permission 1o
cross the Irish border, if they
did so they were acting in a
rogue capacity. Was Nairac
acting in a rogue capacity
when he supplied known mur-
derers with arms, ammunition
and explosives? Or when he
tuned a blind eye 1o the mur-
ders committed by his
‘sources’'? It would appear
not. The army's top secret
training manual used by the
SAS, ‘Counter Revolutionary
Operations’ states: “They [the
SAS)] are particularly suited fo
liaison with and organisation,
training and control of friendly
guerrillas operating against
the common enemy." the
friendly in
Ireland were perceived by
Nairac and his masters 1o be
the loyalist murder gangs.
When asked by the First
Tuesday team il loyalists
would have had the capability
of a concerted and well-
planned bomb attack on
Dublin, Lt Col
former head of the British
Army's Bomb Disposal net-
work worldwide and who
served in the Six Counties
between 1969 and 1972, burst
out laughing and stated: “/
have no high regard of their
skill in 1974. | don't believe
they were at a level that would
equale fo the techniques that
were used in Dublin.”

Commandant Patrick Trears
of the Irish Army's Bomb
Disposal Unit agreed with
Styles: I was a very sophisti-
caled operation, military-type
operation.” The bombs con-
tained 400 pounds of explo-
sives which detonated so effi-
ciently there was no residue

that the explosive
consistent and had been
Mwwrxd!m

sophisticated level.
Hardly the view of loyalist

cover agent and informant
handler with military intelli-
gence in the Six Counties: "Af
that time the loyalist bomb-
making capability was pretty
limited. They mainly used
beer-kegs full of explosives
with a black powder fuse ...
They weren't as sophisticated
as the IRA who were using
electrical delonators, trembier
switches and anti-handling
devices. They [the loyalists]
were prefty primitive basical-

Lt Col George Styles in his
report for the First Tuesday
programme said of the Dublin
and Monaghan bombs: “.. it
could be a covert military
operation by UK armed forces
... In my view, which is based
on experience of such opera-
tions, this is extremely uniike-
ly." So did the British army go
around detonating their own
devices when they thought it
necessary? Styles again:
“Without getting someone lo
break the official secrels act
you will never find out about
operations carmed out covert-
ly. If somabody said to me we
want you to set off a bang
fonight so we can go and get
a look at whatever, and
because the bang would be
allied fo an IRA explosion and
therefore wouldn't be anything
other than a regular occur-
ance it would be unthinkabie
1o an operation such as this lo

all the unclaimed bangs which
get nationalists evacuated
from their homes in the follow-
up operations. It's only the
lads collecting intelligence
from our empty homes.

There are many witnesses to
the fact that British army per-
sonnel and materials were
behind the 1974 explosions in
the South. A high-ranking
member of the RUC special
branch, five leading loyalists
from Portadown, Fred Holroyd
and Colin Wallace, another
ex-Brit spook, have all given
evidence 1o the First Tuesday
investigation. Wallace says: It
was believed by cenain peo-
ple at army headquarters,
Lisburn, that the explosives
used in the Dublin bombings
had emanated from security
force sources. Also that the
planning and some of the
organisation of that operation
had been done with the assis-
tance of someone in the secu-
rity force community.”

A lot of British nationals will no
doubt believe that this is all
speculation or propaganda
and will ask why would our
boys do this? Well, usually it
is at the bidding of their politi-
cal masters as when SAS
members detonated two car
bombs in 1872, killing two
civilians, so as to influence a
debate in the Dail the same
day to consider tougher mea-
sures against terrorists. The
car bombs did the job -
tougher laws were introduced.
The 1974 bombings, however,
were different. It was orders
given by the extreme right
within the army itsell that
deemed that 33 lives were to
be snuffed out.

