


Editorial
As Black Flag goes to print, it appears 
capitalism is on the verge of a major 
economic crisis due to the "credit 
crunch." While programmes and articles 
on this crisis have appeared, the social 
context has been downplayed or 
ignored. It is as if crisis occurs without 
any links to the wider economy. 
On page 12, lain McKay explains how 
this crisis arose and how the chickens 
have come home to roost. 
Such class analysis of the crunch is vital 
to counter a phoney shifting of blame 
onto scapegoats created to dilute any 
mass response to the crisis. 
Unless they are countered, it is possible 
that the far-right will take advantage 
and push their own 'solution' to the 
problems we all face. In our lead article, 
Paul Marsh and Kac look at how liberal 
abandonment has let the far right into 
communities which suffered even during 
the boom times from an economic plan 
which enriched the wealthy and beat 
down the poor.
Jack Ray illustrates this tendency for 
"boom economics, bust social support" 
in his case study of Manchester on page 
9, looking at a city where Labour have 
placed a veneer of luxury over the city's 
rotting core while calling it progress.

This issue also takes an in-depth look at 
anarcha-feminism past and future. 
Anarcha-feminism has been a tendency 
within the movement since almost the 
start, as can be seen from our account of 
the first known group formed in 
Argentina in the 1890s (page 24). We 
also reproduce a rare Emma Goldman 
article on Mary Wollstonecraft and 
present an interview with the two 
members of the Dublin based RAG. 

As the example of the French strikes last 
year show, we have enormous power in 
our hands - if we know how to use it! 
Hopefully Black Flag can contribute to 
creating awareness, to clarifying and 
supporting anarchist activity. Our back 
page has a picture of the Haymarket 
Martyrs. Executed because of their key 
role in the unions of Chicago and the 
eight hour day movement, their legacy 
should be remembered.

The good news is Black Flag is on 
schedule to be bi-annual this year. Sales 
have noticeably improved. However our 
collective is still small. Please do not 
assume that we will muddle through - 
get in touch. Finally, the footnotes to 
part one of our series on the Russian 
Revolution somehow got messed up. Go 
to anarch ism. ws/writers/anarcho/ 
revlost_critique.html for the correct 
version. It is now a three-part work.

GREEN BUG: This issue, our intrepid, parasite-killing ladybird with the red and black colour 
scheme is illustrating the difficulties of living on a dead planet... Photograph: Anya Brennan

Our kind of people: A few of the 
many libertarian publications 
available from radical social

centres and bookshops today
PS: If you're not on here we're not snubbing
you, we just didn't have a copy to photograph
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Ethos
Black Flag is for a social system 
based on mutual aid and 
voluntary co-operation - against 
state control and all forms of 
government and economic 
repression.
To establish a share in the 
general prosperity for all - the 
breaking down of racial, 
religious, national and sex 
barriers - and to fight for the life 
of one world.
The Black Flag has been a world­
wide symbol for anarchism since 
the 1880s.
It is at base a representative of 
the negation of all oppressive 
structures.
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Analysis: Rise of the Nationalists

S
IX years ago the BNP were following 
the well worn footprints of the post­
war British far-right - pitifully small 
votes, a tiny unreliable membership 
with a very high turnover, and a public profile 

that either didn’t really exist (apart from 
some limited areas) or was on a par with that 
of Ian Brady. The whole far-right combined 
had only managed to win three council seats 
in total since 1945 and these came as total 
shocks.

Today they have around 50 elected 
councillors, a national profile that allows 
them to operate in areas previously closed to 
them, a steadily rising and far more reliable 
membership (around 7,000) and crucially, 
voting BNP is no longer seen as the action of 
nutters and misfits - it has become a 
normalised reaction to social conditions 
across many parts of the country.

What has happened in those ten years to 
bring this situation about? Why have the BNP 
apparently shaken off 

Semitism, the inept attempts at paramilitary 
games, the social pariah status etc and gone 
on to become the most electorally successful 
far-right group in this country’s history?

