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Pub Bombings : THE STATEMENT THEY SUPRESSED

ROMINENT establishment figures were

party to the suppression of vital evidence
proving the innocence of the four people
sentenced to Life in 1975 for the bombings 1n
Guildford and Woolwich. Members of an
[RA active service unit, some of whom
became known as the ‘Balcombe Street
Gang’, freely provided the police Bomb
Squad team, led by Detective Superintendant
Peter Imbert, with information about the
bombings that could only have been known
by those who had carried them out. This
information was shown to Sir Michael
Havers, the Prosecuting Council in the
‘Balcombe Street’ trial (as well as the trial
relating to the Woolwich bombing), and to
Sir Norman Skelhorn, the Director of Public
Prosecutions. This evidence was suppressed
from the trial hearings on the advice of the
DPP and on the instruction of the judge,
Cantley. Desperate to make the truth known,
the defendants took the decision to read out a

statement in court. On attempting to read the
statement the defedants were constantly
interrupted byJudge Cantley, who instructed
police officers to restrain them.

The admissions by the defendants were
referred to by some newspapers in their
coverage of the trial but their statement was
never published in full. As far as we are
aware the complete statement was never
printed in any publication at the time (with
the exception of The Leveller magazine) and
has, to date, never been printed since.

The statement was read out on behalf of the
defendants by Joe O’Connell and 1s
reproduced below, word for word. Those
involved in the suppression of this statement
and the incriminating evidence are just as
responsible in the cover-up as those police
officers who forced false confessions and
who fabricated evidence in the earlier
Guildford Four trial.

more on centre pages

STATEMENT OF THE ‘BALCOMBE STREET' GANG

‘We are all four Irish Republicans. We have recognised this court to the
extent that we have instructed our lawyers to draw the attention of the
court to the fact that four totally innocent people - Carole Richardson,
Gerry Conlon, Paul Hill and Paddy Armstrong - are serving massive sen-
tences for three bombings, two in Guildford and one in Woolwich, which
three of us and another man now imprisoned have admitted that we did.

The Director of Public Prosecutions was made aware of these admiss-
ions in December 1985, and has chosen to do nothing. We wonder if he
will still do nothing when he is made aware of the new and important
evidence which has come to light through the cross examination by our
counsel of certain prosecution witnesses in this trial.

The evidence of Higgs and Lidstone. (forensic experts) played a vital part
in the conviction of innocent people. Higgs admitted in this trial that the
Woolwich bomb formed part of a correlated series with other bombings
with which we are charged. Yet, when he gave evidence in the earlier
Guildford trial he deliberately concealed that the Woolwich bomb was
part of a series carried out between October and December 1974 and that
the people on trial were in custody at the time of some of these bombings.’

Cuba’s Forgotten Anarchists

Deep inside the dungeons of one of Cuba’s
more notorious prisons is an anarcho-synd-
acalist militant who believes he has been
forgotten for ever. Angel Donato Martinez

is one of the few remaining members of the
Zapata Group, an agrarian anarchist-syndic-
alist group that first emerged at the beginning
of this decade to challenge the stalinist prac-
tices of the Cuban dictatorship.

The group saw itself as following in the
traditions of the great Mexican revolutionaries
Emilio Zapata and Flores Magon: they took
part in industrial agitation and unionisation.
Free syndicates were not tolerated and mem-
bers of the group were forced to operate clan-
destinely. In 1982 several large-scale strikes
took place. The authorities decided to clamp
down and rid themselves of the strike mil-
itants. The police moved in swiftly and round-
ed up 20 members of the Zapata Group. They
were accused of trying to form an independ-
ent union and of industrial sabotage.

Five of the 20 were sentenced to death. One
of them, Carida Paron, died in prison- she was
tortured to death in the Villa Marista interro-
gation centre. Anarchist exiles began immed-
lately a campaign to save the five. Commun-
iques about their fate were sent out to groups
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around the world. Many of these communiq-
ues did not reach their destinations, inform-

ation about the campaign was suppressed,

in some cases there was even disbelief that
this sort of thing could happen in Cuba un-
derlining the general ignorance of many out-
side Cuba about the true picture of what was
really happening in that country. In conse-
quence international support was largely
confined to exiles in Central America and in
the USA.