When Harold Wilson's Labour

govemnment came fo power in

withdrawal from Northern
Ireland.” By April, Merlyn
Rees was phasing out intem-

= ‘Let's go in a fix this lot’ - and
so on. That it went on from the

On 15 May the loyalist-led
Ulster Workers Council strike
brought much of the Six
Counties to a standstill. Our
televisions were full of pic-
tures of masked men and
armed loyalists standing toe-
to-toe with the British army
without a finger being lifted to
disarm them. Three days into
the strike, the bombs explod-
ed in Dublin and Monaghan.

There is no doubt in the minds
of many Garda officers
involved in the investigations
following the bombings that,
even supplied the
RUC with a detailed list of
suspects picked out by eye-
wilnesses, they could not get
the co-operation of the RUC.
Although officers came North
with specific details the RUC
refused to arrest or question
those involved. One Garda
officer said: “You were dealing
with a protestant force and
there was definitely a lack of
co-operation. Our investiga-
tion had to end because we
couldn't get any further in the
North. The well just ran dry.”

*  Chief Superintendent John

Paul McMahon who led the
murder hunt wrote
in his final report: “These
investigations were greatly
hampered by reason of the
fact that no direct enquiries
could be made in the area
where the crime originated.
There was no access lo
potential witnesses in
Northern Ireland and there
was also the disadvantage of
not having been able to inter-
rogate likely suspects and put
them on identification
parades.”
The RUC Special Branch offi-
cers have stated that they
were detailed to investigate
the bombings by their superi-
ors. When they were finished
they had a list of suspects
which tallied exactly to that of
the Garda. Although they
passed this information onto
RUC headquarters they were
never asked to arrest or inter-
rogate any of the suspects.
Were this atrocity to take
place in the Six Counties
today and were the suspects
‘o originate from and flee back
to the 26 Counties there
would be a wild hue and cry
from the British to have the
perpetrators  extradited.

so why can't the surviving
members of this murder
squad be arrested, faced with
the evidence and made to
stand trial? Many people
have been tried and jailed in
the 26 Counties for crimes

carried out in the Six
Counties. So why can't the

rest be tried by the British?
Granted, these are only the
pawns but there is no way on
this earth anyone could ask
the British to root
out and chastise the right-
wing officers from their
‘peace-keeping' army who
manipulated the murder gang,
is there?

| congratulate the First
Tuesday team for bringing to
light much of what the British
establishment would prefer to
remain buried. The pro-
gramme ruffled quite a lew
feathers. That is apparent by
the UVF's admission of guilt
accompanied by its denial of
any help from British intelli-
gence. It would be well to
remember at this point that Mr
Jackson, the Jackal, is still at
large, despite carrying out
some of the worst atrocities
carried out in the name ol loy-
alism, and remembering also
that he was controlied then by
Robert Nairac. Who is control-
ling him now? Whoever it is
must have started him remi-
niscing when they told him to
claim the 20-year-old bomb-
ings.

M. Collins

(Belfast)

Footnote:

It would .-ppur that today's
Tory government would have

no qualms about backing a
intelligence bomb-
ing mission in Dublin. This
week saw Lord Tebbit say on
Sky News: ‘I suspect that the
only thing that will take that
[Articles 2&3] out of the Irish
constitution is when the
bombs begin to blow in Dublin
in the way they have been in
Belfast.” Tebbit's sentiments
were defended and echoed by
Derry DUP councillor, and
archbigot, Gregory Campbell,
who said the remarks were,
“very understandable... What
he was saying, and we would
agree with this, was that until
the people of Dublin get a
taste of what Belfast and the
rest of Northern Ireland have
been suffering over the last 25
years, then the Republic's
government will not look at
any changes to Articles 2 and
ar
How little things change! No
doubt this time around the
technology of the bombs and
timers will fit perfectly with that
of the UVF/UDA murder gang
who will front the operation.
Be vigilant Dublin! England
expects, and England has
ways of getting what it
expects, regardless of how
many Irish lives will be forfeit.

Death Sentence

was staying, used.

and had a bank account.

from Great Britain.

