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I 
n a grovelling centre page spread by the 
editor John Haylett on 23 July the Morning 
Star (speaking for the Communist Party of 
Britain) interviewed Brendan Barber, retir-

ing Trades Union Congress general secretary. 
Barber made the following estimation of what 
was wrong with the banning of trade unions in 
the Government Communications Headquarters 
(GCHQ) by Margaret Thatcher in 1984; 

“There was a sense of trade unionism being 
under fundamental attack…We saw that re-
flected in the GCHQ ban on trade unions, which 
called into doubt people's basic national loyalty 
and patriotism.” 

Leaving aside the question of whether it is in the 
interests of the working class as a whole to 
insure the trade union rights of those whose 
business it is to spy for British Imperialism inter-
nationally and nationally (maybe it really is 
necessary to have basic national loyalty and 
patriotism to do that kind of stuff) Barber is 
using this example to assert that it is outrageous 
for Thatcher to slander the whole British organ-
ised working class as lacking basic national loy-
alty and patriotism. 

This phrase assumes there is a common interest 
between the British working class and the Brit-
ish Imperialist ruling class. As communists we 
know this to be a total lie; the more ruthlessly 
and efficiently capitalism exploits workers the 
more its profits and privileges are enhanced. 
The low level of the class struggle in Britain 
today is promoted and diligently fought for by 
the TU bureaucracy led by Barber. He is the 
legitimate spokesperson for the TU bureaucra-
cies, unanimously appointed by them. This has 
produced a massive increase in the gap be-
tween rich and poor in recent years.  

In an article on Montrose42's Blog, called The 
reason for riots in England 2011- is Gini to 
blame? we get the following. 

“Using this method (the Gini), the measure of 
overall income inequality in the United Kingdom 
now happens to be higher than at any previous 
time in the last thirty years. The Gini Coefficient 
of the UK is the second highest in Europe (0.34 
or so) and one of the worst in the industrialised 
world. The overall message when it comes to the 
UK is simple: income inequalities have been 
increasing, both recently and over longer time 
periods. These inequalities have been increasing 
at both ends of the spectrum. In other words, 
the poorest have fallen further behind the aver-
age, and the richest have moved further ahead.”  

http://montrose42.wordpress.com/tag/gini-
coefficient-and-the-riots-in-london-riots-in-
england-august-2011-the-reasons/ 

The Gini Coefficient is a measure of inequality in 
a state. A coefficient of 0 would mean income is 
shared equally between all individuals, whilst a 
coefficient of 1 would mean one person within 
the population has all the income and everyone 
else none. So a higher Gini coefficient figure 
indicates a higher level of inequality. 

The combined wealth of Britain’s 1,000 richest 
people is now £414 billion ($670 billion), the 
highest recorded by a 24-year-old survey, the 
Sunday Times newspaper said in April this year. 
In 2011 Save the Children said the number of 
children in the UK living in extreme poverty had 
risen to 1.6 million, with 290,000 in London. 

This is where basic national loyalty and patriot-
ism has got us. And the graph of inequality ex-
actly coincides with the rise and fall of the class 
struggle. It began to accelerate after the defeat 
of the winter of discontent and Thatcher assum-
ing office in 1978-9 and again after the defeat of 
the miner’s strike in 1985. Barber’s own com-
mitments to developing and 
defending the profits and privi-
leges of British Imperialism 
have never been in doubt. 
Anyone who impugned his 
basic national loyalty and patri-
otism would face the libel 
courts and he would undoubt-
edly win! 

But implicit in basic national 
loyalty and patriotism is loyalty 
to British Imperialism’s foreign 
wars for “peace, justice and 
democracy”, i.e. the imposition 
of regime change and opening 
up countries like Libya and 
Syria for the total domination of finance capital 
to super-exploit recources and services for the 
enrichment of imperialist multi-national corpo-
rations.  

So we see those who lined up with Imperialism’s 
regime change war on Libya performing the 
same service for their masters again on Syria in 
order to ingratiate themselves still further with 
the TU bureaucracies.  

From the Socialist Workers party online on 10 
Jul 2012 we get, 

“Stand with the Syrian revolt, The Syrian regime 
has brutally cracked down—but as Adi Atassi’s 
(a pro-imperialist Syrian– Ed) article shows, the 
spirit and resolve of the revolution remains un-
broken. Some argue that the West should send 
in military forces, to “help” the revolt. But West-
ern powers have a very different agenda from 
ordinary Syrians. They have brought bloodshed 
and misery to the Middle East to further their 
own interests. Others say we need the UN to 
come in and broker “peace” and power-sharing. 
Instead, socialists should look to the Syrian 
masses. They are determined to topple the re-

gime, and we stand in solidarity with them. That 
means doing everything we can to keep the 
West away from their revolt.” 

The active funding and arming of these “rebels” 
by Turkey, the Saudis and the Qataris on behalf 
of the US is just too troublesome a detail to be 
bothered with.  

Then there is the Alliance for Workers Liberty 
who think in the editorial of Solidarity & Work-
ers Liberty on 1 August 2012 that this is a genu-
ine revolution “for secularism and democracy” 
and “the content of the rebellion remains…both 
democratic and plebeian”. The term “plebeian” 
means a member of the lower classes and is 
suitable devoid of both class and anti-imperialist 
content to include reaction.  

Trotsky, in his 1939 article Moralists and Syco-
phants Against Marxism, tackles this method,  

But the masses are by no means identical: there 
are revolutionary masses, there are passive 

masses, there are reactionary masses... To in-
vest the mass with traits of sanctity and to re-
duce one’s program to amorphous “democracy”, 
is to dissolve oneself in the class as it is, to turn 
from a vanguard into a rearguard, and by this 
very thing, to renounce revolutionary tasks. 

But the AWL have indeed spotted a few 
‘problems’ in this mad Syrian rush to “liberty 
and democracy”,  

However some reactionary features are being 
strengthened. First, there has been a growth of 
independent, salafist Islamist militias, backed 
and funded from outside Syria (who are these 
funders? Ed). Two journalists were recently 
kidnapped by such a group in northern Syria and 
report that their captors were all foreign fight-
ers. Second, there has been drift within the main 
body of the organised opposition towards both a 
more (Sunni Muslim) religious and a sectarian 
(Arab and anti-Alawite) stance. One chant heard 
in Hama is, “The Alawi in the coffin, and the 
Christian to Beirut.” 

The ethnic cleansing democrats! And there were 
reactionary sponsors to boot,  

Editorial 

“Basic national loyalty and patriotism” and the US proxy war in Syria 

The Gini Coefficient for Britain showing the growth of so-

cial inequality since 1979, the Poll Tax riots slowed it 



Socialist Fight Page 3  

Leon Trotsky: I am confident of the victory of the Fourth International; Go Forward! 

 “Still, US officials are insisting they won't provide 
arms to Syria's anti-Assad forces or push for a no
-fly zone over rebel-controlled areas (the slack-
ers! – Ed). The US has been very active attempt-
ing to stop weapons getting to people who 
might later turn them on the US (and these guys 
would not lie to us, surely—Ed). The FSA has 
demanded weapons from the west — which it 
has a perfect right to do — but these have 
largely been denied (something which under-
lines the absurdity of “left” claims that the war 
in Syria is an “imperialist” provocation).”  

Or the absurd feigned naivety of the AWL. 
Nonetheless despite all these incidental prob-
lems of reactionary leaders, reactionary backers 
and reluctant Imperialists who need to be egged 
on to go for another regime change, 

“Workers’ Liberty supports the fight for 
women’s rights, secularism and workers’ rights 
in Syria. Down with Assad’s regime! For liberty 
and democracy!” 

Meanwhile Workers Power has managed to 
develop its pro-imperialist line from Libya to 
Syria. In an shocking piece on 14 August entitled 
Syria: Legitimacy and Division, Marcus Halaby 
gives full and uncritical support to the arch-
reactionary Free Syrian Army, attacking from 
the right not only John Rees, Sami Ramadani 
and Tariq Ali of the UK’s Stop the War Coalition 
(StWC) but Hilary Clinton herself. 

He thinks that talk of Western imperialist mili-
tary involvement is just so much nonsense, 
totally ignoring the vast floods of arms and 
assistance given directly and by their proxies in 
the Gulf as outlined by John Reese below. He 
complains that whereas Rees sees a danger of 
Imperialist intervention that scoundrel Tariq Ali 
is spreading the lie that this is already happen-
ing, he phoo-hoos Ali’s correct observation that 
“a new form of re-colonisation” is occurring and 
upbraids Hilary Clinton who has apparently 
begun to “mirror the Syrian regime’s own 
propaganda about the alleged presence of “al-
Qaeda militants” amongst the Syrian rebels”.” 

Workers Power, by contrast to all these slackers 
and backsliders, stands full-square with ‘the 
revolution’, 

“Our attitude, by contrast, is unequivocal. Any 
withdrawal of support for the insurgent forces 
would be a spineless dereliction of duty, the 
equivalent of desertion under fire (by US prox-
ies? - Ed). No socialist should be in any doubt 
that in the armed clashes between the Free 
Army and the Syrian regime, we should support 
the victory of the Free Army. It represents the 
democratic and social aspirations of the insur-
gent masses, and faces in battle the evaporating 
remnants of a sick and dying dictatorship.” 

This must vie for the most appalling passage 
ever penned by a group claiming to be Trotsky-
ist. Denying the obvious facts acknowledged 
now by even such newspapers as The Guardian 
that this is an Imperialist-sponsored political 
and military intervention to secure a far more 

pro-imperialist regime his only 
complaint is that the FSA 
“contains many political cur-
rents, it lacks structure and a 
consistent strategy”. Saudi 
billions are doing their best to 
overcome these problems, we 
can inform the comrade to 
bolster his enterprise, a Sunni-
dominated region is their aim 
and we can assure him that his 
very foolish notion that the FSA 
“represents the democratic and 
social aspirations of the insur-
gent masses” is so hilariously naïve that His 
Royal Highness King Abdullah bin Abdulaziz al 
Saud, the Custodian of the Two Holy Mosques, 
King of Saudi Arabia, would surely fall about 
laughing into his 88 year old beard if he heard 
the story. At least he will never be charged with 
a “spineless dereliction of duty” in the region. 

However Counterfire’s John Rees is anxious to 
tell a little more of the truth against his former 
evasive comrades in the SWP and the more 
open imperialist apologists of the AWL and 
Workers Power. In an article entitled Imperial-
ism and the Syrian Revolution back in April 2012 
he acknowledged even then,  

“Direct assistance to the Free Syrian Army is 
now significant. At the Istanbul conference rep-
resentatives of 60 countries pledged financial 
assistance to the main Syrian opposition group. 
Hillary Clinton said the US has agreed to pledge 
an additional $12 million for a total of $25 mil-
lion and to provide communications equipment 
to help the Free Syrian Army. 

Saudi Arabia and other Gulf States, who have 
become the organising centre for counter-
revolution in the region since they led the crush-
ing of the Bahraini revolution, are now promis-
ing to pay the wages of the Free Syrian Army 

…Wikileaks revealed a conversation between a 
member of the Strategic Forecasts (Stratfor) 
think-tank and high ranking US military officers 
in the Pentagon which they implied that ‘SOF 
(Special Operations Forces) teams (presumably 
from US, UK, France, Jordan, Turkey) are already 
on the ground focused on recce missions and 
training opposition forces.’ 

Ah but you see this does not make this an Impe-
rialist counter-revolutionary proxy war, you will 
be surprised to learn, because, 

The forces among the Syrian opposition calling 
for Western intervention are not by any means 
the whole of the forces fighting the Assad re-
gime…On the ground there are many Local Co-
ordinating Committees that are run by genuine 
democratic fighters, some of them socialists, 
who want to pull down the regime but who also 
reject western intervention. Even the Free Syrian 
Army is not a monolithic grouping with one 
national leadership but a patchwork of local 
militias combined with elements that have de-
fected from the Syrian Army.” 

So still there are some oppositionists represent-
ing the ‘real revolution’. We were told the same 
by the AWL, Workers Power and others during 
the war in Libya but these never saw the light of 
day. But even if these exist they can only be pro-
imperialists in the circumstance in which they 
find themselves in Syria because, as he writes, 

“If one is a militant in Syria then one’s main 
enemy is the Syrian regime. The second most 
important force that one has to fight against in 
Syria are those among the opposition who want 
to sell the revolution to the Western powers, the 
SNC and those in the FSA taking Saudi money. 
The militants taking this position deserve the full 
support of every socialist and democrat in the 
West, even if they are not the dominant voice of 
the Syrian opposition.” 

This is totally incorrect. The main enemy of all 
the workers and oppressed on the planet is 
always and ever Imperialism as global finance 
capital and its agents. Lenin demonstrated this 
essence in Imperialism, the highest stage of 
Capitalism in 1916 when rearming the Bolshe-
viks to face the coming global revolution. 

The SWP continue to follow their blind and 
backward pro-imperialism. The AWL are always 
anxious to outflank them by more openly cham-
pioning the cause of global imperialism which 
they have been doing since Matgamna backed 
British Imperialism in the ‘Falklands War’ in 
1982. Despite its very correct attack on that 
position at the time, Workers Power is now 
vying with the AWL to become the most ardent 
champion of today’s predatory wars of imperial-
ism. However as against the Socialist Party and 
the SWP both tend to be on the left on the 
question of the class struggle, they support the 
principle of mobilising the rank-and-file against 
the TU bureaucracy, WP in the Grass Roots Left. 

Rees split with the SWP to the anti-Leninist 
right. Far from being a leftist criticism of the 
SWP’s opportunism his is simply a more sophis-
ticated way of appeasing the TU bureaucracy; 
Counterfire is a popular frontist grouping. But 
even that measure of independence is not al-
lowed to the SWP by the likes of the United Left 
bureaucrats in Unite; they must not be seen to 
oppose their “left wing general secretary” even 
to that minimal extent. But really there is not 
much doubt about the basic national loyalty and 
patriotism of these groups. Such is the contra-
dictory character of all centrist currents. 

War Crime: Defenders of Aleppo about to be slaughtered by the 
pro-imperialist Free Syrian Army; their anti-imperialist basic 
national loyalty and patriotism is rejected by the AWL, WP, the 
SWP and Counterfire in line with the TUC’s Brendan Barber. 
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Socialist Fight com-
rades attended the 
rank and file con-
ference; also pre-
sent was the SWP, 
workers power, the 
socialist party and 
socialist appeal. 

Seventy people were present with construc-
tion workers from Scotland and the North-
west. Steve Kelly was in the chair who said 
one year after BESNA 1 was defeated fantas-
tic support and we have to prepare for new 
battles ahead. 

1) Election of a new jib national committee. 
The following were elected Jim Harte, Russ 
Blakeley Steve Aitcheson Kevin Williamson 
Steve Ballard Steve Kelly Pete Shaw and 
Andrew Wilkes. 

2) Finance Steve Kelly reported a healthy 
bank balance of £5000, due to support and 
donations. Scotland has their own account. 

3) There was a report on the combine com-
mittee which has argued for dl labour only. 
There would be a meeting on 27th Septem-
ber in Sheffield 

4) Future activities-this was the most inter-
esting as many construction workers from 
the floor showed their growing hostility to 
the bureaucracy in unite. Steve Kelly and 
Kevin Williamson reported that crown house 
a major employer who has refused to join 
the Joint Industry Board (JIB) would be tar-
geted next. It was decided to hit every site 
starting with crown house for recruitment 
and organisation of unite. Kevin said it had 
the full backing of unite and Gail Cartmell 
the Assistant General Secretary of Unite, any 
regional secretary who did not support the 
action should be reported and made sure 
that they supported the decision. 

The major concern of workers was to get the 
blacklisted workers back onto the site and 
elected as stewards again. Opposition to 
agencies and the blacklist should be used to  
leverage and tackle the blacklist and casuali-
sation. Many of the speakers from the floor 
said most of the activists and shop stewards 
are blacklisted. Kevin one of the workers 
who displayed hostility to Unite’s leadership 
said nothing happens, there is a lot of work-
ers blacked and nothing happens from the 
unite leadership. Blacklisted workers are not 
getting a start; he said we should go outside 
the union offices to get these lads back on 
the site. It was stressed that the union has 

to fight and back us to get blacklisted work-
ers back on the site irrespective of the court 
cases over blacklisting. Suggestions from the 
floor were for, 

 1) a register of labour through the sites, this 
could easily be compiled by unite officers in 
construction 

 2) get rank and file supporters elected on to 
the RISC sector committees in unite. 

Other contributions from the floor stressed 
that there were different unions like Ucatt, 
Unite and the GMB in construction and we 
should have one union for construction. 
Other construction workers asked what the 
bureaucracy spends on unite. Steve Kelly 
stressed that the only way is to get the 
blokes off the site and we will win. The SWP 
speaker showed as in the past that any rank 
and file independent of the bureaucracy has 
gone, he stressed that you should work with 
the officials and like others suggested that 
blacklisted workers who cannot get work 
should be employed by Unite as officials, in 
line with their defeatist attitude about the 
working class they see no strength in the 
working class and end up pandering to the 
bureaucracy. It was decided that the rank 
and file committee would seek a meeting 
with Gail Cartmell over the suggestion that 
blacklisted workers could be employed as 
organisers to ensure that these sites are 
fully unionised and that workers should be 
pulled off the sites who do not employ 
blacklisted workers. It was also decided that 
this Friday there would be a picket of crown 
house sites 

The most positive contribution came from 
Jeremy Dewar a Unison steward represent-
ing Grass Roots Left which is the most princi-
pled rank and file organisation whose poli-
cies are for independent rank and file activ-
ity calling for democratic election of officials 
on a workers wage and he pointed out the 
role of the lefts in the recent pension dis-
pute in the NUT where the lefts are in a 
majority i.e. The SWP and the whole action 
was called off. Rank and file committees 
should be formed everywhere. There has 

been a rank and file committee formed at 
BAA amongst the cabin crew. At Remploy 
where workers are being dismissed there 
has been very little activity from the unite 
bureaucracy. Occupations and strikes are 
the way forward “we have to control the 
officers”. 

The task for construction workers is to make 
grass roots left a truly independent rank and 
file organisation and for continual picketing 
and direct action on the sites, to insist that 
blacklisted workers are employed and en-
sure that on all sites workers should be lob-
bied and persuaded to walk off the site until 
the blacklist is removed and blacklisted 
workers are given a job on the site. At all 
times a struggle must be waged against this 
unite bureaucracy and confronted every-
where. They have a history of betrayal and 
treachery it is a danger to think that black-
listed workers should be given organisers 
jobs. This unite bureaucracy is rotten to the 
core and must be dragged kicking and 
shouting to support blacklisted workers and 
ensure that they are given proper work. This 
will be the role of grassroots left when it 
calls a unity conference where all construc-
tion workers will be invited. The rank and 
file showed last year that this can be done. 

Rank and file conference Conway Hall 11th August 
Report by Laurence Humphries  

Guess who's come to gatecrash dinner? Sparks in Central London on 15 February in the 

big action that secured the victory  



Socialist Fight Page 5  

Leon Trotsky: I am confident of the victory of the Fourth International; Go Forward! 

 

E 
veryone told us this wasn’t possi-
ble, from TfL at the beginning of 
the dispute to the scab leaders of 
the Employee Representatives 
union only a couple of weeks ago.  

But with one day’s strike action we just won 
£500. You might say we should do this every 
month! And you wouldn’t be far wrong. 
Only that one determined strike during the 
Olympics might have won us back all we’ve 
lost in recent years.  

And this is what makes this bonus so bitter-
sweet. Drivers all across London know that 
Unite could have done so much better by its 
members. Drivers at East London Buses 
were forced into a £3000 p/a wage cut last 
year. Drivers at Sovereign are £7000 p/a 
worse off than that!  

All wage rises for all London bus drivers 
have been below inflation for years. That’s a 
wage cut every year. And where is Unite in 
all this? In July 2008 London Unite Buses 

boss Peter Kavanagh 
promised us a cam-
paign for parity to 
bring up all our wages 

to the level of the best paid drivers at East 
London Buses. Drivers across the capital 
were behind that call and still are.  

In 2011 a race to the bottom commenced 
with lower rates for new drivers. At Arriva 
the Shires it’s £7.80 p/h for starters! Is that 
what Peter meant by parity? He got his 
wage rise anyway and a nice promotion to 
Unite Regional Secretary. We’ve got an offer 
of £500 we won’t get till 28th September.  

AMBUSHED  

We’ve been ambushed by TfL, the Tory 
Mayor and Tory Government. We’ve been 
forced into a decision without time to dis-
cuss it with our mates in other garages.  

All of this was done with the blessing of 
those in charge of our union. They didn’t 
even publish details of the deal on the Unite 
website. Fact is – good as £500 is – it’s no 
substitute for all the money we’ve all lost to 
date.  

OUR STRENGTH  

The TfL, the Mayor and the Government 
need us more now than ever. They DEFI-
NITELY need us more than we need them.  

They already made a mess of the Olympics 
security plans, and they’re drafting in thou-
sands of soldiers to do the work G4S was 
supposed to. But there’s no way they’ll get 
24,000 soldiers to drive our buses. They 
know it and WE know it.  

All we want is what we were promised by 
our union – a decent rate of pay for every 
bus driver across London. We need to re-
store the £3000 p/a lost by East London bus 
drivers. And bring every other driver in Lon-
don up to the same rate. It’s not our busi-
ness if companies go bust. They’ve already 
banked enough profits from our pockets. It’s 
TfL’S BUSINESS to run the buses and to pay 
us for driving them.  

The Grassroots Left is an organisation of 
Unite members from the buses and beyond 
fighting to take our union back for its mem-
bers. This is your opportunity to tell us what 
you want to do.  

London bus drivers Olympics’ bonus: Well 
done the drivers! - London GRL 

T 
he latest circular to Unite bus 
workers tells us that “on June 
22 thousands of Unite bus 
workers came together in a 

historic act of unity”, that “every bus 
operator in London was forced to negoti-
ate in one room with Unite for the first 
time” and that there were “over 2,000 
new members joining since the start of 
the campaign”. It asked: “How can any-
one say this isn’t a total victory?” 

It is true that from zero offered at the 
beginning this represents a victory, but a 
very minor and limited one. It was 
achieved by strike action and can be 
built upon if we correctly assess what 
has been achieved. But this is only a 
small part of the story. A 29% minority 
voted against this deal, which concedes 
an Olympics bonus of £27.50 per com-
pleted duty, amounting to a maximum of 
£577 before tax. But those off sick, on 
holidays or having rest days will lose out. 

And there is no mention of the use of 
court injunctions during this dispute, 
granted to three companies by anti-
working class judges (are there any other 
kind?) on the most spurious grounds. 

Before that last day’s strike was called 
off, seven more companies had applied 
for injunctions. There was no question of 
Unite defying these laws, which declared 
illegal a 96.7% vote for strike action in 
Metroline, for instance. Until these laws 
are defied in a mass way and the laws 
repealed as a consequence, we will see 
the democratic right to strike effectively 
abolished by these injunctions. 

The bonus claim was also correctly seen 
by many as a diversion from the central 
attacks on bus drivers over the last three 
years, since the abandonment by Unite 
of the equal pay campaign in late 2008. 
Since then wage settlements have been 
below inflation for all drivers. A two-tier 
workforce has been introduced by the 
companies across London with not even 
a token show of opposition from Unite. 
And this has escalated recently - for in-
stance, Metroline introduced its new 
starter rates on January 1 2012 without 
even bothering to consult the union. 
That amounts to effective derecognition. 

Because there is now such a two-tier 
workforce then it is obviously in the best 
interests of all companies to get rid of 

the higher paid ‘senior’ staff, so the rate 
of disciplinaries and sackings has enor-
mously increased, with final written 
warnings awarded for brushing another 
bus mirror and sackings for three reports 
of missed passes for passengers who 
could have boarded by the back door. 