Why and how have they managed to 
consolidate themselves and their politics in 
these last 10 years? What has changed, and 
why? These are the questions we’ll be look­
ing at in this article.

We’ll start with a brief historical introduc­
tion to the roots of the far-right following the 
formation of the National Front in 1967 in 
order to provide background and context. 

The National Front - united at last 
The National Front was bom in 1967 out of 
the merger of The League of Empire 
Loyalists, a fast fading conservative group 
based on virulent anti-Semitism led by AK 
Chesterton, and the British National Party 
(not the same group as today) headed by 
John Bean and individual members of immi­
gration pressure groups.

The big hitters of the far-right scene at the 
time were Colin Jordan, John Tyndall and 
Martin Webster and all were openly neo-nazi, 
leading to them being refused membership of 

the NF for some 
years. The NF 

at that time 
appeared to 
be an inco- 
h e r e n t 
mix of 
positions 
all joined 
together 

by the
recognition 

that overt
neo-nazism 

was never going to
a vote-winner in the UK after 

World War Two.
The public outcry around immi­
gration at this time added 

weight to the idea that all on 
the far-right should be 

brought together in order 
to make political capital 
out of the issue. 

Tyndall accordingly 
toned down his rhet­
oric and was 
allowed to join, 
along with Webster, 
and the two quickly 
set about achieving 

control of the Party’s 
main bodies and forcing a 

series of internal challenges until 
Tyndall emerged victorious as 
leader in 1973.

FAILURE: 
Ex-leader 
John 
Tyndall

the various curses 
of the British 
far-right - the
Hitler wor­
ship, the
elitism,
the overt 
anti*
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This 1973-78 period was the height of the 
NF’s influence - they claimed to have over 
17,000 members, helped along by an influx of 
ex-Tories angry about what they saw as Prime 
Minister Heath’s liberal stance on immigra­
tion, particularly on the entrance of thou­
sands of Asian-Ugandans into the 
country.

These disillusioned Tories brought 
valuable electoral and organisational experi­
ence to the group which helped in achieving 
some noticeable election results, including a 
16.9% in a Parliamentary by-election in West 
Brom - the only time the far-right had saved 
an election deposit until that point.

Yet, in a process that seems to be played 
out time and time again, the newcomers led 
by John Kingsley Read believed that they 
were largely behind the current success and 
so led a challenge to Tyndall, in which they 
won a brief pyrrhic victory but eventually 
lost, although not without taking 3,000 mem­
bers with them.

They then formed the National Party which 
itself soon disappeared, after winning two 
council seats in Blackbum in 1976 - the only 
instances of electoral success the far-right 
had ever had. The NF, at the very zenith of it’s 
size and influence, never won a single 
council election.

Tyndall then lead the NF to a crushing 
defeat in the 1979 election in which Thatcher 
stole the populist clothes of the entire far 
right. Tyndall was ousted and after falling out 
with his old Lieutenant Webster he formed 
the New National Front, which in 1982 
merged with some elements of the British 
Movement, the old NF and the British 
Democratic Party to form today’s BNP.

Tyndall kept the BNP on a fairly straight 
political path throughout the 80s - battling 
with the NF (and usually losing) for the 
mantle of being top-dogs on the far right. He 
mostly maintained traditional Mosley derived 
protectionist policies allied with the covert 
neo-nazism and anti-Semitism essential for 
drawing younger elements of the movement 
in this period.

But they were merely treading water and 
Tyndall was finally deposed from the leader­
ship by Nick Griffin, who had joined in 1995 
after a period leading the ‘political soldiers’ 
wing of the remaining NF - ironically enough 
via the same approach as Tyndall had utilised 
against Jordan and others back in the 60s, 
arguing for an up-to-date presentation and 
change of emphasis.

Learning the lessons?
Griffin emerged as Party leader after a 
vicious battle with Tyndall in September 
1999, using the momentum of his victory to 
introduce a series of constitutional changes
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which made the Party Leader’s position 
significantly more secure.