On Tuesday 6 July, 22-year-old John Mathews, a Liverpool-born
Irishman, was cleared of causing an IRA explosion in London. John
was arrested 10 weeks prior fo his acquittal at the home of his 57
year-old aunt, who was also arvested and interrogated for 33 hours
after the Jam raid by armed police.

The evidence offered to, and accepied by, the court against John
Mathews consisted of a controversial identity parade and a claim that
traces of explosives were found on his hands. It later emerged this
forensic evidence involved minute traces of a substance which could
be found in articles such as the heart tablets his sunt, with whom he

John Mathews was hardly what one would call a classic republican
activist. He lived openly in London, worked under his own name, paid
income tax through PAYE, paid his national insurance contributions

Letters of character were senl to the court on John's behalf by
Cardinal Cahal Daley and SDLP leader, John Hulme, in addition 1o
one written to John Hulme by an RUC spokesperson saying that John
Mathews had never been arrested or suspected of having any links to

republican paramilitaries.

John Mathew's acquitial of the Downing Street bomb was not
allowed to be seen as another Birmingham Six, Guildford Four,
Judith Ward type of affair outside the court. John would not be
allowed to stroll jubliantly out of the court to vent his anger on the
British police, British court system or British establishment. Instead
he was rearvested, taken to the high-security Paddington Green Police
Station in the back of an armoured van and held there until Home
Secretary Michael Howard signed an exclusion order banning him

Michael Howard said that he believed John Mathews was mixed up
with IRA terrorism and therefore would be excluded. When pressed
as lo the evidence to substantiste the accusation he said his evidence
would not be admissible in court. Perhaps he's just a believer in the
old adage: there's no smoke without fire. There are quite a few people
in the Six Counties who are believers of that adage and many nation-
alist people have been murdered by loyalist death squads on less of an
insinuation. Michael Howard, with his unsubstantiated finger-point-
ing has effectively pinned @ target on John Mathew's back and know-
ingly, or unknowingly, given loyalists the go-ahead to murder an
innocent man.




THE BLUEPRINT

SYNDROME?

the last Red Action (65) an article by F Gordon has a
section that implies that Marx was opposed to the idea
of a workers’ party having a definite programme. This

is supported with quotations from Marx's writings on the
International Working Mens Association. We [Red Action

MhhMWMhm

will be pretly generally
This quote from the Communist Manifesto shows that Marx

head of the programme of the workers' party. And that very
clearly he proposes the ten-point programme contained in
the Communist Manifesto as internationally applicable.

ten points clearly go beyond Gordon's assertion in
RA 65 that marx laid the emphasis “on immediate aims and

emerged In the 1860s it was under the influence of bour-
geols ideclogy and pre-marxist utoplan socialism. But due

to Marx’s theoretical and practical activities his ideas were

already gaining an intemational reputation. The uniting prin-
ciples were not as Gordon states solely around common
practical objectives. It is clear that the international drew
extensively from Marx's economic writings in its pro-
, the combination of child

movement. This is a programme, a limited one admittedly,
but these limitations were imposed by the reactionary times.
Nevertheless, it was drawn upon by the drafters of other

This is lilustrated by the way that when new workers' parties
were formed in the 1870s, they drew extensively from the 10

A PROGRAMME FOR RED ACTION?
(F. GORDON REPLY)

How does this relate o the situation of RA? It doesnt mean of
course that there isn't a need for analysis and debate conceming

tendencies. The programme of action, on the contrary is
designed around a specific objective and seeks 1o unite all ten-
dencies within the class in common action to achieve that objec-
tive, despite differences of principle.
As part of its opposition to ‘programmes of principle”, RA has
consistently of action”. AFA is the most
prominent example: what is AFA’s programme if not a ‘pro-
gramme of action’ - i.e. physical and ideological confrontation.
Considerable energy has been expended by RA AFA delegates
malingerers

programme'is
democracy o the class of which it is a part. But this is not a pro-
gramme of principle’ or even part of one, since the majority will of

through the institutions of direct

grammes. It is a ‘programme’ which when implemented, immed-
ately dissolves itsell. The will of working people in this sense is
not responsible to anyone or anything beyond itself; it cannot
therefore ‘owe’ anyone the fulfiiment of a programme.

