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S SEIZING the moment, Boris Yeltsin (left) cracks do w
e on isolated old-guard opponents: but who will be next?
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throughout Europe

Internationalism
delivers the goods

The WORKERS AID
TO BOSNIA convoy is
now in Slovenia. Aid
has already been
distributed to refugee
camps in Croatia, as
the convoy fights to
get to Tuzla, a key
centre of the Bosnian
working class.

The worsening
military situation
means getting into
Bosnia cannot be
guaranteed. But
whether or not the
convoy gets into
Bosnia now, or
whether its food,
clothing and medical
equipment go to
‘refugees or into
Bosnia at a later date,
the convoy is already
a success. Socialist
Outlook editorial
hoard member ALAN
THORNETT reports
from the convoy.

AT THE TIME of writing
the Workers Aid convoy 1s in
Zagreb campaigning for UN
troops (UNPROFOR) to
provide protection through
the front lines into Bosnia
and on to Tuzla.

A campaign has been
mounted throughout Europe -
supported by British MPs,
Euro-MPs, trade unions, and
trade union federations in both
France and Italy to urge UN-
PROFOR to give the convoy the

o NECESSAry protection.

The convoy represents an im-
portant working class response
to the plight of the Bosnian peo-
ple and to genocide and ‘ethnic
cleansing’ in the ex-Yugosla-
via.

Refugee camps

Four lorry loads of aid have
already been taken to three Bos-
nian refugee camps in Croatia
and an orphanage for refugee
children.

The response to the convoy in
Britain is already known to
readers of Socialist QOutlook —
more material aid was collected
from Dundee to Dover than
could be packed into the ten lor-
ries which crossed the Channel.
The response throughout
Europe was similar.

In Paris the convoy was sup-
ported by the Mayor of Mon-
trueil, a member of the French
Comunist Party, who provided
facilities and accommodation.

Important sections of the
CGT union federation sup-
ported the convoy, and a stall
was provided at the French CP’s
Humanité tete. |

From Paris the convoy split
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into three to conduct extra meet-
ings and campaigning. Between
them they covered Nancy, Lille,
Besancon, Strasbourg and
Thionville in France; to Ant-
werp, Coutria, Charlerot and
Liege in Belgium; Berlin, Ober-
hausen, Hanover, Hamburg and
Munich in Germany, Vienna
and Graz in Austria; Geneva
and Basel in Switzerland and
Brescia in Italy.

Publicity for the convoy In
most countries was much better
than we were able to achieve in
Britain. In Belgium, for exam-
ple, the progress of the convoy
appeared on each hourly news
broadcast.

By the time the convoy
reached the ex-Yugoslavia it
had almost doubled in size. Two
heavy lorries joined from Swe-
den, two lorries from Belgium,
two from Italy, one from Hun-
gary and a mini-bus from Den-

mark.
Big sums of money had also

been raised in the campaigns in
the various countries; £4,000 1n
Italy, £11,000 in Sweden and
£10,000 in Denmark — much of
this from the labour movement.

Fourth International

In Europe sections and sup-
porters of the Fourth Interna-
tional have been a key force for
the convoy’s campaign:The
sections involved were the LCR
in France, the Socialist Party in
Sweden (working together with
the Syndicalist Union, which
has 15,000 members and pro-
vided the bulk of the aid), the

‘Workers Socialist Party in Bel-

gium, the Socialist Workers
Party in Denmark, and the Ban-
diera Rossa current inside the
Refoundation Communists in
Italy. In Germany support was
also organised through support-
ers of the FL.

The first base in ex-Yugosla-
via was established in Jesenice
in Slovenia by International

Bosnia Aid convoy a huge success

Workers Aid. It could not have
been better placed. Jesenice is
a small town with a big steel
plant (threatened with closure),
a strong trade union movement
and an 80 per cent Bosnian
population.

The local unions could
hardly have given the convoy
more support, providing an of-
fice, phone and a fax and a ware-
house for the surplus aid.