As a result of the international support
the death sentences were commuted, the
five instead being given long-term jail sen-
tences. Only the fate of one, Donato, is
known today - the other four may well also
be still inside, or they may be dead.

Donato is believed to be inside the Com-
binado del Este prison, near Havana. Infor-

mation as to his precise conditions is unknown.

His supporters in exile believe his situation
will improve if interest in him increases
internationally.

The treatment of anarchists and agrarian-
syndicalists in Cuba - who demand liberty,
land and collectivisation - over the years by
the Cuban authorities has been that of con-
tinuous persecution, imprisonment and - more
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Who can forget the moment when Gerry Conlon, one of the freed Guild-
ford Four, emerged from court with his two sisters and made a bee-line for
the crowd of supporters and reporters across the road, announcing with
great emotion his innocence, the innocence of his father, the innocence of

the Maguire Seven, and the innocence of the Birmingham Six? It was a mo-

ment of joy, triumph and anger. Interviewed on television later in the day Mr
Conlon again reaftirmed his commitment to the release of the Six, who were

convicted, like the Guildford Four, on forced confessions and as a result of

discredited forensics tests.

‘I've been in prison for 15 years

for something | didn’t do. | watch-

ed my father die in prison for
something he didn’t do. |'m total-
ly innocent. 4

| feel bitterness towards the
judiciary, towards the police who
framed me, who fabricated evid-

ence, but | have nothing but time
and respect for all the English

people who have helped and
there have been so, so many of
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them.

If you're Irish, and you're
arrested on a terrorist, political
type of offence, you don’t stand
a chance. Maybe now that they've
been big enough, or there's someone
who's been honest enough to ad-
mit the mistakes that were made,
maybe the Birmingham Six will
be next.’

Gerard Conlon, on gaining his
freedom.

often than not - death. Many activists rarely

find their way to prison but are taken by the
death squads and killed. Since 1982 we know
of several militants who have had their lives
ended in this fashion. Ramon Toledo Lugo
and Armando Hernandez were both killed

by the death squads. Others have been given
30 year prison sentences - people like the
brothers David, Carlos and Jorge Cardo,
Jesus Varda, Israel Lopez Toledo, and Timoteo
Toledo Lugo. Certain of their wives were also
imprisoned on conspiracy charges.

The above represent only a tiny fraction
of the anarchist and syndicalist struggle in-
side Cuba. The struggle has been isolated,
but it continues. It is long-time that it was
widened and internationalised.

SOURCE: ‘ABC Latinoamerica’

N.B. Unfortunately we have no knowledge
of Latinoamerica; nor can we necessari ly
assume that ‘ABC’ here refers to Anarchist
Black Cross. When we know more we will
publish the details.


















SECTARIAN
NOTES

(HEALTH WARNING: This is likely to be
terminally boring to anyone without an
exhaustive knowledge of pseudo-anarchist
activity, and no doubt others besides. We

should take backstabbing in dignified
silence).

T'HE SAC is the Swedish syndicalist
organisation, with a long tradition of workers
anarcho-syndicalism. But it has fallen into
strange hands. We call upon Swedish
comrades to rescue it from its bureaucracy.

This comment is induced by an invitation
from the International Secretary Annika
Hjelm to various syndicalist groups here
(only some offbeat groupuscules and CGT
agents are likely to respond) to a ‘libertarian
trade union’ conference in Paris on Nov. 4-5.
on behalf of a preparatory committee
consisting of the 20-member strong OSL
(Switzerland), the Spanish CGT (formerly
pretending to be the CNT and still conducting
a campaign against it) and the SAC. The OSL
1S presumably included to give credence of a
new ‘international’.