Hacks from the Leninist/Trotskyite traditions will call this ‘talling’
the class; an option which is available to them because they are
not themselves a part of the class. Tailing’ something is only
possible if you of it. For the vanguards and their
hangers on for whom ‘being in the lead" defines their revolution-
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80th Anniversary of the 1913 Lockout

The 1913 Commemoration Commisies has recendly been established in Dublin to mark the 80th Anniversary of the 1913 Lockows,
ﬂ“*ﬁ“*ﬂbhi‘ﬁ‘h“ which lasted for 6 moniths and laid the besis for

later growth

of the trade union movement.

The 1913 Lockout was, and is, important because it was the first major class confrontation in Dublin when unekilled workers
Jought for wunmion rights that had already been won by British workers. The Dblin employers and nationalist polisicians fought

savagely o defeat

“Larkinism”, attempting to starve the strikers into submission. The tactic of the sympathetic sirike was widely

wsed and the Irish Citizen Arwy was set up as an armed workers’ defence force to protoct sirikers against scab and police aiacks.
w

The rish Transport

And General Workers Usion had been founded in 1909
Ireland. The ITGWU waa led by Jim Larkin and later by James Cannolly.

organise waskilled watkers and its
Martin Murphy.

nbﬂ“‘ﬂaﬂnﬂu“g:wﬁ# Connolly later described the Lockout
The 1913 Lockout and i porsas 0 th Aitory of the abour movesment and th working elass s b comveniendly forgeten
current trade union

pageant fi commemorate

: The 1913 Commemoration Committee uh&-m
uﬂ - o
The 1913 Committee is working in co-operation with the

leaders.

The Committee has gained the support and sponsarship of o
Joe Costello and Tomaz Me Giolla.

Inmer City Folklore Project which is planning 2

Larkin’s banned meeting in O Connell St



EFORM o-
EVOLUTION
EVISITED

For generations Trotskyists have proclaimed the concept of
the 'General Strike’ as the height of radicalism and the
basis for revolutionary change. Marx and Engels on the
other hand saw the mass strike as either a consequence of

revolution or - an alternative to it.

One of the most fea-
tures of the left in today
is its isolation from the class it
Is supposed 1o represent. Both
in terms of numbers and class
composition, the socialist
movement has
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placards, and

n its papers:

“General Strike”. Just to
heighten the impression that
they are not of this earth, they
add: “Now!”. It's the basic

knee jerk response of the con-
servative left. Some groups
must be well into their second
decade with this particular
reflex. Such rituals have no

as in the recent
Timex’ dispute so highly tout-
ed by the left, all the workers
are fighting for is the right to
work in shitty low paid jobs.
assumption is

more relevance to the class The

organisation, this expro-
priation would take the form of
state socialism. A form of state
socialism, moreover, which
political

the Second International. For
the revisionists, bourgeois par-

formulation of German revi-
sionist Eduard Bemstein:

“The administrative body of the
visible future can be different
from the present day stale only
in degree.”

The main practical tendency
deriving from this legacy has
been for the parties of the left
1o identify revolutionary poten-
tial with workplace centred
action focused on the econom-
ic objectives of the class. This
remains the case even when,

underlying
that workers' victories in the
economic struggle, the struggle
for a standard of living, are
identical with the

- objectives ol the class. The

role of the workplace, as the
site of these economic forces is
then transformed from a vital
pre-political element within the
class struggle, into a self-suffi-
cient revolutionary strategy.
This is supposed 1o be what
Manx stood for.