The president of the steel un-
ion addressed the convoy and
many of the steel workers came
to meet us. The local mediagave
the convoy wide coverage.

Contact was made in Zagreb
with the biggest independent
trade union in Croatia - the Un-
ion of Autotomous Trade Un-
ions of Croatia - with 900,000
members covering a range of
industries including coal min-
ing.

A delegation from the con-
voy met Jasna Petrovic, the co-
ordinator of the union’s
International Department, and
others from the union’s leader-
ship.

Backing Bosnia

Remarkably (even though
the majority of their delegation
were Serbs) the union supports
the Bosnian people, even to the
extent of calling the lifing of the
arms embargo.

They run a programme get-
ting aid to refugees on a multi-
ethnic basis. They are fighting
the Croatian government over
the introduction of anti-union
laws.

As with the unions in Je-
senice, they gave the convoy
maximum support. Among
other things, they got the con-
voy access to a meeting with
both the Croatian and Bosnian
authorities at foreign ministry
level to discuss safe passage
through the war-zones to Tuzla.

At the same time a delegation
from the convoy then went to

Split, half way down the Adria-
tic coast, and partly isolated by
military action. There we met an
Itahhan convoy of 86 vehicles
which has been held up for six
months trying to get through to
Bosnia.

Its problems were different to
ours because the drivers are
Bosnian — a major additional
reason why they were not being .
let through. s
. The drivers are trapped in a
car park they are unable to
leave, sitting under a notice say-
ing “The World Forgot Us’. We
were able to tell them that we
had arranged for their plight to
be raised at our meeting with the
Bosnian and Croatian authori-
ties.

With no progress in the fight
to make UNPROFOR guard the
convoy, a protest meeting and a
press conference were held last
Friday outside the UN HQ in
Zagreb.

If this is not successful in per-
suading the authorities to escort
the convoy, there are important
decisions to make.

Positive options

Even if the military situation
still makes a journey to Tuzla
impossible there are several
other positive options. More aid
could be taken to Bosnian refu-
gee camps 1n Croatia which des-
perately need it; or aid could be
taken to Bosnian towns in Croa-
tian-occupied Bosnia, which are
a desperate situation; or it could
be put in the warchouses of the
Tuzla Centre in Zagreb and
taken in as soon as there is an
opening.

These options, although they
would fall short of the original
objective, fully reflect the ob-
jectives of the campaign which
s to take aid to Bosnian victims 3
of the war, as an act of political
solidarity with the Bosnian peo-
ple from the working class of -
Europe.

This has already been
achieved in a way far more suc-
cessful than could have been en-
visaged. In particular the
convoy has made much stronger
links with the unions in the ex-
Yugoslavia than anyone could
have expected.

The challenge now is to con-
solidate this campaign into an
ongoing solidarity campaign on
a European level, with the
working class of Bosnia and the
workers’ organisations
throughout ex-Yugoslavia.
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Yeltsin shoots
down democracy

THE DRAMATIC events in Russia
have resuited in a victory for the most
ruthless iree-market proponents of
capitalist restoration and will ensure
a deepening attack on the (very lim-

ited) democratic gains of glasnost.

The half-cock attempted putsch by the
parliamentary forces handed Yeltsin and
his most uncompromising supporters like
Gaidar victory on a plate. Far from being
a serious attempt at taking power, Rut-
skot’s orders to supporters to seize gov-
ernment buildings was an act of
desperation.

Yeltsin’s decision to close down par-
liament was an open step towards insti-
tuting dictatorial power. The promise to
hold parliamentary elections in Decem-
ber would not have stemmed the trend
towards an ever-greater concentration of
power in presidential hands.

'The underlying reason for the drift to-
wards an authoritarian state, now dra-
matically accelerated, is obvious;
divisions inside the bureaucracy and re-
sistance from the working class double
the already-difficult task of imposing
free-market, pro-capitalist reforms.