This also had the added bonus of keeping a 
lid on any serious internal dissent, by 
ensuring that any challenge to his position 
would almost certainly split the party 
permanently - a step many of those who 
would like to challenge Griffin have been 
unwilling to take. To date only Chris Jackson 
has challenged Griffin’s leadership and he 
was comprehensively beaten with Griffin 
receiving over 90% of the vote.

Griffin decided to grasp the nettle and 
focused his first big changes on the issues 
that would cause most controversy - race 
and repatriation. The BNP abandoned one of 
their, and the far right’s historical core 
commitments - the compulsory repatriation 
of all non-whites from Britain.

The scale and importance of this change 
cannot be under-estimated. At a stroke it 
undermined one of the core arguments 
against the BNP - the injustice of blanket, 
compulsory repatriation.

It allowed people to vote BNP who had

black friends, got on well with their local 
Asian newsagent, or who quite fancied the 
woman at their local Chinese takeaway, with­
out believing they were sending such people 
to their deaths.

The whole point of racism is that it is 
contradictory and hypocritical - by adopting 
a policy that was partial and would mean 
different things to different people, Griffin 
advanced the cause of racism far more 
successfully than Tyndall’s "Send ‘Em Back".

This also demonstrated the fast developing 
political nous of a core of key strategists 
around Griffin who were learning lessons 
about political representation and how to 
appeal to different groups on different issues 
from the mainstream parties. It allowed the 
BNP to oppose immigration on what they 
could claim were non-racial grounds - they 
were merely defending the indigenous 
population - and in a country where a sub­
stantial proportion of the population report 
they are opposed to mass immigration but 
wouldn’t necessarily think of themselves as 
racist, this opened up a very useful new seam 
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Nationally the picture is not quite so rosy but still shows a clear upward trend in 
every important area.

The European elections of 2004 also saw the BNP score 808,200 votes nationally 
4,9% of the total vote. At the same time in the London elections they achieved 
4.8% with 90,365 votes in the Assembly election and 3.04% with 58,405 votes in 
the mayoral election - plus 70,736 (3.68%) 2nd preference votes.

Factfile: BNP in elections

Year Candidates Total
Votes

Seats 
Won

Total
Seats

BNP
2 
places

Average
% in 
wards 
stood in

Average
% in top 
100 
wards

2000 V 3022 0 0 0 0 n/a

2002 67 30998 3 3 3 16% n/a

2003 217 101 221 13 16 48 17% 25%

2004 312 190 200 14 21 5i 16% 24%

2006 3^3 229 389 33 48 89 18% 30%

2007 744 292 919 10 50 103 13% 29%

Year Candidates Total Votes Average vote per candidate

1983 53 14621 276

1987 2 553 277
1992 13 7^31 587

1997 56 35382 640

2001 33 47631 1428

2005 119 192746 1620

of potential supporters.
Tied to this change was an emphasis of 

cultural difference, using arguments devel­
oped by the top down multi-culturalist 
approach of the political establishment. If 
everyone ‘belongs’ to a particular culture and 
that culture needs and deserves defending or 
‘understanding’ then surely so did the cul­
ture of white people - to deny this was to 
deny the logic of official multi-culturalists or 
to give non-whites privileges over and above 
those the ‘white community’ could expect.

Different but equal - the far right finally 
grasped hands with elements of the left. This 
move allowed the BNP to argue that they were 
in fact entirely mainstream on the issue and 
to tie their opponents up in knots, thereby 
exposing the assumptions behind their 
approaches - unfortunately, unlike others, 
this was in order to agree with those 
separatist assumptions rather than to high­
light the anti-working class nature of them.