Fight them in the

Examples are legion. Faced
with fascists on the streets,

politi- exponents of this orientation

will insist that the correct strate-
gy - the only strategy - is to
‘fight them in the workplace'.
Faced with the task of con-
structing an anti-fascist com-
mittee, they will insist that the
‘key people' o contact are
trades union bureaucrats. In
their newspaper, they will con-
clude that,

“it is the organised working
class in the trade union move-
ment that has the force and
potential to clear the fascists off
our streets. * (Militant' 1 May)
To point out that the trade
unions have done absolutely
bugger all to confront fascism,
is for them, a remark in bad
taste. Faced with forming an
anti-fascist commitiee, they will
circulate invitations to union
branches without seeming dis-
turbed or surprised when no-
one tums up.

The result is that forms of
struggle that do not focus pri-
marily on the workplace,
direct

imbecilty.

In the mid eighties the WRP
'Organise a General Strike for Jobs', only prolonged and
Mlhmoouldbnwhumampoﬂﬁw.w.""

ORGAMISE
THE GENERA
STRIKE

# i

-mmu.

Marxists rightly ori-
entate themselves
primarily towards the
proletariat  (the
‘industrial’

working
class), which could
perhaps be
described as the
‘core’ of the working
class in that it is

socialised identity

”.'*'MNW.

the prospects of a
society

identical with the arena in
which the forces
operate to enforce the over-
throw of capitalism.

etc. Marx's most common
frame of reference for work-
place action is as “resistance”
against the “encroachments”
of the capitalist boss as when
he concludes that, “Trades
Unions work well as centres of
resistance against the
encroachments of capital.”
They are the “indispensable
means of holding up the spirtt
of the labouring classes”, a
form of “guerrilla war between
capital and labour”. Yet this
“guerrilla war”, Marx says, is
in practice often a “limit” on
revolutionary action since it is
pursued “instead” of aiming at
“the final emancipation of
the working class.”

For example, in his work on
economics directly addressed
to members of the working
class, ‘Wages, Price and
Profits’, Marx insists,

“the working class ought not to
exaggerate to themselves the
ultimate effect of these every-
day struggles...they ought not
fo forget that they are fighting
with effects but not with the
causes of those effects... They
ought therefore, not to be
exclusively absorbed in these
unavoidable guerrilla fights
incessantly springing up from
the never ceasing encroach-
ments of capital”

Elsewhere, he sums up by say-
ing that “the apparent insignifi-
cance of the economical

is, however, overidden by ‘their
moral and political conse-
quences." That is, they must be
regarded as preparing the
working class for direct, con-
scious revolutionary action and
organisation.

Engels reinforces this point in a
letter the programme
of the Lassallean Social

" Democrats in Germany: he

relers to the “organisation of
the working class as a class by
means of the trade unions.” He

continues,
“this is the real class
tion of the proletariat in which it

Marx pmvidn' a general
description of how he con-
ceives defensive, or ‘trade

working class as a class con-
fronts the ruling classes and
trigs to constrain them by pres-
sure from without is a political
movement. For instance, the
atiempt by sirikes efc., in a par-
ticular factory or even in a par-
ticular trade to indiivid-
ual capitalists to reduce the
working day, is a purely eco-
nomic movement. On the other
hand, the movement to force
through an eight hour efc. law
is a political movement. And in
this way, out of the separate
economic movements of the
workers there grows up every-
where a political movement,
that is to say a class move-
ment, with the object of enforc-
ing its interests in a general
form, in a form possessing
The content of the movement
may be nominally identical in
both cases (the eight hour
day); yet the form of the move-
ment, through adopting a con-
scious class wide basis trans-
forms the struggle from a con-
test within capitalism into a
contest between capitalism and
socialism

This transformation of the basis
of the struggle, from particular
to general, from factory or
industry to class, is one of the
keys to the elevation ol social
antagonisms from reform to
revolution. The strike is a
weapon directed at individual
members of the bourgeocisie
and so avoids the revolutionary
clash with the asa
class. If this is not understood,
1l is otherwise surprising 1o find
that Marx is aimost dismissive
of strike actions in the context
of the wider class struggle,
except where the individual
economic movements coa-
lesce into a general i.e. political
form, which effectively tran-
w.lcﬂﬂl their original perspec-
supports and sharpens
Marx's opinion. Writing to
Eduard Bemstein, in the days
before Bernstein took to the
revisionist road, he comments:
“For & number of years the
English working class move-
ment has been hopelessly