In Russia and beyond there has been
growing talk of a ‘Chilean solution’ - the
need for harsh, semi-military govern-
ment to crush all resistance to the drive to
restore capitalism.

As reported by our Moscow corre-
spondent on page 4, the whole of the
Russian left opposed Yeltsin’s anti-par-
liamentary coup. As an elementary step
to oppose dictatorship this was correct;
but any political support to Yeltsin’s
main opponents, people like Rutskoi and
Khasbulatov, would have been mis-
placed.

The political alliance of semi-Stalin-
ists and nationalists which backed the
parliamentary leaders represents not a
working class alternative, but sections of
the industrial and military bureaucracy.
These people are not principled oppo-
nents of capitalist restoration, but are
worried about its pace and impact on their
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bureaucratic role and privileges.

Doubtless a military victory for Rut-
skoi would have slowed down the pace
of attempted pro-market reform, but not
blocked it altogether. But there is no
guarantee that 1t would have led, eventu-
ally, to a more democratic outcome. The
Stalinist and nationalist forces are deeply
mired in authoritarianism and vicious op-
ponents of working class self-organisa-
tion and workers power.

But Rutskot did not win and indeed
could not have won. The reason can be
simply seen by comparing the Rutskoi
grab for power with the Romanian revo-
lution four years ago. Yeltsin could easily
win, as Causcescu could not, because the
armed insurgents in Moscow were
backed by perhaps ten thousand demon-
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well as in the rest of Russia, were passive
spectators of these events.

The lack of involvement of most work-
ers represented a sober estimate of reality
on their part. While disillusionment with
Yeltsin is widespread, very few had any
confidence in the parliamentary leaders.
As Colin Mead and Pohl Funders-Larsen
explain elsewhere in this 1ssue, the par-
liamentary leaders had in the past them-
selves been complicit with market
reforms which have dramatically wors-
ened working class living standards, and
made alliances with Yeltsin when it
suited their careers.

So the mass of workers ignored the
calls by the various union federations for
strikes; and while thousands turned up
outside the White House to protest Yelt-

In Russia and beyond there has been growing talk
of a ‘Chilean solution’ - the need for harsh,
semi-military government to crush all resistance to
the drive to restore capitalism.

strators, whereas the Bucharest insur-
gents were backed by millions.

It 1s not armed groups that make real
revolutions but armed groups supported
by insurrectionary general strikes, by re-
ally mass demonstrations, by the actions
of millions. But the overwhelming ma-

jority of the working class, in Moscow as

sin’s actions, they were a minority - and
not even all of these protestors supported
Rutskoi and Khasbulatov.

Doubtless there was some passive sup-
port for the rebels, but all reports talk of
this being concentrated among pension-
ers, people with a strong nostalgia for the
Stalinist past and for the triumphant

Great Russian nationalism of the Stalin-
1st period.

The passivity of the workers, and the
deepening attack on democracy repre-
sented by the outcome of these bloody
events, tragically highlights the weak-
ness of independent workers self-organ-
1sation and the political orgamisation of
the left.

Up till now the only substantial ‘left’
organisation has been grouped around
Trudovia Rossia (‘Labour Russia’),
dominated by the Stalinist Communist
Workers Party of Russta, which has tens
of thousands of members, and by hard-
line nationalist forces.

Weak unions

Groups like the Party of Labour and
the smaller Marxist and anarchist groups
have a few hundred supporters, if that,
and the trade unions are very weak.
There 1s a long, hard struggle ahead to
build a real working class alternative.
Such an alternative will not prepare the
basis for areally mass opposition to capi-
talist restoration if it fails to break with
the Stalinist past.

The immediate future for Russia is
grim. The road is open to dictatorial rule
and to further misery for tens of millions
as pro-capitalist reforms further deepen
unemployment. The danger of the break-
up of Russia has been brought nearer.