The CGT formerly went to a previous
conference called by Gaddafi (with members
of the British fascist National Front, though
the latter deny actually meeting them). This
conference is to discuss a paper prepared by
the CGT which is conventional trade
unionism but contains a few perfunctory
remarks at the end about anarcho-syndicalism
(1t wants anarcho-syndicalists to unite with
orthodox unionism, and 1s clearly aimed at
Spain and Sweden). But more significantly to
us, 1n view of the Gaddafi mixing, it speaks
of the ‘reconfirmation of Nationalist
movements’ and the growth of ‘radical
national syndicalism’. Sounds familiar?

WE ASKED the auther of an article in the
latest volume from Freedom Press (The
[eft in Britain with reprints from ‘War
Commentary’ fifty years ago, ed. V.Richards)
what he thought about the Pottle and
Randle scandle.

‘Anyone naive enough to consider read-
Ing or contributing to this set up under its
present bureaucracy after this will deserve
what they get,’ said Mr. Meltzer.

“Then why did you consent to be in-
cluded in this latest volume?’

‘Consent?1 didn’t even know until you
told me. I suppose Richards thinks he took
every moveable and nailed-down asset he
could from the anarchist movement, and so
became proprietor of Freedom Press, he
is entitled to lift old articles and my name
too. The article replies to attitudes prev-
alent fifty years ago, of no relevance to
today—so it can’t cause him any concern.
He even includes articles in the book by
the late Tom Brown—but as he’s dead he
can’t protest. It would be honest to

give a quarter of the benefits conned from
wealthy supporters for this dated collection
to, say, Direct Action as a token of copyright
to us both, instead of hanging on to-the lot. If
he pleads it’s only because he doesn’t believe

In copyright we could always take a leaf out
of their book by launching a Freedom Press

(renovado) with more justification than
elsewhere!’
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COLD OFEF the press is a new mag dressed
up as Anarchist but coming in like a
second-rate trot mag (without the theory),
Socialism from Below, published by the
so-called Anarchist Workers Group. It’s
predictably filled with much package-deal
leftism, which it claims will ‘re-establish
anarchism a reputation as a serious
ideological force’, and much criticism of
Black Flag which has been doing just that for
real anarchism as against the various phoneys
and ringers for twenty years (and even been
accused of sectarianism for doing so).

Up to the miners strike Black Flag had, it
says, ‘In large been a pot pourri of prisoners
news, investigative journalism and articles
about dubious European armed Leninist
groups’ (and not the accepted package deal at
all). We support prisoners struggles—many
of them imprisoned as a result of their
anarchism. In post-war Europe, anarchism
and neo-Leninism competed for the minds of
resistance groups (thanks to the ringers, the
neo-Leninists squeezed the others out).
Anyone who thinks we supported the
Leninists (except insofar as we support all
class struggle prisoners) wants their tiny
mind examined. But stay! With the miners
strike we ‘tail-ended it.. reporting but not
analysing,..collecting money, giving support
and joining support groups’. Praise indeed:
backing the struggle but not trying to take
over: good? No. ‘These activities are all
necessary —well, thanks—but we should
have been ‘analysing’ instead, and giving a
‘clear lead to the anarchists’,like tell them
and the miners to join the twoand a half
members of AWG, a caricature of a trot
group approach.

Such groups trade on the pseudo-anarchist
ghetto they pretend to despise, hoping to
form a tiny group to join the trots in a Broad
Left party. There is a whole history of this
since the late unlamented ‘platformist” ORA:
they first persuade a few trots they represent
the ‘anarchist masses’ Lenin told them to get
hold of first, and some minor trot parties
think they have a chance of demo fodder they
can manipulate (sorry, make ideologically
conscious). But then they can’t deliver the
bodies and the trots drop them, so the
stranded groupies (like the ACF groupuscule)
talk about action while undertaking none,
falling back on ‘Freedom’ to advertise them.
‘Socialism from Below’ says ‘most of the
anarchists’ look to Black Flagfor a lead.
Really? If so, we call on them to sweep away
all this garbage from the doorstep so people
can come in.