- as the ultimate goal. 'Tho

an expedient or means of pro-

and but

Trades Unions even bar all

Strikes are hopeless

He is severely critical of strike
action that is not consciously
waged against capital, or as
part of a general movement of

- the class. Within the context of

its intrinsically defined objec-
tives, such as wages or the

length of the working day, it is
“hopeless™

In fact, Engels moves a step
further in his criticism: such
contained actions are, he
implies, more or less imelevant
to the wider class struggle:
“One can therefore speak of a
labour movement only in so far
as strikes take place here,
which, whether they are won or
nol, do not get the movement
one step further. To inflate
such sirkes - which moreover
have often enough been
brought about intentionally by
the ..sirkes in which
the working class does not
make the siightest headway -
into struggles of world impor-
tance...can in my opinion, only
do harm.”

The impression is that for both
Marx and Engels, where the
content of the economic strug-
gle is not definitely transcend-
ed through adopting the gener-
al form of a class struggle
against capital, such ‘defen-
sive' actions are no more pro-
ductive than work performed
on a treadmill. In Engel's
expression, economic actions
are “circular”. It even appears
that limited strike actions, for

capital since such aims are
seen as the “ultimate goal”.
By assuming the domination of

ed,

This line of argument is pur-
sued further by Engels in
another letter 1o Bernstein a
few years later. Here, he is
concemed with the demand for
the “right to work”. He analy-
ses its history in France and
England and concludes that

“Put forward as a separate
demand, the right o work can-
not be realised in any other
way. One demands that
CONTINUED OVER PAGE
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attack on BNP members at
their redirection point by 20

have come to expect.” The
local paper stated that the trou-
blemakers had “disappeared”
before police arrived.
Meanwhile in  Hemel
Hempstead a group of NF
out for an evening's
phoned local police in
a state of panic. A police

the right fo work in this sociely
one demands it subject to
those definite conditions...”

In a capitalist society the

fo be exploited.
Although hedged about by
‘socialist’ qualifications,
a slogan serves only to
obscure truly revolutionary
demands:

“if the demand of the right to
work is supposed to include
indirectly the transformation of
the capitalist mode of produc-
tion, it is & cowardly regres-
sion...a phrase that can serve
no other purpose than fo con-
fuse and muddie up the work-
ors with regard to the aims that
they have to pursue and the
sole conditions under which
they can achieve their aims.”

Bolshie-sounding
Even such a

core: it is a demand for a
rearrangement within capital-
ism which acts to obstruct rev-
olutionary demands which aim
at the overthrow of capitalism.
To summarise the original
manxism of Marx (and Engels):
the positive side of the trade
union based “economic
movement” is that the unions
are relatively independent
of the working
class. Their weakness is that
which Engels identifies when
he says that:
“every movement which does
not keep the final destruction of
the wage sysitem constantly in
view as the final goal is bound
fo go astray and fail.”
The workers united in unions
centred on the workplace or
even an indusiry, are inevitably

12

ACTION - AN ASSAULT -
SPECIAL BRANCHIT!

Well, these are a few words
which would surely provide any
serious conspiracy theorist
worth their salt with a mouth-
watering prospect. So what
can all this mean?

Anybody who has been walch-
ing the latest series by Roger
Cook, the man who is o inves-
tigative journalism what
Graham Taylor is to football
managment will have at least a
clue.

