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1 VAT IS FASCISM.,

On June 2lst last year, the ex-League Conmuniste (French Section of the FOurth
International), led 2 demonstration aimed 2t stoppine Ordre Nonvea, the largest
fascist organisation in France, from holding a meeting in Paris. The demonstration
ended in street battles with the police, who were atterpting to protect the fascists,
and who eventnally escorted the uniformed fascists away.

The League had tried to build a united front of all workers orgarisations against the
meeting. As it became clear that the Gover:vinent had no iotention of barningthe
meeting, the Communist Paryy withdrew, They were not prepared to indertake the
direct action proposed by the League. The Lutte Quvrier (“or'ers Struggle) group,
exaused itself by claiming that ‘Today, Ordre Nouvean represents nothing’. The League
replied that Ordre Mowveau might be small but it was necessary to nip fascism in the
bud. By the day of the demonstration, only a small number of maoists were prepared
to join with the League on the streets. A weei] later, the League was banned.

The massive defence campaign which was launched throughont Europe to defend the
League, re-opened an old debate in the worliag class movement, the same debate now
taking place in Dritain around the recent NUS resolution to ban racists and fascists
from the campuses, ‘by any means necessary’, including the disrupting of their meetings. :
Do the fascists really represent a serious threat Isn't all this fuss just a product of
paranoia on the left? If it jsimportant to stop the fascists, how should it be done’

Should we rely on the Government or carry out the job by direct action . The re-appearance
of small but vigorous fascist organisations in V astern Europe demands that clear answers
are given to these questions.

WHAT IS A FASQIST MOVE}NMENT!

Before these questions can be answered, we must try to clear away much of the confusion
on the left about the nature of fascism. " lany people associate fascism solely with the
extermination of tne Jews in Germany and Eastern Europe, others with a war econoiny
as in Germany, Italy or Spain. Present-dav Communist Party members remember the
struggle against fascism as a defence of ‘democratic countries’ and the Soviet Union
against the Axis powers. The early days of fascism, where its prime job was to crush
the workers movemenits g:é- little more than a hazv memory. The time when these
same partieis called everybody = fascist, including the social-democratic organisations,
are forgotten altogether. On the other hand, some militants now apoly the term ‘fascist’
to the police, the army, the Special Patrol Groups, the Industrial Pelations Act or the
Counter-Inflation laws. 1 eomplete the pictire of corfusion, it is also widely used to
refer to any right-wing dictatorship which displaces bourgeois democracy.

FASCISM AND TME STRONG STATE

The first point we need to get clear is the distinction between a fascist regime and
the ‘strong state’ The bourgeoisie may strengthen the existing apparatusses of repression,
even to the point of placing the military in power, and still we will rot necessarily find
fascism. Certainly, tough measures by the ‘stzong state’ may wea'ien, even seriously
repress, the workers inovement. Rut these moves cannot utterly destroy without trace
all independent organisation among the workers, especially in the advanced capitalist
countries. This is a job only fascism can do.

Even the toughest military rule suffers from a crucial weakness — which fascism
designed to overcome. To effectively put an end to all political life in the worling class
and completely crush its spirit for any length of time, requires » repressive force which is in




constant contact with the working population frorm which the rank and file of the army
are generally drawn. This rerders the srmy ran' and file open to subversion or at least

to a paralysis of will when faced with a determined crowd of demonstrators or striters.
Sooner or later, the army will be thrown onto the defensive snd a workers uprising ocecur,

Yith fascism, however, things are rather different. ' Mint distinguished Hitler's brownshirts
from the regular army was not their armed might, but the hiak degree of political fanaticism
which is generally absent from a soldier. This makes it possible for 1 fascist movement to
much more efficiently terrorise the wor’ ers move nent, to spy on it, and accurately
distinguish the most politicised workers, withotit tno much danger of ideological ‘infection’.
In other words, the fascists are an armed force for the capitalists, lite 2 regular army,
but, ualil:e the army rank and file, are highly politicised, inspired with a hatred of the
workers movement and ideologically committed to destroying it, *

If a mass movement composed of such political thras can be built and insttllled in power,
then it can be sufficient to settle the class struggle in favour of the capitalists for a whole
historical period. That was the achievement of *litler, *vssolini and Franco. In Germany,
the degree of the defeat which fascism inflicted on the working class can be measured by
the rise in peofits on the capital of all indvstrial and commercial enterprises between
1933 und 1938 — thiey rose from 6.6 billion marVs to 15 billion mar®s. Hitler was able
to achieve a wage freeze, which continued even after mass unemploved disappeared. ©
But where is such & mass movement to be forind How is it born’ This is what we must
now turn and analysis, for the various fascist movemeants in Frrope today represent the
beginnings of just such movements.

ORIGINS

One of the reasons why the term ‘fascism’ cavses so much difficulty is because many
people often talk as if the non-proletarian sections of the population consisted of a
single, undifferentiated gooup of people who have no conflicting interests with one
another. This is not trre.

Fascist moveinents can only be understood in the context of the political problems
confronting various small propertied groups in capit list society — the petty-bourgeoisie.
These layers are capable of achieving a remarkable degree of political independence from,
and even outright hostility to, the bourgeoisie itself. It is from among these groups that a
fascist movement develops, and, in its early stages at least, without any overt encouragement
from big cajtital. The appearance of a fascist politics cannot be understood as a ‘plot’
by big capital, but as something which grows up independently, even if at a later stags,
big capital turns to it fur 4 variety or services or, eventually, as a last resort.

It is a constant feature of capitalism that smaller capitalists, shopkeepers, farmers and
others, are driven ont of business by the monopolies and the banks The monopolies want
to buy them out to concentrate and rationalise production, the hanks want to milk them .
through debt and then strip their assets. In a reallv sharp conjunctural crisis of capitalism, ’
these groups are the first to go to the wall, and they increasingly seel: to organise themselves,
independently of the political partizs of big capital, who appear nnable to solve their
problems. The evolution of a fignre like Enoch Powell away from the Torv Party is a .
symptom of this disenchantmentfand the growth of the National Front among his
supporters an indication of the logic of this development) At the same time, of course,
these small propertied groups experience a traditional hostility to the proletariat into which
they are increasingly in danger of falling. In the case of countries with a large agrarian
petty-bourgeoisie, millions of people can be driven agzinst the workers movement .*
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Since these simall propertied groups have no economic fiture under capitalis:n, but at the
same time regard the workers movement as an enemy, they are open to political ideologies
which look backward rather than forward It is here we find the material basis for political
movements seeking to turn the clock back to an alleged golder age in which capitalism
was healthy, the industrious owner of private property flourised, empire was stable, and
the working class was kept in its place.

A reactionary popular movement of this kind builds on the sentiment,which is widespread
among these groups of people, that they have been ‘let down® by the two major classes
in society. It must express the hatrad they feel for both. This can only be done by reasoning
that both have deviated from some pre-existing state of harmony in which both sides
prospered and did not feel it necessarv to unleash struggle against one another. Yow did
this fall from grace occur, and how can the promised land be yegained” Only on the basis
of the most extreme nationalissn — which this movement wiil accentuate in the belief
that it is the last thing which the two major classes have in common. Inevitably this
carries racism to its extremes. Hence there emerges a picture in which the trade unions
must be crushed because of their ‘selfishness’ and sabotage of the ‘nation’ The financiers
who have ‘betrayed’ the country by unpatriotically shifting their capital abroad, must be
brought to heel by nationalising the banks and stopping the ontflow of capital Unity of
the nation against external enemies roust replace interal class conflict. The nation must be
defended from its rivals by war economy and purged of its internal enemies — Jews, blacks,
revolutionaries (who owe allegiance to no national state) and militant workers who step
up the class strggle.

Reactionary political movements of this kkind are capable of picking vp support from other
sections of the population who do not own property as such, buti. whom the workers
movement is unable to attract because of its political wea! nesses and its co-existence with
capitalism '

Middle managerial workers for example, are often thrown out of a job by capital concentration,
yet they feel no great love for the workers on the shop floor whose militancy they believe
was just as much to blamme for the rationalisation as the tongh demands of international
competition or international bankers. Small shop keepers hate the big bosses for driving
them out of business, but blame the inflation on the worlkers movement. Colonial and
war veterans return {iom imperialist war or colonial enterprises feeling ‘betrayed’ by
the politicians who decided to retreat, but hate the worl:ers movement which refused
to shoulder any more burdens and make any more sacrifices lor the war The unemployed
have no trouble recognising that it is the bosses and bankers who gave them the sack, but
what about the trade unions who negotiated their redundancy through & productivity deal”

A REACTIONARY MOVEMENT VITH A DIFFERENCE

A fascist movement will try to pose solutions to the problems of all these layers in its
programme. ‘They call for public works for the unemployed, a ban on export of capital,
revival of empire and s policy of economic nationalism to protect those driven to the wall
by international competition Nationalisation of the banks will stop speculation and bring
finance capital to order. Repatriation of immigrants will ‘solve’ the housing problem and
the shortage of jobs, tough laws against militant workers and politicai parties of the left
will save the *nation’ from ‘smarchy’ and ‘bankrpptcy’ The revivai of bourgeois militarism
will save the family virtues which reactionaries of many shades feel are being undermined.

However, none of these things are unique to a fascist movement. The basic points in the
programme of the National Front are shared by Enoch Powell,(and indeed, many figures in
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the Poty Party) right dow= t5 * monetarist theories of economic crisis Toth Powell and

the National Front share similar, or the same, gronps of supporters. Lile all fascist :
movements, the Front, along with Enoch Powell, also appeal to large numbers of workers

who are desply imbued with racism and national chauvints™ *

However, where Powell and the Front part company is on the methods to be employed
to implement this programme, "'hereas Powell remains a firm baliever in parliamentary
democracy, the Front heap scorn on this iastitntion. Like all fascists, they say that the
major political parties are corrupted by big business peopled by careerists and bureaucrats,
suffer from bad racial influences, or frightened of the trade unione. They are ‘soft’,
clinging to the rule of Parliament when the preservation of the very nation is at stake.