The floundering of the political establish­
ment when faced with this approach was 
highlighted perfectly by a Newsnight 
interview Jeremy Paxman conducted with 
Griffin in 2001. The liberal left’s favourite 
attack dog was left lost and mumbling after 
suddenly finding himself out of his depth. 
Like many of his type, he clearly hadn’t been 
following the evolution of the far right and 
lazily expected to be tearing apart some 
bonehead moron.

These two policy changes combined to 
allow a crucial organisational change to be 
put in place - the removal of the bonehead 
element and the silencing (in public at least) 
of the Hitler-worship society who still 
remained in the party in substantial 
numbers. Those who wanted to continue 
down that road were either forced out or put 
on notice that they should be except to be 
disciplined if they stepped out of line.

These measures were key first steps to 
repositioning the BNP as a respectable, non­
extremist common sense party speaking up 
for those the mainstream parties had 
abandoned - an approach which was then 
applied via a new electoral strategy.

The first run out for the new approach was 
the 2001 General Election which saw a tar­
geted campaign with fewer candidates, 
identifying areas and key issues which would 
then be returned to after the national 
election. The results were encouraging. 
Despite standing half the number of candi­
dates as the previous election they raised 
their vote by around 300% and increased the 
average votes per candidate from 640 to 
1,428. Griffin had passed the first test.

Griffin had been veiy impressed by the 
performance of Le Pen’s Front Nationale in 
the 1980s and 1990s and had taken much of 
his inspiration from them, particularly their
use of local elections to build up power bases
and national legitimacy. This was now the 
BNP’s tactic - identify an outstanding local 
issue, set up a front campaign around it, talk
to locals and uncover what other 
issues were worrying them, and 
adopt them as your own.
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The fact that the mainstream parties have 
no intention of sorting out these issues 
means that they’re actually acting in 
combination with the BNP and providing the 
conditions for their future growth.

The BNP then racialises these and other 
social issues and colonises the non-main- 
stream space.

So how has the local approach worked? 
The BNP in the 2007 local elections achieved 
the highest ever vote for a far-right party in 
this country and have achieved a 97-fold 
increase in total vote since 2000, and now 
have around 50 seats with at least 100 others 
in which they’ve come a close second.

This localised approach has been very 
effective despite the limitations imposed on 
what elected BNP councillors can practically 
achieve - this isn’t the point of the tactic 
though, as the main aim is to normalise a 
BNP vote and bump the BNP into political 
respectability in the eyes of the electorate.

Yorkshire.
Today those area still retain their 

importance but have been joined by a raft of 
other areas - the east Midlands, east England 
and the north west have all had councillors 
elected and seen the formation of numerous 
active local branches. Even previously 
impregnable areas like Wales have seen rises 
in BNP votes and activity. In the last round of 
national elections the BNP missed out on 
gaining Assembly members in North Wales, 
South Wales East and South Wales West by 
0.6%, 0.9% and 1.3% respectively.

Why This Success?
There is no single over-riding factor that has 
allowed the changes mentioned above to met 
with success, rather, it’s a coming together of 
a series of ingredients to create a toxic mix, 
some of the most important include:

The BNP have been able to articulate 
feelings of a general unease about Islam in

FEWER JACKBOOTS: The BNP have been careful not to conjure up the image of skinhead violence 
and fascist imagery in their campaigning.

Who's Voting NP? Where?
The image of the BNP voter amongst the left 
is often that of a tattooed yob - infamously 
characterized as ‘scum off the estates’ by
Julie Waterson some years back. This is by 
no means the case though.

Research has established that the BNP 
does better the higher up the social scale in 
the area they’re contesting and that the 
poorer the ward the worse they do, with ‘a 
significant positive correlation only for group 
Cl’ (traditionally the lower middle class).

The BNP seem aware of this fact as well - 
after years of targeting wards at the lower end 
of the social scale, they are now targeting 
previously ignored middle class areas. This 
fits in well with the long-term aims of the 
modernisers to make voting BNP 
‘respectable’ - and importantly, having 
support in well off areas can bring in much 
needed financial support.