The particular episode we are

scendence demands it subject to those
definite conditions...” In a
capitalist society the demand
actions of fOI' the ﬂ"h' to work is
which they umavoidably a demand for the
80 ‘right’ to be exploited.

of the
defensive

economic

were
dismissive.

the centrality of the ‘mass
strike’ which has tended to

ed within the context of
reformist German Social
by Rosa

. Yet in an article of
1873, directed against the
anarchist Bakunin, Engels
spoke with the greatest con-
tempt of the anarchist prescrip-
tion of a general strike as a
“miraculous” substitute for a
militant revolutionary move-
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presumably
fact that he is rarely in the firing

might be
tactic of the hunger strike,
which is also designed to
impose an ultimatum from
which a decisive struggle might
emerge, The general strike

the crisis in the
context of additional direct

believed
that the
strategy of
the general
strike was

fundamentally flawed. He rea- paralysing the
soned:
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the two
revert to a more direct line of
questioning: “Not 50 big without
your camera are you? You big
fucking lump of ..." (We're
alraid the rest of the interview

inside the airport but, alas,
Wodger was off like a shot and
before they could caich him up
or @ven gain sight of him again,
they were (coincidentally)
detained by the Special Branch

ouchingly’ extreme-
ly concerned about their
whereabouts over the last cou-

anarchists] to confront the
armed power of the govern-
ment, not with arms in their

“Apart from a few genuinely loony lefties such as Red
Action....the recent murders of working class men women
and children committed by the IRA in their currentt bomb-
ing campaign in England, have, rightly been condemned by
ordinary people in ireland as well as on the mainiand.”

Socialist Standard, June 1993.
“Last Sunday’s so-called quality press launched a crude
witchhunt the supposed involvement of

The Trotskyist Workers Press, 3 April 1993

“As you will see from the material attached, Red Action ,
and its misnamed front organisation Anti-Fascist Action,
are regarded as red fascists by most other groups on the
left and surround themselves in a cult of violence. It Is
important to note that Red Action uses violence or the
threat of it not just against the neo nazi right but against
those it disagrees with on the left. in any case its overt sup-
port for the IRA is well documented.”

Concerned Citizens Against Terrorism, April 1993

“In Glasgow Red Action produces the Celtic fanzine
“Tiochaidh ar La’, The magazine is full of anti-British, anti-
Protestant anti- nazi crap...Remember, AFA= Red Action =
IRA fundraisers=bullets = dead British soidiers.”

C18 Newsletter, Redwatch, August 1992

“Combat 18 rose from being street selling muscie on Brick
Lane to being the fascist version of Red Action”
Green Anarchist Summer 1993

hands, but with...a general |gmu
strike, with a means that only |ingclass

directly affects individual bour-
geois, but not their collective
representative - the state
power.”

Even a general strike is direct-
ed only at individual members

sirike, on the pretext of
govemment, the
workers simply laughed at

‘the political actions and abus- them,

@s of the ruling classes will pro-
mote the emancipation of the
workers long before the prole-
tariat manages lo achieve this
ideal organisation... and if it did
have [it], then it would not need
fo resort lo a general strike fo
achieve its purpose.”

Engel's point is that for a gen-
eral strike to be organised to
the point where co-ordinated
and sustained strike action
could defeat the ruling class, a
level of class would
have to exist that would in itself
make the project of mass with-
drawal of labour superfluous.
The means of direct action
would have to exist before the
project of a general strike
would be possible. This direct
action would have
as its object the bourgeois
state and so the bourgeoisie as
a class. Only this form of action
is therefore capable of resolv-
ing the crisis. In such a situa-
tion the call for a general strike
could only be a regression.

In the concrete conditions of
the Spanish insurrection of

Engels conciudes that despite
the alarming revolutionary
poses, the anarchists ‘chose
the general strike as a means
of avoiding the issue”.

That is, as a means of avoiding
a resolution to the class strug-
gle through what Engels calls
“the active intervention of the
working class®, or in other
words, of avoiding a decisive
revolutionary confrontation in
favour of reforming the status

quo.

The analysis of Marx and
Engels in relation 1o economic
or workplace centred actions
applies just as much today as it
did a hundred years ago.
Where the sole strategy of the
contemporary conservative left
consists of a call, endlessly
reiterated, for a tactic (General
Strike Now!) and an econo-

mistic strategy, that was round- |

ly denounced by Marx and
Engels themselves, it is surely
time that the marxist creden-
tials of these organisations
were questioned.