The police are ‘non-political’ and too lenient. Thescfore the fascists will have to do the
job themselves — purify the nation and the race by direct action, Hence the ereation
of a highly politicised shocl troop who are prepared for the most ruthless struggle,
regardless of ‘ruling class flunkies’ and ‘bureaucratl. . It is obvibus why the fascists

are able to attract workers with this charzcteristic rheteric, L RS

VIOLENT STRUGGLE

From the very beginning, a fascist movement organises for physical struggle against
what it conceives to be ‘enemies of the nation’. Compared to Ordre Nouveau or the
8L in Italy, the National Front is a relatively small organisation Yet all thiee are
violentorganisations. "Ve document cases of this later in the pamphlet clone of this
violence is accidental. For without violence, a fascist movement conld not grow and
develop For what attracts a whole number of desperate and embittered people to it,
is its impatience with ‘peaceful solutions, its willingness and its evident capacity to
deal directly with the enemy,

Violence is also necessary if the fascists are attract sipport from those with money and
influence — in other words big capital. This s in fact the supreme irony of a fascist
movement. As it grows, it increasingly seeks sponsorship from the capitalists (particularly
finance capital) that it professes to distrust, znd even despise The big capitaliste will
finance it to the extent that they find such a movement useful in infliciting political
and material dsmage on the workers mover ent. The rhetoric of the fascists does not
put them off. For the fascisis do not after ol intend to overthrow eapitalism. All fascists,
including the National Front, defend private property. ‘"hat the fascists want to dois to
shift the policies of capitalism to relieve the misery of their supporters, not pyerthrow
the capitalist state or introdice planned economy. Pnce in power, the fascists will mle
in the interests of monopoly capital, and monopoly covitel clone. any ‘radicals’ among
the fascist rank and file who do not fall into line will be wiped out, as were the Brownshirts
in Germmny (who spoke of making a ‘second revolution ). But to get into power in order
to shift capitalist policy, the fascists must gain the support of big capital. This they will P
do to the extent that they can prove their usefulness to capital — primarily through their
military exploits.

DONT BE DECEIVED BY NUMBERS
The usefulness of the fascists does not begin on the day that the fascists are invited to

The fascists can be useful to the big capitalists from the moment they appear. In "Vestern
Europe today, none of the fascist movements are on the verge of seizing power (although
the situation in Italy is extremely dangerous). Nevertheless, all of them play a crucial role

in the class struggle, fheir importance is not to be 2auged by their numbers In bourgeois
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society, numbers have nothing to do with power. These relatively smail organisations can and
do play a decisive role now. Lets look at some contemporary examples. *

ITALY — FASCIST FROVGCATIONS

In 1969, four bombs were exploded in the Bank of Agriculture in Milan. Sixteen people
were killed. Several anarchists were arrested for this crime and were held for over four
years while awaiting t1ial -Sut it soon besame clear that the anarchists had been feamed.
Evidence pointing to tiie involvernent of the MSI in the bombings quickly came to light.
This was no thanks to several prominent guarcians of ‘law and order’, such as the director
of the secret affairs departinent of the Ministry of Intarior, and the Chief of Police in Milan.
These individuals, and many others in (he same position, were found to have concealed
evidence which pointed away from the angrchisis and to the MSi. In fact the attempt
to conceal this evidence war part of & widespreed plot to proteci the 1SI — a plot involving
many other prominent figures in tiie police, the judiciary, the army, and several ey
industrialists. The support enjoyed by RSI was recently highlighted in a dramatic fashion
by its involvement in the ghortive military coup canier this year, *

MSI documants revealed the purpose of the bombings — of which there have been
hundreds since in many parts of italy. “They were part of a ‘strategy of tension’.’ By
creating panic and uncertainty, the bombings gave the trade union leaders an excuse
to tone down the workers struggle, and in some cases call off strikes altogether (The
biggest wave of bombings cccur in Ttaly duriug the period when the unions renegotiate
their contracts). *C=condly, the zoverninent is able to move to the right without provoking
the outcry which would otherwise oceur, * And finally, the government is able to launch
a massive repression azaiist the ieft. "At the end of 1972, the revolutionary left in ltaly
calculated that seventy per cent o1 its entire mambership were either in prison, on trial
ar facing charges for a variely of rolitical offences (few of them anything to do with
bombings). The services which the MST have rencered to capital are sbvious for all to see.
even though the MSI is no! v~ [ in power. *

FRANCE Aric . - == * 1 MMIGRANTS

In Juneof lact year, immigraut wosrers holding a demonstration in the town of Grasse
were attacked by a ~int forcs of polies and foscists. Not only were they driven off the
streets, they wers drapze.! from their homes and beaten up in 2 pogrom which lasted
for twelve hours. This war the wor: of Onie Nouveau. gk

In France, as well as 1 o lesser exiont in Britsin, the fascists have played a vital role
in the immigrant Jabour policy of capita]l Sver sinee the Fifties, the econom?c  of Western
Europe have atimetss worlers from %ie countries devastat=d by imperialism. * These
workers are forced (o sccept the joiis In Burcpe which white worlrers have ‘deserted”,
which are unattractive, iow peia or destrictive of the worker (public transport, chemicals,
auto assembly lines ete). They ave =120 the firet to ge out the door in times of redundancy,
and oftenoutof the . ‘oo, fo- 12 work permits are often tied to their entry permits. *
This creates a pool of worlers wio sre sup=r-exploited and used to regnlate the émplovemant
cycle. In Germany, the ~veession of 1967 resnitz in 250, immigrant workers being

The success of this opezetion depends on the white workers having the feeling that they
are an ‘aristocracy’. * This maices it nossible for the black workers to be isolated and treated
with such blato it discrirination. But it also dependis o an apparatus of repression, After
May 68 for instance, thousands ware denoried from France for not remaining “neutral’ in the
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troubles. The German government was recently considering a law to prevent immigrants
from holding meetings. The Immigration Act in Britain, which brings British law into
line with that on the continent, subjects new immigrant workers to police checks and
removes any guarantees of settiement.

The racism of the white workers and large numbers among the petty-bourgeoisie, also
contributes to this apparatus of repression. This is of 2 more ‘unofficial’ type, but just
as useful and necessary to the bourgeoisie. Intimidation by fascist workers in the trade
unions is more demoralising to the blacks than intimidation by the police, since it makes
the immigrants feel that their strongest potential ally, the white workers, will never
be purged of their racism. “Tt makes struggle against unequal wages and job conditions
a thousand times more difficult. “The fascists in the French car plants, the NF members
in the textile industries of Lancashire and Le ic2stershire, — industries where large numbers
of immigrants are employed — play precisely the role of organising this particular type
‘of intimidation %nd repression.* :

They are certainly better suited in this task than the police force (although for the time
being the police force are indespensible when it comes to controlling the black communities). |
Like the members of the NF and the }Jonday Club in British universities who pass on
information concerning the political activities of foreign students to the Home Office,
the fascists in the factories employing black labour, are on the spot all the time, unlike
the police. And the fascists are more sophisticated than the police. They can identify
the most political elements — the ‘troublemakers’ - among the blacks much more efficiently
than the police. Already we see here the surveillance role that the fascists wbuld play
if they came to power. ‘The fascists are also far moi e dedicated in the task than the police. *
It would be Mational Front members who would jump quickest at Jim ?Merrick’s offer
of £100 reward for the longest list of ‘illegal immigrants’ for ¢ ample * It would be the
NF members in the civil service who would be the most diligent in picking up information
on immigrants using the _ocial services and feeding this back to the Home Office. And
it would be people who shared the National Frontx views who carry out the firebombings
of black people’s homes in South London and elsewhere. The fascists can do many jobs
that the police can’t do — at least not officially — and do them better and without
tarnishing futther the image that .~ -’!~~have among black workers (That would be
to destroy ‘community relations”)

NATICNAL FRONT STRATEGY

The fascists prove useful in Pritain not only in the prosecution and implementation of
existing immigration policy, but also in forcing further racist legislation on to the statute
book. When the Tories were in office, they found themselves losing the support of large
argas of their petty-bourgeois social base. Many who held property, especially small capitalists,
were driven into bankruptcy by entry into the EEC. This created a desperzte problem for
the Tory Cabinet when it cane to the capacity of local Tory Party organisation to play
its role in elections. “ut the Tories could give no congessions to - supporters when it came
to the EEC — this was a policy essential to big capital =Nevertheless, the Tory- Cabinet was
- able to give concessions on race policy, and duly passed the retroactive ruling Robert
., Carr sent out instructions to local government administration and the civil service to supply
the information needed to hunt down the “illegals’ ‘The Pakistan Act became law, making
it impossible for many immigrants to hold jobs in the civil service, and ¥envan Asians
with U passports were finally told not to bother applying for entry to the UX, The

National Front and the Monday Club kept the racist pot boiling among Tory Party
supporters, and allowed the Cabinet to carry through this strategy. The National Front
has now taken much of the kudos for the train of reactionary moves by the Tory Cabinet *

LB L) + * olls,
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Vith the brelk from the Tory Party by Enoch Powell, the National Front can render a
really vital service to big capital. “"Vhat Powell is hoping to do is win a base of support among
the working class sufficiently large to win away a section of the support which has
traditionally gone to the Labour Party. *This is extremely useful for big capital if it can
work. For it would allow Labour to be defeated decisiveiyin a future election, and leave
the road open once again for a tough govermirent, maae up from some combination of
Tory-Liberal-Powellite foices. The & ~'3 on which Powell hopes to carry this off is by
building an alliance with the Ulsier loyalists and reactionaries in Zritain, winning over
in the process a number of British worl-ers who have ties and links with Protestant reaction
in Northern Irelana, as well as by exploiting the more traditional racist demagogy (whose
effectiveness will increase with Britain facine Mmillion unemployed), in this operation,
the National Front will act as running dogs. iready the Front have links with the UDA
and the UVF, and the recent NF assault on the }anchester Martyrs March was intended
for Protestant eyes and ears. The trade union base of the NF will now, no doubt, be thrown
into action on the Irish issue. " _

DONT IGNORE THEM — STOP THEM NOW

So we can see that the fascists in "ester: Europe taday, while not being on the verge
of taking power, play a role in the class struggle which cannot be ignored and which
has little to do with thiir numbers and a lot to do with their social locetion and ability
to carry on physical struggle. They perform a variety of services for the capitalists todaw. *
The more useful thev become today in doing these errands, the more serinuslv will the
bourgeoisie take them tomorrow when they put themsalves forward for power. By proving
their reliability now, they .- e te prepare for the days when the experiments being
made by the bourgeoisie with the *strong state’, come to nought. ' Thev must be stopped
now before it is too late. Ve shall take up in a2 moment how this is to be done. First, let’s
look more closaly at the National Front.

1. “It would be impessible for them to nule in the interests of the petty-bourgenisie, since

the petty bourgeoisie cannot construct a new mode of production, For the most part

the fascists fzil to soive the problems 6f ihe pettv-bourgenisie by taking over the management
of monopoly capithlism. *Capital coneetration continues under fascism. if anything, it
accelerates. A significant number of the fascist cadres will find posts in the state apparatus,
now bloated out with spies and testor specialists of many &inds. Unemployment may be
resolved, but only at the cost of lowering the wages of other workers, and throwing the

country into war

Footnote: Since this chapter was written, it has emerged that Giscard d'Estaing, the main
bourgeois candidate in the French Presidential election has not forgotten the fascists —
two hundred members of Ordre Nouveau were acting as his paid ‘stewarding force' ™*




2: THE NATIONAL FPONT TURNS ‘LEFT’

“Miners right, Government wrong’ rai a headline in the December 1973 issne of “‘Spearhead’,
the paper of the National Frout: ‘the claim of the miners for more pay is in fact a thoroughly
justified one in the ¥5'* & galloping inflation and of the harsh conditions of work that
are inherent in the industry’! While careruil to distinguish their support from that of the
‘politically motivated troublemalcers in the coal induetry”, this new policy of the ant
the largesi. of the fascist orpanisatione in Britain, i3 taken dwdly seriously. |

Today, the Naticnal Front repeatedly screams: “we are a working class organisation,”
and is setting out to give {lesh and blood to that claim. Thnes without number in recent.
months it has thrown its weight inio the effort to infilitrzie the social struggles, the
organisation, the atmosnhaie of the working class. AAnd it believes that it is learning
fast how the tasl may he accomplished *

“Their literature contains violently expressed regurgitation of the class struggle, as
set out in any handbook of revalution,’ cries an astonished Tory dignitary in North
London's Wood Green ares, This was 2 weel: after Mational Frout activists had noisily
burst into a genteel < *nservative summer fete in Sidcup, addressed by Edward Heath
and Name Patricia ITornsby-Smith and velled abuse at ‘the worst traitors this country
has ever known'. What les hehin . this vehement anti-Tory line, ard the increasing
fervour of the Nationai Front to gain entrence into the rnks of the proletariat”

SOCIAL CREIS

‘Most British people realise that our national situation is truly desperate, economically
and in every other way. Thev won't be fobbed off with soft soap from newspaper scribblers
any more than from porliameatery vabblers. They want new men and new policies and
they want them soon’. This comment from September’s Spearhead, although buried
amongst the paper’s ugual dizt of slapirap (*The Pearson flag, foisted upon Cap adianswithout
their consent, is a sorry imitation of the Feruvian Merchant Navy flag, devoid of heraldic
meaning’), illustrates the Front’dain of ureency.

In the face of fisrce inllsaton and a rapidly detesiorating calance of payments, the economic
thombscrews of was. restiicticns aod tising renis, price levels and mortgage interest rates,
have been applied o tac warling class by Brilish capitalism. The current retaliatory struggles
of important sections of worliers pave induced a major crisis, admitted by observers from
all sides. The NF is not so Uliid as o miss that message. *

Ears straining for ewery round of class wastere, the Front™is f2-hioning.ts own armour for
this particular type of battlz, and in (ke casac tradiiicn: of the European fascism, at such
times it dons the inaporopate campaizn costumes of the militant left.

The detaiied selection of precisely which items of socialistic clothing to wear, is of course,
a matter requiring some advice, but knowledgeable cxperts are to hand. On the National
Directorate of the MNF we find Vichasl Lobb (selected as the Front’s candidate in Newham
South, London, in last vear's election} who claims rich expesience from former membership
of the Communi=t Party of Great Tiritan.. Alongside him on the Directorate is John
Fairhusst from Southall with a long record of trude union activity.

The NF is developing two such lines of ‘left wing’ sctivity: agitation inside trade unions on
carefully selected ‘milit-nt’ themes, and ‘ommunity politics’, Such shifts to the ‘left’ by the
NF are compatible with their owa stated ideology (they claim: to be neither ‘left’ nor ‘right’
but, as nationalisis, abave suzh categories), and aifa theis hidden hopes of scoming in the
course of time cash from ceriaii capiizlist circles, *



MILITANT TRADE UNIONISH

Their basic attitude to trade unionism as such is clear. The National Front ‘strongly
supports the trade union movement’ wrote one member to the Sucks Free Press (9 November
1973) and similar statemenits abown-'.

’ In an ‘Open Letter to Trade Unionists published in December 1971, the NF explained the
policies on major union issues which they offered prior to their present ‘left phase:
*We have in fact supported in principle the legisiation proposad by both this Government

- and the last Labour Government to mal:e certain issues in industrial relstions subject to
outside arbitration.. it is in the interests of industry as a whole’. This public attitude to
such measurés as the Industrial Relations Act has now altered in tone, and the new
emphasis is on ‘wozkers rights’. * :

The May 1973 Spearhead interviews an NF leader: “"hat is your attitude to the
Industrial Relations Act” ‘Auswer: ‘As with the wage and price freeze, it is bound to
fail.*The NF spokesman points to alternative proposals: ‘profit sharing.. assures the
workers in efficient firms better pay...workers partnership has the same effect.’ This
type of concept provides the Front with industrial policies which are obviously more
attractive to sections of 1ank and file unionists: policies around which indwstrial supphrt E
for the NF can be built. /

This spdi . of “left’ trade union militancy is in fiict . carried through in the name of some i
profit-sharing, paternalistic alternative to the fire and thunder of the class struggle |
stimulated by the coniTonsntionist steategy of big capital, with its wages freezes and |
anti-union legislation. This allows the NF to support the défensive aims of the trade

union movement while still appealing to the small , capitalists who feel engulfed by the

struggle taking place ail sround them. This is a difficult path to follow, for the Liberal

Party has gained enormous support in the past year from small capitalists who want

to buy off their workers with paternalistic integrationist schemes rather than face

annihilation in the Armageddon of general strit-es and depression Mevertheless, the NF

is able to offer something that the iberals can’t: strong arm men ir the factories to

keep an eye on the ‘trovble-mairs &nd ‘reds’ Who are'using the chances offered hy

the turmoil into twhich ke conntry has beer thrown. *

A contributor to the April 1973 Spearhead illustrated tae line and language we can now
expect from these self-styled ‘tacialist irade unionists’: “hilst recognising that there have
been unreasonable demznds made by some bodies of workers, nevertheless in a situation
where justifia’ . demunds for increassd wages and pensions are being made by the poorer
sections of the community, we must stand firmly against a Government whose main
concem is to ensure that increaces in busine:s costs are bo:ne by those least able to
bear them.

Demagogic militancy of this kind cleariv has an appeal to mainly weakly organised and
low-pald groups of workers (often in the same industries as our small Commonwealth
= orientated caplttlisis, but also in the social services). It neatly combines resentment against
the Tory Party over inflation with an expianation for the suspicion felt bt some weakly
organised workers that th= more powerful unions gre ‘ruining the country’ — that the
. selfish reds are helind it a1} ¢

But the real appeal of the NF ¢o these sections of the working class lies in the way it
ties their economic strupgles to anti-immigrant and anti-FEC themes. A recent NF
statement reads: “Widespread incustrial actior vrged to back sugar workers — 3,000
sugar refinery wor'ers at the Uilvertewn and tlorth Woolwich works face redundancies
due to the European Co - Marked, The National Front in Newham is convinced that
both public understandir » and inter-union solidarity are necessary to malke the sugar-
workers’ fight effective *iVe are now pioducing a leafle: entitled Sweet Talk, which is
intended for trade vnionists in other local industries. n view of the foregoing the National
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Front in Newhain are making a special point of issuing the Sweet Tall" lzaflet through
the docks asking dockworlers tu *blacl. 4ll European cargoes if Parliament insists upon
betraying British sugar-cane refinery workers ‘Newham National Front contends that
British workers will only defend their national-ciass interests by joint industrial and
political action.”(Spearhead, December 1973)

In short the workers must stand with ‘the n-tion’ behind protectionist barricades. Not
that the appeal is crude The statement warns workers against the svgar emplovers potential
‘disloyalty’ They will ‘switch to importing sugar refined from best in Europe” should the
present round of talks fail and ‘abandon their workers' "And the appeal for industrial
solidarify action, previously sought by the Front in their *campaign to black Irish goods
to avenge Ulster's fallen loyalists, demonstrates neatly the willingness of the NF at this
stage to take up the struggle against the employers, especially “unpatriotic’ ones, Because
of the widespread opposition to the EEC on » chauvinist basis among the working class,
the NF has plentv of room for manoevra* F ATl ;

! %

But 1t is the link between the new militancy and the old racialism which the NF have
perfected most Here the analvsisis verv sophisticated: “The Tory ideal of cheap labour
is still cherished in their hearts: ! there is a shortage of labour on the whole London
Transport system for one simple reason — the pay is not good enough. In the Fifties,
this problem was solved easily by encouraging the large-scale immigration to this
country by West Indian workers...to keep wages down’ stated an NF activist (Eastern
Daily Press 6 November 1573) in o standard commentary.

The point is not without foundation. The employers do indeed use immijgrant workers
as a cheap labour force, through which they hope to depress the general level of wages.
All too often however, the white working class have tolerated or supported the racial
discrimination on the job practiced by the employers. instead of fighting alongside black
worl-ers to achieve equality in jobs and conditions and wages, the white workers have
demanded repatriation as & way of defending their own position, *

But let no one forget that the National Front, like all fascists in their early days, may
try to win over workers by making a distinction between trade unionists on the basis of colour
or ideology. But tomorrcw, as finance capitai maies a turn ‘o the fascists, the fascists
will not hesitate to destroy ali indevendent trade union activity. For the historical
function of the fascists is to viclently and dramatically increase the rate of exploitation. *
For the present, the fascists are only strong enongh to weaken the trade union movement
by helping to deepen the existing racists divisions tiirough launching attacks on black
workers and isolating tie left through ideological and phiysical assault,*

COMMUNITY POLITICS

Beyond the trade unions, among the often unorganised working class inhabitants confronted
with different social proLiems, the Front is nlaying a new tune Across those areas of
London faced with massive disruption by property speculators (Ynown officially as
‘dockland redevelopment schemes’), th> NF is initiating an interesting carpaign. Among
their p'*.paganda points are: The working class character of the area be preserved bv th
provision of a majority of council-owned rented houses in any development scheme’ ‘A
tough line against land speculators end propsrty sharls,” “Vhits British peonle oe given
priority in all re-housing’.

This admixture of attitudes based on class interest and others based on skin colour, is
designed to allow the fascists to move more freely among worlters influenced by the
growing movement againct the destruction of the old dockland communities - a broad
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movement currently led inthe direction of *pressure’ politics by a coalition of social
democrats, church leaders, and Communs; Party members and therefore relatively’ easy
to infiltrate. Other sians of the NI sudden, opportunist conversion to ‘community
politics’ have appeared. Out of the Plue, vesterday’s rag-bag of ex-nazis and racist
fanatics are running polite local campaigns to save the old facade of Leicester’s London
Road railway station from demolition, to raise money for a wirsless intercom system
for lonely old-age pensioners,m appeal for the re-housing of elderly inhabitants of “a
slum terrace in Sutton, and other equally worthy causes. These fine sentiments, these
charitable endeavours, spring less from devotion to the environment and the plight

of the poor, than from the deliberate search of the Nationa] Front for new inrozds
into local communities, nsw mears to convey the old message of racial nationalism

into the Nomeés of the worling ciass *

BEYOND ENGLAND

The winning of firm roots beyond England, in other parts of the UK is necessary
if the NF is ever to become & real foree in British politics, and rore urgent than ever
following Powell's latest turn. °

Mosley’s British Union of Fascists, at the height of its upsurge in the late 1930s, never
extended seriously into Wales cr the North of Ireland, despite its §lorification of Sir
Edward Carson’s Ulster Volunteers of 1911, as fascist forefathers ‘in bearing, will, act and
thought’. Modern conditions, however, present the National Front with rare opportunities
which they are anxious (o seize. While their infant forces in Scotland have yet to find
their feet (the NF is under pressure from Scottish members to join with the Nationalist
movement there, bit ooposes this as ‘uni-Pritish )ithe NF is fully conscious of the possibilities
created by the .. ., * i apd dramatic crisis of Ulster Unionism. *

Longstanding Front agitation in the traditional areas of the English Midlands, Greater
London and around the South Coast, now reaches futther afield. In June, a candidate
was rushed into the elactions for the Nerthern Ireland Assemblv in South Down, a
‘National Front Loyalist’. Desnite poor support at the polls, they saw this first effort in
Ulster as ‘a real basz for promoting branches of the NF throughout Northern Ireland’, ©

This represents somelning of a shifi from the situation on 1 May 1972, when Martin
“ebster spoke for the Front alongside William Craig at a Vanguard rally in London,
decorated with the banners of the Orenge  Grder and the NF. As Unionism changes and
splits unddr the chalienge of the minori + in the North of Ireland, the N7 has been rejecting
alliances with this or that formation in the Crgangs camp, and attemtting indépenderit initiatives, r-
These have no doubt made their impression on UDA branches in the Flidlands, and the Orange
Lodges in working class areas such as Claseow and Merseyside. It remains to be seen
how the NF will line up in Ulster nowe,

AGAINST THE LEFT

Infiltrating woldting class areas and institutions, the fascists will inevitably clash with
the left forces entrenciied there. The new-frund confidence of the NF , 88 it counts its
votes and membership figures, enables the organisation to consider mounting an offensive
against sections of the socialist left. Scme movas in this direction have already been made.’
A dozen or so NF members ricketed a menting oranited by the South Fast Ldndon
Institute for Workers Contrormn icvis. ean ¥ . Jily, and bossted to the local papers
about *fighting communism on its own ground’. In fanuary this vear, NF members assaulted

~~sevesal members of the CPR (M/L} in Brighton and smashad up their premises.
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The Front has materialised in certain colleges, peddling a student oriented
paper entitled SPARIC The task of the magazine and its supporters, working in a
social milieu which the NF frequently admiits is dominated by the left and near-
hopeless for extreme-right agitation, is to provoie and damage socialist forces in the
student field. *

This type of activity, reflecting the peneral optimism and current expansion of the
organisation, naturally inspires the various thug elements in and around the Front to
engage in wilder adventures. Telephone threats to the Labour Party Young Socialists
in Gloucester | the: beating-up and near-blinding of a black student in Nottingham
University by right wingers, an assauit on a photographer who discovered a secret
fascist meeting in Caxton Hall, allpoint to a rising level of violent activity on the
part of the right. *

On Novemberr 22 last vear, the Front picketed and hurled abuse at black speakers
at a meeting of the Barnet Community Relations Council on MNorth London, one
member remaking : ‘Tt is shocking that khe British people dont feel any replsion
against contact with coloured people. "(Edgware Times, 30 November, 1973). 1n the
same month, NF supporters were involved in an incident in a local by-election in
Rochdale, where a Labour couneillor claims he was intimidated. In the February
general election, the Front made threats in several areas to breal up Labour Party

meatings.

This new atmosphere pervades other circles on the far-right. British Crusade, a duplicated
reg =lose to Colin Jordan’s ‘British Movement ,thas announced the formation of a
‘force of trained men’ (modestly calling themselves “The Defence’) to ‘carry out the
duties that police are unabiz to do due to their non-political nature.’ Such
phenomena apart, the left must bear i mind the distinct possibility of an NF
campaign against socialitt meetings and events, dragging in its wake the most vicious
of the individual hangers-on of the fascist right. The ieft and black students on the campuses will be
attack if the NUS Executive capitulatesto the bourgeois press over the current NUS
resolution opposing free speech for fascists and racists, thereby splitting the student
bodyand leaving the left ¢angerously isolated in some of the more backward universities
and colleges,

These significant developments on the exfreme right require a  positive and determired
response by every tendeucy on the lefi. Each National Front initiative, each fascist
mobilisation, must be 2pliz ] to with the maximum strength which only united action
tan make possjble. .

The recent complete routing of Colin Jordart siattempted rally at Liverpool’s:Pier
Head feminds us of the first principle of anti-fasciststruggle: no public platform for the
extreme right-wing. For this principle to operate in the coming months, given the new ¥
direction of the NF, the issue of anti-fascist action HTUST BE INCLUDED in the plans of
different socialist organisations for combatting current and potential ruling class attacks
on the working class. Otherwise, i ' relatively short time, and without the left being &
adequately prepared, such action: wili be forced upon the workers movement as the

are given more and moie time to select their targets *




3: NO PLATFORM FOR RACISTS AND FASCISTS

From everything we have said about the fascists, it should be clear why we are
in favour of putting a stop to their agitation and to their orgaaisational capabilities.
This is reafly * what we mean whea we tals about ‘no platform for fascists and
racists’. It should also be clear thut depriving fascists of a platform and stopping
them from organising publicly, inevitably i:volves = level of physical confrontation,
This is unavoidable, for even those who do not see to deprive the fescists of
a platforin cannot avoid the recessity of organising themselves when subjected to
physical attac — something which is equally inevitable.

Of course, we should say straight away, that fighting fascism is not only .
_abalt this. o emphasise this at the expense of the palitical and ideological
struggle would be suicidal, Mevertheless, it is necessary to give special emphasis to
the ‘military’ side of things whe: dealing with fascism, because it is on this side
of the coin that the greatest political weainesses, even on the far left, are to be
found.’ It is cui this side of things that the bull. of this chapter is forced to
concefitrate.

SELF-DEFENCE

We have pointed out that there is little in the programme of the fascists which
is umigie. What is essential a fascist movement however, is its capacity to earry
out violence, a:id to do this frem the very carliest days of its developmeut, In
fact, its growth dppends on its success at this sort of activity. ™'hat the fascists
are sayiing to the petty-bourgeoisie a1d to the racist workers is: ‘Look, Frnoch
Powell is all very well, but he cannot deliver the goods through Parliament - only
we can do that by our ability to directly attacl the enemy’. And to the big
bourgeoisie, the fascists are saying: ‘Give us financial and political support, give
us cover for our crimes, and we will repay your investment a hundred fold, Ve
will do considerable dainage to the worlers movement for you. You may not
be prepared to pat us in power yet, but we hope to show you through our actions
that we are reliable — and scouer or later we believe you will tur to us when your
need is desperate’, '

It follows from this that if the workers movement suffers physical attaci: without
self-defeiice and retailiation, and without educeting itself thoroughly against the fascists,
the fascists will only be encouraged by such signs of weakness. Failire to defend ourselves
only eiicourages the fascists. if on the other hand, the workers movement meets
force with force, the fascists will qiiickly become demoralised. The solation of
direct struggle which they oifer to the petity-bourgeoisic will lose its credibility,

The petty-bourgeoisic would be forced to lcok elsewhere for leadership. And the
bourgeoisie will certainly decline to throw its money away on a group of people. -
who cannot even organise publicly, let alone whip the worters in opern battle!

The fascists have understood this basic process, if the left hasn’t. Hitler, for example,
said in 1933: ‘O.ly one thing could have stopped o r movement — if gur r
kad understood its principle and from the first day had smashed, with the most
extreme hrulality{ the nucleus of our new movement',

again. We admit that the National Front, Ordre Nouveau and [.'SI, are carrying
out these physical attacis. But surely it is doing no harm to allow them to hold
pgace_ﬁ;l public meetings? After all, there is the question of freedom of speech’,

However, this is an arfifical distinction " we bear in mind the essential natnre
of a fascist movement. For what is the basic content of fascist specches? The
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fascist is saying that ‘enemies of the nation’ - lews, blacks, militant workers etc —
should be crushed p,- every possible means, especially illegal ones, since parliament
ead the police cannot be relied on to ¢p the job. In other words, the fascist

is advocating the use of viclence against the worlers movement. Even if the

fascist groups themselves don’t carry it out, their agitation stirs up social violence
against the workers movement. The same is true, in fact, 6f racists. Enoch Powell
for example had no organisational links with the skinieads, but his speeches
undoubtedly played their part in stirring up their anti-Asian campaign of violence.
Fascism inevitably carries violence in its train becauss the people to whom it appeals
are looking for a drastic solution to their problems.

The point we made in the firsi chapter about power having nothing to do wth
numbers in bourgeois society, should reinforce this poiat. The racist and the fascist
are not simply out to win over large numbers of people tu their point of view. They
are advocating a particular path of struggle for certain grovps in society who carry
a weight and influence which bears no relationship to their size . The influence
which the NF and the !7onday Club have had on the Tory Party; and the
success of the 1"SI bombing campaign in Italy, are proof of this. They are saying
to the petty-bourgeoisie:“these are your enemies, you must join us and fight them,
and our small bands wili prevail becauss the workers movement is defenceless and
reluctant to fight bakk so do net worry about the numerical relation of forces’.
And to the bourgeoisie, the fascists are saying: “This is the course you should
adopt — divide the working cluss by carrying through tough anti-immigrant laws
and putting all these militant workers and left-wing agitators in jail - exterminate
them’. In the intercsts of self-defence, it is advisable to stop people from putting
this sort of advice about.

The essential point then about self-defence is to demoralise your vpponent and
destroy his confidence in himself and his chasen course of struggle. 3y doing this,
you destroy his ability to win suppost and influence.

LETS PUT ABIDE OUR DIFFERENCES

On the basis of this very concrete anclysis of the coponent, ve have established
the essential principle of anti-fascist struggle. This principle sholild override all
idevlogical differenccs within the workers movement. it is necessary to immediately
form a united frout for seif-defence of ali those forces prepared to fight aghinst
the fascists and put & stop to their devslopment.

These ideclogical differences are of courss very deep. Vhen the sapitalist press
tries to stop the studsnts from organising a united front to stop the fascists, by
pointing to the fact that the revolutionary ledt in the united front are willing to
suppress platforms not just for racists and fascists, but to the Tory Party, the
CBI, the generals and so on (in other words the bourgeoisie), we have to be very
clear and honest about . the way we respond to this. Of course, it is absolutely
true that revolutionaries stand for the suppression, no just of the fascists, but of
the bourgeoisie as 2 whole, while mia:y others who recognise the danger of fascism
do not believe that this suppression is necessary. A huge number of people believe
that it is possible to legislate away the capitalist class through Parliament, and
to make socialist revolution peacefully. Revolutionaries do -0t be¥ave this. Nuvertheless,
differences should not stand in the wauy of the ngnt agitinst the fascists. For
while the bourgeocisie (in Britain) is not gbout to launch & military coup add
confront the working class with a fighi to the death — and therefore many people
can retain their illusions in peaceful methods of strugale as a solution to their
problems — the same thing does not hold true for the fascists. The fascists are 2




3: NO PLATFORM FOR PACISTS AND FASCISTS

From everything we have said about the fascists, it should be clear why we are
in favour of putting a stop to their agitation and to their organisational capabilities.
This is really what we mean when we tale about ‘no platform for fascists and
racists’. It should also be clear that depriving fascists of a platform and stopping
them from orgaaising publicly, inevitably involves z level cf physical confrontation.
This is unavoidable, for even those who do not scel to deprive the fascists of
a platform cannot avoid the necessity of orzanising themselves when subjected to
physical attack — something which is equally inevitable,

+ Of course, we should say straight away, that fighting fascism is not only

. GYAST this, - "o emphasise this at the expenss of the pelitical and ideological
struggle would be suicidal. Nevertheless, it is peceszary to give specisl emphasis to
the ‘military’ side of things whea dealing with fascism, tecavse it is on this side
of the coin that the greatest political weaknesses, even on the far left, are to be
found. It is cn this side of things that the bull of this chapier is forced to
concentrate,

SELF-DEFENCE % : i
We have pointed out that there is little in the programme of the fascists which |

is unique. What is essential a fascist movement however, is its capacity to carry |

cut violence, and te do this from the very earliest days of its adevelooment. In

fact, its growth dppends on its success at this sort of activity. "hat the fascists

are saying to the petty-bourgeoisic sad to the racist workess is: ‘Look, Fnoch

Powell is all very well, but he cannot deliver the soods through Parliament - only "

we can do that by our ability to directly attacl: the snemy’. And tu the big

bourgeoisie, the fascists are saying: ‘Give us financial and nolitical sapport, give

us cover for our crimes, and we will repay your investinent a hundred fold. Ve

will do considcrable damage to the workers movement for yow. You may not

be prepared to ptit us in power yet, but we hope to show you through our actions

that we are relisble — and soouer or later we believe vou will fum to us when your

need is desparate’. .

It follows from this that if the workers movement suffers pitvsical attach without
seli-defeiice and retailiation, and without sducating itself theroughly againsy the fascists,
the fascists will only be encouraged by such signs of weakness ailurs to defend ourselves
only encourages the frscists. If on the other hand, the worte:s snovement meets
force with force, the fascists will quickly become demoralised. The solution of
direct struggle which they offer to the petty-bowrpeoisic will lcss its credibility,

The petty-bourgeoisie would be forced to Yook elsawhere for izadershiu, And the
bourgeoisie will certainly decline to throw its money away on 2 group of people

who cannot even organise publicly, let alone wiip the wotlers iu open battle!

The fascists have understood this basic process, iF the left hasu'l, Hider, for example,
said in 1933: 'Ouly one thine could have stopped onr movement — if gur adversarys
L voiiatoed its principle @7 from the o ¢ - had smasaed. with the most
cniTerme h:utn!itarl_the nucleus of our new movement'.

Many people will say: “OK, if the fascists attack uc we vill defend carselves | '
and retailiate in an effort t¢ crush them snd nrevent them irvom aitaciing us -

again. We admit that the National Front, Ordre Nouveau ard 1131, are camrying

out these physical attacis. Dut surely it is doing no herm ic aliew them to hold

peaceful public meetings? After all, there is the question of Sezedor: of speech’.

- However, this is an artifical distinetior, '© we bear in micd the es<:ntial natare
of a fuscist movement. For what is the basic content of fascist gozeches? The
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fascist is saying that ‘enemies of the nation® - dews, blacks, militant workers etc —
should be crushed by .every possible means, especially illegal cnes, since parliament
sad the police canndt be relied on to do the jcb. In other words, the fascist

is advocating the use of viclence against the workers movement. Even if the

fascist groups themselves don’t carry it out, their agitation stirs up social violence
against the workers movement. The same is true, in fact, B racists. Enoch Powell
for example had no organisational links with the skinhieads, but his speeches
undoubtedly played their part in stirring up their anti-Asian campaign of violence.
Fascism inevitably carries violence in its train because the people to whom it appeals
are looking for a drastic solution to their problems. '

The peint we made in the firs chapter about power having nothing to do wth
numbers in bourgeois society, should reinforce this point. The racist and the fascist
are not simply out to wiu over large numbers of pecple tu their poiut of view. They
are advocating a particular path of siruggle for certain grovps i society who carry
a weight and influence which bears no relationship to their size . The influence
which the NF and the [fonday Club have had on the Tory Party, and the
success of the "SI bombing campaign in Italy, are proof of this. They are saying
to the petty-bouigeoisie:“these are your enemies, you must join us agd fight them,
and our small bands will prevail because the worlkers movement is delenceless and
reluctant to fight batk so do not worry about the numerical relation of forces’.
And to the bourgeoisie, the fascists are saying: ‘“This is the course yoi should
adopt — divide the working class by carrying through tough anti-iminigrant laws
and putting all these militant workers and left-wing agitators in jail - exterminate
them’. In the iuterests of seif-defence, it is advisable to stop people from putting
this sort of advice about,

The essential point then abeut self-defence is to demoralise your opponent and
destroy his confidence in himself and his chesen course of struggle. Ty doing this,
you destroy his ability to win support and influence.

LETS PUT ABIDE OUR DIFFERENCES

On the basis of this very concrete analysis of the opponent, we have established
the essential principle of anti-fascist struggle. This principle sholild override all
ideulogical differences within the workers movement. 1t is necessary to immediately
form a united frout for seif-defence of all those forces prepared to fight aghinst
the fascists and put a stop to their development.

These ideclogical differences are of course very deep. "hen the mapitalist press
tries to stop the students from organising a united front to stop the fascists, by
pointing to the fact that the revolutionary left in the united front sre willing to
suppress platforms not just for racists and fascists, but to the Tory Party, the
CBI, the generals and so on (in other words the bourgeoisie), we have to be very
clear and honest about . the way we respond to this. Of course, it is absolutely
true that revolutionaries stand for the suppression, no just of the fascists, but of
the bourgeoisie as a whole, while many others who recognisc the danger of fascism
do not believe that this suppression is necessary. A huge number of people believe
that it is possible to legislate away the capitalist class through Parliament, and
to make socialist revolution peacefully. Revolutionaries do not believe this. H’Hh:rmg]ﬁg,
differences should not stand in the way of the ngnt agitinst the fascists. For
while the bourgeoisie (in Britain) is not about to launch a military coup add
coiifront the working class with a fight to the desth — and therefore many people
can retain their illusions in peaceful methods of struggle as a solution to their
problems — the same thing does not hold true for the fascists. The fascists are 2




=T

threat to our liberties mow — not tomorrow or the day after, but mow. It is on the
basis of this particular fact that +.pity sholld be b ilt, - - g students and Wwdrkifs
of many differen:t political persuasivns aghinst the fascists.

ABSTRACT MORAL FCRMULAS

The bourgeuis politicians and the Fleet Street scribblers try to prevent stadents from
forming such a united front for self-defence, not only by trying to frighten people
with the spectre of ‘leftist thuggery’, but also by confusing the issue with abstract
moral foermula about ‘free speech’. They are joined in this endeaveur by liberal
organisations such as the National Campaign for Civil Liberties, now so busy
telling st :dents that they should allow racists agnd fascists to speai oit the campuses
and reverse the NUS decision.

But this appeal to ‘moral pringiples’ by Fleet Street and Westminster, is nothing
but a lot of hypocrisy. e don't have to lcol. far to discover evidence for this.
‘When the NUS took its recent decision, the editorialists of The Tiines, for example,
told us that they could ‘appreciate the strong and generous feelings’ behind the
resolution, but ‘any move to restrict what may be talied about - in a unviersity
moge than anywhere - is profoundly dangerous’. (16.474 )

Yet, as it turns out, the Times doesn’t actually adhere to this position itself.
On the very same page, our lofty democrats were telling 't Eric Heffer to shut
his big mouth over the issue of warships to Chile’s junta: ‘e has grzbbed for
himself a freedom to sound off in a way that other more senior ministers may well
have felt tempted to do, but have managed tu resist... out of respect for the
solidarity of the Government’.., and, they add, our of respect {or ‘future prospects
for arms sales, in Latin America’.

Since the Times makes it quite obvious that it doesn’t believe in freedom of
speech, on what criteria does it decide what ‘may be talied about'? Perhaps their
decision has something to do with the fact that The Times is iin favour of arms
sales to the Chilean junta? The Times is all in favour of those who want to
supply the junta with the means to kill workers and peasant, from saying as
much. But when it comes to those who disagree with this position, it is opposed
to them making their vioce heard!

On what basis do the government and the press decide what may or m:’'y not
be said in a strike? Ou the basis of free speech for everybody? It that were the
case, then how could we explain that the Governneat feels free to attack strikers
day in and day out, yet reacts strongly when Mick Y cGahey decided he was
going to speak freely to the soldiers of the Dritish Army about the role they
would be asked to play in breaking the miners’ strike? They decide these
questions on the basis of the concrete nceds of their struggle against the worlkers
movement, not moral formulas.

It is not difficult for them tc ensure that ‘free speech’ means in practice freedom

of speech for them, aud restriction of freedom for others. First of all, they enjoy

a monopoly over the means of speech. It is not often that vou see the front pages
of the big national dailies turned over to the trade unions to express their side of
the story. Secordly, they are able to control access to information, without which
nobody can form a sound opinion, let alone communicate it to anybody else.

After all, the big monopolies and the government both systematically exclude

the population who have to suffer from their decisions from gairing access to
information about these decisions. This is done by establishing laws relating to
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commercial secrecy and to secrecy in the interests of ‘state security’. Finally, the
bourgeoisic have a monopoly over the right to silence any effective criticism or
opposition, since they claim a monopoly over themeans of legitimate violence.

In other words, the formal existence of free speech in o way indicates any

real equality with regard to the ability to speak. The notion that everybody should .
have equal access to the platform, that everybody should have effective voice,

is aot exactly an ideal which the capitalists, and their free speaking friends in

Fleet Street, are striving to put into practice.

In any case, ‘free speech’ — the right of assembly, right of press etc — is
not something which dropped from the sky, It is something which the woriers
movement had to fight to establish. There is therefore no reason at all why it
should extend the privelege to those who intend to take these rights away from -
the workers movement, The question has to be decided concretely, and in the
case of fascists and racists, the issue is clear. lu the same way, the bourgecisie
tolerates the workers having the ‘right to assembly’, but it certainly doesn't draw
from this the conclusion that it should always tolerate it simply because the
relation of forces doesn't allow it to take these rights away from the workers
movement now. If the bourgeoisie operated on the basis of such abstract formulas
then the existence of military coups and fascist takeovers would become inexplicable.

AND THE SAME GOES FOGR VIOLENCE

By indulging in the hypocrisy of abstract moral formulas, the bourgeoisie
have already succeeded in confusing the Executive of the NUS. over the issue
of violence. The press has correctly pointed out that the NUS resolution to
stop fascists and racists ‘by any means necessary’ inevitably involves force.
The NUS Executive has replied that ‘we are not going to send round a
heavy squad’ to break up meetings. In other words, instead of using ‘any
means necessary’, the NUS is advising students to use solely peaceful means
to deprive these people of a platform.

But the capitalist dont decide the question in this way. & thousand examples
from the realm of ‘law enforcement’ would illustrate the point. Did the police
at Oxford University say: ‘We have to go along to Oxford university to ensure
that when the bulldog: evict students from the Indian Ingtitute, they do it
peacefully’? Presumably, standing by while bulldogs attacked students with
hammers, and then Joining in with them as the students wtere being driven out,
constitute peaceful tactics and respect for law and order. Vhen it comes to
deciding on a military coup, whether to send in the Special Patrol Group, to
shoot 13 defenceless persons in Derry, or whether millions should be killed in
Vietnam, all moral questions come to nothing. Only the concrete needs of the
struggle count.

RACISTS TCO

It is necessary at the present time to extend the ‘no platform’ position to
racists as well as fascists. There are of course many racists who are not themselves
fascists. Nevertheless, racists liie Enoch Powell, have the same effect as the
fascists. They stir up social viclence — legal and illegal — against minorities.

They do not always consciously intend this. Nevertheless the effect is the same.
This is why we must stop the racitts too. Furthermore, the racists provide a
respectable cover for the fascist violence, ™hen the racist workers at Miznsfield
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Hosiery MLllls allowed the ifascists to crzate a cell in the factory last year, many of
thermn may not have known that the ‘Powell Supporters Group’ was actnally a

front for the Nutional Front. When Professor Eyesenck puts forward ‘scientific’
opinions to ‘provs’ that blacks zre genetically inferior to whites, his views may

be treated os those of a crank by the majority of the academic establishment.
Nevertheless, Eyesenck is quoted as gosnel truth in all the fascist literature.
Therefore, if we approach this question concretely, there can only be one conclusion.
To defend black people from attack - whether by fascists or others -— we must

stop racist agitators before they do any more damage, never mind ‘free speech’.

WHERE POLITICAL DIFFERENCES DO COUNT

So far we have stressed the need for a united iront for self-defence throughout
this chapter, irrespective of whether you believe in the parliaraentary road to
socialism, revolution, or no road at all. However, these differences are not without
influence on Aow defence can best bo ensured. For those who believe in the
parliamentary roal believe iint the siate is - <02’ in the class struggle, and
therefore it seems perfectly logical to them that the state can be used to defend
us from the foscists and racists.

This is an old guestion, and the verdict of history comes down on the side
of those who believe in self~defence — defence of the workers movement by the
workers movement. No doubt individual cases can be found whae the police
haul off a fascist heckler or prosecuie him for carrying lethal weapons. Hut the
question caniot be anscvered ot this izvel. For it sliould be obvious that the
police have no great love fo" the workers ooverent, and even less for other
targets of faccist attack. such as black peopls. Iany a blind eye will be turned,
even assumirg the - -~ - a:: arcend whan an attack is launched. in Spain and
Germany, it was " 11 amrorg those very forces of law and order, the army and
the police, that the fascists diew rauch. of their support, war material, etc.

The same thing is clear if Wwe look at Naly - o Thile today.

Apart from tl.o symrathie: of the nui.'r:u themeeives, there is another question.
The polics and =g [osies ame poverned by the policy decisions of big capital —
cither directly or ihiough govertuiani~l ;u.ﬂm':éi&::ir:s. It would be incorrect to
imagine that ti~c2 forces repnos u..* ey kind of shield against fascists, for as
the fascists arnuire siren ik anl povourful backe, the nolice and armed forces
will increasingiy b2 encoursged t.. eilhzr take no ectica at all or covert]y
support the fascicts. Tha couplion of the police in reletion to ths MSI makes
the point vividly caouzl.

This is why even whers it appcars techniesliy possitle to defend a meeting
or a demonstration with the =2id of the police, salf-reliance should be encouraged
instead. With fascismn it is no® just a matter of stopping the assaulis of today,
but stopping thosz of tomorrow, which sre always much 'vorse. If we encourage
reliance on ilic Wu-"ﬂ. ana the co s today, v will disarm ourseives for the
attacks of tomoizer, wheats ot ise will not be eround. Defence of meetings
and demonstraticns taduv 3 not thescfors a matter which should be approached
pragmatically, according to the circumstasces of ths moment, but 2s ":n issue
in which political preparation of the movement is invoived. Furthermore, when
warkers do atlempt to defend thomsslves with ths 1aost reliable means, that is
by their own actoa, it will soon be olear whose side the police are actually on.

All thes: points &ioeld dermonsitate the futility ¢ M wiow o] it
the way to sicp fascists is {0 puse lvas ecaingt Hen A"!Bl" Irom th..lr umnformbllity.
such laws will not be against ‘fa=cists’, They will Le apeinst ‘extra-parliamentary
agitation’, or spainst the private cvrership of vweaporns. In other words, such laws
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will be used, not against the right, but against the left. The effect of these laws
is therefore to literaily disarm the workers movement the more it needs to defend
itself against an array of opponents who increasingly work in close collaboraticn
with another

All the same poiuts could be made about racists. Racism among the police is
wellkknown and well-documented. The police are not going to be reliable defendants
of black people. Neither nas the Race Relations Act Stopped Enoch Powell or
Professort Eyesenck, but it has bees: used to pwosecute those who have been .
the victims of racism and have spoken out against their oppression. ;

Finally, of course, fascists are not the most ‘law-abiding’ people around.

intheparliamentarymad -ispnssfbk,evenﬂ'itmﬂywnmahmt by the
fear that reformists have of beitig ovtflanked on the Jeft. The Communist
Party and Labour Party militants <who enter such a united front do not do

S0 on the basis of politizaj consistency — for independent action Against A
fascism is inconsistent with their overall politics f their organisations — but -
on the basis of recognisinng the practical needs of the immediate struggle.

This united front shoulg not be broken because these differences esfit.

They will be rooivet in the course of struggle

EDUCATION VITAL .
In organising against fascists, it is vital that evervbody understands why they
are fighting. It is not nossible to put ‘no platform’ into practice without creating

a relation of forces adequate to the task, This je why the question of depriving
people of a paitform should mever be done in a bureaucratic or administrative
fashion. Whenever g siudent union deprives a spealer of 2 platform through
excerising managerial prerogaiive, the union must ensure that every student

is clear about (he issues, otficrwise the legal and physical repression which can
result wii  icoeed :in finding ¢ target, The sanie is true in the unions, Remuving
fascists from tiade union vostel (irrespective of other ‘good works’ they might
perform) should not be done Gy bureaucratic short cuts, or by finding some
technical ruse io remoye credentials. Thess sorts of actions are best taken

on the grounds that g peison v a raciot or fascist, and everybody should know
that fact. To do it by some adminisirative o technical tuse will edupate nobody,
and only give the oureaucracy a weapon against the left or militants in genera).
It will also give the exiwremc right a further argument against the unions — they ...
use administrative means to deal with politica! isoues instead of dealing with them
in a democratic manney! X

POLITICS AND FORCE

This brings us directly on to the othey side of the coinof anti-fascist struggle: the
ical and pojitical Struggle against fascist ideas, This by no means implies of course
that it is Necessary to debate with fascists Ly soi doing we would only give them _
a platform for furthe - agitation and incitemeni. We now perfectly well what their
ideas are.. The task is not io try to cuavince fhem that their j:.55" are wrong, but
to stop them: spreading their agitation a: the same time as conducting a continuous
struggle against racism and national chauvinism among their potential supporters. i
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At the same time as applying no platform we have to conduct the pelitical struggle.
We shoulll never counterpose these two tasis, saying that one is necessary and the
other not. Similarly, we should ot confuse them, as is done when people argue
that we should allow the fascidts z platform ini order to combat their ideas, The
truth of the matter is that we don’t need the fascists to be around in order to
combat their ideas. The workers movement has its own resources, and it should
not lay is neck on the chopping block simply because it cannot be bothered, or is
too racist or chauvinist, to use these resources to develop anti-fascist education,
Anybody who argues that the fascists provide us with an ‘opportunity’ to fight
their ideas, is an opportunist. For he or she is impliclty saying that they are not
continaully striving to créat such opportunities themselves. In other words they
normally capisulate to racism and chauvinsim when the fascists are not zround.

This is where we have to give the fascists their ‘due’. For the lascists, unlike
many sections of the left, ars not economistic. They do not proporse astruggle
for this or that economic objective in isolation from politics. In fighting unemployment,
they fight for racism, In fighting for protectionism, they fight for nationalism. _
In fighting against the militant trade unionists, they explain that parliament is no
good for destroying the independence of the unions. In fightfig for militarism, they
explain that defence of ‘family virtues® and the oppression of women are also vital.
In short, the fascists are highly political people. The politics with which we counter
them must be as conprehensive as theirs.

At the same time as practicising no platform, it is necessary to bear in mind that
it is not inevitable that the perty-bovrgeoisie- will be won to Jascism. Nor is it at
all inevitable that the fascists will pick up support among woarkers. But to stop the
fascists picking up such support, it is not sufficient to place a barrier across their
violent road. It is necessary to regroup their potential sources of support arcund
the working class struggle.

To do this, the workers movement must have an adequate political line. This
means an active fight against racism i the unions, the schools and universities
(the MUS resolution correctly includes a detailed programme for this), the social
services, homsing etc. It means support for black struggles against discrimination,
and for their struggle to defend themselves from the police and the fascists. It
means active opposition fo all racist laws. For without a vigorous fight on these
issues, the more backward workers will never be won over to a policy of struggle
against capital. At the same time however as arresting his or her drift towards
the fascists, it is necessary to attack the economic problems at root — and this
means adequate policies against redundancy, for the solation to the honsing crisis,
for the resistance against expenditure duts in the socizl services, and so on, Lite the
fascists, we should not imagine that it is possible to divorce these two sides of the
coin.

The workers movement must also be capable of winning over the petty-bonrgeoisie.
This can only be done by the working class having policies for the nationalisation of
industry and the creation of ipl-nned economy, With built-in guarantees for small
shopkeepers and even small capital in order fo allays their fears of being driven
out of bmsiness without alternatives being provided by the workers movement.

But most of all, the workers movement must show itself as determined as the

state power. If the workers movement merely cultivates its own garden in time of
sharp crisis, the non-proletarian middle layers will unly be repelled into the arms of fascists.
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It will also be necessary for the left to take up a whole range of issues on which
it has traditionally bean weak. It is no use talking saguely about ‘struggle at the
point of production’ when what the working class housewife wants to knew is how
she can solve the problems associated with family life, which oppresses her — even
though these fjuestions do have a connection to ‘production’. You cannot mobilise
against the Society for the Protection of Unborn Children, which is supported by
the National Front, and which campaiens for a reversal of the abortion laws, unless
you can explain why women should support the demands for abortion, contraception,
nursery facilities and so on. It is also no use treating gay liberation as a ‘side issue’
when fascist groups have traditionally attracted gay people who, because of the
absence of such a movement, could not ‘come out’ in stro. Jht society, yet who will
be — as they were in Germany — persecuied and annihilzied should the fascists
ever come to power. The Gay Liberation Front has been in the forefront recently
in mobilising against the fascists. It is also ao use ignoring the struggle cf the Insk
people for self-determination when it comes to the National Front — for they will
win over workers on {hebasis of anti-Irish racism. o :

NUS DECISION — A BIG STEP FORWARD

The NUS decision to ban racists and faseists from the campuses is the biggest recent
step forward which Las .. - ~n rcombat the growing confidence of the fascists.
It is vital that the battle tor this resolution is won in the colleges, and the students
should receive every sunport from the trade union movement. Students have pointed
the way forward — and the universities are widely used by fascists and Ionday Clubbers
for a variety of technical purposes. Student unions can provide a big boost to the
work of creating anti-fascist conmittess up and down the country which can carry
the anti-fascist struggle forwerd,

In applying the ‘no platform’ position, neither students nor workers will be
doing anything particularly - - It isn’t necessary to talk about the sort of
measures which workers organisations izle against employers associations and
bourgeois political parties wien makiug socislist revolution, to establish this
point. It is practized every diy. Trade unionists for example usuaily manage to
deter their employers frum attending their rueetines: print wori.ers have occasionally
been able to interrupt the free flow of editerial slander against strikers by -
refusing to print certain editions ¢f newspavers. VWhen [t Godber, former
Minister of Agricuiturs, went to Eivminghem to do 2 public relations job for
Tory price policy, he was dyiven off tha sirast by angry housewives. Hounslow
Labour Council recently deniec facilities to faseists and racists — its example should
be followed everywhere. [n tic Thivties, the Mosleyites were stopped by street '
battles at Cable Streci and elowhere. All these actions have been against ‘free speech’
but they have proved absoluiely nccessary to Jefend the interests of the working class.

i
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43 THE STRUCALE RCATIST MOSIEY

..~ The violent tensions which marikec the ‘struggle against fascisy din the' #7 =
‘streets of Lritain in: the €3 SCI1L survive todsy ia the rempries of thousang, .

Yet the vital practical lessons ©lowing fror these conflicts, dncheasinely irportant
with the rise of organisatisns 1ike ke Haticnal Front, still remain unclear

to many. It is necessary to exarine this irvortant period of working class histery.
The roots.of Lritish fascisy stretch far back through a variety of strange =
conceptions and meny wierd croupdncs witich sprang @ in the early years of this' = .
centwy,  The craged falatic Famold leese was a pravinent figuwe,; still acknow-
ledged, by some extrene rightists today as a jloneer. Fowever, it vas not amtil™
the mid-1920s.that it firet wyweared as any kind of organiscd foros, with ' iifish
Fascisti' and its offspring, whe provided stewards for Torv: rallibs and strike— .
Ereakers in 1926, But at thiis stace they remained rarginal to the arFeury of €he
ruling class, the State relying instead on its rolice and judiciary, along wi:;h

the trade union burcaucracy, to defsat the General Strike, . - wgdim A

L S L B T e b e

e Ivgasmlyv:ﬁ.thxtﬁammtt}fthe_ & tacular eoomaic &E*E.Ef"1§31 that
the picture began to change @ stically. uhe depression destroyed the ‘aspirations
of, the Ramsey MacDonald'4overnrent, forcing a bitter debate within the ruling Labour

-Party. BAs overseas markets disintecrated, and unerployment reached 2% riillion,
the aristocratic Oswald losley sbandoned high office and established the Kew Party

to carpaign for ticht covermment controls over credit and CULTancy.

Mosley's prestige anongst the bourgecis stateswen rapidly began to attract dissidents
from the mainstream parties, who cnthused over the solutions offered by his new .
organisation for capitalism in crisis. The project foundered, however, when the
ruling class turned decisively towards a coalition ('national') government as a

solution to its problems. Virtually deserted, Mosley then began to experiment with

the 'corporate state' thecrics of continental fascism, and visited its adherents in

On his: return, with simple certmony, he inaugurated the pPritish Unidn of Fascists

on 1 October 1932~ his "instrument of stecl'. In a series of violent raids, the .
BUF rapidly wiped out its rain rivals on the extreme richt., Recruitiria with speed
it proclaimed its prograrme for 'modem' capitalist rule. ' skl

A stream of publications now detailed Mosley's proposals for a rapid transition
to managed capitalism - mot unli%e the 'New Deal' in the USA - via the introduction
of one party dictatorship and state incorporation of the trade tmions. His
'revolutionary crecd' proposed a 'National Corroration” sub—divided into 23 - indus-
trial ‘'Corporations® with'trade wnion sides' and a re-styled 'parliament' pepre-.
senting 23 'Occowpations', under a retained Crown,d - Only with this ma ey
could & massive public works schere be initiated to absorb unerployment and inpose
controls over banking and foreidan. investment. As the BUF's paper "Blackshirt”
. Geclared: 'Fascism'retains the benefits of privately controlled capital....
. though' it lays dowm definite lindts within which capitalism micht operates' .

For the workers, guarsnteed work and a Notional lealth Service contained real
attractions. These measures were presented as liberating the pent-up passions of
"Youth' and *Science', so long frustrated by the '0ld Cang' of politicians,

5 o |
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relied prirarily on *natural? rmarket forces to revive the coonary = and offered
apr&cuml,ﬂmlarutal, retumtuttw.-gioryuft!uﬁmire. Thouch the

for British capitnlism were already inproving again after the slump, merories of

1931 were sharp, enaployrent was still high, and the Proletariat 2 Growing restive,
maqa&haringnmh, mnybegmtcpourhtoﬂwehﬁ'ﬁmffersfxmanﬁm
industrialists, -

Frominent ficwres in thie rericd who (cpenly, or according to persistent rurour)
pProvided finance for the Mosleyites included Sir Willism Morris (later Lord Nuffield) ’
a powerful capitalist in motor manufacturc;  Sir ALV, Foe ,aircraft industry; Lord
Inchcape, shipping and insurance; Lord Fothermere, naticna) newspapers; and the

But another factor also cemanded omsideraticn., Each fascist rally, cach derons-
tration, encountereg Srrosition and protests from the militsnt left. 2 new

EUF office in Vialworth wnas picketed by angry workers for two weeks, The labour
ovement was slowly woking w to the Mosleyite threat. Egt it was to be very
sericusly inreded here by elements within its ovmn ranks.

En era of savage disunity botween the organisations of the working class was only

just ending, Hitler's adwent to Power in Gemmeny in 1933 shock British social
denocracy, buk throughout the pericd of Mosley's riss the Labour Party eonfined
domestic anti-fascign to paper denwnciations. Indeed, it advised workers to awoid .
clashes with the BUF, and pointed +o the 'equal' dangers of cammmnism, This seriously
damaded, the, development of an action-based anti~-fascist canpaign, although a nimber
of local Labour Partiss took part in various robilisaticns against Mosley at thie

tine:

Further to the left, the Commmise FParty had been drezdfully hanpered by the Moscow
inspired ultra-loftism which had already wracked class wnity for their CGexrman -
corrades in the face of Hitlerism, Mosley and the 'social-fascist! Labour Party

had been condenned simultanecusly: "The Crmmist Party leads the fight against Fascism
in every country where Fascism has shown itself., Social Derocracy Swrrenders to

Mbefmaﬂafumﬂﬁmmtnfﬂﬂs "Third Period' line, following the seventh
{andf_inal}ﬁmgreasufth;—:&mmmistlntemaﬂ.mal h;lﬂBS,tI’mCPEapemeimd




e

inallsuctimsc-fﬂmprintitg trade Ly foming a group in cach chapel for the
grrpmeofbtnldhgamqss anti~fascist moverent ..., organising in our Trade Unions
d t."_E foufndng cemands. .. to secure the closing down cof Fascist barracks; to
S;wyanlseawi; g vi?; to ensuring full suyport for all workers who refuse to print
handl asClst propagenda ... to co-operate with the continental vmrkers‘
avery way possible in their heroic struggle acainst fascist terror.'S -

ANTI-JEWISH CAMPRIGH

By mic-1534, the BUF had turned to fieros earmpaigning against the Jaws in Eritain.
Their 'philosophical® paper later thecrised: "Talmdic natorialisn... in Karl Marx

the scn, the grondson, and the creat-arandscon of Babbis... “uweals itself by the hand
of Jewish organisers and Tartar exccutioners in the Comunist Fewoluticon, . .Commmism

is Judacomisiatic. Out of the East it ofres, like o moisonous vapour.'® . several
alarmeC leaders of the Jewish bourvecis ocomunity arronced rrivate talks with Mesley's
deputy, Forgan, to try to avert the dmnger, 7 fut the mass of Jowish workers increasingly
threw their weight behind the anti-H0 ncpilisatisne ¢f their class,

Incidents nultiplied as foscists and mmti-fascists clashed with mounting ferceity.
10,000 marched against a huge BUF rally ot OlLrpia on 7 Jime 1934, Blackshirt
Stewarcs tossed hecklers bodily Gowm staircases, and injurcc workers werc treated

by anti-fascist doctors to awid hospitalisotion and police dotocticn.  Morbership of
Mosley's movement now ran 4o 20-30,000 on peper, with small 'Fascist Unicn of British
Viorkers' established and links with oversess sympothisers through a "New Bmire Unicn. '

It is clear that by late 1535 the funds of the BUF hac begun tc sag, as the gently. .
easing ecmomic climate cissuaded individunl capitalists frow furtler large-scale
investrent in the movement. @ But the mementun of the fascist cause was too great to
breke sharply. Attracting widespread acclaim, the blackshirts prepared for victory
within the coming months, :

IMPACT OF SPAIN

As the year 1936 dawned, black E*mmlul*_imaxy CIR Jares warned in the paper of the
Incependent Lobour Party (still at that time a sizeable crganisction) that: ' The
ruling classcs, broadly speaking, are pro-fascist... rulc thoy must, by fraud or
through Parliarent and the Pross, or when that fails by foree through fascism... and
at the first signs of them we must ~pply the only remedy - organised bands cf workers
who will drive the fascists off the streote, '8 :

Events in Buropc highlightid the @anger. Nazi terror hel? sway in Austria and
Gemmany. The Italian workers' crgenisations hai long been sroshed, In Paris, riots
eruptec as Fascists marched un the National Assably. But the greatest blow was yet
to care. Tne new line Of the Conmunist Intemational placed its hopes on 'BEopular
Front! alliances between workers and bourgecis parties to 'defend democracy.!  Such
a govermment now ruled in Spain. In July, secticns of the amy under Franco's
command rose inaxms with German and Ttalisn aid and there too triguered a ferocious
civil war to eventually bring fascism to power. The shock of these events rever—
berated through the British working class, It was in this atmosphere that Mosley
launched his forces into the working class districts of Londen's Bast Bnd, where a
quartzr of the pooulation was Joewisli, Claimdng koeir-Harlie as the forerunner cf the
Eritish Unicn of ¥ascists, faseist slogons Joclarcd: 'If you lowve vour country,

you are a Naticmal. If you love her poople wou are a Socialist.  Ee a Natiocnal-
Socialist! ' Intensive recruitment drives nonered the East End the BUI's main base,
with walls carrying the message, '"Perish Judsh.' Stroet battles cccurred almost
Caily.

|




S

£8 winter approached, Mosley announced @ march across East Lendon, from the City
via Aldgate to Limehcuse and Bethnal Greun. Despite oonstant liberal Pretests, the
home Secretary ceclined to intervenc. The date was set for 4 Octcber 1636, a
Suncay.

CAELE STREET

Fesistance on a massive scule to Mosley was anticipatad, but necded organisation. .
Tne Labour Party and trade wmicn leaders, hemever, told vorkers to stay away.” The
Conmunist Party leacership alsc held back. It hod projected a rajor youth rally -

for the sarc Sunday in Trafalgar Square, and refuse. to cancel this until 1 October.
The "Daily Worker' rlayed cown the issuc wmtil anly cdays befors the march, when the
pPressure had become irresistible. The 'official’ op reccrdd, written by Phil Piratin,
virtuelly conceces this: 'What should be the chinracter of the action against Masley ?
It was felt that the workers would rally ir huge mmbers, and plans were made acoori-
ingly.' Be continues, howevers 'On that occasicn, the leacership of the CF was
undisputed. '10 Tt is true, that cnee the CF havl agrecs. on the need for action, their
valusble printing and publicity facilitics rrovec effective in building the counter-
demonstraticn, But it is alsc a fact that tHi Indepencient Labour Party, which
Firatin fails even to renticn, playe? o leading rele in ealling for acticn. The IIP
at that time stood to the left of the CF, cpposing the incvitable concessions to bourg-
eois forees vhich acoorpanicd the 'Popular Front' tactic. It wos influsnosd Ly
revolutionary agitaticn, =n’ the Trotskyist movenent, thouch srall, wes not without
impact. Following a split in 1933, aminority hac entercd the ILP, and published

a paper "The Ficght' as its marxist wing. The majority worked inside the Labour Party
anc. Labour League of Youth through the paper ‘Youth Militant'. These rilitants
pressed for mass action to halt Mosley. Hundreds of Lakour Party merbers and trade
unicnists respended to the call, and Splits appeared in the East End CP's and YOL's.
Jmi&mﬂm:sigmmﬂﬂaappaalsgfﬂuirb&urgaoisﬂmrﬂofmmmamm
conflicts., Dockworkers woted to participate. Ey mid-morming on the Sunday, 250,000
workers were on the strects. il

Same 7,000 police materialised to Eroctect the fascists, whose coach windows were

smashed by flying stones from the drowd, The police recpeatedly charged to clear a

way through, and shop fronts caved in as the workers clung to their rositions, blocking
Gardners Comer. Trams abandoned Ly anti-fascist drivers reinforoed the mass resistancel?
As the battle spread beyond contrcl, the police invaded Cable Strect, only to encounter
brepared barricades. Milk bottles and stones showered them, forcing several to

actually surrencer. The Spanish workors' slcgan '"They Shall Not Pass' carried the

cay. With the fighting still raging, the polics at last cricred the fascists to

withdraw. The blackshirts retreated across the city, leaving the anti-fascists to
celebrate for hours.

+ND LFTER

The Government said 'Blackshirt!, hal surrendered to Jewry. 13 Now the working class
movement faced the crucial task of develcping this victory to smash the fascists
outright. But the Stalinists roverted to ealls for a Pepular Front, as oprosed to
crganising the robiliseC masses. 1. CP statcment sumarising the workers' triumch »
on the night of the battle encded 'Torward now to the united front and the Pecple's

Front all cver Britain,' pointing to the fortheoming Labour Party eonference, 14
Predictably, such hopes were dashed, Within ten cays the 'Daily Worker' was

reflecting how the Labour Conference ‘rose again and again in applausc at every
reference to the victory of the Londen workers,'  but "the resolution corried only

foun the incident "deplorable®. '15
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In the face of social dencerstic inection, the ILF drew = difforent rrral: "Unity
of action must be maintained, and out of it rust be built et cnly a noverent of
resistonce to fasciasm, but a united rilitant 1o rking class vhich will go forward
to win Workers' Power...In East and lerth Loncen today, the workers are corpelled
sericusly to consicer the quostion of estaklishing an organisaticn to defend them
selves,'16 my mp tropcse. an "all-in eonferunce' of workers? organisations to
camence this task,

EAST END OONFLEEICE

The noel for crganised and sustaine: mass actics \Rs Fgiarent. Vengeance-secking
Mosleyites toriorisec Jewish iessers~by in lile End Road, throwing a sCveEn—year
cld girl throuch a shop: window,  Fifteon thousand workers rerched the next Suncay
uncer the slogon 'Fascism rust be smashe. 'f The ILP crened an antitfascist HY,
held nightly meetings, =nd estailished 2 fund &0 combat -Moslay, constantly urging
the cresticn of a workers' cfonce frroos, : “
Eventually;, an East Il onti-fascist conference was held, crganiscd Ly the Socialist
League at vhitechycl. The official Toabour Party leadership Ciscouraced attendsnoee,
but 125 delegates core from union branches, local Iabwur Parties; Labour Ieague of
Youth branches, the ILI' and sume CP and Jessiah crrmnity ergonisations.. cogmittec was
elected, and o agrecrent reachud on unific stewardine for working class reetings
and cn an- 'organised resistance’ to the BUF, degrite OF attesrts o 'water dwn'

these efforts,’ But chviously these nowes by themselvos carricd insufficient strength
to take the working class ¢n to a general offonsive.  This permitied the State to

FASCISM MEZNDONED

The arousal of the mosses had sericusly worried the ruling class. The govermment
therefore rushed in the Public Orcer Act, banning political wifoms and limiting the
richt to organisec demmnstrations, to the Jelicht of the Labowr Party Cypositicn in
parliament. This'anti-fascist' legislotion has since been generously spplied to the
socialist left on various occasions. AL ‘

The ILP, for its part, wamed that: ‘Bny such propesols must be resisted to the
utmost. .. workers must not think that this will enc the renses of fascism,'l8 mp4e
Lroved correct. The failure to build on the Cable Strest victory dllomed Mesley to
ficht en for mmths. Desjite a financial erisis an¢ splits inside the PUF, the fascists
vrowcked ancther vislent clash in Jamaica Moac, South London in 1937; took 20% of

the votes in some local elections; and as late ~s 1939 oould’ ¢ather 15,000 at

major rallies.

The approach of war, however, with its consequent armarents Crive, destroyed Mesley's
croams of a new depressicn that would insticate fascist rule; and the alignment of
Eritish imperialism against hitxﬁ Eimll}' installed? the BUF's leadership in Brixton
rrison under Defence Reculaticn 19+F in Hay 1940. Carital hac no further need of
this'instrument of stecl®. :

It is beyond doubt that the sucocosses at Cable Street and elsewherc had donted and came
foed the fascist movement. In clear constrast to the timidity of reformism, and the
zig=-zagying policics of Stalinism, rewoluticnsrics aned militants in the workinc class
overent had fashioned wnity in action by the masses cn the strcets, Their call for

a standing workers' defence fores, indepencdent of the State, remins valic in cur

time whenewer fascism threatens = @Rl links the cuty to srosh fascism to its lo-ical
corollary in eliminating the roct rroblom = capdtalism itself,
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