Of course, a strike during the Olympics 
on the above might have won us back all 
we lost in recent years. And this is what 
makes this Olympics bonus “total vic-
tory” such a bittersweet pill to swallow. 
Drivers all across London know that 
Unite could have done so much better 
by its members on the issues that really 
matter if they chose to fight on them. 

In July 2008 regional secretary Peter 
Kavanagh said: “If we don’t get parity 
across London by the time the Olympics 
starts, no-one will get to the starting 
line.” Not only have we not got that 
across London; we do not have it now 
within single garages themselves. At 
Arriva in Watford they pay £7.80 for 
starters. There is now total silence on 
the “race to the bottom” that they all 
condemned so vociferously in 2008. 

Unless the rank and file can rally against 
this bureaucracy we will get nowhere. 

On Diversions and ‘Total Victory’ By a London bus driver 
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Gerry D and Michael H of the Irish Republi-
can Prisoners Support Group in London met 
today with Ms Barbra Jones, Deputy Head 
of Mission at the Irish Embassy on Tuesday 
31st July at 11am. After an hour’s discussion 
it was agreed that the Department headed 
by the Tánaiste and Minister for Foreign 
Affairs and Trade, Eamon Gilmore T.D. 
would answer in detail the questions be-
low: 

1. The prison protest in Maghaberry: As you 
will be aware an agreement was struck be-
tween all interested parties in August 2010 
to resolve the issue of strip searching of 
prisoners. The Prison Officers refused to 
implement this agreement by rejecting the 
use of the BOSS chair. If the BOSS chair is 
good enough for use by the prison authori-
ties in the US state of Texas why is it not 
good enough for the north of Ireland? As 
you will be aware conditions are appalling 
and atrocious in this prison now because of 
the dirty protest used by the prisoners to 
protest these brutal strip searches which 
often have no conceivable function except 
to humiliate and degrade the prisoners and 
break their spirit. 

According to the Family & Friends of Repub-
lican prisoners, Maghaberry, 

 “On Wednesday 15th February, terminally ill 
republican prisoner Brian Shivers was bru-
tally assaulted by prison staff while attend-
ing Belfast City Hospital…When he arrived 
back at Maghaberry he was met by a Gover-
nor who took a note from him of all that had 
happened during the hospital visit. Brian 
asked for painkillers and informed him that 
he wanted to phone his solicitor. Brian was 
then told that he would be strip searched 
again. Already bruised and battered and in 
excruciating pain due to the assault, Brian 
was forcibly strip searched by six screws. As 
a consequence, Brian was left in the holding 
cell unable to move. He repeatedly asked for 
painkillers which he never received…Brian 
has been left with bruises on his face and 
body and his previous back injury has been 
severely aggravated. He has been left bed 
ridden and relies on assistance to move 
around. To add insult to injury, Brian has 
since been charged with assaulting the 
screw who instigated the attack.” 

Can the Irish Government make representa-
tion to defend the democratic rights of its 
citizens like Brian Shivers in Maghaberry and 
seek to resolve the issue of the use of the 
BOSS chair to allow conditions in Magh-

aberry to return to normal? 

2. Why does the Irish Government always 
fall down in getting the repatriation of Irish 
citizens serving time abroad as most other 
governments do? Why must this work al-
ways be done by pressure groups and not 
the Irish government? In particular why was 
Noel McGuire transferred to Maghaberry 
Prison in the north of Ireland in November 
2009 and not to Portlaoise without interven-
tion by the Irish Government? 

3. Why is no representation made in the 
cases of Marian Price, Martin Corey and 
Gerry McGeough, Irish citizens who are ef-
fectively interned without charge on the say
-so of British politicians? In the case of Mar-
tin Corey how can the ruling of a High Court 
judge be overturned by a British politician to 
keep him effectively interned? 

4. Will the Irish Government intervene to 
prevent the deportation to Lithuania of Liam 
Campbell and Brendan McGuigan? Lithuania 
is a country neither man has ever seen. Also 
the effective kidnapping of Liam Campbell 
by the British state without protest by the 
Irish Government in the Lithuanian arms 
smuggling case that was entirely concocted 
by MI5 and their allies in the Irish and 
Lithuanian state secret services. 

5. Will the Irish government make represen-
tation to Brent Council leader Councillor 
Muhammed Butt to plead with them to stop 
the eviction of the Counihan-Sanchez family 
on the street on 13th August 2012? These 
are Irish citizens who are facing a horren-
dous fate if not assisted now. Their story 
was headlined on the front page of the Irish 
World on 21st July. 

6. What has happened to the Council of 
Ireland as agreed in the Good Friday Agree-
ment? Does it look like producing Irish Unity 
any time soon? 

7. What has happened in the case of the 
Israeli murder squad that used Irish pass-
ports to assassinate a Palestinian freedom 
fighter? Has the Irish Government obtained 
any redress from the Israeli state for this 
outrageous infringement of its sovereignty? 

8. We attach below a submission by Michael 
Campbell from prison in Lithuania. Can the 
Irish Government respond to the criticisms 
he makes of their Embassy’s treatment of 
him in Vilnius? Will the Irish Government 
make an intervention to defend the rights of 
its citizen and obtain his repatriation to 
serve his time in Ireland? 

Statement by Michael Campbell (July 
2012). 

The translator appointed for me when 
speaking with my solicitor was also working 
for the Lithuanian department of public 
prosecution! This meant i had no privacy or 
advice on any matter re my case. 

I was not allowed to make a phone call to 
my wife in Ireland for a period of three 
years. The Irish embassy in Vilnius did not do 
anything to help me. I did request their help 
but they seemed not interested. 

I could never hope to defend myself when 
not allowed to talk to anyone else. Letters 
by me to outside Lithuania took up to eight 
weeks as they had to be translated. 

I was held in a cell with several others who 
were heavy smokers for a period of three 
years - despite the fact there were non- 
smoking cells available. The embassy in Vil-
nius never made any effort to help me be 
moved to one of them. 

I was always in a cell with prisoners who did 
not speak any English even though there 
were English-speaking prisoners in the 
prison. I was in the cell 23 hours a day. 

I have not at any time seen the embassy 
person in charge - only the under-study. The 
under-study comes in to visit but only does 
as her supervisor instructs her. 

I asked the embassy for a statement on 
what the Irish government view was on the 
British MI5 operating in Ireland. I was told 
the Irish government had no view and would 
not give a view. 

The Irish embassy in Vilnius did not make 
any attempt to highlight the fact i was not 
allowed a visit from my wife for three years, 
or be allows a phone call. I believe this is a 
serious breach of my human rights. 

The Lithuanian state department imprisoned 
my wife Fiona for a period of four months 
without charge - even though they told me 
they believed she was innocent. They 
wanted me to talk about things I knew noth-
ing about or understood. 

Michael Campbell. (letter signed) July 2012. 

Questions from the IRPSG for the meeting with Ms Barbra Jones, 
Deputy Head of Mission at the Irish Embassy 
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IRPSG members Gerry Downing and Mi-
chael Holden attended a meeting at the 
Irish embassy in London on Tuesday July 
31st. The meeting was at the instigation of 
the IRPSG who had written to the Irish am-
bassador requesting a meeting to discuss 
the worsening situation in HMP Magh-
aberry where a number of republican pris-
oners are on 'dirty protest' - in an effort to 
highlight the brutal strip-searching the pris-
oners are forced to undergo when they are 
due to appear in court or have out-of-prison 
medical treatment. The purpose of the 
meeting also was to bring to the attention 
of the ambassador - and through him the 
Irish government - the illegal detention 
without trial of Gerry McGeough and Mar-
tin Corey - and particularly Marian Price-
McGlinchey - who was arrested in April 
2011 while attending a 1916 Easter Rising 
rally in Derry. Her health has become a 
major factor with those campaigning for her 
release and she is currently hospitalised and 
in an intensive care unit suffering from 
pneumonia. The case of Brian Shivers - a 
sentenced prisoner and terminally ill - was 
also used as an example of how indifferent 
the Irish government is when it comes to 
standing up for Irish citizens. Despite his 
illness he is being brutally treated in prison 
yet no protest is forthcoming from Dublin. 
It's shameful. 

 The meeting took place at 11am on Tues-
day morning in a lecture room at the em-
bassy. The ambassador was not available 
but had appointed two embassy officials to 
represent him - 

Barbara Jones, Deputy Head of Mission and 
Deirdre Lyster, Political Secretary. 

The meeting was opened by Gerry Downing 
who presented Jones and Lyster with a list 
of questions from the IRPSG. He pointed 
out that the prisoners mentioned above 
were Irish citizens and it was the general 
feeling of not only the IRPSG but many in 
the Irish community that not enough inter-
est is ever shown by the Dublin government 
when it comes to defending the rights of it's 
citizens in Ireland and overseas. He men-
tioned the case of Michael Campbell in 
Lithuania as a case in point. Michael Camp-
bell is incarcerated 23 hours a day in a cell 
with three other prisoners who do not 
speak English, and only recently is he al-
lowed to telephone his wife back in Ireland 
after almost four years. He also has not 
even seen the embassy representative in 
Vilnius - only her deputy. The Irish embassy 
there had failed miserably to give Michael 

Campbell the kind of support 
he is entitled to - by allowing 
the prosecution in his case to 
use the same Lithuanian 
translator as the defence 
council - and are now refusing 
to accept letters or financial 
assistance sent to the em-
bassy for him by well-wishers.  

 In reply Barbara Jones 
thanked the IRPSG represen-
tatives for the interest they 
are showing re the treatment 
of Irish prisoners in Ireland 
and abroad. She had listened 
to what we had to say with 
interest but said we should 
not leave the embassy with 
the feeling that the Irish gov-
ernment was not concerned 
about what is happening in 
Maghaberry. She was not 
aware of the Michael Camp-
bell case - but did know an 
extradition case is pending for 
his brother Liam in Belfast. 
We pointed out he had been 
kidnapped by the Brit-
ish Special Branch when he 
crossed the border - and that 
the Irish government had 
never tried to extradite him to 
Lithuania. Again we made the 
point - the Dublin government 
had fallen down on defending 
Liam Campbell - by 
not protesting to the British 
government about his kidnap-
ping and extradition warrant, 
or demanding his immediate 
release following his arrest. 

Michael Holden mentioned 
the use by Israel of a Mossad 
murder squad who used Irish 
passports issued in Dublin to 
carry out assassinations out-
side Israel. At the time there 
had been an outcry and a 
protest to the Israeli govern-
ment but the matter was al-
lowed to die a death. In any 
other country there would have been a 
huge outcry, picketing of the Is-
raeli embassy etc but again the Irish govern-
ment failed to stand up for the state itself - 
not to mention its citizens. 

Barbara Jones said the Irish government 
does a lot of work behind the scenes. Al-
though statements are not al-

ways issued the Dublin administration is 
working closely with the British and Stor-
mont regimes to try and reach an agree-
ment on many issues to do with prisoners, 
and extradition matters. She said our con-
cerns were important and would be lis-
tened to. A full report on our meeting is to 
be sent to Dublin and there is the possibility 
of further meetings. 

REPORT OF THE MEETING AT THE IRISH EMBASSY 31st JULY 2012 
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Shame of the Irish Left 

M 
ost of the Republican prisoners 
in Maghaberry jail have now 
been on dirty protest for two 
years.  When they cannot 

throw their faeces out the window, they 
spread them on their cell walls.  Urine goes 
out the window or under the door.  These are 
terrible conditions in which to live anywhere 
but particularly awful when in confinement. 

It was after a few years of this kind of life that 
the prisoners in the H-Blocks resorted to the 
hunger strikes of 1980 and 1981, the latter 
resulting in the deaths of ten Republicans 
(from two different organisations) and proba-
bly permanent damage to a number of others. 

In those years, the prisoners were demanding 
political status and, in all but name, they won 
it after those ten deaths, until it was given up 
as part of the Good Friday Agreement.  Al-
though the prisoners in Maghaberry now also 
seek that status, it is essentially the degrading 
practice of strip-searching that is at issue.  The 
prison authorities refuse to implement an 
agreement that was reached many months 
ago to introduce the BOSS chair which gives an 
x-ray picture without prison officers needing 
to strip prisoners and probe and peer into 
their anuses. 

Every time they leave or return to the block, 
Rowe House, they are subjected to this de-
grading treatment.  Many resist.  Colin Duffy, 
held for years before he was found not guilty 
January this year, arrived in court one morning 
in his underpants.  Earlier that morning in 
Maghaberry he had been handcuffed to a 
radiator and his trousers cut off him by prison 
screws with scissors.  Arriving in court with 
bruises from Maghaberry is nothing unusual 
but teeth have been broken, muscles 
wrenched .... 

Marian Price, though ill, has been interned 
without trial now for two years and Martin 
Corey for longer.  Gerry McGeough was sen-
tenced to prison last year for an alleged attack 
on a UDR officer in 1981.  Gary McAdam is 
held, denied bail, for an alleged offence in 
1986.  Brian Shivers, suffering from cystic 
fibrosis and with about three years to live, was 
convicted on essentially the same evidence 
which failed to convict Colin Duffy and was 
sentenced to life (or death, realistically) in 
prison.  

These people belong to a variety of organisa-
tions and none. All are Irish Republicans.  All 
have declared themselves against some aspect 
of the process of normalisation of the colonial 

occupation of the Six Coun-
ties.  None are receiving the 
solidarity or support of the 
Irish Left. 

The Socialist Workers’ Party, 
the Socialist Party and the 
Workers’ Solidarity Movement 
are, certainly in terms of num-
bers of supporters, the main 
revolutionary socialist organi-
sations of the non-Republican 
Left in Ireland.  

 I stood on the pavement with 
others of the Free Marian Price campaign in 
Dublin on the evening of 18th July, holding up 
to those on the march against the Household 
and Water Charges a placard demanding her 
freedom, the eyes of some people I know on 
the Irish Left slid past mine without acknowl-
edging me.  Some others greeted me some-
what half-heartedly.   

What is wrong with the Left in Ireland?  Each 
of the organisations I named above, two of 
them Trotskyist and one Anarchist, regularly 
hold up the Irish icons of James Connolly and 
Jim Larkin.  Do they really think that either 
Jim would walk away from this issue?  Do 
they believe that they would for one minute 
hesitate about declaring their solidarity with 
the prisoners?  Yes, some members here and 
there do work for the prisoners and some of 
their publications have had a few articles on 
the subject; however, the picture generally is 
of sidestepping and protest after protest in 
Dublin has seen not one member of those 
organisations on the picket lines. 

The six or seven Special Branch men knew 
whom to harass – they went straight for the 
Marian Price campaigners and, quoting the 
Amendment to the Offences Against the State 
Act, demanded their names and addresses, 
even following them right up to Molesworth 
Street at the back of the march and accosting 
one of them there for the second time.  The 
Republicans – and those who support Republi-
can prisoners – habitually experience a level of 
harassment in the Twenty-Six Counties that no 
socialist organisation in the state can even 
approximate.  Were they to suffer it, loud 
would be their cries – and rightly so.  Is it just 
OK because it’s happening to others? 

In what other country in the world would one 
find people laying claim to any kind of revolu-
tionary socialist ideology turning their backs 
on their compatriots who are fighting the 
struggle for national liberation?  Well, yes, 
maybe in the Spanish state – the Trotskyists 
and Communists of Izquierda Unida, they do 

indeed turn their back on the Basque and 
Catalan prisoners.  Oh yes, and in France, the 
major Trotskyite groups and the French Com-
munist Party ignore the plight of those prison-
ers too.  And some Turkish communist and 
socialist organisations do not support the 
Kurds.  

One can accuse those parties of unionism.  
They wish to capture the whole state for the 
working class, they declare.  It seems op-
pressed nations declaring independence of the 
state would be inconvenient and is not a thing 
to be welcomed.  Clearly those socialists are 
wrong – but at least they have a logical rea-
son!  What is the reason of the Irish Left, 
which has no unionist ambition, not even 
within Ireland?  Could it just be embarrass-
ment, the wish to keep their hands clean, not 
to touch the national struggle?  People did kill 
and get killed in that, you know.  Yes, it wasn’t 
very nice, was it?   

And these are the organisations who offer 
themselves as a leadership for the Irish work-
ing class, to bring us to successful revolution, 
the overthrow of the state and its repressive 
forces!  

END 

NB: This article was published in Indymedia 
Ireland and on the author’s Facebook in July 
and drew a somewhat outraged initial re-
sponse from some members of the WSM and 
some other anarchists.  The fifth sentence of 
the eighth paragraph in the article above has 
been added to take account of their stated 
objections.  The main body and thrust of the 
article remains the same.  With the exception 
of one member of the SWP (who welcomed 
the article), members of that organisation and 
of the SP, some of whom are known person-
ally to the author, did not respond.  The article 
was welcomed by a number of Irish Republi-
cans, including independents and organisation 
members, as well as by a number of revolu-
tionary communists and socialists abroad. 

Irish Left ignores plight of Irish Republi-
can political prisoners By Diarmuid Breatnach independ-

ent revolutionary socialist  

In what other country in the world would one find people 
laying claim to any kind of revolutionary socialist ideology 
turning their backs on their compatriots who are fighting 
the struggle for national liberation?  
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M 
artin McGuinness’ hand-

shake with Elizabeth Win-

dsor was akin to a Serf 

bowing down in front of a 

Feudal Monarch.  

He is a petit bourgeois nationalist politically 

embracing the commander in chief of the 

British armed forces that since 1991 helped 

devastate Iraq and kill hundreds of thou-

sands of Iraqi men, women and children. It 

is estimated that around one hundred thou-

sand Iraqi military alone died in the conflict. 

After the end of the war Britain and America 

imposed the draconian economic sanctions 

on Iraq which lead to the deaths of 250,000 

Iraqi children who died because the eco-

nomic sanctions prevented the necessary 

drugs and medicines reaching Iraq. 

Madeline Albright The Secretary of State 

during Clinton's presidency of the US and 

who was involved in the implementation of 

the sanctions said that deaths of the Iraqi 

children was a price worth paying.  

Many Iraqis have also died from various 

blood cancers after coming into contact 

with depleted uranium left on the battle 

fields of Iraq by Britain and America at the 

end of the 1991 war. Depleted uranium 

remains radioactive for thousands of years. 

Britain and America couldn’t give a damn 

about the death and welfare of the Iraqi 

people.  

Then after invading Iraq in 2003, imperial-

ism killed over one million Iraqi people; 

while countless thousands more were in-

jured and maimed for life, while millions 

more were forced to relo-

cate inside and outside of 

Iraq because of the war. 

Today in Iraq there are five 

million orphans, casualties of 

imperialist war. 

The same armed forces 

along with the US, Italy and 

France killed thousands of 

civilians in Libya after many 

months of bombing that 

country in 2011. While Brit-

ain and America have also 

been responsible for the 

deaths of thousands of civil-

ians in Afghanistan. So you 

can see the Queen of Eng-

land has a lot of blood on her 

hands and it is the blood or 

many innocents.  

McGuinness was in awe and 

slave-like in front of Mrs 

Windsor - who is one of the 

wealthiest members of the 

British ruling class — whose 

`family down the centuries 

have benefited greatly from 

the economic tyranny of the 

British empire, British imperialism and Brit-

ish colonialism in Ireland and across the 

world.  

The question is, where will Sinn Fein’s revi-

sionism end? Perhaps in bed with the Or-

ange Order. Accepting the right of British 

imperialism to occupy and claim jurisdiction 

over the six north-eastern counties of Ire-

land, along with its acceptance of the Loyal-

ist veto on the re-unification of Ireland, 

must mean I think that Sinn Fein is now 

closer politically to imperialism, unionism, 

the Orange Order and loyalism than it is to 

the Catholic working class and million miles 

away from socialism and the needs and 

aspirations of the Irish working class north 

and south of the border. 

Some pockets of resistance linger: Above, Ronan O’Gara, inter-
national Irish rugby player, refuses the hand of Betty Windsor to 
assert Ireland’s right to self-determination at a reception to 
honour Ireland's Grand Slam rugby winners in Hillsborough in 
2009. Below, Martin McGuinness gladly takes the blood-stained 
hand to signal his abandonment of that just struggle in 2012.  

Sinn Fein bowing to the Queen is 
part of its move to the right By Charlie Walsh  

List Of Irish Republi-
can POWs 
Posted on Republican.ie 04 Septem-
ber 2011 http://republican.ie/
forum/index.php?/topic/79577-pow-
list/ 

Portlaoise 
Portlaoise Gaol 
Portlaoise 
County Laoise 

Ireland 

Cogus Prisoners on E2  

Michael McDonald [ 54 ] 28 years 
Tony Hyland [ 38 ] 25 years 
Michael McKevitt [ 62 ] 20 years 
Charles Anthony Deery [ 38 ] 10 
years 
Tarlach MacDomhnaill [ 27 ] 9 years 
Cormac Fitzpatrick [ 25 ] 9 years 
Gerard McGarrigle [ 42 ] 5 years 
Gerard Carroll [ 21 ] 4 years 
Darren Mooney [ 28 ] 3 years 6 

months 
Niall Farrell [ 34 ] Remand 
Patrick Tierney [ 26 ] Remand 
Patrick Gordon [ 22 ] Remand  

Posted 13 September 2011 - 09:21 
AM  

Information effective and accurate 
as of 12 September, 2011. 
Irish Republican Socialist Prisoners of 
War 

Name: County/City: Sentence/

Release: 

E4 Landing  
Portlaoise Prison  
Portlaoise, Co Laois 
Ireland 

Denis Dywer, Dublin 5 years 
Eugene Kelly, Dundalk  
Paddy Wall, South Armagh 7 1/2 
years 
Thomas Kelly, Dublin 5 years 
Neil Myles, Cork 4 1/2 years 
Jonathan Keogh, Dublin 8 years 
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 Noel Mooney, Dublin 8 years 
Gareth Bryne , Dublin 4 years 
Anthony Lee, Dundalk 5 years 
John McCrossan, Strabane 4 1/2 
years. 

Posted 26 September 2011 

E-3 
Derek Brady  

John Brock  
Sean Connolly  
Anthony Crowley  
Bernard Dempsy  
Aidan Hulme  
Robert Hulme  
Jim McCormick  
Thomas Morris  
Fintan Paul O'Farrell  
Barry Petticrew  
Declan John Rafferty  

 

Maghaberry Gaol 
Roe 3, Old Road 
Ballinderry Upper 
Lisburn, Ireland 
BT28 2PT 

1. Brian Shivers - Magherafelt 

2. Harry Fitzsimons - Belfast 
3. Sean McConville - Lurgan 
4. Damien McKenna - Lurgan 
5. Gary Toman - Lurgan 
6. Brendan McConville - Lurgan 
7. John Paul Wootton - Craigavon 
8. Kevin Barry Nolan - Co Cavan 
9. Gerard McManus - Letterkenny 
10. Willie Wong - Armagh 
11. Tony Rooney -Belfast 
12. Martin Corey - Lurgan 
13. Joe Barr - Strabane 
14. Jordan Whitehouse - Derry 
15. Sean O'Reilly - Belfast 
16. Robert O'Neill - Belfast 
17. Martin McCloone - Derry 
18. Mark McGuigan - Omagh 
19. Phil O Donnell - Derry 
20. Gerry McGeough - Co Tyrone 
21. Francis Carleton - Belfast 
22. Packy Carter - Co Tyrone 
23. Michael Johnston - North Belfast 
24. Dominic Dynes - Castleblayney, 
25. Brian Cavlan - Dungannon 
26. Brian Sheridan - Blackwater 
Town 
27. Raymond Whitehouse - Derry 
28. Raymond Wootton - Belfast 

29. Thomas Maguire - Belfast 
30. Mark Kerr - Derry 
31. Tony Taylor - Derry 
32. Kevin Murphy - Coalisland 
33. Kevin Vernon - Belfast  

Posted 01 March 2012 - 11:01 AM 

Special Supervision Unit - Isolation 

Liam Campbell 

Gavin Coyle 

Hydebank Wood 
Hospital Road 
BELFAST 
BT8 8NA  

Marian Price-McGlinchey 

MAGILLIGAN PRISON  
Point Road 
Limvady Co. Derry 
BT 49 OLR  

Noel Maguire  

Liam Hannaway 

The Grove 
Castlerea Gaol 
Castlerea, 
Co Roscommon 
Ireland  

(IRSP) Eddie McGarrigle 

Johnny McCrossan 

LUKISKES PRISON 
Lukiskiu bstr. 6 
Vilnius, LT 01108 
Lithuania 

Michael Campbell 

Justice for the Counihan family! 

Protest at the Brent Council Executive 
Meeting: 

6pm, Monday 16th July 2012, Town 
Hall, Forty Lane 

Isabel and Anthony Counihan and their five 
children, Vinnie, Aidan, AJ, Orla and Sarah (see 
photo), have been shunted out of  Brent to tem-
porary housing in Ealing where they have been 
left since April 2012 waiting for the Council to 

even make a decision on their situation, let 
alone re-house them in Brent. 

Across London poorer people, especially young 
people, are being pushed out of the city to make 
way for the better off. Glenda Jackson  the MP's 
response to the family's plight was “you can't 
afford to live in London, go the Wales”. This has 
been echoed by council officers: Brent Housing 
Advice advised the family “they could afford to 
live in Wales”. This is the modern day version of 
Cromwell's infamous edict to go "to Hell or to 
Connaught."  

We are saying to Brent Council that they must 
immediately find the family appropriate, secure 
and really affordable housing in the borough - 
and put an end to the unbearable stress and 
hardship that would have totally broken many 
people long before now. 

The Counihans need is clear and we support 
them unconditionally. Their story illustrates how 
the council is failing in their moral and legal 
responsibility to assist people in difficult circum-
stances. Instead it is mounting attack after at-
tack to remove people from the area. 

Brent Council have not only washed their hands 
of the family - they have begun to persecute 
them to drive them out. They did not tell them 
they had an option to remain council tenants 
when they moved to Ireland in 2007 and placed 
them in Priory Road NW6 at £690 per week 
when they had to return a year later. They paid 
£230 per week of this rent and HB the rest. 

In 2010 Anthony inherited 9.5 acres in Galway 
from his late father. The land has no planning 
permission and attempts to sell it failed. They 

rented it to a local farmer for €1,200 per year, 
which they immediately declared to the Council. 

How 'foolish' they were to tell the truth it turned 
out - only corrupt and lying bankers, press bar-
ons, police chiefs and fraudulent expenses-
claiming politicians can prosper in Cameron's 
Britain! 

Brent initially accepted the €1,200 as income 
but then declared the land as 'asset', cut all HB 
and sent them a bill for almost £70,000, later 
reduced to £46,000. They were evicted and put 
in a house in Ealing at £500. Two of the five 
children have developed severe stress related 
problems and the latest outrage has prompted 
Anthony to write to Perry Singh, the Brent Hous-
ing officer: 

"Our youngest child who has Autism has now 
had his Statement of Educational needs sent to 
Ealing & he is a Brent child. My wife is now on 
Valium from her doctor. We have been in limbo 
now for 7 months, how is anyone meant to cope 
with this ongoing stress? 

We would of fallen a long time ago if it wasn't 
for the support from The London Irish Centre 
(Lesley Ryan) & various others supporting us 
including my workers union. Do you expect me 
to pay £500 a week rent went I barely make 
£400 a week driving a bus. (A key worker in 
Brent, London). What are you trying to do to my 
family, a decision has been coming for 2 months 
now and were still waiting."  

We ask you to join us in supporting the Couni-
hans and invite other people facing similar injus-
tices to come forward and challenge together 
the vicious policies and practices of the council. 

The Counihan-Sanchez family; a story of Cameron’s Britain 
This is a story of Cameron’s coalition Britain. 
Many of us thought that these things could not 
happen again, the days of the hungry 30s and 
Cathy Come Home were gone forever. The two 
articles here are from two mobilisations for the 
family. The first refers to the picket and lobby of 
Brent Council Housing Executive on 16 July. Here 
the Labour party leader of the council, Muham-
med Butt, met Anthony Counihan and Leslie 
Ryan, from the Irish Advisory Centre, and prom-
ised them that he would personally review their 
case and get back to them in a few days. Instead 
the council issued a notice to quit for the 13th 
August and he did not reply until 14th August 
when a public meeting was held in South Kilburn 
and one Labour councillor attended. The letter 
merely affirmed his faith that the Council officers 
were correct in what they were doing to the 
family. He had washed his hands of the affair as 
if he had no political or moral responsibilities to 
the working class who elected him. A Campaign 
committee was set up at that meeting and this is 
reported on in the flyer on the next page.  
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T 
he Counihan-Sanchez family should 
be more of an inspiration to the 
people of South Kilburn than any 
Olympic medallist, challenging the 

hoops and hurdles erected by Brent Council, 
which are driving them and many other peo-
ple in the area beyond endurance.  

The family’s situation was the focus of a pub-
lic meeting on the estate on Tuesday 14th 
August which unanimously agreed that theirs 
is a battle we all must win. 

The meeting was held on the eve of the fu-
neral of another popular local resident, Ny-
gell Firminger who is believed to have been 
driven to suicide by the same vicious benefit 
cuts and sanctions the Counihans have ex-
perienced.  

In the run up to, and during the meeting, 
case after case emerged testifying to a gen-
eral housing crisis in the area, where poorer 
working-class people are living in misery and 
ultimately being driven out of London. 
Glenda Jackson MP was quoted as saying to 
the family that they should move to Wales 
because they could not afford to live in the 
city. This view has been reflected in the 
Council’s words and actions. 

In coming together, we are beginning to see 
the true cost of these cuts, the human cost 
which is what matters to us. As one family 
friend said, these two cases are only the tip 
of the iceberg. We are asking people to 
please take the time to get to know about 
the Counihan family’s situation, hear what 
the meeting resolved to do, and get involved.  

Many people feel powerless in the face of 
Brent Council and Government attacks. By 
coming together, organising, making our 
voices heard, and encouraging other to join 
in the fight back, we can and must win the 
right of decent homes for all. 

Isabel and Anthony Counihan and their five 
children were shunted out of the Borough by 
the Council into temporary accommodation 
in Ealing despite their roots in Brent, despite 
all the children being schooled in the bor-
ough. They are threatened with a further 
eviction from Ealing. The Council used the 
meagre income that the family declared from 
some land Anthony inherited when his dad 
died as a pretext for cutting the family’s 
benefits. This action, combined with the al-
ready unaffordable rents, have left the family 
in a dire situation, which we demand the 
Council reverse.  

The government is slashing housing funding 
to Brent by £104 million, which will affect an 

estimated 60,000 people. Our Labour con-
trolled Council must listen to the people call-
ing on them to fight these cuts with more 
than letters and words. Back in July the 
Counihans and their supporters took their 
case to the Town Hall, protesting outside and 
inside the Labour Council Executive meeting. 
At that very meeting the Executive voted for 
another round of hugely damaging cuts to 
housing - passively and complacently blaming 
it on the Tories, to the public’s disgust. 

Kilburn Labour Councillor Tayo Oladapo was 
the only councillor to attend our meeting on 
the estate. He explained the Council’s case. It 
was put to him by a family friend that the 
Council should set a “negative” budget, 
based on our actual needs and requirements 
and everyone gave her idea applause and she 
was backed up by other speakers. Tayo ex-
plained the Council’s fear that if they were to 
do that, the government would just send in 
its people to take over and manage Brent’s 
finances. He also tried to assure us that the 
Council were defending the most vulnerable 
people, and prioritising the most hard-up 
areas like Kilburn through their regeneration 
programmes.  

But a member of the Kilburn Unemployed 
Workers’ Group who shared fond memories 
of Nygell Firminger (who wasn’t treated as 
vulnerable by Genesis Housing or the authori-
ties) said “try living without any money for 
two weeks and face eviction and see if you 
don’t also become ‘vulnerable’.” He criticised 
the idea that money can be limited to crisis 
cases, while making cuts that are driving 
thousands of local people to that crisis point! 
Most people agree with the principle that 
resources should be allocated according to 
those most in need, but a decent secure 
home is a basic need for everyone, not just 
those who are vulnerable, with dependents, 
or with longstanding residency. And we all 
know that there is no shortage of wealth in 
society and that we are being shafted. 

We want Brent councillors to set an example 
to other councils and defy the government, 
refusing to set a budget of cuts and instead 
set the budget we need and demand. If they 
do that, then they will have the people be-
hind them. But if they won’t then they’re 
fighting us for the government! And we will 
have to fight. In only counting short-term 
financial savings, the Council is failing to ac-
count for lasting damage done to people’s 
lives, and is failing to represent us. 

The meeting resolved to take urgent radical 

action to win the Counihans case and to rally 
other people to fight against the cuts. The 
key decisions were:  

● To set-up a committee to campaign on the 
estate for the Counihans and other residents 

● To organise a picket of Glenda Jackson MPs 
offices for her callous remarks to the family 

● To demonstrate on Kilburn High Road this 
Saturday, slowing-down the traffic and rally-
ing local people;  

● To organise for a sit-in occupation at the 
Town Hall as a matter of urgency, to push the 
Council into action.  

The daily situation of the Counihans is one of 
increasing debt and misery. Isabel’s mum is in 
hospital with cancer, one son, Aiden’s eye 
condition has been flaring up needing hospi-
tal treatment, and four-year old Vinnie’s 
autism makes him unable to cope with the 
stress of uncertainty and instability. Isabel 
herself is waiting for a hip-replacement. This 
cannot be allowed to go on. 

After Nygell’s funeral service members of the 
Kilburn Unemployed workers’ group spoke 
with his friends and are determined to see 
justice done, with a view to holding people to 
account, protesting at the Inquest (1 Nov 
2012 at Barnet Coroners Court, Wood St, 
Barnet, commencing at 10.00) and ensuring 
Nygell’s old flat on Cambridge Avenue is 
turned into tenants’ rights centre to support 
people in Nygell and the Counihan’s situa-
tion.  

The meeting on the estate and Nygell’s fu-
neral mark a turning point on the estate, 
from people suffering alone to a campaign 
based on solidarity against the human cost of 
cuts.  

Please Join us 

The Counihan-Sanchez family: Vinnie, Anthony, 

Orla, Sarah, Aidan, AJ and Isabel  

Counting the Human Cost of Cuts, A Home in Brent for the 
Counihans-Sanchez,  

Justice for Nygell Firminger: Decent Homes for All! 
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T 
he MOVE organization surfaced in Philadelphia 
during the early 1970s. Characterized by dreadlock 
hair, the adopted surname Africa, the principle  
unity, and an uncompromising commitment to their 

belief.  The Move organisation were seen by the police as a 
radical organisation and similar to the Black Panther Party 
(BPP).  Both organisations' theoretical beliefs stem from 
different ideological standpoint.  The BPP being Marxist 
(Maoist) and MOVE ideology stems from John Africa. Both 
organisations served and defended the people, and cam-
paigned for the liberation of political prisoners.   

Instead of patrol and control mentality of the colonial police 
force, the BPP and MOVE campaigned to end police brutal-
ity. BOTH the BPP and MOVE became victims of such brutal-
ity. They faced the same state violence and murder (Fred 
Hampton comes to mind). The colonial authorities have 
historically  used violence to neutralise the BPP and MOVE 
by targeting BPP offices, and the devastating and cowardly 
events that occurred on May 13 1985. 

In brief: On May 13, 1985 the police dropped a bomb on the 
MOVE house , killing 11 people, including 5 babies. During 
the attack the police military operation included a SWAT 
team of snipers, as well as heavy equipment to tear down 
the fence surrounding our home. The police deluged the 
MOVE members with 10 thousand pounds of water pressure 
per minute fired from 4 fire department water cannons (for 
a total of 40 thousand pounds of water pressure per min-
ute). 

During this time a Officer James Ramp  was killed by a single 
bullet fired by the police. The MOVE 9 family members were 
charged with the murder . Delbert Africa was severely 
beaten by fascist cops non officers were ever charged with 
brutality. The MOVE 9 home (which is supposed to be the 
"scene of the crime" and therefore evidence) was  demol-
ished, by city officials. 

Judge Edward Malmed who convicted the MOVE 9  of third 
degree murder.  What is significant here is that Judge 
Malmed convicted the MOVE people as a family so he sen-
tenced them as a family; they were supposed to be on trial 
for murder, not for being a family.  The MOVE 9 were con-
victed for the murder of PC James Ramp and their sentenced 
to 30 – 100 years.  The Judge admitted that he didn't have 
"the faintest idea" who killed Ramp). 

 The reason why both the BPP and MOVE are perceived as a 
threat.  They both organised at grass root level and provide 
educational and welfare provision to their local working 
class communities. The BPP stood up against narcotics that 
saturated working class communities, which has historically 
been used by opportunist within the communities as well as 
a way to get police informers, a way to keeping a people 
down and in their place. The MOVE rehabilitated drug users 
and helped educate them on how to live naturally instead of 
contaminating their bodies with toxins. 

Ona MOVE for our Children! 

The MOVE 9 has been incarcerated 
for 34 years. 34 years ago they were 

punished for taking a stand against this system. They stood 
against brutality, rape, racism, drugs and they stood against 
the destruction and exploitation of family. They stood for 
ALL LIFE. The struggle of living truth against power contin-
ues. 

MOVE has long fought to protect children from the money 
first/slave based/murderous values- attacks of this system. A 
system that regularly beat and murdered  MOVE children 
and unborn babies- a system that seeks to destroy/control 
all of our children every day. 

The mentality of this system commands greed and selfish 
pride as its major flag bearers. These ideals, passed down 
from generation to generation, continue to destroy all life. 
This is why we consider ourselves to be a society making 
great progress yet all of life- the air, water, and soil we need 
to live, continue to be further damaged everyday. This sys-
tem financially thrives upon the 2 million people in the US 
incarcerated and the deaths of over 100,000 people each 
day from starvation and poverty. 

In order to destroy and exploit life the mind is conditioned, 
by the system, to thrive off of a false wholeness- a fake feel-
ing of rightness through constant monetary based instant 
gratification. Everyone is addicted to feel good bullshit. 
These fake oddities of human advancement- these techno-
logical “advances” are leaving us lifeless- keeping us blind 
and or emotionally unavailable to the fact that all of our 
privileges hinge on the death and exploitation of all life. 
Instead of life, everyone derives their worth from the phone 
in their pocket, the label on their clothes, the name on their 
car, etc… 

Remember, the fight the MOVE organization is waging in the 
courts and prisons is for your sons and daughters too, the 
drugs, the beatings and the homosexual rape of men and 
women by prison officials and inmates exist, the mental 
cruelty prisoners have to endure exist, and unless you are 
rich you and your children are not immune to these condi-
tions. The  MOVE organization is committed to putting an 
end to these conditions, not only in the prisons but outside 
the prisons as well…to quote John Africa “for while the lie 
only scars the entrance to the mind, the truth erases the lie 
and plant itself in the mind forever…”  

The truth is that we must stop depending on this system to 
raise our children and change our lives; it is only making 
things worse. A definition of insanity: repeating the same 
thing over and expecting a different result. I’d say that defi-
nition fits perfectly to us who think we can make it through 
the system. The system has and always will fail life. Wake up 
people, please, now, before it is too late and humans are 
responsible for destroying all life. This is 34 years too long. 
We need our brothers and sisters back. We need to grow as 
a people in revolution with life - sharing in the life first exam-
ple MOVE has given us. 

Free the MOVE 9 Now! We need them more then ever! 

  FREE The MOVE 9; Ona MOVE for our Children! 
 By Cinead D and Patrick Murphy, MOVE Supporters,  August 2012 

Thirty four years 
after the Aug. 8, 
1978 confrontation 
in Philadelphia, the 
eight remaining 
"MOVE 9" prisoners 
are still being de-
nied parole. MOVE 
is asking for sup-
port. A 2008 video 
series features inter-
views with MOVE 
members Ramona 
Africa (the sole 
adult survivor of the 
May 13, 1985 police 
bombing of MOVE 
headquarters) and 
Mike Africa Jr. (the 
son of MOVE 9 pris-
oners Debbie and 
Mike Sr.). 
 

Write to the 
MOVE 9! 

Debbie Sims Africa 
#006307 

Janet Hollaway Af-
rica #006308 

Janine Phillips Africa 
#006309 

451 Fullerton Ave 
Cambridge Springs, 
PA 16403-1238 

William Phillips Af-
rica #AM-4984 

Delbert Orr Africa 
#AM-4985 
1000 Follies Road 
Dallas, PA 18612 

Charles Sims Africa 
#AM-4975 
660 State Route 11 
Hunlock Creek, PA 
18621 

Michael Davis Africa 
#AM-4973 
P.O. Box 244 
Graterford, PA 
19426-0246 

Edward Goodman 
Africa #AM 4974 
301 Morea Road 

Frackville, PA 17932 
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The French Elections  

n a recent article on the French elections 
France: Fighting austerity or 'austerity-lite'? 
Richard Price, editorial board member of 
‘Labour Briefing’, and a member of Leyton 
and Wanstead CLP, wrote the article (linked 
below) which finished with the following 
paragraph rejecting revolutionary class 
struggle and Trotskyism, to simply embrace 
the old French CP orientation of electoralism 
to simply ‘reform and influence’, rather than 
win power and rule.  

“The main far left groups in France resemble 
a car crash. It seems self evident that those 
outside the FdG should join it without delay 
and seek to influence it from within. Formed 
as an electoral front, the FdG (Jen-Luc Mélen-
chon and the Front de Gauche ) needs to be 
transformed into an ongoing ”front of strug-
gle” to defend jobs, living standards and pub-
lic services from the attacks that will inevita-
bly flow from Hollande’s austerity-lite. The 
alternative will be a re-run of the disillusion-
ment and disorientation that followed the 
right turn under Mitterrand after 1982. The 
other pressing need is for the FdG to take a 
clear and unambiguous stand against all 
forms of racism and Islamophobia, and to put 
itself at the head of a mass national anti-
racist movement.” 

http://www.permanentrevolution.net/
entry/3418 

Yao Wenyuan from France answers him: 

13 Jul 2012 

Too many wrong words and so little sub-
stance. I should go through almost each para-
graph, each sentence, each word to extricate 
the journalistic "analysis" and that should be 
too long and, first of all, too annoying. 
A good journalist should have made even 
better and with less words. Have these peo-
ple the slightest care to think that workers 
don't have the time neither the patience to 
read this sort of lucubration coming from 
people who do not know the elementary 
facts of the situation? Or only very much on 
the surface, very generally? It is not enough!  

Not in any moment, but today just to write in 
generalities is a crime. And he is out of date. 
The Hollande program is a fierce attack on 
workers because he is a support of bankers 
and capitalists. And this has begun two days 
ago. There are more than 60 thousands work-
ers that will be fired with the complacency of 
the "socialist" government. In the automotive 
industry yesterday there has been an-
nounced 8,000 just in one big company; Peu-
geot. 

Elections are over, now we will see what is 

the value of the Trotskyist parties. For the 
moment, NPA (New Anti-Capitalist party) has 
got rid of their most reformists, petit bour-
geois elements. There has been a split re-
cently (Sunday) and a lot of ex-LCR reformist 
(a Trotskyist centrist party which dissolved 
into the NPA) to the core has left the party, 
the others try to implement a "left line". We 
will see. 

LO (Lutte Ouvrière) is doing the only possible 
thing after the elections, building a worker's 
opposition to the Hollande government. 
There is nothing left. Front de Gauche and 
PCF are on the other side of the barricade. 
No use to speak to the workers of them. They 
are in a "no-no" position to Hollande. No 
support, no opposition. You can judge. Mé-
lenchon is going underground on a clear elec-
toralist tactic. 

Worker's of Peugeot are trying to unite 
around the country every worker touched by 
the wave of redundancies and they have 
declared "war" on the Peugeot family. There 
are LO people there at the head of the union, 
POI people (Trotskyist centrists who followed 
Pierre Lambert) even Maoists but the mass is 
flabbergasted by the blow and psychologi-
cally not now in a mood of class war. Will this 
come? I am not a wizard. We must wait and 
see in September the traditional wage strug-
gle in France. That's the only hope we can 
have. To the devil with generalities! 

On second thoughts, after putting aside my 
anger against the so called "intellectuals" I try 
again. First of all the article is outdated. 
Things are going fast and the situation has 
changed completely. The electoralist process 
totally disguising the real facts and problems 
we have come to fore in the situation today, 
a massive wave of lay-offs was prepared for a 
long period but retained because of the elec-
tions. Bosses didn't want to bother Sarkozy 
and now, today they are much willing to 
bother Hollande. But there is also the conti-
nuity of the big offensive against the workers 
all over Europe because of the Crisis. 

Hollande plays the extended debate trick, 
putting the bosses and the union leaders 
together to talking endlessly to no use but to 
fool the people. It is a yearlong debate! Thus 
endless debate was Holland’s idea. And while 
the debate goes on the bosses talk and out-
side they has began firing people by the tens 
of thousands! 

That's the real picture. You want that I com-
ment on elections... 

Two possibilities: 

Or the worker's fight and you can't predict 
the issue, because they are not in a fighting 
mood for the moment. 
Or they don't and this will be a catastrophe 
for everyone in this country. They will finish 

the fight now or later. I am confident in the 
traditions of the French working class, but  it 
can be of no use too because of the magni-
tude of the fight that, frankly, I don't think 
people are psychologically prepared for. I 
hope I’m proven wrong, but these are only 
my hopes and wishes. 

For the moment, and because the 
"sectarians" (as this man Richard Price cate-
gorises the LO) are the only ones who try to 
build a left opposition to Hollande (there is a 
very big risk that the rage against this policies 
give a big advantage to the right and, worse, 
to the extreme-right i.e. Le Pen. and has a 
very little possibility in the automotive indus-
try to lead the fight, there is a little hope. I 
don't give more hope because if even the 
union leaders could be Trotskyist people, the 
masses are very backward. This is typical in 
France where you can have a "union" with 8 
workers in a 800 workers plant. Then you 
have a leadership with no base, or with a 
base who are totally on the opposite side. 

But, as we know, a baker is measured by the 
quality of his bread. We will see what can be 
done by those "sectarians", but we will see 
nothing from ‘others’, who are just good at 
talking or writing about things that they have 
not the slightest real idea about. These 
‘others’ have not undertaken the task of 
sending their people, if they have any, to the 
work-shops precisely for these kinds of situa-
tions. Better they hold their mouths before 
speaking of people, who for forty years, have 
made efforts to build a worker's party. Right 
or wrong - they are on my side. I can have 
some criticisms on them, but to speak of 
them as ‘sects’ as the bourgeois press does, is 
not my kind of attitude (to put it mildly). 

At this moment, they are preparing the work-
ers at other plants, seeking contact with 
them in a like situation and  trying to build 
"something" against the lay-offs. But the 
mood of the majority is clearly not for fight-
ing amid a hostile bourgeois press in this 
holiday period, added to which the govern-
ment say they for "helping the automotive 
industry" i.e. to bribe the workers with a little 
money to avoid a confrontational fight. These 
are the dominant elements against the "war 
against the bosses" called by the CGT leader 
at the plant, a well known LO militant 

This contradiction between the crying neces-
sity and the psychological state of mind of 
the workers (far apart or almost at totally 
extreme different places) is a big problem. 
They are trying (I am not saying that they will 
succeed, personally I think they can't, the 
task is to big for their forces) and that's all we 
have. Wait and see. There is nothing left 
albeit, to help as we can. But not, absolutely 
not calling them "sectarians" or you pass over 
to the other side of the fighting line. 

Letters page 

http://www.permanentrevolution.net/entry/3418
http://www.permanentrevolution.net/entry/3418
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Jim Creggan is superficial and 
wrong 

I 
f my words stem from my theory and 
practice within, and observing, the 
workers movement, and in that capac-
ity, with particular reference to the 

experiences of Marx/Engels/Lenin/Trotsky – 
this is neither accidental nor uncritically 
incidental. Which brings me now to the 
point of this letter - Jim Creggan’s erroneous 
references to the history of Marxist theory 
and practice in last week’s article – I con-
tend that he is superficial and wrong, both 
in details and generally, particularly regard-
ing Lenin’s struggle with Alexander Mali-
novsky/Bogdanov’s trend toward idealism 
(re- Materialism and Empirio-Criticism) in 
the Bolsheviks’ wing of the RSDLP before 
and after 1908, and Trotsky’s fight against 
the James Burham/Max Shachtman 
‘minority’ in the SWP(US) before and after 
1939 (see In Defence of Marxism). 

In both cases Creggan is a deceiver, whether 
expressed in ‘fuzziness’ (as scepticism) on 
Lenin versus Bogdanov, or on his ‘certainty’ 
to affirm Trotsky wrong versus the ‘minority 
SWP’. To logically rationalise his split with 
the Spartacists and whatever his political 

meanderings since then, he presents himself 
as a learned pacifier of ‘those tending to-
ward hasty differences’ who, would be sec-
tarians all – this method will teach nobody 
anything – starting from the questioning of 
why they entered the ‘revolutionary’ work-
ing class struggle in the ranks of one group/
party or other, and what ‘imperative disci-
pline’ keeps them in their place(s) or draws 
them away – or even what the group/party 
had ‘had’ – to originally draw them in.  

The ‘learned unifier’ Creggan, to give au-
thentication to his method, cites Lars T Lih’s 
credentials by way of introduction, as an 
example of a non-sectarian ‘historians con-
tribution’ as in Lih’s own ‘NON-Marxist la-
bel’, when he pontificates on the added 
value of Kautskyism to Leninism before and 
after August 1914. This is, to a critical Marx-
ist today, so much dirty water under the 
bridge diverted into a backwater – a flow, 
density and direction much sought after by 
sectors of the CPGB leadership, which we 
might correctly observe and acknowledge - 
with political hanker-chief to hand. 

Pertinently, Lenin and Trotsky were both 
much taken with Bogdanov’s philosophical 
views at the first turning of the 20th cen-
tury: 

 “... and how did you fare in questions of 
theory?” (said Lenin to Trotsky, on the lat-
ter’s arrival in London, winter 1902 - RR). I 
told him how we, as a group, has studied his 
book, The Development of Capitalism in 
Russia, in the transfer prison in Moscow, and 
how in exile we had worked on Marx’s Capi-
tal, but had stopped at the second volume. 
We had studied the controversy between 
Bernstein and Kautsky intently, using the 
original sources. There were no followers of 
Bernstein among us. In philosophy we had 
been much impressed by Bogdanov’s book, 
which combined Marxism with the theory of 
knowledge put forward by Mach and Ave-
narius (critical positivists). 

Lenin also thought, at the time, that Bogda-
nov’s theories were right. “I am not a phi-
losopher,” he said, with a slight timorous 
expression, “but Plekhanov denounces Bog-
danov’s philosophy as a disguised sort of 
idealism.” A few years later, Lenin dedicated 
a big volume (Materialism and Empirio-
Criticism) to the discussion of Mach and 
Avenarius ; his criticism of their theories was 
fundamentally identical with that voiced by 
Plekhanov...” - My Life (chapter 11) L. Trot-
sky. 

Profound differences with Lenin 

Without going into detail about the expul-
sion of Bogdanov, as a result of profound 
differences with Lenin on the editorial board 
of the Bolshevik’ paper Proletary, in 1909, 
and how they had both, immediately earlier, 
developed different ‘schools for Marxism’ in 
European exile centres, suffice to say that 
Lenin’s split with Plekhanov beginning in 
1903, was essentially on revolutionary party 
practice, but that he also learned to see the 
seed of outright idealism in Bogdanov’s 
theory, despite his practice within his own 
Bolshevik party leaderships’ ranks. This com-
pelled him to set the record straight by 
theoretically strengthening himself and the 
party in the course of laying out the bare 
bones of the epistemological idealist diver-
sions of Bogdanov and co., counterpoised as 
‘metaphysical Marxism’ against authentic 
Marxism - but without militant materialism.  

Bogdanov’s adherence to idealism, in the 
form and theory of ‘proletkult’, was to re-
main with the man throughout his life, and it 
was that, coincidentally, which became an 
accompanying string on the music sheet of 
the vulgar Stalinist ‘score to orchestra’. Pro-
letkult to - ‘socialism in one country’ - to 
Stakhanovite’s exemplary work-ethic. He-
roes all, under and within the ‘great garden-
ers' estate. As Lenin wrote. 

 ".. Marx and Engels, as they grew out of 

Feuerbach and matured in the fight against 

the bunglers, naturally paid most attention 

Response to Jim Creggan's 'Democratic centralism 
and the idiocy of sects' By Ray Rising 5 July 2012 

The works of James Burnham greatly influ-
enced the paleoconservative racist and 
reactionary author Samuel T. Francis. 

This article is in defence of the method of Lenin 
in writing Materialism and Empirio-criticism in 
1908. In all the recent controversy between 
Lars T Lih , Paul Le Blanc, Pham Binh, etc., over 
the origins and differentiation of the Bolsheviks 
and Mensheviks -2003 to 2012?-this work is 
completely overlooked. Other anti-Leninists like 
the late WRP leader Cyril Smith directly attack 
it, using the fact that Lenin had not yet studied 
Hegel in depth when he wrote it and so it has 
elements of the Second International’s me-
chanical, formalistic materialism, i.e. Lenin was 
not yet the dialectician he had become by 1917. 

But this is a cover for rejecting the powerful 
essence, the vital necessity to combat the ideal-
ism and subjectivism of the “God-builders” in 
the movement as represented by Bogdanov and 
Lunacharsky who were following the critical 
realists Mach and Avenarius. Lenin’s prodigious 
efforts, over 200 works consulted, studies at 
libraries in three European capitals, enabled 
him to win the new layer of revolutionaries 
who led the seizure of power in 1917. The 
struggle also saved the political soul of 
Lunacharsky, whom he attacked for attempting 
to “accommodate pseudo-religious sentiments 
in the world-view of Communism”. 

The Creggan article was published in Weekly 
Worker on 28th June 2012- http://
www.cpgb.org.uk/home/weekly-worker/920/
democratic-centralism-and-idiocy-of-the-sects -  



Socialist Fight Page 15  

Leon Trotsky: I am confident of the victory of the Fourth International; Go Forward! 

 to crowning the structure of philosophical 

materialism, that is, not to the materialist 

epistemology (as the primary side) but to the 

materialist conception of history. That is why 

Marx and Engels laid the emphasis in their 

works rather on dialectical materialism than 

on dialectical materialism, why they insisted 

rather on historical materialism than on 

historical materialism. 

Our would-be Marxist Machians approached 

Marxism in an entirely different historical 

period, at a time when bourgeois philoso-

phers were particularly specialising in episte-

mology, and, having assimilated in a one-

sided and mutilated form certain of the com-

ponent parts of dialectics (relativism, for 

instance), directed their attention chiefly to 

a defence or restoration of idealism below 

(pre-Kant, so backward to Berkeley) and not 

of idealism above (post-Hegel and to Feuer-

bach/Marx)- RR inserts). 

At any rate, positivism in general, and Ma-
chism in particular, have been much more 
concerned with subtly falsifying epistemol-
ogy, assuming the guise of materialism and 
concealing their idealism under a pseudo-
materialist terminology, and have paid com-
paratively little attention to the philosophy 
of history. Our Machians did not understand 
Marxism because they happened to ap-
proach it from the other side, so to speak, 
and they have assimilated - and at times not 
so much assimilated as learnt by rote - 
Marx's economic and historical theory, with-
out clearly apprehending its foundation, viz., 
philosophical materialism .." -  

And the result is that Bogdanov and Co. 
deserve to be called Russian Büchners and 
Dührings turned inside out. They want to be 
materialists above, but are unable to rid 
themselves of muddled idealism below! In 
the case of Bogdanov, “above” there is his-
torical materialism, vulgarised, it is true, and 
much corrupted by idealism, “below” there is 
idealism, disguised in Marxist terminology 
and decked out in Marxist words. “Socially 
organised experience,” “collective labour 
process,” and so forth are Marxist words, 
but they are only words, concealing an ideal-
ist philosophy that declares things to be 
complexes of “elements,” of sensations, the 
external world to be “experience,” or an 
“empirio-symbol” of mankind, physical na-
ture to be a “product” of the “psychical,” 
and so on and so forth...” - ‘Materialism and 
Empirio-Criticism’ (chapter 6, part 2) V.I 
Lenin.  

Only half-hearted dab-
blers in revolutionary 
politics would claim that 
Lenin’s break with Bogda-
nov was foundered on 
‘fuzzy’ points – but per-
haps Mr Creggan was 
suggesting there was a 
‘concrete question’ divid-
ing the two, on which he 
couldn’t decide. Either 
way, this suitably takes us 
to the heart of the theo-
retical and concrete ques-
tions involved in Burn-
ham, Shachtman and 
others, fulminating 
against Trotsky’s defence 
of the property relations 
and the basic class nature 
of the Soviet Union as it 
degenerated from 1917 
to – the changed 
‘concrete question’ of the Stalin Hitler Pact 
in 1939, according to formalist, anti-Marxist 
Burnham, and his eclectic, agnostic-platonic-
Marxist cohort, Shachtman. 

If Mr Creggan had seriously studied In De-
fence of Marxism, he would know that it 
wasn’t Trotsky who initiated a split with B-S-
and others in the ‘minority’ – but that it was 
Trotsky who emphasised the need to give 
extensive leniency to the SWP minority and 
recommending that the majority seek to 
give the minority every reasonable facility to 
present the ‘grounds’ of their disagreements 
on their views regarding a ‘qualitatively’ 
changed concrete situation - vis-a-vis (a) 
Stalinist bureaucracy, (b) the Soviets states 
social base – as to what they both are and 
how to fight that which required implacable 
opposition whilst defending that which re-
mained a plus on the proletarian side of the 
revolutionary struggle. 

The minority demanded a referendum of 
the whole membership of the SWP to pro-
nounce upon the Stalin-Hitler pact’s effec-
tive ‘pro-Imperialist’ change – thereby 
falsely conjoining ALL the Soviet masses 
(and ALL the socialised property relations) 
axiomatically with Stalin, into a ‘de facto’ 
alliance with Hitlerite Germany. Trotsky 
replied on 21 October 1939 - (published in In 
Defence of Marxism) 

The Referendum and Democratic 
Centralism 

We demand a referendum on the war ques-
tion because we want to paralyze or weaken 
the centralism of the imperialist state (of 
Stalin-RR). But can we recognize the referen-

dum as a normal method for deciding issues 
in our own party? It is not possible to answer 
this question except in the negative. Who-
ever is in favour of a referendum recognizes 
by this that a party decision is simply an 
arithmetical total of local decisions, every 
one of the locals being inevitably restricted 
by its own forces and by its limited experi-
ence. Whoever is in favour of a referendum 
must be in favour of imperative mandates; 
that is, in favour of such a procedure that 
every local has the right to compel its repre-
sentative at a party convention to vote in a 
definite manner. Whoever recognizes im-
perative mandates automatically denies the 
significance of conventions as the highest 
organ of the party. Instead of a convention it 
is sufficient to introduce a counting of local 
votes. The party as a centralized whole dis-
appears. By accepting a referendum the 
influence of the most advanced locals and 
most experienced and far-sighted comrades 
of the capital or industrial centres is substi-
tuted for the influence of the least experi-
enced, backward sections, etc. 

Naturally we are in favour of an all-sided 
examination and of voting upon every ques-
tion by each party local, by each party cell. 
But at the same time every delegate chosen 
by a local must have the right to weigh all 
the arguments relating to the question in the 
convention and to vote as his political judg-
ment demands of him. If he votes in the 
convention against the majority which dele-
gated him, and if he is not able to convince 
his organization of his correctness after the 
convention, then the organization can subse-
quently deprive him of its political confi-
dence. Such cases are inevitable. But they 

Shachtman and Cannon in happier days: “Our Machians did 
not understand Marxism because they happened to approach 
it from the other side, so to speak, and they have assimi-
lated—and at times not so much assimilated as learnt by 
rote—Marx’s economic and historical theory, without clearly 
apprehending its foundation, viz., philosophical materialism”. 
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 are incomparably a lesser evil than the sys-
tem of referendums or imperative mandates 
which completely kill the party as a whole.’ 

Burnham never agreed with Marx-
ism  

It was messers Burnham and Shachtman 
who had invited anti-Marxists to write 
pieces for the SWP’s theoretical magazine 
and this was not separate from their ideals 
of ‘freedom to criticise’ the party’s Marxism, 
against that as represented and expressed 
‘as standing’ in the perspective and pro-
gramme of the majority membership from 
local/branch leadership to new member 
level. It was they who took it upon them-
selves to teach the party, as a whole, what 
they thought it should newly orient toward. 
Against what the duo claimed was bureau-
cratic conservatism by the James Cannon’s 
leading bodies and Trotsky’s theoretical 
direction from Mexico – Burnham declared 
he never agreed with Marxism and that to 
him dialectical materialism was a mystery - 
Shachtman said he adhered to Marxism, but 
that for him, it was absolutely decided on 
‘new’ concrete conditions which Cannon 
and Trotsky were not now appreciative of. 

Contrary to what Creggan said, when  ask-
ing: “Did not Trotsky, in In defence of Marx-
ism, upbraid Shachtman and Burnham for 
mentioning their disagreement over dialec-
tics in the pages of the US Socialist Workers 
Party’s magazine, The New International?..”  

- Well no, he didn’t fight them as an upbraid 
to their false conception of dialectics – he 
opposed their party intrigue as in opposition 
to the programme and perspective of the 
Fourth International which remained in 
defence of the social gains of the 1917 Rus-
sian revolution DESPITE Stalinism and its 
temporary appeasement with Nazism AND 
their preparedness to split the organisation 
of the SWP/US on precisely this issue – in 
their accord with US-wide petty bourgeois 
public opinion as war relentlessly ap-
proached. 

If the commentator had ever read Trotsky, 
he would also know that he didn’t make a 
volte face regarding Brest Litovsk simply to 
retain unity with Lenin, although that was 
factor in the need to consolidate what bor-
ders they could. 

Trotsky proposed ‘neither war or peace’ 
with Germany –so long as and under condi-
tions where he sought to see if the Russian 
revolution would find and encourage a revo-
lutionary edge to the German proletarians 
toward revolution itself – as an internation-
alist. He accepted after a period of months 
that Lenin’s instinctive evaluation of the 
balance of forces in Germany, meant that 
they were having to submit to even harsher 
impositions on the young workers’ state. 

So here and now the 21st century, is also 
the ‘modern’ question of the parties and 
groups, seeking to acquaint themselves with 
the history of communism, essentially: Len-
inism-Trotskyism-Stalinism, in the previously 

prevalent post war boom period where 
legality and credit finance predominated. In 
the rapidly developing re-emergence of 
death agony capitalism, all questions of 
value and private property between prole-
tarians and bourgeois and all valuable les-
sons of the difficulties of training and mould-
ing of revolutionary leaders – however small 
in number they currently be – comes to fore-
ground. But not as Lars T. Lih and Jim Creg-
gan would have you think and do. 

Ernst Mach, 1838-1916 “In mentally sepa-
rating a body from the changeable envi-
ronment in which it moves, what we really 
do is to extricate a group of sensations on 
which our thoughts are fastened and 
which is of relatively greater stability than 
the others, from the stream of all our sen-
sations” i.e. he thought that objective 
reality was a figment of our imaginations.  

Where We Stand – Socialist Fight EB 
1. We stand with Karl Marx: ‘The emancipation of 
the working classes must be conquered by the 
working classes themselves. The struggle for the 
emancipation of the working class means not a 
struggle for class privileges and monopolies but for 
equal rights and duties and the abolition of all class 
rule’ (The International Workingmen's Association 
1864, General Rules).  

2. The capitalist state consists, in the last analysis of 
ruling-class laws within a judicial system and deten-
tion centres overseen by the armed bodies of po-
lice/army who are under the direction and are 
controlled in acts of defence of capitalist property 
rights against the interests of the majority of civil 
society. The working class must overthrow the 
capitalist state and replace it with a workers’ state 
based on democratic soviets/workers’ councils to 
suppress the inevitable counter-revolution of pri-
vate capitalist profit against planned production for 
the satisfaction of socialised human need. 

3. We recognise the necessity for revolutionaries to 
carry out serious ideological and political struggle as 
direct participants in the trade unions (always) and 
in the mass reformist social democratic bourgeois 
workers’ parties despite their pro-capitalist leader-

ships when conditions are favourable. Because we 
see the trade union bureaucracy and their allies in 
the Labour party leadership as the most fundamen-
tal obstacle to the struggle for power of the work-
ing class, outside of the state forces and their direct 
agencies themselves, we must fight and defeat and 
replace them with a revolutionary leadership by 
mobilising the base against the pro-capitalist bu-
reaucratic misleaders to open the way forward for 
the struggle for workers’ power.  

4. We are full in support of all mass mobilisations 
against the onslaught of this reactionary Con-Lib 
Dem coalition. However, whilst participating in this 
struggle we will oppose all policies which subordi-
nate the working class to the political agenda of the 
petty-bourgeois reformist leaders of the Labour 
party and trade unions.  

5. We recognise that class society, and capitalism as 
the last form of class society, is by its nature patriar-
chal. In that sense the oppression of women is 
different from all other forms of oppression and 
discrimination. Because this social oppression is 
inextricably tied to private property and its inheri-
tance to achieve full sexual, social and economic 
freedom and equality for all we need to overthrow 
class society itself.  

6. We fight racism and fascism. We support the 

right of people to fight back against racist and fas-
cist attacks by any means necessary. Self-defence is 
no offence! We support ‘No Platform’ for all fascists 
but never call on the capitalist state to ban fascist 
marches or parties; these laws would inevitably 
primarily be used against workers’ organisations, as 
history has shown. 

7. We oppose all immigration controls. Interna-
tional finance capital roams the planet in search of 
profit and Imperialist governments disrupts the 
lives of workers and cause the collapse of whole 
nations with their direct intervention in the Bal-
kans, Iraq and Afghanistan and their proxy wars in 
Somalia and the Democratic Republic of the Congo, 
etc. Workers have the right to sell their labour 
internationally wherever they get the best price. 
Only union membership and pay rates can counter 
employers who seek to exploit immigrant workers 
as cheap labour to undermine the gains of past 
struggles. 

Socialist Fight is in the Liaison Committee for the 
Fourth International with the Liga Communista of 
Brazil and the Tendencia Militante Bolchevique of 
Argentina. It is produced by this Editorial Board: 

Gerry Downing, Ray Rising, Charlie Walsh, Carol 
Foster, Ailish Dease, Laurence Humphries and 
Aggie McCallum. 
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T 
he Olympics that were held in the 
capital of the inglorious British Empire 
are the continuation of a process that 
already has a long history of perver-

sion of the "Olympic spirit". What should be a 
celebration of the congregation of nations 
through athletes demonstrating their skills 
acquired during training as a result of the poli-
cies of their countries that support sporting 
activity. Far from being alienating, sports pro-
motes the physical and mental health of youth 
- when well run - away from the temptation of 
drugs it should integrate communities, prefera-
bly the most deprived, where the state should 
invest more heavily in the promotion of sport 
in all its modalities. 

However, sport has served bourgeois publicity 
and money laundering, and athletes are known 
to make use of anabolic steroids which creates 
deformed bodies, such as the American Mi-
chael Phelps, who has arms much larger than 
most human beings. This is not "genetic", but 
has developed since childhood from the use of 
growth hormone. And all in the name of 
"competitiveness", capitalist values betray the 
real purpose of the Olympics. 

Brazil is experiencing a development of slums, 
where the soccer fields of the working class 
neighborhoods have become meeting points 
for the consumption and sale of narcotics, 
playing the total opposite role opposite to that 
for which they were created. These facilities 
are not maintained to educate the youth of the 
suburbs in the healthy practice of the sport; 
they do not have sports counselors, physical 
education teachers, etc. 

Physical education professionals, faced with 
the violent degrading of the teaching profes-
sion, increasingly aspire to be "personal train-
ers", working in the academies of the middle 
class and the bourgeoisie, feeding the "cult of 
beauty and eternal youth". Because bourgeois 
media bombards them with this propaganda 
frequently these professionals resort to using 
anabolic steroids and substances which pro-
mote muscle strength, but this "swelling" of 
the muscles - has dire consequences for the 
liver and heart. 

It often leads the student to premature death ; 
this is anything but sport. The profusion of 
people who make up our country with its di-
verse genetic mix strengthens the ability to 
provide high-level athletes. Unfortunately, 
successive governments do not invest in the 
sport and although we have improved our 
performance in the medals table in the Olym-
pic Games in recent decades, we are still a very 
weak country at the games, expressing nothing 
but the condition of semi-colonial Brazil. 

Politics and the Olympics: Failure to 
defeat the workers state 

All bourgeois powers since Adolf Hitler in 1936, 
have attempted to make "political use" of the 
Olympics as "propaganda for their regimes." 
Hitler built a mega Olympic stadium in Berlin 
and tried to promote the "German Aryan" as a 
natural ‘super’ winner. By this, they sought to 
denigrate the politics of ‘old’ democracies and 
the workers state of the Soviet Union, as infe-
rior. Contrary to their claims and racist propa-
ganda, the Nazis had to watch the victory of 
several black American athletes, particularly 
Jesse Owens, winner of four medals in athlet-
ics. 

The Soviet Union and others certainly invested 
a lot in sport, as a state policy of leisure, edu-
cation and healthy entertainment and human 
values of the youth to win them away from 
drugs and other vices which are injurious to 
workers. Sport was in every school in the East, 
all the sports fields spread across all districts 
with professional athletes who trained for the 
national and international competitions. This 
led to hegemony in the medal table for the 
USSR and East Germany for decades, far ahead 
of the United States, to the fury of American 
capitalists, who also used the preparation with 
racist connotations and sports at universities, 
to which a small portion the people - the small 
and big bourgeoisie - only have access. Only a 
few black members of the proletariat could get 
higher education; those who demonstrated 
exceptional skills in the sport, winning 
"scholarships" with a commitment to win med-
als for Uncle Sam and are often subjects of 
chemicals substance that make them "increase 
revenue". All capitalist propaganda made false 
accusations that the USSR was a haven for 
“chemical athletes" -to the humiliation of the 
U.S. these “facts” were never proven however. 

Even during the cowardly attack waged on the 
people of Vietnam who gloriously defeated the 
U.S., the USSR never boycotted any Olympics, 
and almost invariably came out as the winner 
of the medal table, too often putting the U.S. 
in 3rd place behind the German Democratic 
Republic that invested heavily in sport, educa-
tion and health of youth (always worth remem-
bering that Christiane F., the famous heroin 
addict, was on the WEST side of the Berlin 
Wall ... proving that the "Chemical Youth" was 
in the capitalist West, taking Heroin ...). But the 
Americans were the first to boycott the Olym-
pics because of reasons of "policies" .... 
(Christiane F. (born Vera Christiane Felscheri-
now on May 20, 1962) is a former heroin ad-
dict famous for her contribution to the auto-
biographical book Wir Kinder vom Bahnhof 

Zoo, and the film based on the book, which 
describes her struggle with various forms of 
drug addiction during her teens, Wiki.) 

Munich - 1972: a sad and inglorious 
Olympics 

But before we go to 1980, with the greatest 
Olympics of all time, we must recall the events 
in 1972 in Munich, West Germany. It was in 
Munich that a fraction of the PLO which had 
been expelled from Jordan by King Hussein in 
September appeared. They adopting the name 
"Black September" in reference to the nearly 
20,000 Palestinians killed in September 1970 
due to persecution by this desperado lackey of 
imperialism. The Olympics were held in Sep-
tember and on 5th of that month in Munich 
this group invaded the Olympic village, took 
Israeli athletes hostage and killed eleven of 
them who were about to compete for the 
Zionist Entity. 

As communists we respect and admire the 
courage of groups who risk their lives for the 
freedom of their people, who confront with 
courage against an infinitely stronger military 
power built by the great world bourgeoisie. We 
support unconditionally the guerrillas perse-
cuted by the Zionist state and imperialism, 
even if we disagree with the methods of indi-
vidual terrorism, which separates the selfless 
fighters from the masses. Sometimes do not 
even manage to inflict and punishment on the 
perpetrators. Even Steven Spielberg, director 
of Jewish origin and historically sponsored by 
the big Zionist bourgeoisie in the U.S. in the 
movie "Munich (2005)" was required to dem-
onstrate - in a politically correct and quite 
reasonable manner how the Israeli Secret Ser-
vice, the Mossad, hunted down and massacred 
dozens of those "suspected" of having partici-

The sad and melancholy spectacle of the imperialist degeneration of sport 
By Yuri Iskhandar and Humberto Rodrigues, Liga Communista Brazil, http://lcligacomunista.blogspot.com.br/2012/08/olimpiadas-de-londres.html 
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 pated in the events of Munich, how the "only 
democracy in the Middle East" (sic!) killed 
them in cold blood without trial.  

The imperialist media justified beforehand the 
massacre of 10,000 Palestinians and then justi-
fied the massacre of the "Black September" 
guerillas, accusing the USSR delegation of be-
ing "accomplice" of the Palestinians. The sports 
rivalry between U.S. and USSR was then aug-
mented by this episode in these Olympics 
which attracted a lot of attention, especially 
when the cases went to court in Munich. 

Basketball is a major sport in the U.S. with a 
longstanding tradition where they are seen as 
virtually invincible. Since 1936 they won all the 
Olympic gold medals in this competition, 
many, many times the Soviets have had to 
swallow the silver when, even without tradi-
tion, they invariably made it to the finals. In 
Munich, once again, the dispute was between 
Gold USSR and the United States in a thrilling 
match. There were only three seconds to finish 
the match and the Americans overcame a one 
point advantage. In a spectacular effort the 
Soviet captain, Alexander Alexandrovich Belov, 
scored the winning basket in two seconds 
remaining, the USSR won the gold, breaking 
the two decade-long hegemony of the U.S. 
(video of the final USA Basketball X USSR, 
1972). The arrogance of Uncle Sam would not 
let them acknowledge defeat and they accused 
the referee of error and were not on the po-
dium to receive the silver, which remains de-
posited at the headquarters of the Interna-
tional Olympic Committee until the present 
day. 

Moscow - 1980: the greatest of all 
time, Olympics boycott and the US 

The two cities that had lost the nomination for 
the Montreal Games in 76 were the only ones 
to apply for the 1980 Olympics; Los Angeles, 
USA and Moscow. By 39 votes to 20 in 1974 
the International Olympic Committee chose 
Moscow and the U.S. then announced the first 
major boycott of the Olympic Games in history. 
The Committee was very fearful for the future 
of the games. Jimmy Carter, the "Nobel Peace 
Prize" (sic) winner was the architect of the 
boycott, urging the entire western block to 
follow the U.S. The boycott took place under 
the guise of the Soviet occupation in Afghani-
stan. The defeat in Vietnam was still sticking in 
the craw of the U.S. government. 

In the books, The Bookseller of Kabul and The 
Kite Runner writers who were never pro-
Soviets are unanimous in remembering the 
times of the pro-Soviet Afghan government as 
a period of freedom - that's right, free - un-
usual in the country’s capital where there were 
many miserable and starving people. For the 
first time there were laws guaranteeing civil 
rights, religious freedom and above all, what 

was the greatest work of the pro-Soviet gov-
ernment in the country, there was education 
and mass literacy for the youth, particularly 
women, traditionally oppressed by domestic 
ostracism, the burqas and things that sort of 
thing. These fundamentalist regimes run 
counter to Islam itself and reflect only archaic 
tribal traditions of machismo patriarchy. 

While the Stalinist bureaucracy occupied Af-
ghanistan to secure control of the Asian bor-
ders of the USSR, the source of its parasitism, 
the U.S., could not endure that their enemies 
would lead to human progress and science, 
bring the eradication of illiteracy and increase 
large-scale quality of life for a miserable peo-
ple. They bore the guilt of the genocide of the 
Vietnamese people, napalm bombs in an at-
tempt to defeat the heroic resistance of Viet-
nam for its self-determination as a nation. This 
was too much for the pride of Uncle Sam. The 
solution, which had not yet been approved in 
the U.S. Congress, was to give military and 
financial aid to the Islamic guerrillas who de-
fended the barbarous opponents of the USSR 
and to boycott the Moscow games. The Ameri-
cans ended up allying themselves with the 
Islamic guerrillas, arming them to the teeth 
and filling their coffers of money only to then 
drink the poison itself on September 11 2001. 
History always takes its toll ... It is also worth 
remembering that investment by imperialism 
in wars and destructive forces is a dynamo 
propelled their macabre economy, the war in 
Afghanistan for the bureaucratized workers' 
state contributed to their economic exhaus-
tion. 

In the Moscow Olympics, the American boycott 
was somehow a failure. Only West Germany 
and Japan joined it. Historical allies like Britain 
and France went to the games, competing not 
under their national flag, but under the Olym-
pic flag. At the opening of the Games on July 
19, 1980, the Soviet delegation regretted the 
boycott with the phrase "O games, you are 
peace." As a tradition, Olympic flags are raised 
together with those of the host country and 
the country that will host the next competi-
tion. In place of the American flag the Soviets 
hoisted the white flag of peace to the sound of 
the American national anthem sung in the 
middle of Moscow. 

The workers state gave a show in the true 
Olympic spirit never before seen by mankind at 
any time. The Moscow Olympics impacted the 
whole world despite the boycott of American 
press. The opening was the first in which they 
presented a spectacle of colossal proportions 
of beauty, music, dance and plasticity in the 
Luzhniki stadium, the old Lenin stadium. 

The symbol of the Olympics in Moscow, the 
mascot "Mischa", nickname of Mikail, a teddy 
bear (the bear has always been the symbol of 
Russia) was the first Olympic mascot to gain 
international fame and admiration and the 

affection of people, particularly children. The 
USSR, peacefully spreading sport around the 
world, was beautiful and impressive. At the 
opening ceremony a movable panel composed 
of colored plates, Mischa sheds a tear. The 
press of the dictatorship in Brazil manipulated 
the images, showing this magnificent scene - 
which meant the lament by the Soviet boycott 
of the games - the final ceremony, saying that 
Mischa "wept for the end of the game”. 

The perfect organization and the absolute 
superiority of workers' states in the medals 
table, the message of peace and true Olympic 
spirit Moscow marked forever as the greatest 
Olympic Games ever. Mischa became the most 
famous Olympic mascot, remembered by all 
generations who have seen this wonderful 
event. Even American companies such as Kel-
logs, sold Mischa "stickers", all of us who were 
children at the time collected them. Mischa 
became the mascot of all Olympics, at all 
times. 

Los Angeles - 1984: deformation of 
games with the absence of the 
USSR 

The government bureaucracy of the Soviet 
Union unfortunately paid in the same currency 
and boycotted the Olympics in Los Angeles, 
USA. They missed the chance to slap their 
glove in the U.S. face and defeat them in their 
homeland, bringing the Olympic spirit, always 
denied by the Americans, to the motherland of 
imperialism. 

With the absence of the USSR and its non-
intervention in temporary Olympic Committee, 
the imperialist powers to make fundamental 
changes to the games. Until then only amateur 
athletes were allowed to participate in games 
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 but from 1984 professionals are al-
lowed. It was then that Brazil could 
send Internacional of Porto Alegre, a 
professional football team to represent 
the national team. Super athletes were 
trained and paid their weight in gold 
and so users of performance-changing 
chemicals began appearing at the 
games. 

Even so, after the U.S. won almost all 
the medals in Los Angeles, in the his-
tory of games the USSR remained con-
sistently in the first place in the medals 
table, despite not having participated 
in several of them and always sending 
amateur athletes. The memory of the 
posture of the Soviet workers' state in 
the Olympics will be forever regarded 
as the most consistent with the Olym-
pic spirit that governs the competition. 

Many would say that this text is a big 
apology for Stalinism. It is utterly false. 
We Communists do not really celebrate 
the end of the workers' state, even 
under the control of parasitic bureau-
cratic caste, as do the renegades of 
Trotskyism of LIT (PSTU), the Argen-
tines Partido Obrero and FT (PTS), the 
British Workers Power, etc. 

The theory of Permanent 
Revolution means that be-
cause of uneven and combined 
development we can only 
achieve democratic and na-
tional tasks through the social-
ist revolution. We see this in 
the performance in the Olym-
pics of the countries where 
capitalism has been restored 

Even the 1984 Olympics, when athletic 
competitors were still amateurs, the 
medal almost directly reflected the 
investment of each state in universal 
sport. Today, with the possibility of 
professional athletes competing, 
propaganda prepares them for this 
function from childhood. Like Phelps 
this is manifest in the distorted values 
which create vastly more unequal na-
tions. The imperialist states suck in the 
riches of other capitalist countries for 
their coffers and so can provide vastly 
greater investment in their athletes, 
who are also sponsored by the head-
quarters of large multinational corpo-
rations. Thus, while competition is 
apparently under the same rules at the 
time of the Olympics there is com-
pletely imbalance in the preparation of 
the contestants. Applying the ideas of 
permanent revolution to this we in the 

Communist League understand that in 
the semi-colonial countries who are 
dominated by imperialism the only 
complete and genuine solution of their 
national and democratic tasks that is 
conceivable is through the dictatorship 
of the proletariat. Therefore only those 
countries who have crossed over to a 
proletarian dictatorship (even a bu-
reaucratic or deformed one) can 
achieve a relative generic advance in 
their athletic teams. 

The overthrow of the workers states 
and the restoration of capitalism was a 
historic defeat for the working class we 
are convinced. Just see that China and 
Russia still stand out in the medals 
table in London, without even being 
imperialist states like USA, England, 
Germany, France and Japan. However 
today even as capitalist states they do 
so well for the simple reason that they 
have the advantage over the other 
semi-colonies and even on some impe-
rialist countries in that they were work-
ers states and have carried out a series 
of tasks of the bourgeois revolution 
(end of illiteracy, land reform, greater 
state investment in education and 
sports, etc..). 

Note also that for the same reason, 
despite having been knocked back 
economic and culturally with the capi-
talist restoration they have suffered, 
countries like Hungary, Kazakhstan, 
Ukraine and Belarus, the Czech Repub-
lic are among the 23 best placed in the 
medals table in London. North Korea 
and Cuba, the last two remaining de-
formed workers states of the twentieth 
century, despite the intense suffering 
of sanctions, with a territory and popu-
lation much smaller than Brazil, for 
example, are also among the top 
medalists. 

 On the final medals table in London, of 
the 23 countries with most gold med-
als, nine were semi-colonies that have 
undergone social revolutions, showing 
that the expropriation of private own-
ership of means of production - despite 
the Stalinist bureaucracy whose policy 
of "peaceful coexistence" with imperi-
alism paved the path of restoration – 
made possible (although only a portion 
remains)) a huge leap forward for na-
tions that once were free of capitalist 
exploitation and imperialist parasitism. 
New revolutions, with the construction 
of true Soviet State, will rebuild scenar-
ios much more beautiful than those 
mentioned above, allowing a higher 
and harmonious development of all 
human capacities. 

Table View 

Rank by Gold Country          Gold      Silver  Bronze  Total 

1 USA         46 29 29 104 

2 China      38 27 23 88 

3 Great Britain 29 17 19 65 

4 Russian Fed. 24 26 32 82 

5 South Korea 13 8 7 28 

6 Germany 11 19 14 44 

7 France    11 11 12 34 

8 Italy         8 9 11 28 

9 Hungary 8 4 5 17 

10 Australia 7 16 12 35 

11 Japan              7 14 17 38          

12 Kazakhstan 7 1 5 13 

13 Netherlands 6 6 8 20 

22 Brazil      3 5 9 17        

23 South Africa 3 2 1 6 

Letter from Anna of the Workers 
Revolutionary party of Greece 

Hi Comrades, 

These are the latest developments from Greece: 

 There's of course the incident with the 19 year old Iraqi who 
was killed by the fascists in Athens last week (http://
www.eek.gr/index.php?
option=com_content&view=article&id=1079%3A-19-
&catid=100%3Aantifa&Itemid=29), 

More attacks on wages, pensions and the public sector coming 
our way in September  (http://www.eek.gr/index.php?
option=com_content&view=article&id=1018%3A2012-07-07-19-
47-32&catid=38%3Apolitics&Itemid=72), 

The district attorney ordering the Halyvourgia strikers at Aspro-
pyrgos to return to work, with the strikers and protestors resist-
ing for a while in the face of increased pressure from the riot 
police present outside the factory forcing the workers to return 
to their poorly paid jobs and poor working conditions while 
Manesis (the factory owner) continues to exploit them without 
any concessions (http://www.eek.gr/index.php?
option=com_content&view=article&id=946%3A----------q-
q&catid=46%3Alabor&Itemid=75), 

 You can include the role that PAME played there to keep the 
strike isolated from other workers at other factories, and to 
keep the Trotskyists from having too much influence there 
given our stance of self-organisation and workers' power, etc. 

Cheers,  Anna 
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T 
he liberation of Vietnam and 
the other nations of Indo-
China is the greatest blow 
struck at imperialism since 

the Chinese revolution. Like the lib-
eration of China from the Kuomin-
tang, the rout of Thieu in South Viet-
nam was led and organised by Stalin-
ists. But Stalinism in Vietnam, which 
finally carried to a successful conclusion 
the military struggle against imperialism, 
was at the same time responsible for 
some of the worst defeats and betrayals 
of the Vietnamese revolution. 

This political contradiction reflects the 
fundamental threat which imperialism 
levels at the gains and rights of working 
people of the entire world, no matter 
what attempts the Stalinist, reformist 
and centrist parties may make to find a 
basis for equilibrium. 

But because we indicated the Stalinist 
political character of Ho Chi Minh and of 
the Vietnamese leadership – and drew 
out the political implications of their 
policies in the 1945 revolution, when 
they murdered the Vietnamese Trotsky-
ists and allowed French troops to return 
to Vietnam – the Workers Socialist 
League has been stridently vilified in the 
pages of Workers Press, paper of the 
revisionist Workers Revolutionary Party, 

This takes the form of a series of four 
long articles by Stephen Johns: 
‘Stalinism and the Liberation of Viet-
nam’, in Workers Press (August 5th.-
8th.) of which the last instalment is an 
attack on our article ‘Vietnamese Trot-
skyists’, in Socialist Press of June 12th. 

PURPOSE 

The central purpose of Johns’ fraudulent 
excursion into history is to deny that the 
Vietnamese leadership is Stalinist. His 
formal logic (backed by the marching 
orders of the WRP leadership) forbids 
him to recognise this fact or the contra-
diction it crystallises. 

As he puts it (several times) “if a revolu-

tion took place in Vietnam . . . how did it 
occur without a revolutionary leader-
ship?” This ‘logic’ leads Johns not only to 
distort the history of the Stalinist leader-
ship in Vietnam, but to falsify wholesale 
the struggle of the Vietnamese Trotsky-
ists. 

Apparently without being aware of it 
(though other leaders of the WRP, such 
as National Secretary Gerry Healy, cer-
tainly are) Johns also raises one of the 
most fundamental political and theoreti-
cal questions in the post-war history of 
the international Trotskyist movement: 
what is the significance of the fact that 
Stalinism has overthrown capitalist 
property relations and established de-
formed workers’ states in many coun-
tries, including China and Eastern 
Europe? 

1953 SPLIT 

The basic split in the Fourth Interna-
tional, in 1951-3, took place when a 
faction led by Michel Pablo capitulated 
politically to Stalin, ‘logically’ and empiri-
cally concluding from these events that 
Stalinism was capable of an overall revo-
lutionary role. In the 1953 split some of 
the present leaders of the WRP fought 
organisationally against Pablo’s liquida-
tion of the Trotskyist cadres into Stalin-
ism, but never took up the struggle to 
found a political reply to it. 

In the recent degeneration of the WRP 
leadership the wheel begins to come full 
circle, and they set their journalists to 
apologetics for Stalinist politics, dragging 
the record of the Vietnamese Trotskyist 
movement in the mud. For similar rea-
sons they falsify their own role in the 
1953 split. 

Vietnam: WRP on the Road Back to Pabloism 
(Reprinted from Socialist Press No 19, October 15th 1975). 

Gerry Downing: If I have any criticism of the piece it is the wholly 
negative assessment of the contribution of Stephen Johns. He did 
produce many excellent works for the SLL/WRP like Reformism on 
the Clyde - the Story of UCS, 1973 about the Upper Clyde Shipyards 
work-in in 1972. Here he correctly assessed the counter-
revolutionary role played by Stalinists Reid and Airley. (see Socialist 
Fight no 5 Page 9: Jimmy Reid: “It cannae be Lenin —he’s deid” 
Obituary by Tony Fox, http://www.scribd.com/doc/45732197/
SocialistFightNo5-12) 

But this fundamentally wrong assessment of global Stalinism as a 
result of the inadequate and one sided struggle against Pabloism, 
really was the fault of the top leaders, Healy and Slaughter etc. They 
knew better. Johns and Royston Bull split because of this confusion 
to found a repulsive Stalinoid homophobic sect. Both WRP leaders 
Healy and Banda, in different ways, capitulated to Stalinism after the 
1985 split. Cliff Slaughter also ended up capitulating to Stalinism  (see 
In Defence of Trotskyism No 2 http://www.scribd.com/
doc/84911697/In-Defence-of-Trotskyism-No-2). He says of Stalinism 
in his Not Without a Storm: “it was only via this path – and not via 
the bourgeoisie – that nationalist capitalist states could be achieved; 
and that is the historic role the various Stalinist regimes, ‘workers 
states’ played. They prepared, and effected the transition of the 
nation to capitalism” (p284). 

The whole confusion is exposed in this WSL article. Its essence was 
objectivism, the world revolution was unfolding unstoppable and 
finding its ‘blunted instrument’ in the persons of Ho, then Arafat, 
Gaddafi, Saddam and ultimately and humiliatingly in the person of 
the arch-reactionary counter-revolutionary Islamic fundamentalist 
Ayatollah Khomeini. When Arthur Scargill was substituted for the 
world revolution in 1984/5 when international perspectives inevita-
bly came home to the domestic class struggle the whole point of a 
Trotskyist WRP was called into question and caused the 1985 split. 
Why forge international revolutionary leaderships when these ade-
quate substitutes were available a la Michel Pablo in 1953? At least 
Pablo’s Tito was some kind of a leftist workers’ leader, what can we 
say about Khomeini, who massacred the entire trade union and 
leftist leadership of Iran in 1980? 

It is not true either that the opposition to Pablo was simply organisa-
tional and not political. Although motivated by organisational self-
defence it contained considerable Trotskyist politics despite its inade-
quacy. Nothing else explains Healy's gains from the CPGB after 1956 
and Khrushchev’s secret speech followed by the invasion of Hungary, 
the only self-proclaimed Trotskyist group to do so. 

But truly an excellent piece, I had not seen it before and thanks to 
Sean Robertson in Australia (not his real name) who has posted this 
and other material on ETOL on what I regard as the real post WWII 
struggle for Trotskyism. Authorship is not given but may be John 
Lister. Later political degeneration, as with Johns, does not take away 
from their political contribution to Trotskyism at that time.  

Ray Rising: You may think John Lister penned this, but I rather think it 
was a collaborative effort by Robin Blick and Pierre Lambert (OCI in 
France), who saw in the WSL a means to stall and explode Healy in 
particular. It's true that that the French OCI critique would have had 
more informed, first hand evidence of developments in Vietnam and 
its history of struggle. The timescale and national variances of appar-
ently contradictory denunciations and approvals of Stalinism as 
nationalism, then internationalism, were themselves the result of 
Trotskyism being fragmented through political/theoretical disorien-
tation between SWP (USA) and European sections from 1943 on-
ward. 

Laurence Humphries: I think Ray is right if you remember around the 
time of the Thornett split the WRP argued that Blick /Jenkins were 
British agents of the OCI and were acting on the orders of Lambert, 
that is why Healy and Banda accused them of being an anti-party 
group who were fragmenting Trotskyism generally. 

First Published: June 1976.  
Source: Published by Folrose Ltd. 
for the Workers Socialist League. 
Transcription/HTML Markup: Sean 
Robertson for the Encyclopaedia 
of Trotskyism On-Line (ETOL). 
Copyleft: Encyclopaedia of Trot-
skyism On-Line (marxists.org) 
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 First we take up some of the main falsifi-
cations in Johns’ articles. On his own 
admission he knows next to nothing of 
the real record of Vietnamese Trotsky-
ism, in 1945 or before. How come? Be-
cause, as he disarmingly explains, the 
‘internationalism’ of the WRP stops 
north of Dover: 

“There is no thorough investigation in 
English into the role of the Trotskyist 
movement in Vietnam, still less a Marxist 
analysis. It appears that no Vietnamese 
Trotskyist has ever written an account of 
the Saigon events. [By ‘Saigon events’ 
Johns means the revolutionary power in 
Saigon in August-September 1945, the 
struggle of the Trotskyists to prevent the 
Stalinists allowing French troops to reoc-
cupy, and their murder at the hands of 
the Vietminh]. Most of the available 
material is in French, and an investigation of 
this would be required before any definitive 
view could be reached”. 

There could be no clearer statement of the 
cynicism and national arrogance with which 
Johns wields his pen. If only these foreigners 
would learn to speak English! Then perhaps the 
WRP would condescend to read about the 
policies they fought for – and he has the impu-
dence to accuse us of being petit-bourgeois 
English patriots! 

In any case, Johns is wholly wrong. There is a 
full account of ‘the Saigon events’ in the official 
journal of the Fourth International, by a surviv-
ing comrade of the International Communist 
League who played a leading part in them. (See 
Some stages in the revolution in the South of 
Vietnam in Quatrieme Internationale 1947). 

There is also a book published by the Interna-
tional in 1948 – jointly written by a Vietnamese 
and a French comrade – describing more 
widely the problems of the Vietnamese revolu-
tion: National movements and class struggle in 
Vietnam by Anh Van and Jacqueline Roussel. 
(Both of them are – regrettably for Mr Johns – 
in French). 

SCANDAL 

It is a scandal that the WRP – largest section of 
the so-called ‘International Committee’ – 
writes about a struggle which they say is the 
most important since the October revolution, 
and in which the Trotskyist cadres played a 
central part, without bothering to read these 
accounts. Ignorance, of course, does not inhibit 
Johns from condemning the Vietnamese Trot-
skyists for taking “far too superficial a view” of 
the peasants and for “an abstract and sectarian 
approach” to the national question. 

The ‘Saigon events’ of August-September 1945 
were revolutionary developments, and they 
moved rapidly. The critical time for the south 
of Vietnam (Cochinchina) was the entry of 

British, then French, troops in the first half of 
September to gain a hold in and around Sai-
gon. These troops were welcomed by Tran Van 
Giau, the Stalinist head of the ‘Committee of 
the South’ which claimed government power 
in the vacuum after the Japanese surrender in 
August. 

The cadres of the International Communist 
League were arrested by Giau on or just after 
September 12th precisely for issuing an appeal 
which denounced “the treasonable policy of 
the Stalinist government, and its capitulation 
before the threat of the general staff of the 
English troops”. 

The ICL’s words were only too true. By Septem-
ber 23rd enough French and British forces 
were concentrated in Saigon to launch a coup 
against the Vietminh, and drive them out of 
the city. From then on there was war through-
out the south Vietnamese countryside but the 
imperialists held Saigon, and French troops 
began to retake the Mekong delta area and 
drive northwards. Within a fortnight the Stalin-
ists in the south were victims of their own 
policy. 

Johns’ articles, however, slide over these criti-
cal days giving virtually no dates (the purpose 
of the chronology in Socialist Press of June 
12th was to make them clear). His aim is to 
confuse the situation in September 1945 with 
that in March 1946, when Ho Chi Minh was 
forced by massive French forces in the south 
and the north to sign an ‘independence’ agree-
ment. 

Johns then justifies this retreat on grounds of 
the “objective circumstances the Vietminh and 
the ICP (Indochina Communist Party) found 
themselves in in 1945-6”. In effect, Johns 
chooses to recognise the revolution by its 
backside, and then employs this as 
‘explanation’ for the defeat. 

Exactly the same opportunism is at work in 
Johns’ slanders on the Vietnamese Trotskyists 
in 1945. He attacks them on the basis of ex-

tracts from Trotsky’s short comments 
on their policies – in 1930! Using 
these, Johns charges them with: 

“a failure to grasp the peasant ques-
tion, an underestimation of the pro-
gressive role of nationalism, and the 
dangers of sectarianism towards 
both the working class and the peas-
antry”. 

He says – falsely – that they were 
opposed to “peasant soviets – which 
were in fact embryo liberated areas” 
and that their policies (“completely 
idealist” according to Johns) 
“accounted in part for their inability 
to withstand the liquidation of their 
movement”! 

Nothing could be further from the 
truth. The Trotskyists crystallised the tasks of 
the hour and the temper of masses of Viet-
namese in the August revolution. They put 
right to the fore demands both for the redistri-
bution of the land, and for the arming of work-
ers and peasants to defend national independ-
ence. In the huge Saigon demonstration of 
August 21st thousands took up their slogans. 
They still got mass support in the demonstra-
tions of August 25th and September 2nd, when 
the Stalinists had tightened their grip on the 
governmental apparatus. 

COMMITTEES 

In the countryside peasant committees were 
dealing with the parasites of French rule 
wholesale: in Saigon-Cholon the Trotskyists led 
numerous local ‘Peoples Committees’. A 
‘Provisional Central Committee’, uniting about 
a hundred such committees, was set up after 
the August 21st demonstration and, on August 
26th, issued a programme for the revolution-
ary defence of national independence, for 
uniting peasants and workers via the Peoples 
Committees in towns and countryside, and for 
the struggle for a national assembly of Peoples 
Committees. 

The Provisional Central Committee held dele-
gate meetings daily, centring on the fight for 
armed defence of independence. On Septem-
ber 4th delegates from the workers’ districts of 
Banco and Phu-Nhuan brought forward pro-
posals to take over French-owned factories 
and produce war materials. It was also de-
manded that the Bank of Indochina be taken 
over and fortified as a centre of defence. 

On September 6th the Stalinist press and radio 
launched a concerted and vitriolic witch-hunt 
against the Trotskyists – on the same day that 
the British mission demanded the disarming of 
Vietnamese. On the 7th Tran Van Giau’s 
“Committee of the South” ordered the disarm-
ing of all other organisations. The decree de-
clared: 

“all those who call the people to arms and 

1924. On the occasion of the 5th Congress of the Communist Inter-
national in Moscow. In the centre is Leon Trotsky (3rd from the 
left), next are Joseph Gothon-Lunion, young militant of Guadalupe, 
Ho Chi Minh, and Jacques Sadoul. The second from the left is per-
haps Henri Jacob, and Piedra Sémard. 
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 above all to struggle against the Allies will be 
considered as provocateurs and saboteurs”. 

By (or just before) September 12th the Stalin-
ists welcomed General Gracey and the first 
detachments of British and Indian troops. On 
the same day (or the 14th, according to some 
sources) the Stalinists carried out the main 
police raids and arrests of Trotskyist cadres. 

STALINIST FEARS 

The Stalinists were equally fearful of the Trot-
skyists’ agitation on the land question. On 
August 27th Stalinist ‘Interior Commissar’ 
Nguyen-Van-Tuo declared: 

“All those who have instigated the peasants to 
seize landowners’ property will be severely and 
pitilessly punished”. 

He added: 

“We have not yet made the Communist revolu-
tion which will solve the agrarian problem. This 
government is only a democratic government. 
That is why such a task does not devolve on it. 
Our government, I repeat, is a bourgeois de-
mocratic government, even though the Com-
munists are now in power”. 

So Stephen Johns’ accusations of ‘neglecting’ 
national independence and the peasants 
should therefore be wholly directed at the 
Stalinists, not the Trotskyists. So powerful was 
the (largely spontaneous) peasant movement 
in the countryside – to which the Trotskyists’ 
policies gave political voice – that it took 
months of bloody warfare and torture by 
French troops after September to put it down. 

Thus did imperialism (allowed in the door by 
Stalinism) attend to the solution of the 
“agrarian problem”, and simultaneously re-
place “bourgeois democracy” by imperialist 
rape. As the Trotskyists well understood, the 
laws of the permanent revolution apply as 
strongly in defeat as in victory. 

DISHONEST 

But Johns’ dishonesty on the Vietnamese Trot-
skyists goes much deeper. The sole basis for his 
criticism of their policies in 1945 is a letter 
written by Trotsky in September 1930 (Johns 
quotes some passages from it, but conven-
iently ‘omits’ its date). The letter was ad-
dressed to a group of young Vietnamese com-
munists in France, supporters of the Interna-
tional Left Opposition. 

They included Ta Thu Thau, one of those killed 
in 1945. They were shortly to leave France 
(expelled by the government for agitation in 
support of Vietnamese independence!) for 
Vietnam, where they helped found the Trot-
skyist movement and fought for the positions 
of the Left Opposition against the Stalinist 
leadership of the Communist Party there 
(founded in February 1930). In 1931-2 they 

adopted revised positions which accepted 
many of Trotsky’s criticisms, and they built a 
considerable movement during the 1930’s. 

The character of Trotsky’s letter is clearly 
shown in the source from which Johns quotes 
it (International Socialist Review, September 
1973), 

That Johns, who has never led anything but a 
mendacious pen across a piece of paper, should 
read the Vietnamese Trotskyists a lecture on the 
problems of revolutionary leadership in Vietnam 
in 1945, going by weaknesses of some parts of 
their positions as new recruits in Paris in 1930, is 
grotesque. He simple writes off a decade and a 
half of revolutionary struggle. 

“PARTY” 

Johns also uses Vietnam as the platform for 
some fraudulent braggadocio on the WRP and 
the role of “the Party” – by associating the 
WRP with the Vietnamese Stalinist leadership! 
According to him the WSL’s criticism of the role 
of the Stalinist leadership flow from a wish to 
“attack the whole conception of revolutionary 
leadership”; specifically, our “method is hatred 
of the British revolutionary leadership – the 
WRP”. 

Attacking us for separating the peasant resis-
tance movement and the military struggle 
from the political leadership provided by “the 
Party”, Johns delivers a sermon on the need to 
have a party above all – the Stalinist Party in 
Vietnam, and the WRP in Britain. Of the strug-
gle in Vietnam he writes that the party has 
provided “always the leaders, organisers and 
tacticians of the struggle to liberate the south. 
The leadership did not reside in any one town 
or city, but in the Party – without the Party the 
victory in Vietnam could not have occurred”. 

DISSOLVED 

How then does Johns explain this – that on 
November 11th, 1945, as French troops drove 
deeper and deeper into Cochinchina, Ho Chi 
Minh in Hanoi dissolved the Indochina Commu-
nist Party! (In 1943 Stalin had dissolved the 
Comintern as a peace-offering to US imperial-
ism). The communique stated: 

“In order to destroy all misunderstandings, 
domestic and foreign, which can hinder the 
liberation of our country, the Central Executive 
Committee of the ICP in meeting assembled on 
November 11th 1945, has decided to formally 
dissolve the ICP. 

Those followers of Communism desirous of 
continuing their theoretical studies will affiliate 
with the Indochina Association for Marxist 
Studies”. 

From then until the party was re-established in 
1951 the Stalinists organised through the Viet-
minh. 

In July 1946 they sponsored the formation of a 
social democratic party in the north. Part of its 
programme stressed “Reliance on parliamen-
tary means, peaceful organisational methods, 
and propaganda”. These events are clearly 
indicated in one of Johns’ sources. Needless to 
say respect for “the Party” prevents him from 
being so indelicate as to mention them. 

Lastly – how does Johns assess politically the 
results of the Stalinists murdering the Trotsky-
ist leadership in Saigon? He calls it a 
“dastardly” act and “an outright counter-
revolutionary blow”. But why was it counter-
revolutionary? Because “it deprived the 
masses of the possibility of an understanding 
of international Stalinism and therefore dis-
armed them in the face of the parasitic and 
counter-revolutionary Moscow bureaucracy”. 

This is the quintessence of the WRP’s abandon-
ment of Trotskyism. Revolution and counter-
revolution themselves are contemplated in 
wholly idealistic terms. Johns – eager at every 
point to exonerate Vietnamese Stalinism from 
material responsibility for the defeat of the 
revolution – just turns his back on the real 
situation in Saigon and the south. 

The Vietnamese were disarmed, not “in the 
face of the Moscow bureaucracy”, but by the 
Stalinists in Saigon in face of two imperialist 
armies who were already landing. The murder 
of the Trotskyists destroyed the political spear-
head of the struggle for workers and peasants 
power, and for revolutionary defence of inde-
pendence. With their liquidation, the road was 
open to French imperialism and the 
‘agreements’ forced on the Vietminh in 1946. 

But Johns lifts the whole question to some 
ideal fairy-land outside the borders of Vietnam. 

On the subject of Ta Thu Thau’s (above) death, 
here are the words of Ho Chi Minh in 1946, as 
told by Daniel Guerin: “He was a great patriot 
and we mourn him ... but all those who do not 
follow the line we have laid down will be bro-
ken.” Ngo Van Xuyet 
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 All the Saigon Stalinists were guilty of, in his 
eyes, was “depriving the masses of the possi-
bility of an understanding” of ‘international 
Stalinism’ and ‘the Moscow bureaucracy’. Ah! 
Now we understand the role of ‘theory’ in the 
gospel of the WRP. If only counter-
revolutionary retreats could be carried out 
with a proper ‘understanding’ of the role of 
Stalinism – elsewhere! – Mr Johns and the 
‘theoreticians’ of the WRP would withdraw 
their lingering objections. It is not difficult to 
imagine what Ta Thu Thau and his comrades 
would have said of Johns’ offer to correct their 
‘grave weaknesses’. 

STALINISM 

As we have shown in the specific case of the 
1945 revolution in Vietnam, Johns’ articles are 
written in a spirit of dishonest factionalism. 
But, underlying this, what is clear is his total 
inability to see the post-war development of 
Stalinism in an all-sided and dialectical way. 

With straitjacketted formal logic, Johns rea-
sons that since the Vietnamese leadership 
finally succeeded in defeating imperialism and 
taking power . . . therefore they, cannot be 
Stalinist. (On the contrary, Johns credits them 
with “a consistent revolutionary line” since 
1941: within this, every compromise and de-
feat is evasively put down to ‘Stalinist training’ 
or the external pressure of Moscow). 

Yet the Chinese Communist Party, too, led a 
revolutionary struggle to victory – but Workers 
Press (with occasional vacillations) quite clearly 
characterises them as Stalinist and has, for 
example, commented on their thoroughly 
reactionary foreign policy. 

IMPRESSIONISM 

Johns’ approach is a classic case of the impres-
sionism, the ‘worship of the accomplished 
fact’, which Trotsky so often had occasion to 
denounce in certain ‘theoreticians’ around the 
Fourth International. Unable to maintain and 
develop a consistent world-view, Johns hops 
from one inconsistent assertion to the next. 

He goes on to defend the claim that NLF decla-
rations on independence and revolutionary 
movements in other countries are 
‘revolutionary internationalism’, cynically 
glossing over – for example – the support Ha-
noi has given (in accommodation to Soviet 
foreign policy) for Ghandi’s emergency meas-
ures in India, under which thousands of left-
wingers are being imprisoned, gagged and 
persecuted. 

Stalinism cannot be understood and fought 
against piecemeal. It is a world political forma-
tion, resting on the world antagonism between 
imperialism and the revolutionary aspirations 
of a rotten social order, and is itself contradic-
tory to the core. 

It is based on the one hand on the destruction 

of capitalist property relations and the estab-
lishment of planned economy, and on the 
other on the national limitation and division of 
those gains, and their subordination to the 
interests of narrow bureaucratic castes. It 
attempts to regulate its relations with imperial-
ism on a world scale within this it is no more 
impossible that Stalinist leaderships should be 
driven to fight and win struggles for state 
power than it is that social democratic leaders 
should – even in conditions of the sharpest 
crisis – lead real struggles in defence of the 
working class. 

But what Johns does is to divide up world Sta-
linism, looking for segments within that have 
‘empirically’ broken with ‘real’ Stalinism, so 
that he can confer revolutionary credentials on 
them and even use them as a model for the 
WRP’s conception of a revolutionary party. 

PABLO 

This is precisely the way in which Michel Pablo 
justified his capitulation to Stalinism in the 
period before the 1952-3 split in the Fourth 
International – at that time the liquidationist 
tendency concentrated on the ‘revolutionary’ 
role of the Yugoslav Communist Party leader-
ship after Tito’s break with Stalin in 1953. In 
two quite definite respects Johns returns to 
tread in Pablo’s steps. 

In the first place he defends the retreats of the 
Vietnamese Stalinists from armed conflict with 
French imperialism in 1945-46, on the grounds 
that the military relationship of forces within 
the country was “unfavourable” to them and 
that the city populations in Saigon and Hue 
were not controlled by the CP (in fact, their 
mass demonstrations were in many respects to 
the left of the CP). Thus, whatever he may 
protest, Johns places himself and the WRP 
leadership politically with the Stalinists and 
against the Trotskyists. 

And he judges the ‘balance of forces’ on the 
situation within Vietnam alone – the only inter-
national factors he places in the balance are 
those hostile to the Vietnamese revolution; 
imperialism and Moscow Stalinism. He does 
not mention the support of the international 
working class, the fact that British troops sent 
into Vietnam were profoundly bitter at being 
forced to fight a war they regarded as none of 
their business, or the fact that even the bour-
geois Indian nationalist leader Nehru was 
forced to protest against the invasion of the 
south. 

Little wonder, then, that Johns, compartmen-
talising the world revolution in typically Stalin-
ist fashion to suit his ‘theory’, concludes that it 
would have been ‘premature and abortive’ to 
do other than the Vietminh leadership did. 

Johns also follows Pablo in seeing in the victory 
of the Vietnamese revolution a ‘convergence’ 
between some Stalinist leaderships and Trot-

skyism: 

“The Vietnamese revolutionary war is however 
a living example of the correctness of Marxism 
as developed by Lenin and Trotsky. In particular 
it represents a vivid illustration of the perma-
nent revolution . . .” 

Johns grants that the ‘links’ of the Vietnamese 
leaders with Stalinism “led to many grave 
weaknesses at crucial junctures”, but: 

“in breaking empirically from the dictates of 
Stalinist peaceful coexistence the Vietnamese 
leadership were able to carry through the revo-
lution”. 

Johns then looks forward to the day when the 
Vietnamese leaders will gain a more thorough 
‘assimilation of the permanent revolution and 
the theoretical gains of Trotsky’s struggle 
against Stalinism and the building of the Fourth 
International.’ 

Thus speak Johns and the WRP. And here is 
Pablo, writing on the Chinese revolution in 
1953 (in the document where he lays out his 
plans for liquidation into the Stalinist organisa-
tions): 

“Despite empirical waverings and errors, any-
one who seriously takes part in the revolution is 
obliged to more-or-less come over to this pro-
gramme and these ideas [of Trotskyism]. The 
development of the colonial revolution and the 
victory in China in particular is a masterful 
demonstration of the Trotskyist revolutionary 
Marxist theory of the Permanent Revolution. 
Thus the Chinese CP has found itself and is now 
obliged to bend its policy in practice in a man-
ner which approximates the fundamental posi-
tions of Trotskyism”. 

OPPOSED 

The present leadership of the WRP correctly 
opposed Pablo (after having supported his 
bureaucratic expulsions of those who dis-
agreed with him) in 1953. But they never 
fought on the basis of a political opposition to 
him. Now, disoriented by the world-wide of-
fensive of the working class, they jump, as did 
Pablo, from impression to impression. 

Eager to climb on the bandwagon of the enor-
mous and correct enthusiasm which the Viet-
namese revolution has aroused, they drag its 
real history in the mud. 

In the view of the WSL the study of the revolu-
tion in Vietnam and of the struggle of opposed 
social forces which the policy of the leadership 
reflected, is a serious task. It is a central part of 
the study of post-war history to forge the po-
litical weapons of cadres which will wrest the 
leadership of mass movements from the re-
formists and Stalinists. 

But this task is not for those – like Johns and 
the WRP – who have made the lie a routine 
technique of journalism. 
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I 
f imperialism is lingering on, how come 
colonialism has ended? And if domina-
tion is imperialism’s defining character-
istic, how one can differentiate be-

tween national oppression and imperial 
exploitation? One also wonders if empire 
and imperialism are concomitant, should 
Roman, Mongol, Islamic, and Ottoman em-
pires also qualify as imperialisms? 
Imperialism is a word that trips easily off 
the tongue. But it has such different mean-
ings that it is difficult to use it without clari-
fication as an analytic rather than a polemi-
cal term,’ says Harvey (2003:26). 

Edward Said, for instance, in his seminal 
work Culture and Imperialism, as a practice, 
the theory, and the attitudes of a dominat-
ing metropolitan centre ruling a distant 
territory; ‘colonialism’, which is almost al-
ways a consequence of imperialism, is the 
implanting of settlements on distant terri-
tory. In his support, he quotes Michael 
Doyle: 

Empire is a relationship, formal or informal, 
in which one state controls the effective 
political sovereignty of another political 
society. It can be achieved by force, by po-
litical collaboration, by economic, social, or 
cultural dependence. Imperialism is simply 
the process or policy of establishing or 
maintaining an empire. 

 While Doyle’s definition is flawed in view of 
contemporary imperialism whereby coloni-
alism has ended [Israel is the last colonial 
state left], Said himself contradicts himself 
in the same breath when, having quoted 
Doyle, he asserts: “In our time, direct colo-
nialism has largely ended; imperial-
ism...lingers where it has always been, in a 
kind of general cultural sphere as well as in 
specific political, ideological, economic, and 
social practice” (Said 1994:2). Similarly, 
Tomlinson (1991:19), describes imperialism 
as “a specific form of domination…
associated with ‘empire”. 

However, if imperialism is lingering on, how 
come colonialism has ended? Said does not 
explain. Likewise, the USA is an imperial 
country but has no formal empire. And if 
domination, as Tomlinson points out, is the 
defining characteristic, one can not differ-

entiate between national oppression and 
i m p e r i a l  e x p l o i t a t i o n . 
Also, historical experiences do not fit into 
this characterization. For instance, imperial 
exploitation of Latin America in the 19th 
century by England even when Latin Ameri-
can countries had attained formal political 
liberation is a case in point. Such problems 
remain unsolved in non-Marxist definitions 
of imperialism. Such definitions, even when 
coined by brilliant theoreticians like Edward 
Said, remain stuck in the apparent charac-
teristics attributed to imperialism. Hence, 
always contradictory. 

Untangling imperialism: 

This term was first used in Britain in the 
early 19th century in relation to hostile 
French ambitions and gained greater cur-
rency after 1850, but it was the emergence 
of anti-imperialism at the end-of 19th cen-
tury that strengthened the negative conno-
tations of the term (Bush 2006:2) especially 
when Marxist theoreticians, in particular 
Lenin, linked it to Western capitalist exploi-
tation of the rest and an inter-imperial ri-
valry endangering the world peace. 
The basic economic dimension that is com-
mon to the various Marxist definitions of 
“imperialism” is as a mode of capitalist 
exploitation of the rest of the world, beyond 
the purely political-military concept of 
“empire” that goes back to the dawn of 
civilisation (Achcar 2010). 

In short: empire [formal, or informal] + 
capitalist exploitation = imperialism [1]. 
However, for classical Marxists [Lenin, Lux-
emburg, Hilferding, Bukharin, Kautsky etc---
Marx himself did not propound any theory 
of imperialism [2]], imperialism meant, 
primarily, rivalry between major capitalist 
countries, rivalry expressed in conflict over 
territory, taking political and military as well 
as economic forms, and leading ultimately 
to inter-imperialist war (Brewer 1990:89) in 
addition to assigning “a central role to the 
evolution of the economic system” all 
agreed that ‘imperialism must be explained 
in terms of the development of capital-
ism’ (Ibid:11). 

The dominance of stronger countries over 
weaker nations was certainly implicit even 
in the classical conceptions. But the focus at 
the turn of twentieth century was on the 
struggle for dominance among the imperial 
powers. 

As conjunctural analysis, emphasis on inter-
imperial rivalry proved intuitive since the 
inter-imperial rivalry led to two world wars. 
However, after the World War period, im-
perialism emerged with new characteristics. 
Delineated by the United States, imperial-
ism after the World War II no more pos-
sessed colonies. And it did not have any 
imperial rivals. However, a unique situation 
emerged whereby the USSR, as capitalism’s 
nemesis, became a rival. The world order 
bifurcated into a bipolar system. While the 
USSR at the head of post-capitalist COME-
CON countries constituted one pole, the 
USA emerged as the undisputed leader of 
the other pole. 

Achcar identifies two combined reasons 
that projected the USA as what he calls 
suzerain of the Western imperialist system: 
‘First, the huge post-1945 disparity in power 
between a US which emerged from the war 
much stronger than it entered and its West-
ern partners devastated by the same war. 
Secondly, the decisive rise of the counter-
systemic power of the Soviet Union, which 
extended the zone under its control (its 
“buffer zone”) to Central Europe thanks to 
the war’ (Achcar 2010). 

With the disintegration of the USSR, how-
ever, the world system became unipolar. 
From a multipolarity to the unipolar mo-
ment by way of a bipolar interregnum, im-
perialism has proved a recurrent phenome-
non “understood as a set of coercive power 
relations established between different 
parts of the world economy, such that met-
ropolitan benefitted at the expense of pe-
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 riphery”, involving the use of force 
[colonialism] as well as indirect control 
[post-colonial period]. However, “the cen-
tral mechanisms of imperialism were eco-
nomic and involved the ability of the domi-
nant capitalist powers to manipulate mar-
ket imperatives to their advan-
tage” (Bromley 2004:150). Hence, in offer-
ing a renewed conceptualization of imperi-
alism, this essay takes into account: 
In the first, the US position as global suze-
rain in imperialism’s present phase whereby 
the ‘feudal paradigm of suzerain/vassals is 
the one that best fits the relations within 
the Western world-system between the US 
and its allies’ (Achcar 2010). Suzerainty 
refers to the domination of one state by 
another whereby the dominant state acts as 
an overlord. 

In the second, the centrality of core coun-
tries in the imperialist system. While the 
theory of imperialism remains “a way of 
understanding capitalism in its heartlands – 
what is sometimes called the core of the 
‘world’ system” (Callinicos 2009:16), imperi-
alism remains a theoretical paradigm vis-à-
vis capitalist exploitation of the rest of the 
world by the West. 

Thirdly, the process of globalization means 
a qualitatively new phase in the internation-
alization of capitalism (Went 2000:43) 
whereby the ‘underlying character of glob-
alization is similar to that of imperialism. 
Both are narratives of domination and ex-
ploitation’ (Boyd-Barret 2009).  

Dependency Theory: 

The notion of dependency gained currency 
in the 1950s and the 1960s. Honed in the 
context of classical Marxist theories of im-
perialism, dependency perspective 
emerged as a radical critique of mainstream 
development theory. 

The dependency theories see the world 
capitalist system as divided into a centre 
and a periphery (terminology varies; metro-
politan and satellite, or core and periphery, 
are the alternatives). Andre Gunder Frank’s 
book Capitalism and Underdevelopment in 
Latin America (1967) and Deependencia y 
dessarrollo en America Latina (1969), co-
authored by Fernando H Cardoso and Enzo 
Faletto, are credited as inventors of de-
pendency theory (Love 1990:143). 
Frank, grounding his theory in Paul Baran’s 
analysis of the global political economy, 
claimed that “it is capitalism, both world 
and national, which produced underdevel-
opment in the present” (in Brewer 
1990:161). 

This is because, Baran pointed out earlier in 

1957, capitalism as it concretely arises in 
the periphery is of a special, truncated 
form, which inhibits the development of 
complete capitalism rather than promoting 
it: ‘Far from serving as an engine of eco-
nomic expansion, of technological progress, 
and of social change, the capitalist order in 
these countries has represented a frame-
work for economic stagnation, for archaic 
technology, and for social backward-
ness’ (Baran 1973: 300). 

Thus, the normal processes of the global 
economic system cause the gap between 
the centre and the periphery, while the 
periphery is reduced to a state of depend-
ence (Brewer 1990: 161). 

While the conditions for the form of devel-
opment that entrenches poverty are inter-
national, it is not just that there is one 
group of countries in the world which hap-
pens to be developed and another that 
happens to be poor. ‘The two are organi-
cally linked; that is to say, one part is poor 
because the other is rich. The relationship is 
partly historical – for colonialism and the 
slave trade helped to build up capitalism, 
and this provided the conditions for later 
forms of dependency – but the link be-
tween development and underdevelop-
ment is also a process that continues to-
day’ (Biel 2000:78). As Amin points out, the 
tendency to pauperization – the acute pov-
erty that is both the basis for and product 
of capital accumulation, and thus of 
‘growth’-was transplanted to the periphery 
(Amin 1978). 

But it is simplistic to see dependency as an 
international relationship, for it also re-
quires a base in the social relations within 
the Southern countries. Specifically, it is 
internalized in the form of incomplete capi-
talism. The critique of development theory 
by Paul Baran makes this clear. The problem 
is not the absence of development but its 
presence since, the “key proposition is that 
capitalism in the periphery arose in a spe-
cial form” whereby, to quote Baran, “all 
that happened was the age-old exploitation 
of the population of under-developed coun-
tries by their domestic overlords was freed 
of the mitigating constraints inherited from 
the feudal tradition. This superimposition of 
business mores over ancient oppression by 
landed gentries resulted in compounded 
exploitation, more outrageous corruption, 
and most glaring injustice” (Baran 1958:76). 

That is, in the traditional set-up, the tribute 
received by the ruling class was largely con-
ditional upon the good functioning of the 
system they ruled. In the context of neo-
colonial capitalism, by contrast, they re-

ceive what amounts to a kind of tribute 
arising from the malfunctioning of the sys-
tem (Biel 2000:78). The dependency per-
spective does not imply that the periphery 
cannot break this cycle. However, it points 
out that capitalism cannot flourish in the 
periphery and for the periphery to develop, 
it is necessary to overthrow the centre-
periphery paradigm. 

Endnotes 

[1] Capitalism is a system whereby the producer 
[worker] does not own the means of production 
[tools, land, factory, mines]. This aspect was 
missing in case of old empires. It does not mean 
old empires were any better. However, plunder 
in case of Roman, Islamic, Mongol etc empires 
involved tribute and so on. The tribute-paying 
people owned the means of production. Now a 
days, a multinational based in the USA can invest 
anywhere, exploit the workers anywhere and 
dominate an economy anywhere in the ‘Third 
World’. 

[2] Since capitalism had not hitherto arrived at its 
latest stage. 
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N 
ick Warren’s book is a heart-

warming and brilliant story 

covering the 1972-3 building 

workers strike, his father’s 

arrest and imprisonment and his subsequent 

death from Parkinson’s disease in 2004. The 

book is full of reminiscences about Des War-

ren, Elsa and his brothers and sisters, Andy, 

Diane Chris and Kathy. Nick was born in 

Ellesmere Port where Des Warren was a 

steel fixer. 

He was full of love and affection for his fa-

ther “My dad used to make real houses for 

people to live. He put steel in them so 

they’d be safe and would last for ages”. Nick 

first learnt about his father’s political alle-

giance at an early age, “dad, are you a Com-

munist?”, “I am aye”. In 1970 Des, Elsa and 

the children moved to Prestatyn in Wales. 

Des Warren had difficulty in getting work. 

Most of the building employers had him 

blacklisted, “dad got that job because he 

used a different name and it took a whole 

week before the bosses found out who he 

really was and gave him the sack”. 

Blacklisting by the building employers was 

evident “Dad was on the dole and he was 

blacklisted as a troublemaker on every site”. 

14th February 1973 was a momentous day 

for the Warren’s. Des Warren was arrested 

on a trumped up conspiracy charge. Des 

Warren spent 3 years in prison. Nick con-

firms much of what Des Warren has written 

in his book Key to my Cell, “Not a single 

specific charge of intimidation or violence or 

even damage to property against anyone of 

stood up in court”. 

Des Warren and Ricky Tomlinson, who was 

jailed with him went on hunger strike, re-

fused to wear prison uniform and wanted to  

be treated as political prisoners. The arrest 

and imprisonment of Warren and Tomlinson 

was a political act by the capitalist state, 

“what was established at Mold was that the 

charges of intimidation and causing affray 

did not need proof”. 

In 1974 Des Warren came out of prison for 

the appeal against the affray charge. Nick 

highlights the role of the Leaderships of 

UCATT and the TGWU, “the building unions 

condemned the Shrewsbury pickets as vio-

lent- even though not a single act of violence 

was ever proved”. As a member of the Com-

munist Party, Des Warren expected more 

from them than he received, “in his first few 

months in prison Dad kept waiting for guid-

ance from the Communist party and the 

Union Leadership but it never came”. Nick 

shows that his father was always a fighter. 

He never gave up. The Communist Party had 

other ideas. They were organising a deal 

with the UCATT and TGWU Leaderships. 

Referring to his father Nick comments, 

“outmanoeuvred outplayed and out of step 

with the wishes of his own Party”. 

The most significant march that Nick re-

members was The Wigan to London march, 

“organised by the WRP but attended and 

supported by workers across the spectrum”. 

Des Warren spent his last six months in soli-

tary confinement. Nick says, “In all he was 

charged 36 times, by prison officers for petty 

misdemeanours and had been moved 15 

times to 10 different prisons”. Nick confirms 

what Des had written in Key to my Cell 

about, “liquid cosh and the medication the 

Prison authorities gave to him his later deci-

sion to take the medicine that was to affect 

him for the rest of his life.” 

Des Warren was released from prison on 5th 

August 1976. As Nick writes, his father 

wanted to write about his experience in 

prison, “he was writing a pamphlet about 

the case and the Communist Party was 

sheepish about getting involved”. Des War-

ren wrote Shrewsbury whose Conspiracy, 

“they wouldn’t help him write it wouldn’t 

help get it printed and then wouldn’t review 

it in the Party Newspaper the Morning Star”. 

Des Warren was very critical of the Commu-

nist Party. Nick writes “They misled the cam-

paign and bent and buckled and kowtowed 

to the right wing union leaderships”. 

The TUC Conference of 1976 refused to let 

Des Warren speak, “when he was in prison 

the important people wouldn’t let him out 

and now he was out the important people 

wouldn’t let him in”. 

Eventually Des Warren resigned from the 

Communist Party “Dad left the Communist 

Party because he said there was nothing for 

him in it”. In August 1980 Des Warren joined 

the WRP, “So you’ve actually signed up with 

the Trots now then, have you aye” one of 

his old comrades said to him. This confirms 

that Des Warren independently joined the 

Trotskyist movement and broke with Stalin-

ism. It also confirms that Des Warren is the 

author of Key to my Cell irrespective of what 

some people may say, “it is obvious he is 

enjoying being someone with something to 

learn.” 

I will leave the last word to Nick Warren in 

his epitaph to his father who died on the 

23rd April 2004, “here lies an ordinary man, a 

man made great by his principled reaction 

to extraordinary circumstances. A man who 

lived by what he believed in”. I strongly 

recommend everyone to read this book 

together with Key to my Cell for the true 

facts about “The Shrewsbury Conspiracy”. 

Thirty Years in a Turtle-Neck Sweater 
By Nick Warren 

Review by Laurence Humphries 

£7.99 paperback Ebury Press (2006). Available 
from News from Nowhere, Liverpool's Radical & 
Community Bookshop,  
http://www.newsfromnowhere.org.uk/index.php 

http://www.newsfromnowhere.org.uk/index.php
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T 
his book written by two bourgeois 
commentators seeks to show Bert 
Ramelson as a revolutionary fighting 
for socialism. In my review I will show 

that Ramelson was a career minded Stalinist 
who together with John Gollan General Secre-
tary of the CPGB were the two most important 
post war leaders in the CPGB. Unlike Seifert 
and Sibley who say “Ramelson was no dull 
apparatchik simply carrying out the party line” 
p. 15 (1). I will point out that Ramelson fol-
lowed every twist and turn of Stalinist Policy 
during the 1960s and 1970s while he was In-
dustrial Organiser of the CPGB. 

Bert Ramelson was born in the Ukraine in 1910 
just before the Bolshevik Revolution of 1917. 
His younger sister Rosa was a member of the 
CPSU and married a Red Army officer. His early 
life was spent in Canada and Palestine. He was 
Jewish by birth. In 1936 he decided to fight in 
Spain for the International Brigade. Ramelson 
would see first-hand the role of the GPU killing 
machine who murdered hundreds of Trotsky-
ists and Anarchists in Spain. His support for 
Stalinism in Spain was clear. “He clearly had no 
reservations about the role of the Communist 
Movement or the Soviet Union in Spain” p. 33 
(2). 

Ramelson returned home and lived in York-
shire. He was a member of USDAW and very 
soon became the CPGB’s Area Secretary for 
Yorkshire. Ramelson was one of the leaders of 
the CPGB who visited the Soviet Union in 1956 
at the height of the Hungarian crisis; in fact 
many Communists left the CPGB and joined the 
Trotskyist movement. Khrushchev’s denuncia-
tion of Stalin at the 20th Congress of the CPSU 
produced no response from Ramelson 
“Although we can find no contemporary com-
ment by Ramelson” p.59 (3). 

While he was in the Soviet Union Ramelson 
met his sister Rosa whose husband had been 
murdered during Stalin’s purges of the Red 
Army. Ramelson’s first-hand experience of 
Stalin’s method seemed to have no effect on 
him. “ Whatever the reasons for the shortcom-
ings and crimes against socialism in the Soviet 
Union and Eastern Europe British Communists 
bore no responsibility for them” p.62 (4). Sta-
linists were to peddle this lie for a very long 
time. The CPGB was the first party to adopt 
Stalin’s policies in the 1920s. “It is plain that 
the Soviet Bureaucracy contrived to secure the 
connivance of the CPGB officials in transform-
ing what in 1922-4 had been a party full of 
promise of becoming the Marxist leadership of 
the British workers into a servile instrument of 
their will.” (5). 

In 1965 Bert Ramelson succeeded Peter Kerri-
gan as the Industrial Organiser of the CPGB. He 
remained in that position until 1977. Ramelson 

was now a member of the Political Committee 
of CPGB. In 1964 a Labour Government was in 
power and by the use of Incomes policies the 
Trade Union Bureaucracy was drawn into Cor-
poratism. Under Ramelson’s leadership Rank 
and File movements of a particular type were 
built. 

The Liaison Committee for the Defence of 
Trade Unions was created led and dominated 
by Stalinists like Kevin Halpin. This was never 
an independent rank and file movement. Its 
policies were dictated by Ramelson and King 
Street (HQ of the CPGB). The other plank of 
Ramelson’s industrial policy was to create a 
‘Broad Left’ movement which was to foster 
closer relations with the ‘lefts’ in the Trade 
Union Bureaucracy like Gill of TASS Scanlon 
AUEW and Jones TGWU. The British Road to 
Socialism document, which was CPGB policy 
from 1951, advocated reformism and the par-
liamentary road to socialism. When the Labour 
government introduced an Incomes Policy the 
policy favoured by Ramelson and the CPGB 
was ‘The Alternative Economic Strategy’.  

It was an Anti-Marxist programme of Keynes-
ian planning of how to manage Capitalism 
better. Ramelson admitted “this is not a Social-
ist programme” p.103 (6).This alliance with the 
Lefts led to Ramelson supporting lefts against 
CPGB members. Reg Birch, an AUEW Convenor 
and a CPGB member, was rejected in favour of 
Hugh Scanlon, a ‘Left’. Birch left the party soon 
afterwards, and with other comrades from the 
AEU, formed the Communist Party of Britain 
(Marxist-Leninist) (CPB (M-L)) in 1968. He con-
tinued to support various strikes, including the 
1971 Ford strike. He met Mao Zedong and 
Zhou Enlai. In 1975 he was elected to the Gen-
eral Council of the TUC, the only Maoist to hold 
such a post. He remained chairman of the CPB 
(M-L) until 1985 (Wiki). 

Ramelson used the LCDTU to bargain and gain 
influence amongst the Lefts. It was never an 
independent Rank and File Movement. Trotsky 
in his Writings on Britain showed how Stalin 
used the Anglo-Russian Committee during the 
General Strike of 1926 in the same way that 
Ramelson used the Lefts. The Anglo Russian 
Committee was used to make alliances with 
Lefts like Purcell, Hicks and Cook. As Trotsky 
observed this was doomed to failure, 

What were the results of the British experiment 
of Stalin? The Minority Movement, embracing 
almost a million workers, seemed very promis-
ing, but it bore the germs of destruction within 
itself. The masses knew as the leaders of the 
movement only Purcell, Hicks, and Cook, 
whom, moreover, Moscow vouched for. These 
“left” friends, in the first serious test, shame-
fully betrayed the proletariat. The revolution-
ary workers were thrown into confusion, sank 

into apathy, and naturally extended their dis-
appointment to the CP itself, which had only 
been the passive part of this whole mechanism 
of betrayal and perfidy. The Minority Move-
ment was reduced to zero; the Communist 
Party returned to the existence of a negligible 
sect. In this way, thanks to a radically false 
conception of the party, the greatest move-
ment of the English proletariat which led to the 
General Strike, not only did not shake the appa-
ratus of the reactionary bureaucracy, but on 
the contrary, reinforced it and compromised 
Communism in Great Britain for a long time. 
p.253 (7). “Ramelson did not see himself as a 
Leninist leader demanding democratic central-
ist discipline” p. 113 (8). 

In Place of Strife and other anti-union laws led 
to the Labour governments defeat in 1970. The 
Tories under Heath were elected and from 
1970-4 there were major class battles involving 
the dockers, miners and building workers. 

In 1971 the Upper Clyde shipbuilders decided 
to close the shipyard and sack thousands of 
workers. The workers led a sit in which was not 
an occupation of the yard. The workforce was 
led by 3 Stalinist Shop Stewards Reid, Airlie and 
Barr. They were advised by Ramelson of 
course. It led to another Capitalist employer 
taking over the Yard. The moment was lost and 
Ramelson and the CPGB were responsible for 
the failure of the Yard to be occupied and a 
mass strike movement which could have led to 
other threatened yards being taken over and a 
mass movement started which could have led 
to a general strike and a struggle for power. As 
always Ramelson’s advice was work within the 
capitalist law, do not upset the apple cart. 
“And of course Reid led a work in not an occu-

Revolutionary communist at work: a political biography of Bert Ramelson 
Roger Seifert and Tom Sibley Lawrence and Wishart, review by Laurence Humphries 

 Ramelson was a career minded Stalinist 
who sold out the jailed Shrewsbury pickets. 
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 pation, a popular front measure to defuse the 
class struggle against the Government which it 
did. Jimmy Reid was a class traitor back then 
before he ever wrote for The Sun” (9). 

The highlight of the 1970-4 Tory Government 
was the victory of the dockers in the TGWU 
against the Industrial Relations Act. Mass 
working class action led by the Five Pentonville 
Dockers led to a one day general strike and the 
victorious miners’ strike which led to the elec-
tion of a minority Labour government. 

The most shameful period of which Ramelson 
is personally responsible was the 1972 building 
workers strike of 1972-3 and the conviction 
and arrest of 24 Shrewsbury building workers. 
The Building workers during the course of the 
Strike had set up the “Charter Movement” a 
rank and file group in which the CPGB had 
some influence. Peter Carter, Des Warren and 
many others were active in this group. The 
Shrewsbury Trials which led to Des Warren, 
Ricky Tomlinson, McKenzie Jones and others 
being imprisoned on Conspiracy charges. This 
was the Capitalist State’s revenge for having 
being defeated by the Miners and the Dockers. 
Des Warren a CP militant while he was in jail 
was in contact with Ramelson. Warren relied 
on advice from Ramelson and the CPGB and 
believed that there was a drawn campaign of 
industrial action to secure his and Tomlinson’s 
release. 

Des Warren and Ricky Tomlinson started a 
hunger strike to be treated as political prison-
ers as the Irish Republicans had done in Long 
Kesh. The response of Ramelson was to ask 
both Warren and Tomlinson to call it off. There 
was never a campaign of Industrial action to 
force the release of Warren, Tomlinson and 
McKenzie Jones as had been the case with the 
five Dockers; Conny Clancy, Tony Merrick, 
Bernie Steer, Vic Turner and Derek Watkins  
Ramelson had covered up for the right wing 
bureaucracy inside UCATT. “Ramelson said 
nothing about any movement of workers. If 
Industrial action could be written off what was 
left” p.131 (10). “Give up the protest, get out 
any way you can go on parole. We cannot 
force your release by action outside”. P.130 
(11). 

 As I said in my article in Weekly Worker “Bert 
Ramelson the CPGB Industrial Organiser in-
sisted in letters to Des that the Party was do-
ing everything to free him and Tomlinson, 
nothing could be further from the truth. The 
CPGB was closing down the defence commit-
tee and winding up the Rank and File Charter 
Group. It seems the Communist Party wanted 
to wash its hands of the whole affair. Ramel-
son and Executive member Pete Carter bore 
the main responsibility for this Treach-
ery” (12). The only principled organisation that 
fought for Warren’s and Tomlinson’s release 
was the Wigan Builders Action Committee and 
the Workers Revolutionary Party which organ-
ised a massive march From Wigan to London 

and led by Mike Farley and Mick Abbott. 

The 1974 Labour government introduced the 
Social Contract. Ramelson and the CPGB con-
tinued with their relationship with the Trade 
Union Bureaucracy although with a different 
emphasis. After Shrewsbury they covered for 
the right wing Bureaucracy. 

 Under the influence of the Italian Party the 
Communist Parties moved further to the right 
as there emerged a Euro-Communist faction 
which sought to distance itself from the more 
hard-line Stalinist line. 

In 1990 the CPGB split and changed its name 
to Democratic Left where the Euro-
Communists could peddle their reactionary 
Bourgeois philosophy. Nina Temple now the 
leader of Democratic Left attacks Ramelson 
from the right, “keeping in touch with the 
officials of the hierarchy of the union move-
ment than attempting to win large numbers of 
ordinary trade unionists” p. 348(13). 

The main flaw of the book is its belief that 
Ramelson was a revolutionary socialist. Ramel-
son carried out to the letter the outlook of 
Stalinism, its betrayals and treachery. It advo-
cated closer links with the Trade Union Bu-
reaucracy exactly the same policy that Stalin 
used in the Anglo Russian Committee during 
the 1926 General Strike. 

It never advocated that a cadre of workers 
could build a revolutionary party in a struggle 
to overthrow capitalism. That task must be left 
to a Trotskyist Party schooled in the Leninist 
method. If Lenin had lived he would have 
formed a bloc with Trotsky against Stalin. The 
Communist International under his leadership 
gave very patient advice to the newly emerg-
ing CPGB about breaking from its sectarian and 
syndicalist past. He identifies the role of trade 
union bureaucracy “social chauvinist leaders 
who champion the interests of their own craft 
their own section of the labour aristocracy. 
The victory of the proletariat is impossible 

unless the opportunist, social traitor leaders 
are exposed, discredited and expelled” p.47 
(14). 
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T 
he conservative Liberal-National Party 
of Queensland won 78 seats in the 
March 2012 election in Australia. It was 
an unprecedented landslide and the 

new leader Premier Campbell Newman rode 
into office promising a low cost of living, ac-
countable government and a rich state. 

Campbell Newman’s LNP government settled in 
quickly. The opposition was so tiny it was a 
puzzle as to how it could be effective – if at all. 
It certainly appeared to be no threat to the 
newly elected LNP and they gladly granted per-
mission for it to form a party. Whether it was a 
lack of space or a lack of respect the Labor op-
position (7 seats) was moved to rooms in a 
location a block away from the main parliament 
house and in May they were still waiting for 
phone connection. Given the Government’s 
dominance of the legislative assembly, along 
with no upper house to give checks and bal-
ances, and a tiny opposition, they essentially 
could do whatever they wanted. 

So … what does the conservative Liberal-
National Party’s massive majority mean for 
Queensland? Well…we are finding out day by 
day and many people of Queensland are learn-
ing a lot about one word: Disappointment! 

Two months after the election many funding 
cuts were already set in place - 67 projects from 
Queensland Health alone had not been re-
newed. Amanda from Queensland UNCUT said 
only 119 out of 269 projects will have funding 
continued in accordance with previous con-
tracts. Queensland UNCUT, monitoring the de-
funding to programs by this Government, said 
that so far the cuts have targeted Gay and Les-
bian Health Support Programs for women in 
prison, domestic violence and sexual assault, 
Family Planning, over 38 Aboriginal and Torres 
Strait Islander services seeking to address health 
issues. 

No sign has been shown of addressing environ-
mental concerns and almost immediately the 
Climate Change office was closed. This move 
appears to be more about belief than about 
money as many in the LNP cabinet are ardently 
pushing to remove studies and discussions on 
climate change from State schools – however I 
hear that Campbell Newman is “lukewarm” on 
the idea. Nevertheless environmental groups 
would do well to monitor decisions made in this 
area as the Government is known for keenly 
embracing big development projects. 

One of the first offices to be axed was the Office 
of Workplace Rights. As I write, 7,517 job cuts 
have been announced with up to 20,000 public 
servants in the firing line. Teachers, hospitals, 
QBuild and RoadTek…the list seems never end-
ing. What has emerged is the callousness of the 
sackings. The employee (while still at his or her 
desk) is given a termination letter and a box – 
they read the letter, place their belongings in 
the box and escorted from the premises. The 

Queensland Council of Unions, which repre-
sents more than 30 unions, claims to have 
information that director-generals of gov-
ernment departments were being paid 
‘boot bonuses’ to sack staff. 

Bosses and big business quietly watch the 
political landscape – say nothing – they now 
have a fairly good idea as to what will be 
acceptable in the workplace under the LNP. 

The massive and ongoing cuts have been 
justified in response to an audit process that 
has calculated a fiscal debt (operating debt 
plus future committed expenditure in years 
to come) rather than the previous system 
that calculates the operating debt or surplus 
each financial year based on profit and loss. 
Amanda from Queensland UNCUT said if the 
fiscal debt model was applied to all States most 
would be in deficit. The significant criticism of 
the fiscal debt models is that they don’t take 
into account future income, or the potential 
savings of prevention initiatives. 

The new Government has money however to 
increase the Police Force by 1,100 officers 
(although cuts are being made to training costs) 
and on the subject of law and order, laws will be 
changed to publicly name and shame children 
when they appear in court…even if it is a minor 
offence. There’s money for projects on Bris-
bane’s South Bank (which Independent Federal 
MP the maverick Bob Katter from North Queen-
sland described as “pleasure domes”), multimil-
lion dollar development plans have been ap-
proved, money to Gold Coast Racing is no prob-
lem and given the cries of ‘reigning in the debt’ 
the money to maintain financial perks for MPs 
appears to be safe…(in particular their allow-
ance money which in the Handbook of Rules 
states to be spent at MPs discretion). 

Has there been outrage? Yes. Should we expect 
more given the scale of the cuts and the Gov-
ernment’s newly approved ability to sack with a 
stroke of a pen? Probably. Even the conserva-
tive Murdoch newspaper ‘The Courier Mail’ 
surprisingly has been running daily updates 
showing sympathy for sacked workers. A two 
page story in the weekend newspaper by Steven 
Wardill claims he’s surprised there’s no strike 
action by Unions…only looming action.  

He concedes that strike action is not easy, and 
the Newman Government is enormously popu-
lar; but, he went on to say “the timidity shown 
so far by some union leaders is beyond belief” 
and went on to describe one protest as nothing 
more than a “lunch time shout”. However he 
did not mention the school cleaners who angrily 
stormed Newman’s office rooms forcing secu-
rity from their path when told their jobs would 
be contracted out. But Wardill makes a point. 
What are the Unions doing? Will they step up? 

Alex Scott, secretary of the Together Union has 
been valiantly organizing protests and is doing 

his best to rally people, and is in the midst of 
negotiations for a pay deal which his Union 
hopes will come out with employment security. 
However Campbell Newman advised that he will 
not be negotiating around job security and he 
will not be reversing the directive issued last 
week which wipes out employment security and 
no-contracting-out clauses in enterprise bar-
gaining agreements. 

The Together Union responded that there 
would be no deal without employment security 
and that industrial action would start Friday 
(update: it hasn’t) if the meeting Wednesday 
with the Government is fruitless. Campbell 
Newman announced, “There will be more job 
losses if the Unions are not reasonable about 
pay negotiations.” 

A union organizer said, “It is hard. We’re doing 
what we can. Many employees have never been 
involved like this before.” The Queensland 
council of Unions President Jon Battams said a 
long-term campaign of action and wide spread 
protest will begin on the 12th September. 

The Queensland Teachers Union state 40,000 
teachers are set to strike in October. The 
Queensland Rail, Transport and Bus Union an-
nounced industrial action would be organized 
when they know the number of job cuts and 
forced redundancies. 

In the meantime…the powerful CFMEU, which is 
no stranger to long running disputes, claims that 
big business is intent on minimizing returns to 
the people from the Mineral Resources Rent Tax 
(MRRT) that became law on 1st July. General 
President Tony Maher said the Abbott Federal 
opposition is hell bent on reversing this law if 
elected but the CFMEU is ready…(polls indicate 
that the conservative Abbott government will 
indeed gain office). 

Reversing this law would put billions more back 
into the pockets of the richest companies in the 
world. One such company is BHP Billiton which 
boasted a profit of almost $22 billion. 

So... the fights for fair deals are looming. We will 
keep you posted. 

Queensland: Will the Unions Step Up? By Aggie McCallum – Australia 

Premier Campbell Newman came to office in March 
promising he wouldn't dispose of any public assets 
without first seeking a mandate from voters, but the 
prospect of Queensland's state-owned power compa-
nies being privatised grows more certain by the day.  
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 LETTER FROM TPR TO LC 
 Comrades 

 We saw in your blog the text, “The AIUF is the 
tactic, Permanent Revolution is the strategy for 
today’s Imperialist wars on the semi-colonial 
world" by Ret Marut of Socialist Fight of Eng-
land. 

 As can be seen on our homepage (www.tpr-
internet.blogspot.com) in our newspaper "EL 
PIQUETERO" N ° 1 (http://www.youblisher.com/
p/216805-PIQUETERO-N-1-Ano-1-20-de-
Diciembre-de-2011/), we have published the 
texts of Altamira-Magri published in the maga-
zine of the TCI (Fourth Internationalist Ten-
dency) in opposition to Lambert-Moreno in 
defence of the Anti-imperialist United Front. 

Therefore, even if we do not agree at all with 
your statements about the Arab revolutions, we 
are nevertheless, interested in the theoretical 
basis as to knowing about your anti-imperialist 
united front. If you can send it in Spanish or 
English it would be ideal. 

Best regards Christian Armenteros 

For the Central Committee of the Piquetera 
Revolutionary Tendency (TPR) - Argentina 

Christian Armenteros. 

 

Reply by the Liga Comunista to the 
TPR, (Abridged) 

The inheritance that we disclaim: 
the Popular Front policy of the Par-
tido Obrero 
TPR Comrades, 

 We will comply with your request with pleas-
ure. We will send you the document "The AIUF 
is the tactic, Permanent Revolution is the strat-
egy for today’s Imperialist wars on the semi-
colonial world" in full and in pdf, in the annex. 
This document was printed in Portuguese and 
English. So, we send you also the English version 
as it was printed by the Socialist Fight No 8. 
http://suacs.files.wordpress.com/2012/03/
socialist-fight-no-82.pdf 

 

"Arab revolutions" or counter-
revolutionary democratisation? 
The TPR defends the tactic of the AIUF through 
the strategy of permanent revolution. Correct. 
The TPR criticizes the Partido Obrera (PO) for 
supporting revolution for democratising the 
Arab world and for prettifying the imposition of 
trends to fascism to the scams and the reaction 
(TPR's open letter to the 20th Congress of the 
PO, 07/2012). Correct. However, contradictorily, 
TPR is influenced by the pro-imperialist propa-
ganda of war of "Arab revolution" that the CRCI 
and LIT and the whole gamut of pseudo Trotsky-
ists reproduce. Comrades, where has a revolu-
tion occurred in the Arab world? In what place 
was there a replacement of the ruling class in 

political power? What class made the Arab 
revolution? Against whom was the Arab revolu-
tion made? Does the revolution eliminate the 
need for the defeat of the ruling class? 

 In the Arab world a bourgeois fraction who ran 
the capitalist State was replaced by another 
Arabic fraction of the dominant class (Libya and 
perhaps Syria) that is supported by a coalition of 
imperialist States through diplomatic and mili-
tary alliance bodies such as NATO and the UN. 
The birth of the government of the "Libyan 
revolution ", for example, relied on major or-
gans of political and military domination of 
imperialist capital who have taken possession of 
the state machine are faithful agents of imperi-
alism in their own country. The big plans of 
international capital reserve the same fate for 
the second ‘revolution’, Syria. 

 In Russia, even after the Tsarist monarchic 
dictatorship fell under the pressure of a popular 
uprising, which forced the bourgeoisie to govern 
relying on the control that the Mensheviks exer-
cised under the Soviets, Lenin questiond the 
deception of the masses by conciliators class of 
his time in the name of "revolution". 

 “We are for a strong revolutionary government. 
Whatever the capitalists and their flunkeys may 
shout about us to the contrary, their lies will 
remain lies. 

The thing is not to let phrases obscure one’s 
consciousness, disorient one’s mind. When peo-
ple speak about “revolution”, “the revolutionary 
people”, “revolutionary democracy”, and so on, 
nine times out of ten this is a lie or self-
deception. The question is—what class is making 
this revolution? A revolution against whom? 

Against tsarism? In that sense most of Russia’s 
landowners and capitalists today are revolution-
aries. When the revolution is an accomplished 
fact, even reactionaries come into line with it. 
There is no deception of the masses at present 
more frequent, more detestable, and more 
harmful than that which lauds the revolution 
against tsarism. 

…The conclusion is obvious: only assumption of 
power by the proletariat, backed by the semi-
proletarians, can give the country a really strong 
and really revolutionary government. It will be 
really strong because it will be supported by a 
solid and class-conscious majority of the people. 
It will be strong because it will not, of necessity, 
have to be based on a precarious “agreement” 
between capitalists and small proprietors, be-
tween millionaires and petty bourgeoisie…” 

http://www.marxists.org/archive/lenin/
works/1917/may/06b.htm 

We recognize the popular uprisings that oc-
curred in Tunisia, Egypt, Bahrain, etc. were 
spontaneous uprisings such as those that oc-
curred in London in 2011 or in Argentina in 
2001. But not all processes are spontaneous. 
The cases of South Sudan, Ivory Coast, Libya and 
Syria the TPR characterizes as "revolutions"? In 
all these cases it is clear the visible hand of 
imperialism and the CIA was arming and guiding 
the bourgeois opposition in a way not very dif-

ferent from Haiti, Honduras and Paraguay. In 
Egypt we see the following dictatorship ruling 
through fraudulent elections and the collabora-
tion of the Muslim Brotherhood, in Libya, the 
same principle is carried out; a coup d'état to 
replace the dictatorship of Gaddafi by another 
dictatorship more in tune with the economic 
interests of Anglo-Saxon imperialism against the 
interests of the Russian-Chinese bourgeois 
block.  

The movements of the Arab world have evolved 
into two hegemonic variants: 

1) spontaneous uprisings and revolutionary 
direction without organized workers’ involve-
ment which were co-opted and directed by 
imperialism as in Egypt; 

2) Libya and Syria where the dynamics of the 
processes was directly controlled by agents of 
imperialism from the beginning.  

The PO glorified the 2001 Piqueteros uprising as 
a substitute for fighting the domination of the 
Peronist TU bureaucracy and as a justification of 
their own and the Morenoists currents accom-
modation to this bureaucracy. That is they 
pushed the lie that the Piquetero uprising could 
supply the leadership of the revolution and 
there was no need to fight for the leadership of 
the organised working class by fighting to 
replace that leadership with a more fighting 
militant class struggle leadership via the tactic 
of the rank-and-file organisation and thereby to 
win revolutionary leadership in the trade unions 
as the Transitional Programme advocates. 

Finally we suggest the holding of a meeting 
between the TPR and TMB comrades with the 
goal of exploring each other the political posi-
tions of our chains and some form of work in 
common.  

TMB (Argentina), LC (Brazil) and SF (Britain) are 
part of a liaison committee for the Fourth Inter-
national (whose acronym is LCFI in English and 
CLQI in Portuguese). 

 Humberto Rodrigues, Liga Comunista of Brazil 

Leon Carlos. TMB of Argentina 

  

Jorge Altamira at the 13th Congress of the PO. 

http://www.microsofttranslator.com/bv.aspx?from=pt&to=en&a=http%3A%2F%2Fsuacs.files.wordpress.com%2F2012%2F03%2Fsocialist-fight-no-82.pdf
http://www.microsofttranslator.com/bv.aspx?from=pt&to=en&a=http%3A%2F%2Fsuacs.files.wordpress.com%2F2012%2F03%2Fsocialist-fight-no-82.pdf
http://www.marxists.org/archive/lenin/works/1917/may/06b.htm
http://www.marxists.org/archive/lenin/works/1917/may/06b.htm
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A 
s Cosatu’s 11th National Congress 
approaches it is time for us again to 
review the politics and practice of 
the trade union federation over the 

past decade or so. As the largest working class 
formation, this is especially important in the 
context of the global economic crisis and the 
loss of over a million jobs since the previous 
national congress. South Africa’s socio-
economic and political demonstrates crises in 
all spheres with; 

• Over 70% of our people living in poverty 

• Over 40% unemployed with 1 million jobs lost 
in just one year (2009 – 2010) 

• South Africa is the most unequal society in 
the world. 

• Over 1 million farm-dwellers evicted (1994 – 
2004) 

The Tripartite Alliance – the Capi-
talist-led Popular Front 

The original Cosatu 2015 policy document rec-
ognised that the ANC government bears much 
of the responsibility for the decline in living 
standards of the working class. It noted at the 
time that the main cause of this has been the 
ANC government’s stubborn implementation of 
its neo-liberal economic policy, GEAR. Yet the 
document also stated that, “the Alliance re-
mains the only weapon in the hands of our 
people to deepen transformation and take our 
National Democratic Revolution to new 
heights” and, “It would be class suicide if work-
ers were to hand the ANC over to the bourgeoi-
sie on a silver platter”. 

The SACP has for decades portrayed itself to 
the working class as a socialist party. For its 
entire existence it has acted as the left wing of 
the liberation movement under the leadership 
of the African National Congress. The approach 
to the struggle adopted by the SACP was 
shaped by the Stalinist bureaucracy of Moscow, 
in line with the “two stage” theory of struggle. 
In terms of this theory, the apartheid state first 
had to be defeated, so achieving a fuller expres-
sion of bourgeois democracy under a black 
government. This is known as the “National 
Democratic Revolution” (NDR) and according to 
this theory, once the first stage had been 
achieved, the second stage of struggle, the 
struggle for socialism, can be embarked upon. 
However, the exact political and economic 
criteria for fully achieving the NDR deliberately 
remain vague and a mystery and it is this that 
enables the SACP to indefinitely postpone the 
struggle for working class power and socialism. 

The NDR also assist it in justifying its leaders 
entering and remaining in service of the capital-
ist state against the working class. 

By positioning itself in this way during and after 
the struggle against apartheid, the SACP has 
had to subordinate itself not only to the 

achievement of bourgeois democracy, but 
also to the leadership of the ANC. The alliance 
between the SACP and the ANC thus became 
the political expression of the subjugation of 
the working class to the interests of the black 
petty-bourgeoisie. For the ANC the role 
played by the SACP was very useful – the SACP 
absorbed into its ranks, and contained the 
militancy of those from the working class and 
intelligentsia who sought more radical solu-
tions to the problems of apartheid and capi-
talism. It offered the ideal cooler-box for the 
militants while at the same time maintaining 
them safely within the discipline and political 
constraints of the broad church of liberation. 
These militants often worked amongst the 
radicalised urban black working class and rural 
poor, ensuring that they were safely behind 
the ANC, assisting in securing a loyal mass 
base and credibility which the ANC lacked in its 
early history prior to the close relationship with 
the SACP. 

The Role of the Cosatu Leadership 

Since the 1990s, a rightward shift can be seen 
in Cosatu in both the language and form of its 
approach to broader political and economic 
issues. While workers continued to experience 
the ravages of capitalism on a daily basis, the 
leadership puts forward policies and proposals 
that attempt to reform capitalism. In 1992 
Cosatu was still talking about nationalising the 
commanding heights of the economy and fight-
ing for an economy based on workers’ control. 
This has been ditched in favour of seeking com-
promises with capital and the state in institu-
tions like Nedlac and tripartite alliance engage-
ments. 

 Cosatu makes countless statements of main-
taining the unity of the Alliance that are accom-
panied by radical statements and sporadic 
actions. This confuses union members and the 
working class. We need to advance a pro-
gramme of revolutionary socialism and uncom-
promising mass action. If we don’t follow this 
path, the ANC will continue to implement its 
anti-working class agenda in the form of GEAR 
and its endemic corruption within the state, 
siphoning off billions of Rands away from the 
working class to the predatory black bourgeoi-
sie and petty bourgeoisie. 

The immediate task is for Cosatu to break away 
from the bourgeois alliance. This is a must as 
Cosatu cannot maintain an alliance with a party 
that represents the interests of its class ene-
mies. It is possible. We once had a proud tradi-
tion of thorough debate and clear action. We 
must prevent fearful and conservative union 
leaders from ignoring our call. The daily attacks 
we experience make this an urgent necessity. If 
Cosatu is serious about advancing the interests 
of the working class and socialism is the future, 
then breaking the alliance is the start to build-
ing it now. 

Break the Alliance – Build a revolu-
tionary Working Class Party Now! 
 We need to develop popular acceptance of the 
need for a radical alternative to the ANC at a 
grassroots level. We need to build support for 
an immediate breaking of the Alliance. This 
view is already gaining support amongst work-
ers who, on a daily basis, have to fend off the 
attacks on their livelihoods. 

Socialists must be at the forefront in taking up 
economic, social and political issues that affect 
the working class in its daily existence. Through 
struggling around concrete issues, links can be 
drawn between the struggles, ANC govern-
ment’s policies and the need for a political 
alternative. Out of such work the problems of 
consciousness, morale, lack of unity and organi-
sation can gradually be overcome. 

The guiding principles for our work in the trade 
unions must be: 

 • Unity of workers and the entire working class 
in defensive and offensive struggles thrown up 
by the crisis of neo-liberal capitalism 

 • Independence politically and organisationally 
from capitalists and the state. We oppose the 
alliance with the ANC & SACP and call for it to 
be broken. We reject corporatist labour laws 
and institutions such as NEDLAC. 

 • Workers’ democracy in the trade unions, 
enabling the rank and file to direct their organi-
sations in their own interests and hold their 
leadership fully accountable. 

The situation demands a linked struggle to 
build a rank-and-file movement of workers 
against the leadership of the trade union bu-
reaucracy and the bureaucratisation of union 
structures. Integral to this struggle is an attack 
on the privileges and perks of office of the 
trade union bureaucracy and a call for the de-
mocratic accountability of all trade union lead-
ers. 

 

Cosatu – Tied to the Alliance and no Path to Socialism 

By Zamandla Ndlovu, Revolutionary Marxist Group, South Africa (abridged) 
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T 
hirty-five more heroes of the class 
struggle in South Africa have fallen - 
mowed down by an elite police unit 
firing semi-automatic weapons. 

For over a week 3000 black mine-workers had 
been on strike for higher wages and better 
working conditions. At the heart of this strike 
are the rock-drillers, workers who do the hard-
est and most dangerous underground work and 
are paid the lowest.  

Apartheid-capitalism and White minority rule 
rested firmly on the super-exploitation of black 
mine-workers. It is their blood that has now 
been spilt after 18 years of a ‘new democratic 
South Africa’ that is presided over by a black 
capitalist ANC government. 

Long live the workers of Lonmin! Shame on the 
ANC government! 

The Commissioner of Police lied when she said 
that the four hundred strong police unit fired 
because they had been attacked and fired on by 
the strikers. The film footage is available for all 
to see. The truth is she had visited the area on 
Tuesday, two days before the massacre. The 
special police unit, armed to the teeth, were 
deployed with a plan to break the resistance of 
the strikers at all costs in defence of the inter-
ests of the Lonmin bosses. Shots were fired only 
in one direction and this is confirmed by the 
numbers dead and wounded. 

See Al Jazeera footage where police herded, 
trapped and massacred workers http://
w w w . y o u t u b e . c o m / w a t c h ?
v=DY22CdX_uOk&feature=share 

The platinum mining bosses, including Lonmin, 
have fared very well with a decade-long boom 
in the platinum price and record profits in 2011. 
In May, Lonmin reported a “solid half year per-
formance”. Its CEO earns a whopping salary of 
R7,4 million (£564,174) a year. It is important to 
note that ANC leader (former NUM and ANC 
general secretary), Cyril Ramaphosa is a share-
holder in Lonmin.  

Under pressure from the global capitalist crisis, 
including a significant drop in the platinum 
price, the company bosses have vigorously 
resisted the demands of the workers.  

They have, however, learnt how to continue to 
super-exploit black labour in the new neoliberal 
South Africa with the complicity of the NUM 
leadership. Within the workers’ movement, we 
hold the NUM labour bureaucracy chiefly re-
sponsible for the bitter sequence of events that 
led to the bloody tragedy. 

In 1999, the current leader of the AMCU, Joseph 
Mathunjwa, then the chair of a local NUM 
branch, was dismissed by BHP Billiton but a two 
week strike and an underground occupation by 
3000 workers led to his reinstatement. How-

ever, NUM proceeded with 
disciplinary action against him 
for allegedly bringing the union 
into disrepute.  

Two investigations dismissed 
the charges against Mathunjwa 
but he was called to attend a 
hearing chaired by NUM Gen-
eral Secretary, Gwede Man-
tashe (now General-Secretary 
of the ANC!). He demanded 
another chair on the grounds 
that he had previously clashed politically 
with Mantashe. The hearing proceeded in 
his absence and Mantashe found him guilty 
and dismissed him. Over 3000 workers 
proceeded to resign from NUM in solidar-
ity.  

AMCU was founded in 2001 and has re-
cruited tens of thousands of disgruntled 
NUM members. Over many years NUM has 
colluded with the mining bosses in differ-
ent ways to prevent AMCU from organiz-
ing. In the case of the Lonmin strike they 
have been ready to call out the police and 
finger the strikers. 

So the massacre is the outcome of a bitter 
and drawn our rivalry precipitated by the 
NUM leadership relying on a combination 
of Stalinist methods and gross collabora-
tion with the class enemy. 

This bloody episode calls for a clear class 
line to be drawn. We condemn the CO-
SATU, NUM and SACP leadership for 
openly supporting the police action, while 
laying the blame on the striking workers. 
Shame on these leaders! 

 We are sure that many working class mili-
tants within NUM, other COSATU affiliates, 
the SACP, the YCL and SASCO are ready to 
take the side of the worker victims of Lon-
min against this apartheid-style bloody 
repression. An injury to one is an injury to 
all!  

Now is the time to close ranks on a class 
basis. The massacre must be a launching 
pad for mobilisation in the townships and 
villages close to the mines across the North
-West and other provinces and protest 
action countrywide. 

Despite the huge challenge of deep divi-
sions within the ranks of the mine-workers, 
the massacre is a turning point in the strug-
gle for workers’ power and socialism. The 
RMG will intervene vigorously to build 
mass action and struggle for Marxist pro-
grammatic clarification on the basis of key 
communist principles of class unity, trade 
union unity and united front unity. 

The Lonmin massacre: a turning point 
By Ben Jordaan, Revolutionary Marxist Group of South Africa 

The South African Communist Party 
give the police carte blanche 

 

SACP Media Statement, 14 August 2012  

On the violence  at LONMIN 

The SACP is shocked and dismayed at the reports 
of violence  at the mining houses of Lonmin. Our 
heartfelt condolences to family, friends and rela-
tives who have lost their loved ones in this spate 
of insensible attacks directed at settling workplace 
differences. 

The South African workers cannot under democ-
racy continue to live in fear of associating freely 
especially given our history with the mining sector 
specifically wherein under apartheid tribal wars 
and  killings were the order of the day. Many activ-
ists in the mining sector lost lives fighting for trade 
union rights. It cannot be that today people resort 
to  violence to force mine workers to join a particu-
lar union. 

The mine bosses must take responsibility for their 
complicity in endeavors to undermine the NUM 
and provide a fertile ground for anarchy to prevail 
in the mines. Had the bosses acted in good faith 
within agreed parameters of agreements this 
would have not seen the light of the day. These 
greedy bosses, in their quest for profits the acted 
outside the scope of bargaining agreements and 
ended up with blood in their hands instead of more 
money. 

It has become clear to the SACP that those who 
have an ulterior motive to undermine the political 
and bargaining power of the NUM have now re-
sorted to violence, including taking away life, in 
order to diminish the strength of the union. The 
law enforcement agencies have also been found 
wanting greatly in this regards. This calls for the 
NUM to take extra measures  to secure life of its 
members unless its proud role will be wiped out by 
the bullet.    

The SACP calls on the police to act swiftly and 
bring to book these hooligans who have substi-
tuted reason and dialogue for bullets. (emphasis 
added)  

The 16 August Massacre at Lonmin's Marikana platinum mine, 
officially 34 dead, but umours say up to 59. The SACP statement 
two days before has been seen as giving the police carte blanche. 


