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CCNTENTS.
THE MOTION

RACIST AGITATORS

FASCISTS, A GROWING THREAT
FREE SPEECH

BUT WHAT ABOUT UIGLENCE%
NO PLATFORM FOR FASCISTS

ARE WE DEALING WITH SOMETHING NEW?

THE MOTION which angered the free speakers in Fleet Street and Westminster:

"Conference recognizes the need to refuse any assistance (financial or
otherwise) tc openly racist or fascist organisations or sociry (e.g. Monday
Club, National Front, Action Party/Union Movement, National Democratic
Party) and to deny them a platform.

However conference believes that in order to counter these groups:, it is
also necessary to prevent any member of these crganisations or indiwviduals
kknown to espouse similar views from speasking in colleges by what ever
means are necessary (including disrupting of the meeting)."

Student Unions are to:

"Prevent any racist or fascist propasganda being displayed, sold, dist -
ributed or propagated through meetings by whatever means may be necessary."

Executives of Student Unicns are to:

" Refuse any a@ssistance to cpenly racist or fascist organisations or
individuals.

‘To give full support to any individuals who are involved in implementation
of Constituent Organisations' policy as cutlined cbove.”

Accepted: 204,618 to 187,760. Abstentions: 51,685
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Students have often put a stop to campus meetings which right-wingers
speakers of various types were to address. A list would include racist
Tory MPs like Patrick Wall, Enoch Powell, 'scientific' racist like Prof-
essor Eyesenck, scientists implicated in imperialist genocide like Hunt-
ingdon, anumber of Monday Clubbers like Harold Scref and ocutright fascists
like Martin webster. Even one-time Labour Foreign Minister Michael Stewapt
had his meetings disrupted for his role over Vietnam,

This year the NUS has finally taken a decision to systematically exFIude
racists and fascists, and several of their erganisations, form public
activity on the campus.

what type of threat do these racists and fascists represent, and is
depriving them of 'free speech'! the best way to deal with it? And if s0,
how? These are the type of issues now under debate in colleges and uni-
versities up and down the country.

RACIST AGITATORS — MORE EFFECTIVE THAN EVFT BEFORE.

Over the past ten Ye8rs, racist immigration laws in Britain have become
more Aumerous and --re ~epressive and institutionalised racism extended,

A recent NUS press statement on the conference resolution points out the
effects of legalised discrimination on overseas students alone: tuition
fees have been raised to three times for those of home students; VAT has
been imposed on hostels for everseas students; and Robert Carr,the last
Home Secretary, was Proposing to get college authorities to spy cn their
social and political behaviour, The NUS decision to Campaign against these
perticular acts of racial discrimination in the educational system is a
welcome move,

The most infamous racist legislation in recent years is the 1971 Immigrat-
ion Act. It restricted the rights of entry of'non-patrials',(polite term
for blacks),and their families, established police supervieion for new
Commonweal th immigrants, and gave the police and immigration autherities
extensive rights of deportation and removal.,

Since the House of Lords ruling making the Act retroactive, thousands of
black pecple became'illegals'and dozens were held for months ir prison or
simply flown out of the country within hours of being picked of the streets,
The retroactive ruling has now been repealed,but the whole structore of the
Act remains. There is no doubt that new attempts will be amde tc extend
pelice powers over black people,

The NUS resolution said that We can expect an "era of austerity and the
prospect of an accompanying peri ' of repression,! Unemployment is expected
te rise oce agsin to over 1 million by 1975; the housing crisis continues te
worsen; cuts in educatienal expenditure and welfare services have not been
restored. Various Tépresentalives of the ruling clase continually seek to
shift the blame for these problems on to immigrants through their agitation,
This has occurred in evry European country since the 1950's, Because of the
hold of imperialist and racist ideas over large sections of the population,
including workers,this t.ctic is not wtihout value to the ruling class,

In the immediate future we can therefore expect a higher volume of racist
demogogy, further racialist legislation,police harassment and physical
attacks on black communities.
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The twin results will be io further assist the growth of the exlreme-right
in British pelitics, including the fascists, and deepen the divisioens
'1n51dE the workers movement.

Greups such 2s the Monday Club, the Campeign to Stop Immigration, the National
Frent, and several figures on the right wing of the TJorv Party, ars among

the most articulate and effective racist agitators, {Lhnugh not the only ones).
They organise racists into a peliticel force, they seek to divide the

working class through their speeches, they 1ncite pesple t» vislence, and

they agitate for the capitslist state te be used zgainst tlack people.

Their successes are there for all to see. The next few years offers them
increased oppertunity. The NUS is proposing to step them using the campuses
for their dirty work.

FASCISTS, A GROING THREAT.

The National Front, Britain's largest fascist orgenisetiun, wes able Lo stend
54 candidates in the last General Election and gain TV time. This is no

meen acheivement pnd reflects a growth in "+s infleence and its financial
resources,

However, the unique contribution of the fascists did neot appear on television.
In January this year, NF members assaulted several members of s Macist

group in Brighten dﬂd smashed up their premises; 2 black student in Nottingham
wes beaten up ano near blinded; @ photegrepher who discovered a secret fascist
meeiing in Caxton Hall,wss beaten up. In mid-April, the Manchester Martyrs
Memorizl March, which is held every year in Manchester to commemorate three
Irish freedcm fighters hung in 1967, was attacked by union jack-weving members
of the Naticnal Front. Celin Jordans 'British Movement! recently anncunced

the fermatiocn of a 'force of trained men, to carry cut the duties that police
are ungble tc do due to thelr non-pelitical nature!.

Viclence against black people, Jewish people and workers organisctions is an

| essentisl part of o fascist movement. From the earliest days, Hitler and,
Mussolini did not wait until they were czlled on to form a government b@fere
launching such physical attacks. without using wislence, they: would have never
been able to grow. Only by shewing themselves willing to crush what they
cenceived te be 'enemies of the naticn' such as Jews, blacks, militant wgrkers,
communists,(yes, snd socisl democrats too), were they eble tc attract suypurt
1} It came frnm smeng those pecple whe, while ruined by capitalist cr1515 (emall
-jshopkeepers, fermers, unemployed, smell buresucrats,etc), or d1$illu5sicned

by imperialisi defe dt ,{ex c-lenials,reacticnary scldlers and officers, veter-
ans etc), cculc find n;thlﬁg in the programme or aclions cf the Wﬂrkﬁrﬁ move-
ment which promiced a sclulion Lo their problems, Il alsc came from ameng the
ranks ‘of the big capitalists who saw in the fascist thugs a mcre flexible and
relisble substitute for the police and the amed forces Egclnst the workers
movement . i =
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Th& Easc1st5 are not thugs without politics. On: the contrary, they are hlghlx

political. The capitalists turned to Hitler, Mussclini, and Franco nct simply
+ because: théy didn''t have encugh usesble frrce in Lhe »mmy barracks and’ the

 police stations, but because the army &nd the police (én never be EffEﬁtiVE

1nerally hﬁ1ﬁ1ng down ‘the workers movement. For that you-need a mass movement
(of ideclogically committed thugs who are not goiny to be subverted by

workers nppFGIE and who play & political as well as repressive role.

. The politics cthe Natienal Front, for exsmple, sre designed tc unite s variety
of socisl forces arcund a programme designed to restore the 'British Nati?n‘
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to its !former glory!; withdrawal frem the EEC, resteratisn of the Commonwealth

trading system, suppert for the white regimes in Africa, expulsien of all
black people, more defence expenditure, reinforcement of the family and
militery velues, unity between werkers and bosses and expulsion of 'saboteurs
of national production' from the factary. None of these pclitical points

are unicue to fascism. what is unicue is that they seek tc build on extra-
parlismentary mats mevement committed to pera-military force to implement
these policies.

The incidents of fascist viclence we cucted above may seem small, but the
capitalist crisis meens that there is material in plenty for Lhe fascists

to develop inte & force capable of systemstically harassing the workers and
students movements. In this way they are becoming & teal weapen in the capit-
alists arsensl. Even if today they sre not capable of forming a government
themselves, they could certainly act as one of the main back-ups to a
Powellite strong gevernment. They can, by their provecaticons, possibly create
enough tension to shift & government to the right cr introduce a military
government. This pattern has been seen clearly since the end of the Second
norld War; fascist bombings in Italy 1969-74, fastist attacks in France
1956-58, fescists attacks and ssbotage of producticn in Chile 1972-73.

FREE SPEECH.

Racists and fascists are among the enemies which we face today. This should
be-clear from what we have sa2id above. The cuestiocn is; what forms of struggle
to use against them? Hew do we arrive at an answer to this cuesticn?

Most of those who have spoken against the NUS Resolution argue that our struggle
against racists end fascists should stocp short of curtailing their freedom

to agitate for their views. we are told Lhat it is necessary Lo allouw !free
speesh' for everyone in society, irrespective of what they may be fighting for
or doing.
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nhen the NUS took its decision, the editorialists of The Times, for exemple,
told us that they could 'aprreciate the stong and cenerous feelines' behind the
resolution, but 'any rove to restrict what ray Le talked about - in a university
mere than anywhere - is profoundly dancercus®, (16.4.74)

Yet, as iF turns out, The Times doesn't actunlly achere to this position itself.
For cn thé same page, our lofty democrats were telling M. Eric Heffer that he
should shut his bic routh over warships for the Chilean junta: 'He has crabbed

'ﬁorhi:rselfafmw‘mtc:smnﬂoffinamythatcﬂwrmreﬁeninrm

may well have felt terpted to do, but have memaged to resist.... out of respect
for the solidarity of the Government'...... and of course out nf respect for
the 'future prospects for arms sales in Latin merica’.

jirta with the means to kj:Ll workers and peasants, speaking out for that
‘position, but against those vho disagree with it making their voice heard!
And The Times has the nerve to talk about 'free speech'!

On what hasis do the governrent and the rress of the capitalists decide what

may or may not be said during strikes? On the Lasis of free speech for every-
body irrespective of their point of view? If that were the case, we would have
difficulty in explaining the fact that day in and day out, the Covernrent and
the press feels quite free to attack strikers as 'wreckers®', ‘saboteurs', and so
forth, yet reacts strongly when 1Mick McGahey decided he was goinc to speak freely
tothemldiersofﬂeﬁritishﬁmyabautﬂumletheyb&rebeimaskaﬂtu




| play in breaking the miners' strike. The notion that eveybody should have egual

| access to the means to speak, that evervhody should have effective voice, is not

- exactly an ideal which the capitalists are striving to put intc practice. That

| is vhy they don't turn over the pages of their nevsnapers and the facilities of
lthairprintslmatnmrkersuﬂnwmttne}mressﬂﬁjrside of the story. That

' is why they seek to svstematically exclude the porulation who suffer the mscquences
|@f their decisions from access to comprehensive information ty a cloak of
l'm&rcial secrecy' and 'interests of state security'.

i
|They do not make decisions on the lasis of 'free speech ofr everybody' but on the

‘oencrete needs of their struggle to defend their class interest., Vhy should we
J isions on the basis of morel formulae? 1

&

But What About Violence?

The bourgeois press has correctlv rointed out that the NUS resplution to ston
fascists and racists 'by any means necessary' includinc ‘disrupting of mectings'
almost certainly involves at some stage the use of violence. The NUS has since
said that while it is prepared to 'plead quilty' to limiting freedom of speech,
it is opposed to violence: 'we are not going to send rownd = 'heavy scuad' to
break up rectings'. In other words, instead of using 'any means necessary', the
NUS is advisinc us to stop the racists and fascists solely in a peaceful menner -
presurakbly by depriving them of a platform solely through the exercise of
managerial prerogative (room bookincs and the like).

Do our cnemies approach the question in the same way? Do the fascists sav: we
should stop the blacks frar organising puklic moetings, but only in a peaceful ’
manner? Presurably bElindings and petrol barbings are peaceful tactics? o the
police say: Ve have to go alono to Oxfrod university to esmure that when the
bulldoge evick students form the Indian Instuts, thev do it peacefully? Presumably,
standinf Ly while bulldogs attacked students with harrers, and then joining in

with them as the students werg bFeing driven out, constitute peaceful tactics and
respect for law and order.

On what basis do the capitalists decide on a military coup, on whether to allow the
workers' movement to retain its freedom of asserbly (in Britain), to send in the
Special Patrol Groups against pickets, on whethcr the special branch should
encourage horbings and robbery, on whether 13 cefenceless persons should be shot
down in Derry to teach the republican population a lessen, on whether millions
should kill or be killaed in an irperialist war, on whether to corrit genocide

in Vietnam...? On the hasis that 'peaccful solutions are best'? No, they decide
these questions on the concrete needs of the strumgle to defend their interests.

No Platform for Fascists.,

We have already discussed who the racists and fascists are, vhat sort of threat
they represent, and the damge they have eélready been allowed to do. The question
boils dovn to this: how hest to stop ther going any further?

’lhé.- fascists are out to inflict vieolonce irrespective of the state of the law,
How can we best defend ourselves from it? .

Can we for exarple place our hones in the rolice? This is an old guestion, and -~
history provides certsin answers. In Italy and GErrmany, the fascists drew much of
their support from those very forces of law and order. In Cemmany, amv officers
were a bastion of fasciam. The sarewas true in Spain, and in Chile today. For it
' should be obvious that the police have no great love for the workers roverment, and
even less for the targets of fascist attack, such as hlack peaonle. Magistrates
and judges are hardly neutral cither in tlicse ratters. This natural antipathy is




reinforced as the fascists begin to cain finance from sections of bic capital.
Socner or later the state operates hand in hand with the fascisss - a recent
exarple is the borbing at the Bonk of Agriculture in Milan in 1969, in which
16 people were killed: severnl rembers of the MSI (lending Itrlian fascist organisation)
were charged and relensed bv police chiefs (who were later found to be covering
up evidence) while anarchists werc helc in prison for years awaiting 'trial' on the

- flimsiest of ewidence: in France the uniformed Ordre Meuvest and the French police
marched side by side in June last yuar: in Chile, the Patria v Libertad movement
assassinated leftists and union leaders and helped organise the aabotage of
production; today they operats hadn in hand with the military junta.

All this means that we have to rely on leing able to deferd ourselves against the
fascists. We must seek to build 2 united front now of ~11 those forces, in the
vorkers and students movements, who are prerared to take concrete steps to stop
the fascists.

But do the needs of self-defance extend to stoppine fascist meetings? How can we
do it otherwise? The fascists incite their followers to violence ~nd storring
this agitation is vital to any effective self defence, In fact the rore successfully

the fascists carry out all their activities the more realistic their strateqy of
[clitical violence appears to potencisl siprorters arona the middle layers. And o
fascist movement which cannot even orcanise publicly without continual disruption from
us, is not going to attract much active survort from the big businessren whose money
the fascists are after. The only way to defend ourselves against fascists is to drive
them off the campuses and off the streets, As [itler said in 1923: ' Only one thing
ocould have broken our moverent - if the adversary had understood its rrinciple and
from the first day had smashed, with the rost extrere brutality, the nucleus of our
new movement'. In contrast to the Cerran worker=s this is exactly what the workers in
Britain did to l'osley. X

We are not saying that the struggle to defend ourselves and to crush the fascist threat
is only done by disrupting mectings, stopping their agitation, physieal strucole etc.
Of course we do need to exrose their ideas, kut it doesn't follow from this that we
should debate with ther. Vi will' not win them over by debate.Somebody who is convinced
jof the need to crush you can only be sterned bv makine this air impossikle throuch
'self-defence. Instead by promosing to debate ther » w2 will cnly give thar a further

{platform for fascist agitation and incitcment. The way to corbat their ideclogical
influence is by conductinc a continurus struggle against racism and natural chauvinism
among their potencial supnortors ( hence the irportance of the other aspects of the NUS
resclution) and by the viorkers rovement showing that it is able to provide practical
solutions to capitalist chaos other than the persecution of minorities, national
chauvinism and sacrificing its rilitancy and corbativity. but these tasks must co hand
in hand with the job of directl: putting a stop to fescist activities.

Is_it necessary to stop the racists too”

p%é%%‘i&%e?%ﬁiﬁ%%%&éﬁ“%? rhpmsehyce aseiats;  Booeh Pl ds.a.
responsible for attacks against black reople, however indirectly. ¥Vhen Jim Merrick,
leader of the Carpaisn to Stop Immicration in Bradford, offered floo reward for the
loncest list of illegal immicrants, hc was consciouslv incitinc racists and especially
fascists to unt down black people and intimidate ther. Vhen Frnoch Powell acitates for
'ml;mtaxy‘ repatriation, he mey or mav not be eware of his offect in stirulating skin-
heads to beat up Pakistanis and Indians, or that he is giving others a respectable
cover. Regardless of intention, racist acitators stir un social visnlence against
minorities. When any racist agitates, he may or mav not be aware of the fact that he
is encouraging the state to crush black people throuch ever rmore viecious lecal means
or the fascists throwh illecal mesns. Vhen he aritates, he mav not or may e consc’~is
of the effect he is havino in deereninc the divisions inside the workers rovement. The
same coes for Eysenck and those of his ilk. Ve will trv to enlichten them. Put we will
also stop them before thev do anv rore damace.,




e we doino something new?

By making its decision, is the NUS stomine over a line which others have not crossed?
Are we vioncering sorethino radically new?

It isn't necessary to tolk about the sort of measures which workers orcanisations take
against erployers associations and bourceois rolitical parties, when raking socialist
revolution. A workers state ensurcs thot the erployers and their representatives have
just about as much effective voice as they allowed the workers when they were in the
sadcllel But let's look at sorme less dromotic examples.

Trade uwnionists usvally manace to deter their emlovers and Tory 1Ps from attending
their meetings; print workers have occassimnally been able to interrupt the free flow
of editoral slander acrinst strikers by refusinc to print certain editions of newspapers.
When Mr Codber, forrer Minister of Arriculture, went to Pirmincham to do a rublic
relations job for Tory price volicy, he was drim off the strect by ancry housewives.
It Cowiley recently, milit.arm wives of strikers disrupted the founding reetinc of a new
strike=breaking orqnni&aticm, Mrs Millers'National Housewives Fssociatim' . Housnlow
Labour Council have successfully denled facilities to fascists and racists.

In ths thirties, the Mnsleyites were storped by battles at Cablc Street in Sheffield
and elsewhere. All these acticns have heen acainst "free specch' and contained a good
deal of violence, but thev were neccssary to defend the class interests of the workers
moverent.

Let's irplement the NUS policy. Let us join the ranks of those workers who fought
against fascism in the 3n's and not forget those whe died.

NC PLATFORM