But there is one qualification to this
grim scenario which has all the Western
leaders quaking, even as they hand out
hypocritical plaudits to the ‘democrat’
Yeltsin. For Yeltsin has conquered 1n a
conflict in which the working class was
not engaged, in which the working class
had no confidence in his opponents, and
in which its mighty power did not move.
In this sense, the early panic in the con-

frontation with Rutskor revealed Yelt-

sin’s weakness not his strength.

The gigantic strength of the Russian
working class has yet to be brought into
play - when it 1s Yeltsin will be revealed
for what he is - a temporary and weak
figure.
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New bid to force through
‘market’ reforms

By Colin Meade

ON SEPTEMBER 21 Rus-
sia’s ‘pro-democracy’ presi-
dent Boris Yeltsin dissolved
parliament and announced
elections for December.
Only the lower house of par-

liament is to be re-elected, -

while there will be no presi-
dential elections until next

summer.

Clearly, Yeltsin’s aim is to
use his powers over the media
and his presidential position to
ensure a docile legislature to
push a stepped-up programme

of free-market economic re-
- forms. This will further worsen
the already grave material situ-
ation of the Russian working
class.

Thus far, the armed forces
have stayed loyal to Yeltsin and
there is no sign of mass opposi-
tion to his putsch despite dra-
matic appeals from the
president’s opponents, headed
by former Vice-President and
Afghan war veteran Alexander
Rutskoi.

Western leaders, including
US president Bill Clinton, have
greeted Yeltsin’s coup. They
see it, or claim to see it, as a
definitive step towards fulfilling
the promise of Yeltsin’s defeat
of the coup attempt of August

1991.
Western democracy

This, commentators believe,

would open the way to a rapid -

move to a Western-style liberal
democratic system and would
also mean ‘an end to equivoca-
tion about moving towards a
market system and privatising
the economy.” And this in turn
would give a big boost to living
standards and boost to western
‘capitalism. |
- Unfortunately the whole sce-
nario is a fairy-tale, excluded by
the real nature of western capi-
talism and the actual and poten-
tial place of the former Soviet
bloc countries in the world mar-
ket.

Writing in Moscow News

Now it’

(22 August) Lilya Shetsova sees
Yeltsin’s 1991 victory as ‘sig-
nalling the passage of power
from one group of the no-
menklatura to another’. The
‘nomenklatura’ were the hold-
ers of posts considered suffi-
ciently sensitive or responsible
under the Stalinist system to re-
quire political vetting and selec-
tion by higher party bodies.

Collapse

More precisely, Yeltsin’s as-

sumption of power marked the
moment in the crisis of the sys-
tem established by Stalin when
the political unity of purpose of
the nomenklatura collapsed in
the face of economic failure,
mass discontent
and the tempta-
tions of pursuing
individual wealth
through access to
the world market.

Thus one of
Yeltsin’s key in-
itial measures was
to outlaw the
Communist Party,
the forum through
which the no-
menklatura had
collectively de-
cided the fate of the Soviet Un-
101N. |
However, the loss of unity
did not abolish the rule of the

nomenklatura. Instead each of

its members and groups is striv-

ing to improve its own position

using all the powers and privi-

leges inherited from the past.
Enrichment does not pass
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through productive investment
but through corruption, stealing
and the use of monopoly control
of vital resources. This process
involves the opening up to the
outside world and maintaining
control of Russian productive
forces in Russian hands. Thus
nationalism is an integral part of
the new ideological panorama.

From the viewpoint of eco-
nomic development, ‘no-
menklatura capitalism’ 1s a
disaster. As the president of the
Russian parliament Khasbula-
tov has written:

‘The pyramid of power con-
trolled by the state-party was a
terrible thing. But one way or
another it managed to govern.
Nothing has replaced the

- 100,000 or so links of ’this

mechanism’s chain from the

central Committee to the oblast

committee, from the factory to

 the collective farm.’