The BNP were trapped in a few regional 
strongholds for much of the 1980s and 
1990s. Traditionally the far right had been 
able to rely on residual levels of support in 
areas of east London, the west midlands and

Britain to outright opposition to it.
It is worth noting that these feelings 

pre-date both 9/11 and 7/7, e.g. the conflict 
over schooling in Dewsbury in the late 1980s, 
that led to a major riot in the town in1989, or 
the racial violence between whites and 
Muslims in various northern towns in the 
summer of 2001.

It might not be something that people from 
Anarchist or Socialist traditions are comfort­
able with, but the fact is huge numbers of 
people (of all colours) are deeply uncomfort­
able with the development of Islam in 
Britain.

Allowing those views to be largely articulat­
ed by the tabloid press and the far-right has 
benefited no one - save the BNP and those 
British Muslims who wish to live as separate 
an existence as possible.

Only certain voters count - mainstream 
politics now revolve around what is 
euphemistically called ‘middle England’ - 
that is, a core of swing voters in a handful of 
well off seats whose vote is crucial to the 
winning of a General Election.

The need to appeal to these voters above all 

means that their needs are those at the top of 
the political agenda.

Social housing, well funded non-segregated 
education, a functioning health service and 
the whole range of social services that most 
of the working class rely on in one way or 
another is rarely what these key voters are 
concerned about, and consequently they’re 
no longer what the mainstream parties are 
concerned with either.

This abandonment leaves the BNP room to 
move in and claim that people’s communities 
are being run down, not because of Labour’s 
obsession with the rich, but because 
Muslims or some other group have been 
allocated all the locally available resources. A 
class issue is once more racialised.

No credible left challenge to Labour has 
emerged. The Socialist Alliance came and 
went. Respect has only really flourished in 
two cities, and then has been largely 
dependent on Muslim voters. When queries 
were raised about selecting slates entirely 
consisting of males of Pakistani origin in 
Birmingham, the party began a process 
leading to a split.

The Greens’ successes have been partial 
and largely dependent on middle class votes 
in cities like Oxford and Brighton. The IWCA, 
despite remarkable success in one working 
class area of Oxford, has not spread as a 
model, and indeed remains smaller now than 
its creator, Anti-Fascist Action, was when it 
slowly imploded.

Anarchist groups have remained at broadly 
the same level over the past 10 years, or 
arguably progressed slightly. None have the 
prominence now that Class War did 15 years 
ago. The BNP has swept up protest votes.

No credible right challenge to the BNP has 
emerged either. The implosion of the 
National Front and the continuing obsession 
of the remnants with racial purity and Hitler 
has meant that for serious far-right activists 
the BNP is today the only show in town.

The BNP has also profited from the Tories 
shifting to the left, and Labour shifting to the 
right. On economic issues, the protectionist 
BNP can say it is more left wing than New 
Labour.

The Conservative party traditionally 
mopped up votes on certain issues - capital 
punishment, anti-European Union, opposi­
tion to gay rights etc, without actually 
implementing the views of many of its voters.

Cameron’s Conservative Party no longer 
even pretend that they wish to bring back 
hanging, reinstate Clause 28, or lead Britain 
out of the EU. Voters who wish to choose 
those policies are left with either UKIP, the 
BNP or parties further to the right.

Success breeds success. Once the BNP 
started winning seats, and getting strong 
votes in previously uncontested areas, it 
became clear they were a party worth joining, 
and worth voting for.

Fascists who had largely dropped out of 
politics - such as Martin and Tina Wingfield, 
or John Bean have returned to the fray. NF 
splinter The Third Way began to forget the 
efforts they had made to distance themselves 
from fascism, with Patrick Harrington 
heading the BNP’s Solidarity ‘union’.

The BNP vote has proved brittle. Despite a 
strong base, the BNP has failed to win 
council elections in Oldham and Sunderland. 
In places like Bradford and Burnley, electoral 
successes have not been maintained, and 
seats have been lost. Three explanations 
emerge here:






