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‘Gorbachev stamps on

By Bob Pitt

WHEN SOVIET tanks in-
vaded the Azerbaijani
capital of Baku shortly
after midnight on January
20, smashing through
roadblocks and shooting
hundreds of civilians, they
demonstrated that under
the ‘liberal’ regime of
Mikhail Gorbachev, tradi-
tional Stalinist methods of
political repression are
alive and well.

The pretext for these acts
of brutality was the need to
keep the warring Azerbaijani
and Armenian communities
apart. Following an Azerbai-
jani nationalist rally in Baku
on January 13, a pogrom was
launched against the city’s
Armenian inhabitants, some
70 of whom were killed. But
by the time of the army
assault on Baku the pogroms
had ceased. if only because
no Armenians now remained
in the city.

The main purpose of milit-
aryv intervention was not to
defend the victims of Azeri
racists, nor even to prevent
civil war, but rather to
restore the authority of cen-
tral government in a~ area
where the hated Communist
Party had been deposed, and
power was in the hands of
the Azerbaijani nationalist
movement. Secession by
Azerbaijan would not only
involve losing the centre of
the Soviet oil industry but,
more importantly, would in-
tensify separatist tendencies
among other oppressed
nationalities, threatening the
break-up of Stalinist rule.
So, under cover of restoring
peace, Gorbachev organised
a bloodbath.

Two days before the attack
on Baku, a 300,000-strong
demonstration in the Arme-
nian capital of Yerevan had
demanded that Moscow in-
tervene to protect Armenian
lives, and the military action
in Baku was given a qualified
welcome by Armenian
nationalist leaders. It is
necessary to state quite clear-
ly that the Kremlin is no
friend of any of the Soviet
Union’s national minorities,
who have been the consistent
victims of the Great Russian
chauvinism of the Stalinist
bureaucracy. As we go to
press, reports suggest that in
Armenia, too, the local Sta-
linist government has lost
control to armed nationalist
groups. This is not a situation
which Moscow will allow to
continue. The troops which
are used today against the
nationalist movement in
Azerbaijan can be used
tomorrow against national-
ists in Armenia.

The extent of the Krem-
lin’s sympathy for Armenian
national aspirations can be
gauged by its response to the
crisis over Nagorno-
Karabakh. The legitimate
demands of its Armenian
majority for secession from
Azerbaijan — within which
they have suffered discri-

mination over jobs, housing,
and religious and cultural
rights — and for unification
with Armenia, were re-
jected. Having initially been
placed under a Moscow-
appointed administration,
Nagorno-Karabakh was re-
cently returned to Azerbai-
jani control against the
wishes of the overwhelming
majority of its population.
The repressive role of the
Stalinist bureaucracy against
both the Azerbaijani and
Armenian peoples will cer-
tainly be made clear over the
coming period. This opens
up the prospect of workers in
the warring communities rec-
ognising that they have a
common enemy. It is the
Stalinists” economic misman-
agement which has reduced
the masses in oil-rich Azer-
baijan to poverty and unem-
plovment. But their discon-
tent has been diverted by
right-wing Azerbal]am
nationalists into anti-
Armenian racism. Instead of
directing popular resentment
against the bureaucrats in the
Kremlin and their local
stooges, these petty-
bourgeois reactionaries have
organised cowardly attacks
on members of another
oppressed national minority.
The actions of Azeri mili-
tants in smashing down
guard towers, security alarms

and fences along the border
separating Nakhichevan
from Iran, however, are
entirely to be supported. The
border itself, which divides
Azeris united by family,
linguistic and religious ties,
exists as the result of Stalin’s
capitulation to imperialist
pressure in 1946, when he
allowed the Soviet-backed
government of Southern
Azerbaijan to be smashed
and the area incorporated
into Iran. The demand for
Azerbaijani unification is a
progressive demand, striking
both at the Soviet bureaucra-
cy and at the Iranian Islamic
regime. In the course of their
struggle for an Azerbaijani
nation, independent of both
Moscow and Teheran. Azeri
workers can be brought to
see the legitimacy of Arme-
nian national demands. On
this basis. the real interna-
tional unity of Azerbaijani
and Armenian workers can
be established.

@ Withdraw Soviet troops!
@ Down with chauvinism!
® Down with the Soviet
bureaucracy!

® For an independent work-
ers’ republic of Azerbaijan,
including Nakhichevan and
Aczeri areas in northern Iran!
@ For an independent work-
ers’ republic of Armenia,
incorporating Nagorno-
Karabakh!
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AMBULANCE DISPUTE —see page2

CEAUSESCU

AFTER THE heroic work-
ers’ uprising which over-
threw the hated regime of
Nicolae Ceausescu in Roma-
nia on December 24-25,
powerful elements from the
Stalinist bureaucracy have
regrouped behind the self-
proclaimed National Salva-
tion Front. The workers,
women, youth and rank-and-
file soldiers who fought the
secret police butchers have
had their victory hijacked.

Between December 17 and
23, when the rebellion
spread from Timisoara to the
capital Bucharest and other
major cities, the working
class, and partlcularly young
people spontaneously made
giant strides towards a
genuine workers’ revolution.
Once it became clear that
Ceausescu’s days were num-
bered, large sections of the
army ]omed the insurrection.
Among ordinary soldiers and
some junior officers this
represented a sincere
alliance with the ;working
class. At the top, the gener-
als sought to save their own
skins and privileges.

Alarmed at the prospect of

political revolution, Chancel-
lor Kohl of West Germany
and American President
Bush contacted Gorbachev
and appealed for Soviet
military intervention to sta-
bilise the situation behind a
new sanitised regime. Fol-
lowing negotiations between
the Soviet bureaucracy and a
former minister in the Roma-
nian government, lon Ilies-
cu, military hardware and
fuel supplies were made
available to the army, and an
agreement reached to sacri-
fice the Ceausescus. Not only
were the army leaders now
strong enough to topple the
remnants of Ceausescu’s reg-
ime — they were able to play
the role of saviours of the
nation and head off the
prospect of armed workers
completing the struggle for
political power.

The decision to execute
Nicolae and Elena Ceauses-
cu on Christmas Day was
taken with these considera-
tions in mind. Whilst no
honest socialist will shed a
tear for the corrupt ‘Con-
ducator’, his successors used
the summary trial not as a
means of investigating the

By Richard Price

crimes of the bureaucracy
but, on the contrary, to cover
them up and attribute them
to a single ‘evil’ family.

In an attempt to win itself
popular credentials, the in-
coming National Salvation
Front adopted a ten-point
plan which included: elec-
tions to be held in April; a
ban on the export of food-
stuffs; an end to the policy of
bulldozing villages and reset-
tling peasants in ‘agro-
industrial complexes’; aboli-
tion of the death penalty,
restoration of the right to
birth control; and abolition
of the leadmg role’ of the
Communist Party. By halting
the summary justice given by
workers to the Securitate
secret police, the Front was
forestalling a thoroughgoing
purge of the Stalinist appar-
atus as a whole.

The National Salvation
Front is a coalition made up
of representatives of petty-
bourgeois groups seeking a
restoration of capitalism and
capitalist democracy, and
former Communist Party

chiefs. It is supported by the
army generals, religious
groups. the Democratic
Hungarian Union of Roma-
nia, the National Peasant
Party and the National
Liberal Party. Both the NPP
and the NLP have had talks
with ex-king Michael. To the
right, fascist groups have
emerged.

Since the fall of Ceauses-
cu, the Front has demons-
trated the content of its
commitment to ‘democracy’.
On December 25, General
Stanculescu was appointed
Minister for the National
Economy, underlining the
central role of the military in
the new regime. Four days
later a student rally in
Bucharest was banned. Fol-
lowing angry demonstrations
demanding the outlawing of
the Communist Party,
punishment of the Securitate
and an end to food shor-
tages, Bucharest, Timisoara
and other cities were placed
under the direct control of
senior army officers. In
further moves to control the
situation, the Front has de-
creed that parties wishing to
stand in the forthcoming

INSIDE: Panama, page 3 The police year, pages 4-5 G.Healy obituary, page 6 Correspondence, page7

elections, now scheduled for
May 20, must register with
the courts, while announcing
its intention to stand its own
candidates — giving the lie to
its claim to be merely a
caretaker government.
Meanwhile, it is reported
that only 60 of Ceausescu’s
cronies are in jail, while
thousands of leading Stalin-
ists have swung over to the
new regime.

Since Christmas Day, the
counter-revolution has made
successive advances, despite
workmg class opposmon
The ‘anti-Ceausescu’ Stalin-
ists have surrounded them-
selves with the same social

forces which they were
forced to expropriate in
1947. The West has

embraced the ‘revolutionary’
government with enthu-
siasm. The road to capitalist
restoration has been opened
up.

No confidence should be
placed in the National Salva-
tion Front. The creation of
factory committees, workers’
councils and a Trotskyist
party are necessary to com-
plete the unfinished business
of the Romanian revolution.
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AMBULANCE DISPUTE

No more co_ncessions!
All-out strike now

THROUGHOUT Britain
ambulance crews have
more than demonstrated
their willingness to fight
the government’s pay poli-
cy. But sheer determina-
tion is not enough to defeat
the Tories. It is necessary
to understand the
treacherous role being
played by the trade union
leaders who, one after
another, undermined and
sold out the wave of strikes
last year.

For the ambulance work-
ers to succeed with their pay
claim, a struggle against their
own leaders is now unpost-
ponable. This means fighting
for an all-out national strike
and the development of
rank-and-file strike commit-
tees to prevent the health
union leaders, and full-time
officials, selling out the dis-
pute.

The team of negotiators
acting on behalf of ambu-
lance workers has already
made concessions to the
government and NHS em-
ployers. They are ready to do
so again. The Sunday Corres-
pondent revealed on January
7 that ‘an undisclosed
mediator selected by the
unions but well-known to Mr
Clarke’ was acting as a

By lan Harrison

go-between in an attempt to
settle the dispute, behind the
members’ backs. It is widely
known that the negotiators,
led by Roger Poole of
NUPE, have engaged the
services of a firm of manage-
ment consultants to advise
them on the conduct of the
dispute. Hence the emphasis
placed by Poole and Co on
petitions, public opinion
polls and the lobbying of
Tory backbench MPs.

While ambulance crews
demand strike action and a
national mobilisation in re-
sponse to Tory intransigence
and the professional
strikebreakers from the army
and police, Poole and leaders
of the Labour Party repe-
atedly signal their prepared-
ness to sell the dispute out.
In fact, as shadow Health
Secretary Robin Cook made
clear in a speech to parlia-
ment, Labour and TUC lead-
ers are prepared to sacrifice
the ambulance workers’ right
to strike in exchange for a
pay formula agreement. A
number of Labour-led local
councils, including Sandwell
and Strathclyde, have made
no secret of their intention to
establish ‘emergency ser-
vices’ with local government
funds. aimed at undermining

the dispute.

Privately, trade union offi-
cials admit that the dispute is
slipping out of their hands.
Some crews are drifting back
to normal working, con-
vinced their leaders are not
determined to fight for their
claim. But militant ambu-
lance workers, who sense
that their leaders are retreat-
ing, have organised strike
action and occupied depots
in defiance of court orders.
They recognise the necessity
to build on support from
other workers and declare an
all-out strike.

That is why TUC general
secretary Norman Willis
stepped into the limelight by
calling the national assembly
on January 13, and the
national 15-minute stoppage
on January 30 which, in his
own words, had to be done
‘with the employer’s approv-
al’. By calling for these
actions, Willis was attemp-
ting to stifle demands for
all-out strikes, while at the
same time channelling the
enormous reservoir of hatred
for Tory policies into harm-
less public protests.

It is necessary to meet this
treachery head-on with a
programme of action which
will force the TUC leaders to

Trafalgar Square on January | 3: thousands gather in support of the ambulance workers

act in the interests of their
members and those who
depend on the NHS. The
Tories will only be forced to
concede the ambulance
workers’ claim if they see
that everything is at stake for
them. There is no time to
lose. Organise rank-and-file
strike committees now to
extend the action!
Ambulance workers must
occupy their depots to pre-
vent strikebreaking and de-
mand emergency national

Tories

By Suzy Allen

AT A TIME when the World
Health Organisation is pre-
dicting that more - than
500,000 people will develop
AIDS in 1990/91, the Tory
government is downgrading
the AIDS education prog-
ramme and directly interfer-
ing to prevent the spread of
information vital in the fight
against the killer disease.

Last autumn Margaret
Thatcher vetoed a survey of
sexual habits, saying it was
an invasion of privacy! At
the same time she disbanded
the AIDS committees set up
in 1986 under Lord
Whitelaw. In November, the
Health Education Authority
cancelled a television cam-
paign encouraging safe sex.
A second, magazine adver-
tising, campaign has been
postponed. At the end of
November, the HEA
announced plans to disband
its AIDS unit - the final
decision on this is yet to be
taken.

While essential health
education has been cut back,
the moralistic campaigns of
right-wing pressure groups,
such as the Conservative
Family Campaign, who in
1986 called for all AIDS
victims to be isolated and for
homosexuality to be made
illegal, and Family and
Young Concern, which
claims that AIDS amongst
heterosexuals is a myth, have
found sympathetic support
from within the Tory party.
It was reported in The Sun-
day Correspondent on Janu-
ary 1 that a video for
teenagers produced and dis-
tributed to schools by Family
and Young Concern, which
has alarmed medical experts
because of its distortion of
the truth, is accompanied by
a letter from Conservative
peer Baroness Cox (a spon-

 cut AID

sor of Clause 28 of the Local
Government Act which
makes the ‘promotion’ of
homosexuality illegal). ‘The
information seemed to me to
be accurate and well ba-
lanced,” she writes. ‘Above
all there was a moral mes-
sage which is all too often
lacking from many of the
other sources.’

In November, Lord Kil-
bracken stated that the risk
to heterosexuals was negligi-
ble as most heterosexuals
who were HIV positive had
acquired the virus either
abroad or through a partner
who was in a ‘high risk’
category.

The same backward and
complacent attitude meant
that the government’s origin-
al safe sex campaign was only
begun, reluctantly, in 1986 —
five years after the first
AIDS case was diagnosed in
this copntry, two years after
the first heterosexual cases
occurred and only under
extreme pressure from the
NHS, confronted by increas-
ing numbers of AIDS victims
needing treatment.

Actual provision for AIDS
sufferers has always been

Nursing anAIDS pat/eht at the London Lighthouse
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inadequate and largely left to
voluntary organisations such
as the Terrence Higgins
Trust, Body Positive and
London Lighthouse. Instead
of making sufficient funding
available for research and for
special facilities for AIDS
patients within the NHS -
and accompanying this with
straightforward -medical
advice — the Tories concen-
trated on a publicity cam-
paign which was dominated
by the religious, pro-family
message to be either in a
long-term relationship or
chaste. Moreover, material
which could have been pre-
sented positively, sympathe-
tically, even humorously,
was put out as a dire warn-
ing, designed to frighten
people into conformity. The
result has been to create
further discrimination
against groups who fall into
the highest risk category.
For example, on August
27, 1989, it was reported in
the News of the World, the
Sunday Mirror and the Sun-
day Express that Scotland
Yard had sent a telex to all
police officers involved in
rescue operations after the

earch

London Thames riverboat
disaster, in which officers
were warned to wear protec-
tive gloves and masks be-
cause of a potential HIV risk
from the boat’s passengers.
The telex stated that ‘the
passengers may have in-
cluded a number of
homosexuals and lesbians
. . . This must be brought to
the attention of all personnel
who rendered assistance and
may have come into contact
with blood, saliva, urine, etc

so they can take
appropriate measures’.
The recent government

cancellation of surveys and
education campaigns, added
to tabloid press coverage and
endorsement of reactionary
claims that AIDS is not a
heterosexual problem, will
heighten anti-gay feeling,
and strengthen the idea that
gays are ‘responsible’ for the
spread of the disease.
Accusingly and ignorantly
labelled ‘permissive’ by the
right-wing ‘moral majority’,
the relationships of gay men
are, as a result of hostility
and discrimination, often
forced to be anonymous,
secretive and fleeting. The
current repressive atmos-
phere, in which open, honest
discussion of people’s sexual
habits is even less possible
than it was before, will prove
ideal for the spread of AIDS.
But the Tory defence of
heterosexuality, chastity and
‘family values’ is more than
just a reaction to the AIDS

crisis. The family has always

been necessary to the capital-
ist system both as a form of
discipline and as an efficient
support unit for the worker,
whose labour power the capi-
talist can then exploit more
fully. Promoting this ideolo-
gy could now cost the lives of
thousands, and delay the
discovery of a cure for
AIDS.

delegate conferences of their
unions to vote on making
strike action official. Health
service unions must be
forced by rank-and-file
workers to call sympathy
strike action, in defiance of
Tory anti-union laws, with
the aim of mobilising work-
ers throughout the trade
union and labour movement.
The TUC and Labour Party
headquarters must be lob-
bied by workers in support of
the dispute. Force the TUC
and Labour leaders to mobil-
ise national demonstrations
and indefinite strike action to
win the ambulance workers’

claim in full!

Ambulance workers must
demand that their leaders
call off all secret talks.
Rallies must be organised in
every region and workplaces
visited to prepare for the
launch of indefinite national
strike action.

Reject Willis’s spineless
capitulation before the Tory
anti-union laws! Solidarity
with the ambulance workers
cannot be made conditional
on the support of emplovers.
Defeat the anti-working class
legislation which outlaws
solidarity action by fighting
to bring down the Tories!

COMMENT

Fight to defend
the closed shop!

IT IS HARDLY surprising that the present Labour leadership
has publicly abandoned the defence of the trade union closed
shop. It is entirely in line with its refusal to defend trade unions
or fight the Tory anti-union laws over the past decade.

Nor is it surprising that Kinnock’s crew, who pose as advocates
of ‘democratising’ the party, should make a policy change
without the backing of Conference, or even the pretence of
consulting the membership. This watershed announcement was
made at a constituency meeting in Sedgefield by employment
spokesman Tony Blair — he of the sharp suit — whose record of
struggle in the workers’ movement on a scale of 0 to 10 rates

about minus six.

According to Blair, Labour’s new thinking on employment law
should ‘start with the rights of the individual and recognise that
the proper role of the collective is as an instrument for the
advancement of the individual’. Whilst this is an accurate
reflection of the aspirations of people like Blair, it makes an
absolute mockery of the function of trade unionism.

Historically, trade unions arose because workers were unable
to bargain with employers as individuals in the sale of their
labour power and were forced to combine together. Every
struggle of workers, whether it be for higher wages, better
conditions or against unemployment is an attempt to enforce
their strength over the ‘rights’ of the individual employer,

non-unionist or scab.

Labour’s acceptance of the outlawing of the closed shop is
based on its support for the EC Social Charter, which grants
equal ‘rights’ to belong or not to belong to a trade union. Blair’s
support for ‘individual rights’ is a part of Kinnock’s strategy to
distance Labour ever further from the unions — the same unions
which built the Labour Party and have financed it throughout this
century. Indeed, the formation of the Labour Party was strongly
influenced by the development of ‘free labour’ associations —
armies of strikebreakers — in the 1890s. Under the impact of a
series of legal attacks, the trade unions were forced to break with
the party of ‘individual rights’ — the Liberal Party — and found a
workers’ party (albeit one with a capitalist programme, and
soaked in bourgeois ideology at birth). Those unions which
fought for the closed shop formed the backbone of the labour

movement

Kinnock hopes that by deserting the trade unions he will
attract middle class voters. In fact the opposite is true. In any
confrontation, the wavering sections of the middle class follow
whichever side appears stronger and more determined.

Ninety years on from the founding of the Labour Party,
Kinnock must not be allowed to turn full circle. Throw out the
right-wing Labour leaders! Defend the closed shop!
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INVASION OF PANAMA

By Philip Marchant

THE US invasion of Pana-
ma on December 20, 1989,
and the abduction in Janu-
ary of the hated dictator
Manuel Noriega illus-
trates, above all else, the
determination of the Bush
administration to main-
tain by force its interests
throughout Central Amer-
ica.

During the 24 hours pre-
ceding the invasion, the US
garrison of 10,000 which
controls the Canal Zone was
reinforced with a further
14,000 troops. Guillermo
Endara, the leader of the
Civic Democratic Opposition
Alliance and winner of the
May 1989 elections which
Noriega annulled, was sworn
in as President of Panama on
a US base shortly after
midnight, and operation
‘Just Cause’, spearheaded by
1,000 elite Ranger para-
troopers, started an hour
later.

President Bush explained
on TV that the invasion was
intended to protect US lives,
defend democracy, combat
drug trafficking and defend
the integrity of the Panama
Canal Treaty. But his con-
cern for the welfare of the
Panamanian people flies in
the face of the blitzkrieg
tactics employed by US
troops who flattened entire
working class neighbour-
hoods and slaughtered hun-
dreds of civilians in a cynical
exercise designed purely to
reassert US 1nfluence over
the region.

Behind all the hullabaloo
about the return of ‘demo-
cracy’ to Panama, the reality
is that a slavishly pro-US
regime has been installed in
an invasion which is illegal

even by the standards of
international capitalist law,
with the deliberate intention
of forestalling any indepen-
dent action to remove
Noriega by the working
class. Far from representing
a victory for the entire
people, the US intervention
has provided a much-needed
boost for the weak Panama-
nian capitalist class, who will
now step up the exploitation
of workers and peasants with
the full backing of Washing-
ton and the IMF.

What the invasion reveals
most clearly is that the Canal
Treaty, signed in 1977 by
Omar Torrijos for Panama
and Jimmy Carter for the
United States, is not worth
the paper it is printed on.
The treaty ended US overall
control of the Canal Zone in
1979 and is scheduled to
transfer ownership of the
canal to Panama on Decem-
ber 31, 1999, ending all US
operational rights. For
Washington, Noriega’s
greatest crime was not his
abuse of “human rights’ or his
multi-million dollar drug
trafficking racket. but the
fact that he was no longer
capable of guaranteeing a
stable, pro-American regime
in Panama. The US is only
prepared to relinquish its
statutory rights over the eco-
nomicallv and strategically

vital canal if it is able to
continue effectively controll-
ing it via a ‘friendly’ regime.
Since 1960, when he was
first contacted by the US
Defence Intelligence Agency
whilst training at a military
academy in Peru, successive
US governments have
thought that Noriega was
their man. In 1966 or 1967,
he was formally recruited by
the CIA. He remained on
the payroll until 1976, when
his freelance work for
Cuban, Israeli and
Taiwanese intelligence ser-
vices went too far for the
liking of his CIA controllers.
A few years later, however,
the Reagan administration
sought to use him in its war
against the Sandinista regime
in Nicaragua. No matter that
he had become the leading
middleman for the lucrative
trade in drugs from South to
North America — his decision
to permit the US to operate
secret bases in Panama to
train the Contras outweighed
any squeamishness over
where his ‘income’. reputed-
Iv. more than S3 million a
month. came from.
Significantlv. it wasn't un-
til Noriega's popular support
evaporated that the US disc-
overed he was a ‘tyrant’. In
1985, after Noriega had
opposition leader Hugo Spa-
dafora killed in a parncularlv

THAT THE South African
government is close to un-
banning the African National
Congress, lifting the state of
emergency and releasing
veteran ANC leader Nelson
Mandela after 25 years of
imprisonment is principally
the result of the heroic
struggle of the black South
African masses and the soli-
darity shown with their cause
by the international working
class. It is necessary to point
out, however, that Mandela
and the rest of the ANC
leadership are preparing the
ground for a rotten com-
promise with the apartheid
regime — along lines laid
down by the Soviet Stalinists
and promoted inside the
ANC by the South African
Communist Party (SACP).

The relative isolation of
South African big business,
the wave after wave of
militant uprisings by the
black working class and the
growth of fascism amongst
the white petty-bourgeoisie
has convinced the ruling
National Party that a negoti-
ated settlement is preferable
to a civil war, the outcome of
which could not be guaran-
teed. The decision reflects
the increasing dominance in-
side the National Party of the
views of the large-scale in-
dustrialists and the finan-
ciers. Like their foreign
cousins, they recognise that
an organised working class,
deprived of even the most
basic of democratic rights, is
a force strong enough and
angry enough to sweep them
away completely.

When President F.W. de
Klerk took office, he im-
mediately held up the carrot

agrees to
negotiate

of ‘reform’, which the ANC
leaders eagerly accepted. He
announced minor changes to
apartheid laws, such as the
opening of whites-only
beaches to blacks, and
offered the prospect of ‘talks
about talks’.

Three months ago, to con-
solidate a rightward shift in
the positions of the ANC, de
Klerk released several veter-
an ANC leaders from prison,
including former secretary-
general Walter Sisulu.
Although their organisation
remains banned, these lead-
ers have been allowed to
campaign on behalf of nego-
tiations at mass rallies
throughout the country,
totally unmolested by the
security forces.

The release of Mandela,
who has been holding talks
with de Klerk for months on
the timing of this event, is
expected to complete the
process of ‘overhauling’ the
ANC. The exiled leadership,
despite earlier reservations
about Mandela’s willingness
to compromise, fell into line
after de Klerk allowed Sisulu
to pay them a visit in Zambia
in January. The national
executive discussed Mandela
taking over as president of
the ANC from Oliver Tam-
bo, who is seriously ill in a
Swedish cliniq and agreed
the policy of a negotiated
settlement with Pretoria as
proposed by Mandela. Sisulu
urged the exiles to use the
‘armed struggle’ to pressurise
the South African govern-
ment into creating a ‘multi-

racial democracy’.

For its part, the SACP,
whose members occupy lead-
ing positions in the ANC,
chose the same week to issue
a draft policy statement by
general secretary Joe Slovo
called ‘Has Socialism
Failed?’. Marking a retreat
even from the treacherous
compromise offered by its
two-stage theory of ‘first the
struggle against apartheid,
then the struggle for social-
ism’, the document uses the
crisis of Stalinism in Eastern
Europe and the Soviet Union
to justify committing the
SACP unreservedly to sup-
porting a ‘multi-party post-
apartheid democracy’ in
South Africa.

According to reports, the
Bush administration in the
United States has been
‘quietly cultivating the
ANC’. Meanwhile, the Brit-
ish government has reversed
its previous policy and Fore-
ign Secretary Douglas Hurd
is expected to hold talks with
Sisulu if he comes to London
next month.

The ANC leaders’ ‘multi-
racial democracy’, whilst it
may extend the voting
franchise and lead to major-
ity rule, will leave capitalism
intact. It cannot answer the
urgent needs of millions of
black South Africans for
jobs, homes, better educa-
tion and healthcare, and a
stable family life. The negoti-
ated settlement shaping up
will represent a counter-
revolutionary alliance —
against the black masses.

gruesome manner, even his
anti-US rhetoric failed to
stem the tide of revulsion felt
for him by the Panamanian
people. It was at this point —
when it was clear that
Noriega could no longer
‘deliver the goods’ — that the
US decided he had to go.
The block into investigations
into his links with the drug
barons was lifted and the
process which led to his
mdictment for drug traffick-
ing in the US courts and,
eventually, to the invasion
was set in train.

When Noriega declared
war on the US on December
15, the state of tension
between Panamanian De-
fence Force troops and the
US garrison increased. The
following day a US soldier
was killed by the PDF and
Bush seized the opportunity
to authorise the secret inva-

sion of December 20.

From Washington’s point
of view it was preferable if
Noriega — with his wealth of
information about the activi-
ties of US officials — died
whilst ‘resisting arrest’.
Bush, a former head of the
CIA during the period when
it ran Noriega, had a special
interest in ensuring that the
dictator was dead-on-arrival.
The use of maximum force
had this in mind — Noriega’s
headquarters was subjected
to a sustained bombardment
and, according to the Rev
Jesse Jackson, at least 1,200
Panamanian civilians were
killed by US troops.

When Noriega turned up
in the Vatican embassy in
Panama City, there was an
unseemly squabble as to who
should get their hands on
him. The Cuban Stalinists
were quick to offer him

.S. troops install
puppet govt

asylum, presumably in an
attempt to head off further
revelations about their own
part in drug trafficking which
came to light last year with
the trial and execution of
General Ochetto. The Peru-
vian government also putin a
bid. That the Americans
were able to extradite
Noriega was due to the
unerring instinct of the papal
representatives to side with
capitalist ‘law and order’.
Panamanian workers and
poor peasants must have no
confidence in the puppet
regime of Endara. It is for
the Panamanians, not the US
government, to settle
accounts with Noriega. Not
the least of Noriega’s crimes
was his collusion with US
imperialism in frustrating the
aspirations of the Panama-

nian masses for self-
determination. They must
demand the return of

Noriega to stand trial in
Panama, the withdrawal of
all US troops and officials
from the country and the
immediate transfer of the
Canal Zone to Panamanian
control.

Burma dlctatorsh|p
gets aid from China

AFTER THE crushing of
Burma’s seven-month-long
uprising in 1988 in which
thousands of students, work-
ers and middle class radicals
were massacred. the major
capitalist countries were
obliged to distance them-
selves from the ruling milit-
ary regime in Rangoon by
introducing economic sanc-
tions.

The Chinese Stalinist lead-
ers, however, were quick to
exploit the Burmese dicta-
torship’s isolation in a bid to
resolve their own severe
economic problems by gain-
ing access to a new export
market and raw materials.
Along with consumer goods
and petroleum, they have
sent technicians to assist in
the task of stabilising Bur-
ma’s economy. In October
1989, a delegation of Bur-
mese military and naval
officers visited Beijing to
cement the new trading rela-
tions.

The murderous assault on
the Chinese democracy
movement in Tiananmen
Square in June 1989 served
to bring the two regimes
even closer together. On
September 30, after a sum-
mer in which 5,000—8,000
opponents of the Burmese
dictatorship had been in-
carcerated in slave—labour
camps, Brigadier General
Khin Nyunt told Chinese
engineers working in Ran-
goon: ‘We sympathise with
the People’s Republic of
China as disturbances similar
to those in Burma last year
broke out in the People’s
Republic.’

The Burmese regime,
which survives on the basis of
spreading rumours of ‘right’
and ‘left’ coup plots to justify
its increasing military repres-
sion, is now undertaking a
programme of ‘Burmanisa-
tion’, aimed at the forcible
integration of the 120 minor-
ity peoples. It has also
embarked on a major drive

to crush the guerrillas. parti-
cularly in the border regions
near China and Thailand, to
clear a safe path for trade
with the two countries. Four
organisations representing
minorities were outlawed in
October 1989 — the Kachin
Independence Army, Karen
National Union, New Mon
State Party and the Karenni
National Progressive Party —
thus depriving them of their
right to nominate candidates
for the general election sche-
duled for May 27.

Also in October, the Bur-
mese military junta began
sentencing leading members
of the opposition movement
arrested in 1988. Win Tin, of
the National League for
Democracy (NLD), was
sentenced to three years’
hard labour; Maung Thaw
Ka (NLD Central Commit-
tee) was given life imprison-
ment for ‘attempting to di-
vide the armed forces and
the people’; and Nay Min, a
lawyer and part—time cor-
respondent for the BBC, was
imprisoned for 14 years. At
the same time, all outdoor
gatherings of more than five
people were banned.

Every prominent opposi-
tionist 1s now either in deten-
tion or under threat of it. On
January 15, with the start of
the election campaign only
weeks awav. Aung San Suu
Kyi — who has been under
house arrest since July 1989 —
was barred from standing as
a candidate on the grounds
that she has connections with
a foreign country (her hus-
band 1s British { As the
announcement was made,
the army presence on the
streets of Rangoon was step-
ped up.

The Chinese bureaucracy
has played a crucial roie in
extending the life of a brutal
bourgeois—military dicta-
torship, at a time when the
imperialist regimes were pre-
vented from doing so openly
for fear of provoking retalia-
tion from their own workers
and students. However, the
imperialists will be qulck to
exploit the new situation to
their own advantage. A sta-
bilised Burma will be used as
a base for capital to make
further inroads into China
and the other deformed
workers’ states of Vietnam,
Laos and Cambodia.
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Defend refugees!

IN THE early hours of December 12, 1989, 51 people were :
herded aboard a plane in Hong Kong and flown back to :
Vietnam. They were the first victims of the British :
government’s racist policy of forced repatriation designed :
to deter Vietnamese refugees from seeking asylum in the :
colony. :

We were on

Last year saw the release of the Guildford Four, 15
years after they were framed, and growing demands
for the release of the Birmingham Six. Two major
corruption scandals emerged — in the West Midlands

After ten years of Tory rule, Britain’s police are better
paid, better equipped, possess greater powers and are
more heavily armed than ever. Even though the annual
police budget of £3.7 billion is greater than the overall

In January, Amnesty International released a report which :
stated that ‘many of the 51 had already been brutally treated :
when they were forcibly removed from Chi Ma Wan camp before ::
repatriation . . . a large contingent of officers in riot gear had :
used partial strangulation, kicks and beatings to force them out of :
their huts in a dawn raid’. On December 29, after rumours that a :

priorities.

budget of many small states, only |5 per cent of
= reported crimes are investigated. Working class
families who are burgled are among the lowest

and Kent — while police conduct at the Hillsborough
disaster was widely condemned.
Workers News reviews the role of Thatcher’s thick

blue line in 1989. -

second forced repatriation was about to take place, a:
demonstration by refugees at Chi Ma Wan was put down by 300 :
armed police using tear gas.

The refugees who reach Hong Kong are only a small:
percentage of those who leave Vietnam. They are, in the main
Chinese-speaking, and are impoverished traders, craftsmen an
semi- or unskilled workers and their families. For most, the .
decision to leave has been forced on them by the bankrupt
policies of the Vietnamese government.

The failure of forced collectivisation in the Mekong Delta,
Vietnam’s rice bowl, led to the outbreak of famine in a number of
regions by 1978. The Stalinist bureaucracy responded by forcing
over 3 million people to leave the cities and take up work on the
land. Predominant amongst those selected for forced migration
were Vietnam’s Chinese-speaking peoples. The government :
provided them with little or no training in agricultural work, :
facilities or financial support. Many drifted back to the cities to :
avoid outright starvation and from there escaped overseas. The :
steady flow of refugees by boat to Hong Kong swelled to a flood :
after February 1979 when Chinese troops invaded Vietnam’s :
northern border region. - :
» There are now about 56,000 Vietnamese refugees in Hong :
Kong. They are forced to live in filthy, overcrowded conditions :
and are denied the right to work. The governments of Britain and :
Hong Kong regard them merely as another problem for the :
colony’s economic prospects — which are already severely dented
by the uncertainty over what to expect after reunification with :
the rest of China. :

Until June last year, when the Chinese government bloodily :
suppressed the pro-democracy movement, Hong Kong’s econo
mic outlook — with the penetration of capital into the adjacent :
New Economic Zone increasing — looked good. Panic seized the :
stock exchange and the banking community when the Deng :
regime refused to give guarantees that the Chinese army would :
not be stationed in Hong Kong after 1997. :

Faced with a flight of both capital and capitalists from Hong :
Kong, the Thatcher government has responded to this threat to :
British capitalist interests by granting full citizenship rights to :
approximately 200,000 of Hong Kong’s wealthier inhabitants. :

Paradoxically. by allowing the ‘elite’ the safety net of a home :
in Britain. the Thatcher government hopes to persuade them to :
stay in Hong Kong. The reason for this is clear: despite what :
happened in Tiananmen Square, the Tories recognise that :
China’s economic crisis is so severe that the bureaucracy will be :
forced to do business with them. After 1997, they hope that Hong :
Kong will provide the launching pad for creating a capitalist :
China. Hence the importance of preventing a mass evacuation. :
Cracking down on the refugees is likewise aimed at making life :
easier for Hong Kong’s ruling and professional middle classes. :

Never slow to come to the aid of British imperialism in its hour :
of need, the reformist leaders of the Labour Party have fully :
endorsed Thatcher’s brutal policy of forced repatriation, whilst :
effectively aligning themselves with Norman Tebbit’s campaign :
to oppose even the granting of 200,000 Hong Kong citizens the :
right to live in Britain. s

Workers News stands unequivocally for the abolition of all : mid-1987, ten other cases
British immigration acts. We support the right of workers to live ; brought by the West Mid-
in any country of their choice. Workers’ organisations must i lands squad had been drop-
campaign against the forced repatriations and in support of the 3 ped or thrown out of court
right of Vietnamese and Chinese refugees to asylum in Britain if ;% on the basis of evidence from
that is their choice. The solution to Vietnam’s refugee problem :: handwriting experts that con-
will be solved by the working class through the instrument of :: fessions were made up and
political revolution and the overthrow of the Stalinist bureaucra- :: had pages inserted.
cy. The way forward for workers in Hong Kong is the struggle to : Paul Dandy had been pro-
overthrow the colonial administration. Such a struggle must be 3 secuted for wounding a
consciously linked to the fight for political revolution throughout : security guard in February
1987. After a year in jail, he

China.
was freed when a handwrit-

Ford betrayal ing expert testified that his

:: statement had been falsified

AN ENQUIRY into the
West Midlands police force
by officers from West York-
shire has resulted in more
than 100 allegations of mal-
practice.

The investigation started
in August 1989, immediately
after Geoffrey Dear, the
West Midlands Chief Const-
able, had replaced the entire
CID operational command
structure, including the head
of the CID and all his
immediate deputies. This fol-
lowed the disbanding of the
Serious Crime Squad in
June. Fifty-three officers
were transferred to desk jobs
and two were suspended.
Four others face criminal
charges.

The purge followed the
discovery that the ‘confes-
sions’ of two prisoners con-
victed of armed robbery and
theft had gone missing. Dear
said he had not acted earlier
because there was no evi-
dence of a ‘wider conspira-
cy’. However, last Novem-
ber, The Independent
claimed that the West Mid-
lands police’s internal inves-
tigations department knew in
July 1988 of at least seven
serious complaints against
the detectives. Between then
and August 1989, at least two
more convictions were
obtained on disputed confes-
sion evidence.

Over the two years since

Serious
crimes

by adding a forged admission
to the offence.

In January 1988, the
charges were dropped
against six defendants in two
armed robbery trials when a
request from defence lawyers
for the original copies of
‘confessions’ for handwriting
tests was met by a long delay
and an eventual announce-
ment that they had been lost!

In June 1989, Ronnie Bol-
den was cleared of two
armed robbery charges when
the jury heard that his ‘state-
ment’ was the work of detec-
tives and that the only person
to identify him in a parade
was an off-duty police offic-
er.

In July 1989, the Court of
Appeal freed Keith Parch-
ment of Erdington in Birm-
ingham. He had served two
years of a five-year sentence
on the strength of a ‘confes-
sion’ that had been altered
by detectives.

The investigation by the
West Yorkshire police covers
only the period from January
1986, when the Police and
Criminal Evidence Act came
into effect. However, a for-
mer member of the Serious
Crime Squad, Inspector Paul
Matthews, who was ‘re-
quired to resign’ in 1986, was
responsible for interrogating
and obtaining an incriminat-
ing statement from Paddy
Hill, one of the wrongfully-
imprisoned Birmingham Six.
The Guardian recently re-
ported that 11 out of the 20
detectives in the Birmingham
Six interrogation team have
since been either disciplined,
or the subject of legal action
for assault or fabrication of
evidence.

It was revealed in January
that hundreds of documents
crucial to the investigation
have been shredded as part
of official West Midlands
force policy.

THE DECISION by 32,000 carworkers to accept Ford’s ‘final
offer’ is an indictment of the leadership of both major unions
involved who did everything possible to avoid a national strike to :
win the pay claim. The two-year deal not only falls well short of :
the Ford workers’ claim; it has productivity strings attached :
which claw the increase back by driving up the rate of :
exploitation.

Chief negotiators Jack Adams of the T&GWU and Jimmy
Airlie of the AEU - both trained in the Stalinist school of
collaboration with the employers — used every means at their
disposal to dampen the militancy of carworkers. Armed with an
81 per cent mandate for an all-out national strike on December
21, they delayed action for over a month. More than two weeks
after the ballot result, the National Joint Negotiating Committee,
representing unions and employers, met ‘in the mutual interests
of both sides in an attempt te avoid a dispute’.

The reaction of Ford workers to their leaders’ spinelessness
was to mount a series of unofficial strikes at Dagenham,
Halewood, Bridgend and other plants. So great was the
groundswell that, on January 4, even members of the EETPU
voted for industrial action.

Like the 1988 strike, sold out with minimum concessions, and
the 35-hour campaign bled dry by the engineering unions in
December, the latest experience shows that, to a man, the
bureaucrats consider that major industrial battles, whether in
defence of jobs or living standards, are an obstacle to Labour’s :
electoral chances. .

The revival of carworkers’ militancy is a barometer of th
movement of the working class as a whole. The current round of :
wage struggles must reckon not only with the role of the trad
union bureaucrats but the threat of gathering recession. A
revolutionary leadership must be built among carworkers and the

SWEENEY-style car chases
are a major hazard to road
safety. Last year over 20
people died in incidents con-
nected with high-speed pur-
suits by police. In 1987, 24
people died in the course of
279 serious accidents involv-
ing police vehicles. During
1988 the figures were 14 and
160 respectively.

Incidents in 1989 included:
March 1: Three men died in
Hounslow when their car
burst into flames after being
struck by a stolen vehicle
chased at high speed by
police. :

March 3: A police chase in
north London led to a stolen
car crashing, killing one man
and seriously injuring
another.

March 5: A 16-year-old boy
driving a stolen car was
seriously injured when it
: overturned after being pur-

wages fight set itself the goal of smashing the Thatcher
gOV@I’HmEHlA

= sued by police in Surrey.

Car chase deaths

Three other teenage occu-
pants sustained lesser in-
juries, while two women
pedestrians were struck by
the police car.

March 14: A 6l-year-old
woman was knocked down
and killed by a police car on
its way to the scene of a crash
in Wolverhampton.

March 19: A teenage pedes-
trian was killed in Stockton-
on-Tees as an unmarked
police car drove to the scene
of a suspected burglary.
April 18: Two men driving a
stolen vehicle died when it
ploughed into a wall in
Puddletown, Dorset, after a
high-speed chase.

April 30: A van being fol-
lowed by police on the A45
in Northamptonshire hit a
car head-on killing the driv-

er.

August 5: A woman aged 80
died after being hit by a
police car responding to an
emergency ca!!

Hackney Community Defence Association’s annual ‘We Remember’ ma
Wreaths were laid at Dalston and Stoke Newington police stations in memory of
and Colin Roach, who all  died whilst in police custody.

Systematic r:

RACIAL harassment of the
black and Asian communi-
ties is so common that even
to catalogue incidents would
require a major report.
Among the most impor-
tant events last year were:
@ The arrest of 82 anti-
fascists, many of them Asian,
in Dewsbury in June after a
counter-demonstration
against the British National

Party.

@® A 400-strong police raid
on the Broadwater Farm
Estate in Tottenham, north
London, in September.

@ The planting of drugs at
the well-known Mangrove
Club in Notting Hill, west
London.

@ Allegations made by a
former Liverpool policeman
that widespread racism ex-

rch prepare

Gamekeepers turnec

THOSE two hardy annuals,
fitting up innocent people
and corruption, were alive
and well in 1989. While the
West Midlands Serious
Crime Squad and the Kent
police made the headlines it
was business as usual for
other forces.

@ In January, two former
police constables admitted
supplying information from
the national police computer
at Hendon to a team of
private detectives in return
for money. The information
included details of criminal
records and ownership of
vehicles.

@ Allegations were made in
March about the relationship
between a former head of
criminal intelligence at Scot-
land Yard and an informer.
It came hard on the heels of
the trial of cocaine dealer
Roy Garner which raised
questions of his links with

Detective Superintendent
Anthony Lundy of the Flying
Squad.

@ Police Constable Gerald
Corley from Manchester was
jailed in May for 17 years —
15 years for setting up an
armed robbery and two years
for supplying the gang with a
shotgun. In the previous ten
years, Corley had happily
survived 23 public com-
plaints, including ten alleging
assault, as well as handling
stolen property, dealing in
drugs and organising brutal
initiation ceremonies.

@ Detective Inspector Gra-
ham White, head of the
Nottinghamshire Drugs
Squad, was retired on medic-
al grounds in July following
an enquiry into allegations
that he possessed illegal
drugs.

@ Retired Merseyside police
inspector Alan Singleton was
jailed for two-and-a-half

Think of a nui

HALF WAY through
November 1989, Kent police
raided five police stations in
the county and took away
papers which crime reporters
believed were connected
with the rigging of detection
rates.

The raids followed allega-
tions mada R -

They came a matter of weeks
after the conclusion of a
three-and-a-half year inves-
tigation into similar claims
made by a Kent police
constable, Ron Walker.

In January 1986, Walker,
who is a firm believer in the
possibilitv of an honest and
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;year in the life of ‘the
pst police in the world’

o leave Hackney police station on january 8.

ay Hassan, Aseta Simms, Michael Ferreira

cism

isted in the force.

® A paramilitary-stvle op-
eration carried out by police
in riot gear in the St Paul's
arca of Bristol in September.
® Complaints by the Hack-
ney Community Defence
Association of 29 incidents of
racist violence, abuse and
other forms of harassment by
police in the east London
borough.

po

achers

years in October. He had
admitted stealing #45,219 in
fines money over a six-year
period from the warrants
office where he worked.

® Detective Constable
Frederick Swann from
Leicester was imprisoned for
15 months in November,
having stolen jewellery from
both a robbery victim and a
suspect held in connection
with the raid.

Meanwhile, a staggering
total of 124 prosecutions of
football supporters collapsed
during the year either due to
lack of evidence or because
they were thrown out on
appeal.

In a less publicised case,
Ramon Canale had a six-year
sentence for conspiracy to
rob and a firearms offence
quashed in November.
Flying Squad detectives had
flabricated evidence against

im.

Class justice
in action

A LONG-running farce was
played out in the course of
1989 - one which trade
unionists should remember
each time their leaders tell
them to place their confi-
dence in the due process of
law.

On the evening of January
24, 1987, 15,000 trade union-
ists demonstrating outside
Rupert Murdoch’s Wapping
plant in support of sacked
printworkers, were attacked
by a force of over 1,000
police. More than 150 pick-
ets were injured and as a
result, 440 separate com-
plaints against police actions
were filed.

An enquiry mounted by
the Northamptonshire police
in conjunction with the ‘In-
dependent” Police Com-
plaints Authority had access
to 500 photographs of the
events and 15 hours of film.

Finally, on January 12,
1989, 24 serving and two
former officers of the Metro-
politan police had sum-
monses issued against them
alleging offences including
conspiracy, attempting to
pervert the course of justice
and actual bodily harm. This
followed two previous ap-
plications for summonses
which magistrates threw out
on technicalities. Fourteen of
the

serving officers were

suspended from duty on full

pay. .
In May, Bow Street magis-
trates dismissed charges

against six officers, allowing
them to go back to work, on
the grounds that there had
been too long a delay in
bringing the prosecution.
Three months later the re-
maining eight police had
their suspensions lifted and
they too returned to duty.

The Director of Public
Prosecutions attempted to
reopen the cases in October.
Judgement was deferred un-
til December, when — sur-
prise, surprise — the High
Court upheld the magis-
trates’ decision to dismiss
charges against the six offic-
ers on grounds that the time
elapsed was prejudicial to
those charged and that to
proceed with a trial would
amount to ‘an abuse of the
process of the court’. At the
same time a magistrates’
decision that the case of a
policeman accused of
wounding a Wapping picket
could proceed was over-
turned.

Although the DPP
announced its intention (o
appeal against the High
Court ruling, three years
after the event, the number
of police officers convicted
still stands at zero.
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Printers’ wives demonstrate at Wapping, 1987

y doing our duty...

THE MODERN capitalist
state arose more or less in line
with the industrial revolution
from the late 18th Century
through the 19th. As the
capitalist class developed
manufacturing on an unpre-
cedented scale, herding
peasants into the burgeoning
towns to work in factories, it
initially relied on the army
and gangs of hired thugs to
put down isolated rebellions.

But these methods, han-
govers from feudal times,
proved increasingly inadequ-
ate. A new class had been
brought into existence — the
working class. Because the
individual members of this
class had no means of acquir-
ing the necessities of life
except by selling their labour
power in return for wages,
organisation became impera-
tive. Only by collective strug-
gle could those who owned
nothing defend themselves
from being pauperised and
starved by those who owned

everything.

Bosses in
uniform

The capitalists and their
political representatives real-
ised that the arbitrary
methods of the past were
useless against organised
mass resistance in urban
areas. A professional body
was needed whose central
task would be to defend
capitalist law - that is, the
right of the minority to own
and control the means of
production, and use it to
exploit the majority. Just as
the army defended the capi-
talist nation externally, so
this new force would defend it
internally. In 1829, the then
Home Secretary, Sir Robert
Peel, established the Metro-
politan police for this very
purpose.

Since that time, the police
have developed sophisticated
methods for use against the
working class, not least of

Cata

ogue

of violence

POLICE violence and in-
timidation are a daily experi-
ence for thousands of work-
ers and youth on the streets
of Britain’s cities:

January 20: The Crown Pro-
secution Service decides
there is insufficient evidence
to prosecute seven police-
men who allegedly beat up a
man during a pub brawl.
February 27: John Atkinson,
who nearly died after being
shot through the heart on
suspicion of conspiring to rob
a Securicor van, sues police
for £28,000 damages.

April 13: Dermot McWard of
Hackney, whose leg was
broken when police arrested
him during a demonstration
in support of the miners’
strike in 1985, is awarded

£8,700 damages against the
Metropolitan police.

July 1: Jamie Stewart, a
22-year-old black man, dies
in a Holloway police cell
after being arrested for an
alleged driving offence. Ear-
ly the same morning, tenants
on an estate in Stamford Hill
witness a young black man
being brutally beaten in the
back of a police van.

July 31: Two police const-
ables, Hamish Montgomery
and Patrick Shevlin, who had
been convicted in May 1988
of murdering Owen Roberts
at a police station in More-
cambe, have their convic-
tions reduced to manslaugh-
ter.

September 22: The Police
Complaints Authority

announces that Chief Supt
Graham Melvin is to face
disciplinary charges over his
treatment of a suspect
arrested after the death of Pc
Keith Blakelock at Broadwa-
ter Farm in 1985.

October 12: Constable Peter
Anderson is jailed for seven
years for raping an 18-year-
old woman in his patrol car
after agreeing to give her a
lift home.

October 26: The PCA
announces that it will not be
bringing disciplinary action
against police officers who
falsely imprisoned, assaulted
and maliciously prosecuted
73-year-old Kathleen Gib-
bons, who was arrested
whilst selling The Yorkshire
Miner in Charing Cross Road

ber, then multiply by three

27-page statement. This
alleged that over 60 officers
had boosted their crime de-
tection figures by persuading
criminals to take responsibil-
ity for unsolved crimes, some
of which had not even occur-
red! Liberal application of
this technique meant that, in
parts of Kent, the clear-up
rate was double the national
average.

Initially, the Metropolitan
police carried out an en-
quiry. It took them six
months to get round to
raiding 13 police stations for
evidence, by which time only
one document had not been
shredded. Not long after
this, just as the enquiry was
about to be dropped for lack
of evidence, a former police-
woman came forward to

corroborate Ron Walker’s
claims.

Hampshire police then
carried out a second enquiry.
They reported to the Direc-
tor of Public Prosecutions,
who decided in September
1988 against criminal
charges. Instead, 33 detec-
tives, all still on duty, were
disciplined, one was dismis-
sed and one took early

retirement on health
grounds.

As for Ron Walker, his
authorship of the original
statement, given ‘in confi-
dence’, was known through-
out the force within days. He
has been on sick leave for
four years, during which time
he has been ostracised by his
colleagues and ignored by
the investigating teams.

in 1985.

November 10: The Metropo-
litan police are cleared of
using excessive force to dis-
perse students protesting
against student loans in 1988.
November 13: Vincent Lee
seeks damages against the
Metropolitan police for mali-
cious prosecution, wrongful
imprisonment and damage to
his property. In 1985 police
planted drugs on Lee and
falsely accused him of being
a drugs dealer. In 1986 a
court cleared Lee of all
charges.

December 1: Alan Scott, a
Liverpool social worker, is
awarded £5,000 in damages
after being arrested in Hack-
ney in 1986 on suspicion of
driving while over the alco-
hol limit. He sustained in-
juries when police pushed
him to the ground, handcuf-
fed him and threw him into
the back of a police van.
December 14: Eric Ranger,
Junior Ranger and Charles
Foley — three young men
beaten in an unprovoked
attack by police in Holloway,
north London, in 1983 — are
allowed by a High Court

judge to claim damages
against the Metropolitan
police, despite having

already received settlements
of £1,000 and £3,000.

which is a secret network of
organisations supplementing
its public uniformed face,
dedicated to the infiltration of
trade unions and left-wing
political parties.

Elsewhere on these pages
are references to the police
overtly acting as the armed
organisation of the capitalist
class — for example, during
the 1984-85 miners’ strike
and outside Rupert Mur-
doch’s Wapping plant. The
police are not a ‘neutral’
force, however much they
may appear to be so, and
cannot be reformed, demo-
cratised or made accountable
as liberals, Labour Party and
trade union leaders and many
‘lefts’ would have us believe.
Workers and youth should
place no confidence what-
soever in so-called ‘indepen-
dent’ bodies like the Police
Complaints Authority or loc-
al authority police monitor-
ing committees.

The police cannot be relied
on to act against the racist
thugs who terrorise the
black, Asian and other ethnic
minorities. Neither will they
counter attacks by scabs or
fascists on picket lines, or on
trade union or Irish republi-
can demonstrations and
meetings.

On the contrary, they will
quietly applaud such events.
The working class must
therefore take the defence of
its organisations and com-
munities in its own hands by
building workers’ defence
squads.

Because the English
bourgeoisie finds
himself reflected in his
law, as he does in his
God, the policeman’s
truncheon which, ina
certain measure, is his
own club, has for hima
wonderfully soothing
power. But for the
working man quite
otherwise! The
working man knows
too well, has learned
from too oft-repeated
experience, the law is a
rod which the
bourgeoisie has

prepared for him:

Frederick Engels: The
Condition of the Working
Class in England
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The first part of an
extended obituary in
which Bob Pitt
assesses the life of the
former WRP leader

WHEN GERRY Healy, the
former leader of the Workers
Revolutionary Party, died on
December 14, 1989, his
ambition to establish himself
as a figure of world—historic
significance lay in ruins. De-
spite his final efforts to curry
favour with the Soviet
bureaucracy, Healy ended
his life in almost complete
political isolation. His fol-
lowers, who stuck with their
infallible leader to the finish,
number no more than a
hundred or so international-
ly, and in Britain are reduced
to a mere handful of acolytes
— mainly from the theatrical
profession — whose roots in,
understanding of, and influ-
ence over the labour move-
ment are precisely nil.

Yet Healy’s contribution
to what passes for Trotsky-
ism lives on in a bewildering
variety of groups, most of
which would react with out-
rage to accusations of
‘Healyism’. The leaders of
the WRP/Workers Press,
whose political credentials
rest on the part they played
in expelling Healy in 1985,
nevertheless firmly identify
themselves with the tradi-
tions of the International
Committee, the tendency
Healy helped to found after
the split in the Fourth Inter-
national in 1953. And the
International Socialist
Group, in which many
long—time opponents of
Healy are prominent, names
its journal Socialist Outlook
after the paper around which
Healv organised entry work
in the Labour Party from
1948 to 1954, and has pub-
lished glowing references to
the Healy ‘Group’s’ activity
in the British labour move-
ment of the 1950s.' Indeed,
the groups which lay claim to
this or that aspect of Healy’s
political heritage are too
numerous to mention. The
memory of Thomas Gerard
Healy, it might be said,
weighs like a nightmare on
the brains of the living!

What is striking is that
these groups which base
themselves on, or seek to
emulate, episodes from Hea-
ly's past adopt entirely con-
flicting political approaches
to the present. They are able
to do so because Healy’s
career comprised a series of
unprincipled zig—zags. in the
course of which he furiously
denounced political positions
which he had earlier enthu-
siastically supported, and
eagerly embraced policies
which he had once bitterly

The rise and fall
of Gerry Healy

Gerry Healy in characteristic pose

opposed - invariably car-
rying out these abrupt rever-
sals  without the slightest
trace of self—criticism. Re-
trospective identification
with particular points on
Healy’s political trajectory
can thus be used to justify
virtually any political line:
from Stalinophobia to the
promotion of illusions in
Stalinism’s  revolutionary
potential; from sectarian ab-
stention on struggles within
social democracy to liquida-
tion into left—reformism;
from a formal defence of the

permanent revolution to
sycophantic adulation of
bourgeois nationalists. A

clear analysis of Gerry Hea-
ly’s political evolution, there-
fore, is not merely of histor-
ical interest but has direct
relevance to the struggle to
rebuild a genuine Trotskyist
movement today.

The details of Healy’s
early years, following his
birth in Cork on December
3, 1913, remain obscure.
According to Healy himself,
he joined the Young Com-
munist League in Britain in
1928, although this may be
just another of the myths he
cultivated about his own
history, along with claims
that his parents were mur-
dered by the Black and Tans
and that he smuggled Com-
munist Party literature into
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Nazi Germany. By 1936,
Healy was living in Belgrave
Road, Pimlico, and was a
rank —and—file member of
the Communist Party’s West-
minster branch.” He was then
still a party loyalist and a
fervent anti—Trotskyist - to
the extent that he became a
regular member of a group of
Stalinists who went to Hvde
Park to argue with and. on
occasions, physically assault
Trotskyist speakers.

Quite what influence Hea-
ly’s years in the Stalinist
movement had on his later
politics is difficult to estab-
lish, but it seems improbable
that he remained unmarked
by these formative experi-
ences. His period of CP
membership saw a trans-
formation of the party line
from the ultra—leftism of the
Third Period to the class
collaboration of the Popular
Front — a lurch from sectar-
ianism to opportunism which
Healy would subsequently
accomplish with facility in
both directions. And Healy’s
later organisational practices
in his ‘own’ groups bore all
the hallmarks of Stalinism;
certainly they had no prece-
dent in the Trotskyist move-
ment.

One regular victim of the
attentions of Healy and his
fellow Stalinists at Hyde
Park was Jock Haston who
was then a member of the
Militant Group, a Trotskyist
organisation led by Denzil
Harber which worked in the
Labour Party. In the course
of their repeated arguments,
Haston succeeded in winning
Healy over to Trotskyism,
probably in the early summer
of 1937 (though Healy al-
ways claimed to have broken
from Stalinism a year ear-
lier). Healy then moved up
to Yorkshire. where he
helped to run open-—air
meetings for the group and
sell its paper. According to
John Archer, aleading mem-
ber of the Militant Group in
Leeds who worked with him
at that time. Healy was
almost entirely ignorant of
Trotsky's writings but made
a favourable impression with
his energetic activity on be-
half of the organisation. At
the Militant Group's national
conference in August 1937,
on the proposal of Harber
and Archer, Healy was for-

mally accepted into mem-
bership and joined the
group’s Paddington branch.’

It was false allegations
against another new recruit
to the Paddington branch,
Ralph Lee, concerning his
past activities in thc South
African labour movement,
which formed the basis of a
split in the Militant Group
within months of Healy join-
ing. In December 1937, Lee
walked out of the organisa-
tion in protest at his treat-
ment, accompanied by seven
supporters including Jock
Haston. Millie Lee. Ted
Grant and Healy. Although
the Militant Group’s lead-
ership undoubtedly mishand-
led the situation, it seems
likely that this served as a
pretext for a split by young
activists  dissatisfied with
what they saw as the conser-
vatism of the older leaders.
Lee and his supporters
formed a new organisation,
the Workers International
League, and Gerry Healy
became the editor of its
duplicated journal,
Searchlight.*

When James P. Cannon
intervened on behalf of the
international Trotskyist
movement to unite the Brit-
ish groups into the Revolu-
tionary Socialist League, the
WIL refused to join, arguing
that the unification agree-
ment — which allowed those
Trotskyists opposed to
Labour Party entry to engage
in open work - was a
violation of democratic cen-
tralism. In 1938, the found-
ing conference of the Fourth
International recognised the
RSL as the official British
section and censured the
WIL for having split over
mere personal grievances.
‘All purely national group-
ings,” the official statement
read, ‘all those who reject
international organisation,
control and discipline, are in
their essence reactionary.”
Healy, it should be noted.
fully supported the WIL's
decision to reject the author-
ity of the Fourth Internation-
al and retain its autonomy.
The subsequent fragmenta-
tion of the RSL he saw as a
vindication of the WIL’s
position. *Comrade Cannon,’
Healy was fond of saying,
‘came to Britain and unified
four groups into seven.™

Healy’s energy and organi-
sational ability were no
doubt an enormous asset to
this small group of Trots-
kyists as they fought to
overcome their isolation
from the working class and
build a revolutionary cadre.
Even Sam Bornstein and Al
Richardson - scarcely
paid—up members of the
Gerry Healy appreciation
society — recognise that Hea-
ly ‘made a real contribution’
in this early period.” Nor is
there any evidence at this
stage that Healy had carried
the politics of Third Period
Stalinism with him into the
Trotskyist movement, as has
sometimes been suggested,
for he was a firm advocate of
work in the Labour Party
because of its historic links
with the trade unions.®

But, with the Labour Party
rendered moribund by the
wartime electoral truce, the
WIL soon came to concen-
trate on work in the trade
unions, and Healy, as the
group’s industrial organiser,
played an important role in
recruiting a new layer of
industrial militants to the
WIL.. His ability to do so was
facilitated by the WIL’s
adoption of the Fourth Inter-
national’s ‘Proletarian Milit-
ary Policy’, which centred on
the demand for military
training under trade union
control. When a minority
headed by Jock Haston criti-
cised the WIL’s interpreta-
tion of the military policy as
capitulating to patriotic
sentiments in the working
class by portraying the Brit-
ish bourgeoisie as defeatists
and the Trotskyists as the
true advocates of military
victory over Hitler, Healy

vigorously defended the
WIL’s political line. The
WIL. he wrote, told the

working class that ‘we are
not against the defence of the
country, only the capitalists
are not fighting to defend the
country but only for profit
and loot’. The task of revolu-
tionaries was to explain to
workers that ‘to fight Hitler
you must take control into
your own hands. Britain
must be your Britain and not
the Britain of the coal, steel
and iron kings’.” In addition
to justifying Haston’s critic-
isms, Healy’s contribution to
this controversy further de-
molishes attempts to portray
his political deviations as
consistently ultra-leftist.
What became increasingly
clear, however, was that
Healy’s egotism, contempt
for group discipline and sub-
jective hostility to other lead-
ing comrades were not easily
compatible with the require-
ments of a Bolshevik orga-
nisation. In 1939, when it
was decided to change Youth
for Socialism (successor to
Searchlight) from a dupli-
cated to a printed paper,
Healy resigned from the
WIL because he, as the
nominal publisher, had not
been consulted. Later that
year, after the outbreak of
war, Healy joined the group
established by the WIL in
Ireland in anticipation of
illegalisation. There, as a
result of a clash over minor
tactical issues, Healy again
resigned, declaring that he
would join the Irish Labour
Party ‘to fight our organisa-

tion’, and for this he was
expelled from the Irish
group. Only after an in-
tervention by Jock Haston,
who was anxious not to lose
Healy’s organisational ta-
lents, was the expulsion res-
cinded.

Healy was sent back to
Britain where he worked
energetically for the WIL.
But in 1940, he used his
position as industrial organis-
er to build up factional
support for his attempts to
reframe the WIL constitu-
tion on a federal rather than
a centralised basis. Not only
had he failed to inform the
leadership of his differences
beforehand, but when his
actions were criticised Healy
‘failed to put up any defence
whatsoever, but instead
launched into a slanderous
and personal attack upon
two of the leading comrades
in the centre and “‘resigned”’
from the organisation . . . .

Towards the end of 1942,
Healy yet again came into
conflict with the WIL lead-
ership, this time over his
campaign to build a
broad—based anti—Stalinist
organisation in the trade
unions, primarily in
co—operation with Trots-
kyists working within the
Independent Labour Party.
The formation on his initia-
tive of the Committee to
Co—ordinate Militant Activ-
ity in the Trade Unions was
no doubt seen by Healy as an
important achievement. The
committee met weekly, held
a successful public meeting in
London early in 1943 and
declared itself ‘a great step
forward towards the unifica-
tion of the revolutionary left
inside the trade unions’."
But it was opposed by the
WIL Political Bureau,
ostensibly because it was a
paper organisation which
represented no reai move-
ment in the class and dupli-
cated the WIL’s own indust-
rial work — but also, we
might suspect, because the
committee provided Healy
with an independent power
base outside WIL
discipline.”

Matters came to a head at
a Central Committee meet-
ing in February 1943 when,
at the conclusion of his
industrial report, Healy

‘announced that he was res-

igning from the WIL to join
the ILP, stating that his
decision ‘was not motivated
by political differences but
his personal inability to con-
tinue further work in our
organisation in conjunction
with J. Haston, M. Lee and
E. Grant’. If Healy hoped by
this ultimatum to force the
leadership to endorse his
industrial policy, the attempt
badly mistired. The Central
Committee voted unani-
mously for his expulsion, and
the Political Bureau issued a
statement denouncing him to
the membership.” Gerry
Healy’s turbulent career in
the Trotskyist movement
appeared to be finished.
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A fight against
both traditions

Dear Editor,

At the beginning of an article
exposing the fake Trotskyism
of Ernest Mandel, leader of
the United Secretariat of the
Fourth International (Work-
ers Press, November 4,
1989), Janos Borovi of the
Hungarian League of Re-
volutionary Socialists makes
an extraordinary attack on
the Argentinian MAS. The

Stalinist bureaucracy is pre--

pared to consider anything to
keep its power, he argues.
‘Even the possibility of an
alliance with pseudo-
Trotskyists can be consi-
dered, as that of the Argenti-
nian Communist Party with
the Movement to Socialism
(MAS).’

Why so long in speaking
out, Comrade Janos? Could
this be the same MAS and
the same alliance of 1985 that
WRP leaders Cliff Slaughter,

Simon Pirani, Geoff Pilling
and Bill Hunter defended so
ably against attacks from
without and within, and
which bothered WRP leader
Cyril Smith, and Michael
Varga and Janos Borovi of
the Preparatory Committee,
so much that they were
struck dumb? Or is Comrade
Janos just another in a long
line of troublemakers trying
to suggest that the MAS/CP
alliance was a great betrayal
and that the proposed mer-
ger between the WRP and
the MAS was unprincipled
opportunism?

Remember that Simon
Pirani proposed immediate
fusion with the MAS without
discussion on their program-
me or history, and that
Slaughter took the line that it
was wrong to criticise the
MAS because it would fright-
en them off. This it did as
soon as Cyril Smith sug-
gested that given all the fuss

maybe we should, after all,
see what they represented.
The same Cyril Smith tear-
fully accused Geoff Pilling of
pulling a ‘dirty centrist trick’
on him at one very heated
Central Committee meeting
where he was advancing this
timid proposition. Bill Hun-
ter, of course, went off and
joined the pseudo-
Trotskyists.

However, although past
crimes have inadvertently
been acknowledged, a new
outrage is being perpetrated.
In Argentina this Popular

Front in name and fact (it -

called on bourgeois parties to
join) is OK, despite the still
unrepudiated position of
Slaughter and Pilling that
‘Stalinism is the most
counter—revolutionary force
on the planet’, but in Nami-
bia a principled Trotskyist
United Front policy cannot
be pursued to expose SWA-
PO before the masses.

The electoral alliance
which was used to justify the
‘no vote for SWAPQO’ policy
of the WRP of Namibia was
‘an extraordinarily broad
alliance’, says The Guardian
of November 14. It included
collaborators with apartheid,
according to an amazing
admission by Workers Press
on November 4. This should

Experiences in the ICP

Dear Editor,

In March 1988 I broke. with
others, from the WIL on the
grounds that it was ‘a
petty—bourgeois nationalist
party’. intent on maintaining
its independence from the
Fourth International, as we
characterised the North—led
ICFI. Our experiences with-
in its British section. the
International Communist
Party, rapidly proved to us
that the ICFI has no claim to
be the Fourth International.
It is a bankrupt sectarian
organisation, whose politics
are akin to those of Third
Period Stalinism.

Our group joined the ICP
during the seafarers’ dispute
and immediately came into
conflict with the ICP’s ab-
stract propagandism. While
the general secretary of the
NUS, Sam McCluskie, re-

sisted rank—and—file de-
mands for a national strike
and even called off two
national strikes in support of
the seafarers at Dover. the
ICP refused to fight for this
demand. characterising it as
an evasion of the fight for
international action.
McCluskie faced bitter
opposition from NUS mem-
bers on this question. includ-
ing an attempt by delegates
at the NUS conference to
remove the National Execu-
tive Committee. Yet the ICP
refused to fight on this issue,
advising the seafarers that
‘what is required is a political
offensive on the
basis of a socialist program-
me’. When a worker asked
ICP National Secretary
David Hyland, at a public
meeting, how the seafarers
could win, Hyland replied
that he had no advice for

SAM BORNSTEIN, who
died at the age of 69 on
January 8, was one of a small
but important group of
young workers who turned to
Trotskyism in the late 1930s,
repelled by the betrayals of
Stalinism and reformism. He
was responsible for moving
the successful motion which
affiliated the Independent
Labour Party Guild of Youth
to the Fourth International
in 1938.

During the war he was
active in the ‘unofficial’ Brit-
ish Trotskyist group, the
Workers International
League, which fused with the
official section, the RSL, to
form the Revolutionary
Communist Party in 1944,

When the RCP minority,
led by Gerry Healy, entered
the Labour Party in 1947,
Sam Bornstein remained
outside with the majority.
After 1949, when the major-
ity followed the minority into
the Labour Party, his differ-
ences with Healy’s group
increased. He was expelled
from the entry group (like
many others from the former
majority) in 1950 when he

Sam Bornstein
(1920-

1990)

attacked Healy’s slavish sup-
port for the Tito regime in
Yugoslavia. He was subse-
quently a member of the
Revolutionary Socialist
League — the British section
of Pablo and Mandel’s Inter-
national Secretariat, formed
in 1956.

In recent years, Sam Born-
stein made an important
contribution to the study of
the history of Trotskyism,
both through the journal
Revolutionary History, and
in two volumes co—written
with Al Richardson, ‘Against
the Stream’ and ‘War and the
International’. It is not
necessary to agree with every
conclusion in these books to
recognise the debt the pre-
sent generation of revolu-
tionaries owe to his meticu-
lous work in rediscovering
the heritage of the 1930s and
1940s. In addition to making
available his extensive collec-
tion of archiveematerial, Sam
Bornstein was generous and
patient in the assistance he
offered others. Workers
News sends its condolences
to his family and to his
comrades associated with
Socialist Platform.

them other than the necessity
of implementing a socialist
programme. In short. in Hy-
land’s opinion the dispute
could not be successtully re-
solved this side of the over-
throw of capitalism in Bri-
tain. The Central Committee
of the ICP even prohibited
members from collecting
funds for the seafarers while
selling International Worker
on the grounds that this was
an opportunist practice!

This method of hectoring
the working class from the
sidelines of disputes (placing
demands on rank—and—file
workers to remove their
leaders and build the ICFI),
while abstaining from any
concrete struggle against the
bureaucracy within the
labour movement, runs like a
thread through all the activi-
ties of the ICP. In practice,
such a method only lets the
bureaucracy off the hook.

Trotsky said that for a
sectarian the problems of a
programme and building a
party were simply resolved
by waiting until the working
class gathered around ‘the
sectarian rostrum’. This is
the practice adopted by the
leadership of the ICFI. At
the ICP’s rally commemorat-
ing 50 years of the Fourth
International in September
1988, Secretary of the ICFI
Peter Schwarz stated that
‘the isolation of the Fourth
International will meet up
with the isolation of the
working class’. It is common-
place within the ICP to deni-
grate any call for a mass
party as in—itself a sign of
opportunism. The mem-
bership, fed on a thin gruel
of hysterical denunciations,
are told that they have to
wait until the working class
comes to the ICFI.

The size of an organisation
is not a problem if it is armed
with the correct programme
and tactics, but the ICFI
counterposes itself in an un-
dialectical ultimatist fashion
to the mass organisations of
the working class. To a re-
volutionary, isolation is a
hardship which must be
borne, proudly at times; to
the leadership of the ICP it is
a virtue. Hyland repeatedly
denounces any call for a turn
to the masses as symptomatic
of opportunism.

While the ICP grasps that
there are explosive contra-
dictions in world economy. it
leaps over the tasks of thor-
oughly exposing the main
prop of imperialism in Bri-
tain — the labour movement
bureaucracy — and of winning
the leadership of the working’
class. The ICP repudiates the
method of the Transitional
Programme and instead calls
on workers to expel the
bureaucracy from the mass
organisations and build the
Fourth International. It char-
acterises the Campaign
group of Labour MPs as the
leadership—in—waiting of a
Popular Front whose task is
to prevent the ICP leading
the working class to victory.
ICP members are sent to
Socialist Conferences armed
with vitriolic denunciations
of these lefts., but
empty—handed in terms of a
programme of action capable
of acting as a bridge between
the consciousness of workers
today and the conquest of
power tomorrow. The few
workers who attend these
gatherings can only be repel-
led by this method of in-
tervention.

Experience has now con-
vinced me that the WIL was
fundamentally correct in re-
jecting the pretensions of the
North—led ICFI, which
shares with the News Line
group a refusal to examine
honestly the history of the
Trotskyist movement. This
refusal is probably congenit-
al. As Workers News has
correctly pointed out in the
review of David North’s
selective history of the ICFI,
‘The Heritage We Defend’,
the book’s omissions are elo-
quent: in particular, the abs-
ence of a serious analysis of
the period 1975—85, leading
up to the break—up of the
ICFI in October 1985.

My experiences within the
North—led ICFI convinced
me that its leaders are incap-
able of facing their own
history, drawing the lessons
from it and correcting their
practice. I have now broken
with them, and write this
letter to you in the interests
of correcting the political
record.

Yours fraternally,
Colin Harrison

Supporters of the collaborationist DTA celebrate an el
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give Slaughter no problems,
however. He has never re-
nounced his view, expressed
in 1969 and repeated so
provocatively in the midst of
the conflict with the Irish
Workers League, that loyal-
ist mobs who came into
conflict with state forces pre-
venting them from murder-
ing nationalists were acting
objectively against capital-
ism.

The WRPs of Britain and
Namibia have forgotten to
identify the main enemy in
their haste to condemn
SWAPO. There is practically
no mention of the South
African murder machine in
all the Workers Press cover-
age. but there is a return to
the old Third Period
Stalinist/Healvite  methods.
Does the consciousness of
the masses and their illusions
in SWAPO ever enter the
equation? If Stalinism is im-
perialism’s main agent in the
workers’ movement. does
this mean that no conflict of
interests exists between them
which the workers can ex-
ploit to their advantage? The
Trotskyist method of United
Front and Transitional de-
mands obviously has no
place in Namibia and those
who advocate them are
counter-revolutionary
according to Slaughter. But
then, as all the notes on the
piano are equal, why need
we tactics? Perhaps the en-
tire WRP is like the unfor-
tunate Cyril Smith who is not
interested in tactics, only in
Marxism, as he sagely pon-
tificated during the conflict
with the South African
Trotskyists. This must be
how he managed to miss the
occupation of the London
School of Economics, where
he is a lecturer!

To illustrate the seemingly
opposite position, SWAPO’s
record is defended uncritical-
ly in Labour Briefing of
November 22 by Ben Camp-
bell. It seems, from this
follower of Mandel (or
perhaps he is just a reformist
Labourite — so hard to tell
the difference!), that it is
aiding imperialism to expose
the crimes of Stalinism. Here
lies the essential political
character of both sides of the
1953 split, the International
Committee and the United
Secretariat.

The ‘blunted instrument’
theory of Ernest Mandel is
applied by Campbell. He
even goes as far as saying
that ‘SWAPO was the only
party to put forward a com-
prehensive programme of
radical reform, but its lead-
ership seems not to be
trusted by a minority of black
ethnic  minority — groups’.
Perhaps this had something
to do with the campaign of
assassinations of dissidents,
leftists and intellectuals car-
ried out by SWAPO over the
past number of years?