Russian finance minister
Boris Fedorov has complained

- that:

‘I basically do not have a sin-
gle instrument of economic pol-
icy. The parliament makes the

budget and the central bank has
in its hand very powerful and
concrete means to make deci-
sions’.

At the heart of this lament is
the fact that the bank and the
parliament outwit any attempt
to control inflation — running at
an estimated 1000 per cent in
1993 — by dishing out funds to
any institutional claimant.

The effect of this combina-
tion of the ‘worst of two worlds’
can be seen in the energy sector.

- Plans to raise oil prices founder

on the needs of enterprises for
cheap fuel, while some of the
recipients of this cheap fuel sell
it on at world market prices —
and salt the proceeds away in
foreign bank accounts.
Meanwhile domes-

S tic production of oil
It would be a tragedy if the left
decided that defence of the
rights of the non-Russian peoples
of the former USSR can be
sacrificed in the name of the

‘higher goal’ of defeating Yeltsin.

had fallen from 516m
tons 1n 1990 to an es-
timated 351m this
year. ‘

been plummeting for
several years, infla-
tion i1s thundering
~ ahead and living
standards for the ma-
jority are sliding.
Social services are
in crisis. Foreign investors
meanwhile complain about the
absence of the ‘right conditions’

for investment in Russia and
- often insist that their operations
are underwritten by their own

governments. -

They too intend to pick what
they can off the bones of the
Soviet Union without risking
their sharts.

Production has

.....
.......

......

.
-----

Despite the enthusiasm of
Western politicians for Yeltsin,
business analysts see changes at
the top as of only minor impor-
tance to investment attitudes.

Not surprisingly the notion of
‘strong government’ 1s attract-
ing more and more support in
Russia. But any state resting on
the shoulders of the predatory
ruling layers - whether headed

by Yeltsin, Rutskoi1 or another -
will be an instrument for their
aggrandizement.

The left have reacted to Yelt-
sin’s coup with indignation and
contempt for the free market-
eers who identify democracy
with their own right to rule by
decree. However, the principle
that ‘my enemy’s enemy is my
friend’, applied to the likes of
Khasbulatov and Rutskoi, will
be a poor guide if it goes beyond
temporary agreement to de-
nounce Yeltsin’s coup.

Careers

All the parliamentary leaders
have teamed up with Yeltsin
when it suited their own careers;
and Yeltsin’s leading critics are
tainted with aggressive Russian
nationalism.

It would be a tragedy if the
left decided that defence of the
rights of the non-Russian peo-
ples of the former USSR can be
sacrificed in the name of the
‘higher goal’ of defeating Yelt-
sin. Such cynicism lies at the
heart of the ‘crisis of socialism’.

At the turn of the century

‘Russia’s Marxists debated how

their country could achieve the

‘tasks of the bourgeots demo-

cratic revolution’, which I take
to include stable constitutional
government and the rule of law.
Changes at this level were seen
as inseparable from deep-going
social and economic change.

Trotsky put forward the idea
that the only class capable of
leading modernisation in Russia
was the working class — and
only then with the conscious
support of the workers’ move-
ment in the advanced countries.
This insight retains its vahdity
today: the problem is to put
some flesh on its bones.
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Pohl Funders-Larsen in ,
Moscow describes the -
events leading to the bloody . |
battles on 3/4 October.

O
.......

YELTSIN’S dissolution of the Rus-
sian parliament was the coup which
his supporters had been calling for §o¢: : S
since August 1991, and which he §.¢@ . s
only just stopped short of launching G e R T S
in March this year.

The Yeltsenites claimed that ‘Presi-
dential rule’ would be terminated with
elections to a new two-chamber parlia-
ment in December. But as the centrist
daily Nezavisimaya Gazeta remarked in
an editorial on 23 September °..it is only
in fairy tales that democracy returns after
three months of de facto dictatorship. If
you dissolve one parliament, what 1s to
stop you dissolving another?’

Yeltsin, before last Sunday’s events,
tried to maintain a facade of legality, as

R
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large-scale repression initiated by him
would have imperilled western support.
But censorship is implemented ruthlessly
in broadcasting, which has reverted to its
pre-glasnost state, and one of the leading
opposition papers Rossiskaya Gazeta has
been already closed down.

Shake-up

Even before the bloody clashes last
Sunday and Monday a major shake-up of
the apparatus was underway, as function-
aries and elected bodies loyal to parha-
ment were suspended and replaced.

The Federation of Independent Rus-

sian Trade Unions had already come un-

der attack. Its chairman Igor Klochkov
told the newspaper Trud on 23 Septem-
ber: ‘We have called on the Moscow
trade unions to organise actions of pro-
test, including strikes. It is necessary to
stop the enterprises and take to the streets

to defend the White House. Following

thié statement the phones of the trade
unions were cut, and the government was

rumoured to be preparing a decree on a

six-month moratorium on strikes and
trade union activities.

The failed anti-Yeltsin putsch by the
- pro-Rutskoi forces has given Yeltsin a
~ golden opportumty to push ahead with
further repression and purge of his oppo-
nents. But before, his position did not
seem so secure, and repression and

authoritarian rule a]one wxll not stablhse )

the situation.
The economic reform is 1n tatters. A

continuing collapse in production, sky-

rocketing inflation at 30 per cent a month
and a budget deficit far exceeding IMF

targets bring daily hardship and misery to

- the vast majority of the population.

Politically, neither the more-or-less
impromptu ‘Constitutional Assembly’
convened by yeltsm in June and July, nor
attempts to win over regional elites
through a ‘Federation Council’ had
yielded any clear resuits.

It was against this background of eco-
nomic and political failure that Yeltsin
decided to dissolve the parliament. But
no big political victory gained through
vanquishing the parliamentary putsch
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-------
-------
----------

can turn the bureaucratic command econ-

omy into a perfect Hobbesian ‘free mar-

ket’ overnight; nor can it instantly
transform the deeply factionalised bu-
reaucratic state apparatus into a workable
bourgems state.

It is these basic contradictions which
underlay the failure of the ‘Democrats’ to
utilise the breakthrough they made in Au-
gust 1991 to achieve decisive results for
pro-market reforms. These contradic-
tions make themselves felt at the heart of
the of the Yeltsenite alliance.

Conflict

Before the fighting there was inside
the government a rapidly developing

~conflict between the ‘conciliationists’

(including prime minister Chernomyroin

and Yeltsin’s advisor on regional affairs

Serge Shakhrai) who wanted a compro-
mise with the regions, the industrialists

~and the moderate parliamentarists; and
on the other hand the die-hard monetar-

ists (including deputy prime minister
Gaidar and finance minister Fyodorov).

~ The latter group will almost certainly
have the upper hand now. They want a

wage freeze in state industry, a cut in

social spending and subsidies, and

harshly authoritarian political measures.
The various pro-liberal currents have
been able to use the presidency as a ral-

lying point and Bonapartist bulwark for

their interests. But the opposition had not

vvvvvv
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succeeded in developing any coherent
organisational alternative or political
programme which could appeal to broad
layers of working people.

It remains divided into dozens of end-
lessly bickering parliamentary factions,
fronts and parties, many of which come

across as dubious in their commitment to -

democracy, or harbour a strong nostalgia
for the Soviet past and have made no
break with the logic, or even the struc-
tures, of the bureaucratic apparatus.

Moreover the credentials of the parlia-
mentary alliance in resisting the liberal
reform were hardly impressive - after all
they had endorsed yeltsin and his policies

for a long period, opened the flood-gates

for the neo-liberal Gaidar reforms in the
autumn of 1992 and enthusiastically ac-
cepted Cherno Myroin now firmly be-
hind Yeltsin, as pnme Immster less than

a year ago.

‘It was no surprise then this that this
opposmon was incapable of waging a

.consistent fight against Yeltsin, until the

military adventure last Sunday and Mon-
day. o |

Determined

The trade unions acted in a somewhat

‘more coherent and determined fashion;

but they were unable to reach their mem-
bershnp base and motivate it for political
action. | |

Meanwhile the whole left wing, from

......

......

the Congress of Democratic Left Forces
and the Party of Labour, to the various
small anarchist and marxist groups, came
out against Yeltsin. But their acute lack
of organisational resources forced them
to structure most of their activity either
through parliament of the trade unions.

Many Moscow leftwingers partici-
pated actively in the pickets around the
White House, where tens of thousands of
people gathered every day to discuss and
listen to news and speeches.

In spite of the dominant nationalist
and Stalinist currents (with their large
contingents of pensioners) the perma-
nent picket attracted many new activists,
including quite a few younger people and
women, attending not out of support for
the conservatives but simply to protest
against the Yeltsin regime.

Hardcore

The outcome of the putsch is a big
victory for the hardcore free-market
wing of Yeltsin’s supporters. The big

issue now will be the impact in the re-

gions, and whether there is a further frag-
mentation of the Russian state. In any
case the ‘Latin Americanisation’ of Rus-
sian economic, social and political life
-with its pauperisation of whole social
layers, rampant inflation, lawlessness
and the permanent threat of political in-
stability and coups - will continue.
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BNP’s Millwall

IS

victory: a

Straw

in the wind?”?

By a local correspondent

IF WE ARE to believe the bourgeois press -
and Jack Straw MP - the BNP won the Mill-
wall by-election because of a massive protest
vote from white residents encouraged by rac-
ist leaflets from the Liberal Democrats to

vote BNP.

This analysis is superficially correct: butitis a
year out of date.

Yes, since they won control of Tower Hamlets
Council in 1986, the Liberal Democrats have
played the race card. Council policies, notably on
housing, have sought to scapegoat black people,
and particularly Bangladeshis (23 per cent of the
Borough’s population) for cuts in Council serv-
1Ces.

Tabloid-style Liberal Democrat Party leatlets
have screamed racist slogans around the Borough
for years, and the number of racist attacks has
sky-rocketed - and the BNP has begun to organ-
1se.

Where the Liberals raised the slogan ‘Island
homes for Island people’, the BNP populansed
the blatant slogan ‘Rights for Whites’.

The Liberal Democrats were warned that their
active racism was playing into the hands of the
fascists. The prompt action of Paddy Ashdown
and Simon Hughes last month in calling an in-
quiry into the local party is contemptuous - given
the number of times Mildred Gordon, the local
MP, has sent them copies of racist Liberal Demo-
crat leaflets over several years.

Racist Libergls

In the October 1992 by-election, the Liberals
fought their most overtly racist campaign yet. The
Labour candidate, a prominent local activist who
promised anti-racism at Bengali meetings and
appeasement to white meetings, scraped home.
The BNP secured 657 votes — 20 per cent.

The Liberal Democrats learned the lesson of
this result. Their racist campaigning had mobi-
lised a racist vote - but not for them. Last month
saw the Liberal Democrats’ least racist campaign
ever. They fought on traditional territory: count-
ing broken lifts and droughty windows, with just
enough racism to put them in context.

But the Labour Party did not learn the lesson.
Their cold calculation was that the BNP had taken
votes from the Liberal Democrats and thus had
enabled Labour to win.

They rejected out of hand left demands to put
out anti-racist propaganda and began a process of
systematic appeasement to racist demands - ‘to
reflect more accurately people’s real concerns’.

By the time of last month’s campaign, the
Labour Party was more or less explicitly occupy-
ing the old racist temtory of the Liberal Demo-
crats. Still working on its analysis of the vote the
previous year, Labour Party members leaked fal-
sified canvass returns showing huge support for
the BNP to the local paper in an aim to keep up
the BNP’s electoral support and thus keep the
Liberal vote down. |
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The local paper obliged with a banner head-
line: ‘serious chance of first BNP Councillor be-
ing elected’. As an attempt to keep the fascist vote
up, of course this worked brilliantly.

Labour’s campaign provoked mass abstention
from Bengali voters, who clearly could have af-
fected the result. This subtlety is likely to be lost
on Party members.

Last month’s vote was not a simple protest vote
about the state of affordable housing on the Isle
of Dogs. It was the vote of an electorate which
has been told to see Bangladeshis as the cause of
all their problems, which has been offered no
political alternative for a very long time and is
now solidifying behind the racist slogans.

Jack Straw is unlikely to learn the real lesson
of the September 1993 result. At a fringe meeting
at Labour Party Conference he answered calls
from black Party members for an inquiry saying:
‘I’'m damned if I am going to be party to estab-
lishing an inquiry with non-existent allegations
[sic]. ... There is no racialism in our leaflets’ and
‘no one tolerates racism in the Labour Party’.

Post mortem

The Regional Labour Party however, is mount-
ing a ‘post mortem’. But the results of this are
more likely to lead to local individuals being
scapegoated than in a wholesale change in poli-
cies by the Labour Party in the area.

This vote should be a warning to the whole of
the left: that where racism is allowed to go un-
challenged, fascism can grow and flounish. If
anyone needed any more good reasons for fight-
ing racism - fighting it seriously, on the streets
and in the labour movement - this 1s it.

With the fascists promising to field candidates
for all three seats in Millwall and seats in other
parts of Tower Hamlets when the Council 1s up
for election next Mays, it is vital that this lesson 1s
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Fascists

WHILE the BNP have won a
seat in the south east of
Tower Hamlets, anti-racists
and anti-fascists have won
the upper hand in the west of
the borough - in and around

Brick Lane.
Bengali youth organisations

came together over the summer

in the federation “Youth Connec-
tion’. Supported by YRE and
Panther, they began to organise
for a demonstration in Brick
Lane in September.

They had just decided to post-
pone it to allow more time to

build support when Quaddus Ali

was attacked. It was back on for
3 October. % |

Campaign

A ‘Free the Tower Hamlets
Nine Defence Committee’ has
been set up to defend the nine
people arrested and then
charged with riot after the vigil
for Quaddus outside the London
Hospital.

The Committee is calling for
the charges to be dropped and is
organising a picket of Thames
Magistrates Court at 9.30am on
26 October.

The night after the vigil BNP
members ran up Brick Lane
smashing windows.

The police admitted they had
foliowed the fascists on a pub
crawl from the Isle of Dogs ~and

went on to say they had lostthem

when the 30-50 fascists ‘left one
of the pubs by the back window’.

This was later changed to ‘by

retreat on
the streets

the back door’; and later still to
losing them ‘in the maze of
streets around Brick Lane’.

The ANL called a mobilisation
for Brick Lane on 19 September,
winning support from YRE

Stewards.

As the march reached the
point where the ANL began tofile
off to go and stand behind the
crowd barriers YRE stewards
nipped up the left side of the
Lane, behind the crowd barriers
and overturned the BNP paper
stall.

The three BNP members there
atthe time ran off. A larger crowd
of BNP members came back
later and were chased off by the
anti-fascist crowd — resulting in
a further crop of arrests.

Following this success, anti-
fascists mobilised again for 26
September. The BNP’s paper
selling site was occupied, and
the fascists were not seen -
apart from the 44 arrested by
police at Mile End tube station
some distance away.

1,000 anti-fascists gathered
for the Youth Connection march
on 3 October. The BNP did not

-~ turn up.

Bill Morris has called for the
TUC to hold a demonstration in
Tower Hamlets along the same
route as the 1930s ‘They shall
not pass’ Cable Street demon-
stration as have the GMB. This
would be a welcome initiative to
sustain the anti-fascist focus
which must be held through until
next May’s council elections.