3

ection victory in Okahandja district, Namibia

If a Trotskyist party is not
necessary to mobilise the
masses to seize power then
the next best will have to do,
and to hell with the ‘SWAPO
detainee issue’. This is only
the old Social—Democratic
argument  that  Trotsky
should have stayed silent on
the crimes of Stalinism for
fear of discrediting socialism!

However, Campbell does
give us a pragmatic analysis
of the outcome of the elec-
tions. All the opponents of
SWAPO who were elected,
bar one, were apartheid col-
laborators. This includes the
four United Democratic
Front allies of the WRP. The
one—sided emphasis on the
crimes of SWAPQO resulted
in a right—wing reaction. It
could not be otherwise.

Slaughter, on the other
hand, must perform the most
amazing gyrations to justify
this betrayal. The November
18 edition of Workers Press
reports him as saying that
the South African ruling
class, the imperialist great
powers, the Stalinist
bureaucracy’ are the conspir-
ators, and that their instru-
ment is ‘principally SWA-
PO’. He goes on to say that
the SWAPO leaders ‘repre-
sented directly the interest of
the capitalist class’. There
was -an imperialist/Stalinist
plot that SWAPO had to get
67 per cent of the votes to
form a government, accord-
ing to Slaughter. How foolish
these Stalinists were to set
themselves such a target
when 42 per cent was enough
for Thatcher!

As if remembering some
Stalinism from his past,
Slaughter justifies his crimin-
al sectarianism against South
African  Trotskyists’  de-
mands for United Front tac-
tics with exactly the same
arguments which German
Stalinism used against Trots-
ky: “The United Front From
Below’. ‘We will direct prop-
aganda and proposals for
united action to the rank and
file of SWAPO . .. against
their treacherous leaders.’
As Trotsky said, if the mas-

ses saw their leaders as
treacherous, then they would
abandon them. It simyly

amounts to a demand that
the SWAPO rank and file
join the WRP!

The Third Period of Stalin-
ist leftism was no less dis-
astrous than the subsequent
Popular Front class col-
laboration period. The Inter-
national Committee tradi-
tion, which the WRP lays
claim to, was no less dis-
astrous for Trotskyism than
the United Secretariat tradi-
tion. The Fourth Interna-
tional can only be reforged
by an unyielding struggle
against both traditions.

Yours fraternally,
Gerry Downing
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BLOODY SUNDAY, 1972

Murder on the
streets of Derry

ON SUNDAY January 30,
1972, British soldiers of the
First Battalion of the Para-
chute Regiment shot dead 13
unarmed civilians on the
streets of Derry. The dead
were all participants in a
15,000-strong anti-
internment march through
the nationalist areas of the
city, organised with the sup-
port of virtually all civil
rights and nationalist groups.

Internment without trial
had been used many times in
earlier periods by the British
authorities in Ireland, in an
attempt to smash the republi-
can movement. It was intro-
duced on August 9, 1971, to
counter the growing strength
of the Provisional IRA. On
the same day, Brian Faulk-
ner, the British-appointed
Prime Minister of the ‘North-
ern Ireland’ parliament at
Stormont, banned all mar-

ches in the Six Counties.

Marches protesting against
internment were frequent
and drew broad support. On
January 22, 1972, a march
along the beath to the newly-
opened Magilligan intern-
ment camp had been attack-
ed by the British army and
the Royal Ulster Constabul-
arv and turned back before
reaching the camp. The de-
monstration on January 30

OF

By David Lewis

was planned to be so big that
it would be impossible to halt
and would therefore in prac-
tice defeat the ban on mar-
ches.

The march assembled in
the Creggan estate and made
its way down to the Bogside.
While no attempt was made
to stop the march by invok-
ing Faulkner’s ban, the Para-
chute Regiment had blocked
off all the exits from the
Bogside. At the end of the
march, although the majority
of marchers went to the
rallying point, a few hundred
faced the paratroopers near
the Rossville flats and some
stones were thrown. When
the soldiers responded with
tear gas and water cannon,
the demonstrators retreated.
At this point, without warn-
ing, the soldiers opened fire
and continued shooting, de-
liberately and methodically.
When they stopped, 13 were
dead and 29 wounded, one
fatally.

There is evidence to show
that the killings were not a
spontaneous response to
‘provocation’ — a ‘mistake’,
as the Lord Chief Justice.
Lord Widgery, was later to
describe the events of that

A BOOK published last year
written by a former British
army officer confirms that
there has been a secret
shoot-to-kill policy in opera-
tion in the north of Ireland
since the early 70s.

‘War Without Honour’ is
an account of how Fred
Holroyd’s military career
came to an end when be
began to question the
‘counter-terror’ methods em-
ployed against the republican
movement. In 1975, Holroyd
was removed from active
service in the north of Ire-
land, where he was a Military
Intelligence Qfficer working
with MI6, on the grounds
that he was mentally unst-
able. He claims that he was,
in fact, a casualty in the
battle between MIS and MI6
for control over intelligence
operations.

Holroyd opposed the
methods used by MIS, which
took over MI6-run opera-
tions in 1975, from a profes-
sional, not a moral, point of
view. Committed to des-
troying the IRA, he never-
theless felt that the MIS/SAS
approach, by alienating the
nationalist population, made
a political settlement more

Troops out now!

difficult. The value of his
book is that it both corrobo-
rates and expands on earlier,
less detailed exposures of the,
undercover war waged by
British forces in Ireland.

Holroyd explains that
SAS-style units were operat-
ing covertly in the north of
Ireland probably from 1969,
under the guise of the
‘Mobile Reconnaisance
Force’ and various ‘pseudo-’
or ‘counter-gangs’, based on
Brigadier Frank Kitson’s
counter-insurgency theories.
These groups were led by
officers with an SAS train-
ing. He also shows how the
SAS was eventually un-
leashed with the succession’
of MIS over MI6.

Holroyd was recruited to
MI6 by ‘Bunny’ Dearsley
shortly after his arrival in the
north in 1973. Together they
built up an intelligence-
gathering network which in-
cluded a Garda officer across
the border in Monaghan.
The ‘Badger’, as he was
known, supplied information
on IRA volunteers in the
south andsprofiles of mem-
bers of the Irish Republican
Socialist Party. In 1975,
‘Badger’ was to lead Holroyd

By Terry McGinity

right to the top when he
arranged a meeting with the
Garda Assistant Commis-
sioner, Ned Garvey, in Dub-
lin . Among other things,
Garvey supplied MI6 with
‘some 150 photographs of
individuals involved in the
INLA inside the Republic,
along with names and other
details’. o -

It was only during Hol-
royd’s later research that he
was able to connect MIS and
the SAS with a number of
notorious events of which he
was aware during his tour of
duty. The MREF liaised with
loyalist assassination squads,
and recruited from their
ranks. Former MRF mem-
ber, Albert ‘Ginger’ Baker,
now conveniently incarcer-
ated in a British jail, has
admitted to 30 murders,
many of them carried out
with the help of the RUC.
Bombs planted in Dublin in
1972 to create the climate for
anti-terrorist legislation were
also the work of an SAS-led
squad. But with the MRF’s
cover blown in late 1972, it
became necessary to estab-

lish more ‘professional’ SAS
units.
According
MI5/SAS activities played a
key role in sabotaging the
Supningdale power-sharing

to Holroyd,

executive, which was
brought down in May 1974
by the loyalist Ulster Work-
ers’ Council strike. Two days
into the strike, bombs ex-
ploded in Dublin and
Monaghan, killing 33 people
- the work, according to
Albert Baker, of an SAS-
trained gang of which he was
a member.

'One SAS unit worked out

of a camp at Castledillon,
Armagh, using the name of
‘4 Field Survey Troop, Royal
Engineers’. It was here, Hol-
royd maintains, that Captain
Robert Nairac was based. In
January 1975, Nairac shot an
IRA commander, John Fran-
cis Green, and later gave
Holroyd a polaroid photo-
graph of the corpse as proof.
Holroyd points to evidence
linking the weapon used to
kill Green with one used in
the slaughter of the Miami
Showband by the UVF in
July of the same year.
Nairac, he implies, set up the
operation and provided the

explosives and weapons. The
murder of the three musi-
cians, Holroyd says, was
intended by MI5 to bring
about a complete destabilisa-

tion to justify stepping up the.

war against the IRA.

What Holroyd, and those

who have assisted his cam-
paign like Labour MP Ken
Livingstone, completely fail
to see is that the turn to
assassination tactics in the
mid-70s marked a change in
policy by the British ruling
class. As more ‘orthodox’
methods of repression failed
to defeat the nationalist
struggle — for instance, in-
ternment - shoot-to-kill
occupied a more and more
central place. The SAS and
MIS5 are not ‘running amok’;
they are carrying out the
requirements of British im-
perialism. If there are differ-
ences in the intelligence ser-
vices, they are a reflection of
differences in the ruling class
itself, but the majority opin-
ion in the government is
clearly in favour of shoot-to-
kill.
‘War Without Honour’ by
Fred Holroyd with Nick Bur-
bridge; The Medium Pub-
lishing Company; £6.95.
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day — but a planned attack
aimed at cowing those
opposed to British domina-
tion. Firstly, a source inside
the Parachute Regiment had
given advance warning that
the army was preparing to
attack the march. Secondly,
the Parachute Regiment is
one of the most highly
trained and disciplined units
in the British army.

Allegations from the army
that the paratroopers were
fired on first by the IRA, or
petrol-bombed by the people
they shot, were subsequently
withdrawn. This is hardly
surprising since not one sol-
dier was wounded and none
of the journalists present
heard IRA gunfire. The IRA
was, in fact, neither on nor
near the march, in accord-
ance with the wishes of the
organisers.

Two days later, the British
embassy in Dublin was
burned down by angry de-
monstrators. On February
22, the Official wing of the
IRA bombed the Aldershot
headquarters of the Para-
chute Regiment, Kkilling
seven, and in early March, a
loyalist bomb in the Aber-
corn restaurant killed two
and injured 126. On March
24, Stormont was suspended
and the Tory government
under Edward Heath took
direct control of the Six
Counties, with the over-
whelming support of the
Labour opposition under
Harold Wilson. William
Whitelaw was appointed as
Secretary of State for ‘North-
ern Ireland’.

In April, a cover-up mas-
querading as an enquiry,
under Lord Widgery, found
that the army had done
nothing wrong. To underline
this official endorsement of
the Kkillings, the officer com-
manding the paratroopers
was given an OBE in the
Queen’s honours list in 1973.
However, for the people who
marched against British
oppression, the Derry city
coroner came nearer the
truth when he referred to the
events of Bloody Sunday as
‘sheer unadulterated mur-
der’.

ANYONE who still believes
the Tories when they claim
that there is no shoot-to-kill
policy against republican
Jighters is either living on
another planet — or is a
leader of the British Labour
Party.

After an undercover unit
assassinated three petty cri-
minals who were attempting
to rob a bookmaker’s in
West Belfast on January 13,
the best the Labour front
bench could muster was a
half- hearted call for an
enquiry.

Not, of course, an enquiry
into why British forces are
using illegal methods to
crush a legitimate national
struggle, but an enquiry into
the unfortunate circumst-
ances of this particular inci-
dent. Because for the Labour
servants of imperialism, it
isn’t what you do, it’s the

way that you do it.