How’s that for a clear lead?
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INSIDE "FORT KINNOCK’

MARLETTE: Charioftte Observe

URING THE first Cold War the
DSoviet and American blocs engaged in
a massive, and largely covert,

propaganda war for the political control of
western Europe. Soviet fronts were opposed
by American and British—CIA and MI6
funded—fronts. One of these ‘western’ fronts
was the World Assembly of Youth, WAY.
Funded first by MI6 and then later by the
CIA, WAY ran a press office, put out
leaflets, magazines (the main one published
in four languages), organised meetings, and
funded delegates to big international
conferences. (Some of the details are 1in Bloch

and Fitzgerald’s British Intelligence and
Covert Action, 1982).

In 1966, just ahead of the exposure of the
CIA’s funding of much of the world student
political scene, WAY was reorganised and
renamed the British Youth Council. Today it
1s funded by ‘the Foreign Office’, although
these days also by the Department of
Education and Science. In 1977 Charles
Clarke was president of the National Union
of Students and was chosén by the British
Youth Council to join the organising
committee of the World Youth Festival 1n
Havana. His job, according to The Guardian
(July 4, 1977) was ‘to make sure that the
festival—which will attract more than 20,000
young people from more than 150
countries—1s not taken over by
Soviet-inspired propaganda...Mr Clarke is
expected to be backed by a representative
from the youth organisations representing
Scandinavia and other Western European
countries’. The conference was organised
every year by the Soviet youth front, the
World Federation of Democratic Youth. In
1973 for the first time, the WFDY invited the
‘western’ student organisations. Clarke, 1n
short, was being sent out to join the other
‘western’ students in an anti-communist bloc
on the organising committee.

The Guardian piece also reported that
endorsement of Mr Clarke’s appointment to
this position was being sought from the then
foreign secretary, David Owen. The
chairman of the BYC is quoted as saying “We
are meeting Dr Owen to ask for his
endorsement because it will strengthen our
position to ensure there is a genuine festival’
(sic) The BYC chairman that year was Peter
Mandelson.

These fragments of biography may tell us
nothing more about Clarke and Mandelson
than that they were career-minded, politically
sensible young men, with good connections.
Clarke’s father, for example, was Otto
Clarke, a Permanent Secretary in Whitehall
during the Wilson governments of the

Sixties. There is no evidence at all that these
men have ever wittingly met a member of the
British Intelligence services. It 1s,
nonetheless, a striking coincidence that the
two most important individuals at Fort
Kinnock—the gatekeeper (Clarke) and the
political strategists (Mandelson), both came
up into the party machinery through WAY .

The fantasies of Soviet penetration of the
Labour Party peddled by MI5-salaried Sovie
bloc defectors like Joseph Frolik have
concealed the simple truth that the important
penetration of the Labour Party (and the
widerdabour movement) since the war has
been by British and American intelligence
agencies. It is quite possible, historically
possible, that among the party leader’s
present circle there are British and/or
American intelligence agents. This was true
during Gaitskell’s period as leader. As the
Gaitskell Diaries show, the US Labour
Attache, Joe Godson, was actually helping
Gaitskell’s faction write their policies and
speeches and plan their strategies against the
left of the party.

[f there are no spooks within the Labour
Party’s headquarters then the CIA, MIS and
all the rest of them are failing, and will
certainly be trying to penetrate Walworth
Road. If Clarke and Mandelson are guilty
only of premature careerism, who are the
spook assets in Walworth Road and the
Parliamentary Labour Party? Whose rise
through the party is being promoted by “the

friends’ and their ‘cousins’?
Robin Ramsay.

(‘Fort Kinnock’: the Labour Party
headquarters in London’s Walworth Road)

BLACK FLAG says: It would not surprise us
that British and American Intelligence agents
infiltrated the Labour Party amongst many
other movements but surely the question is to
what purpose? Sometimes they penetrate to
seek State information (like Soviet agents in
the Tory Party), sometimes to provoke or
prevent action, sometimes to discredit,
sometimes to make arrests, sometimes only
to justify their own existence. What sort of
agents couldn’t find out in five minutes what
it really is and how could they discredit 1t
more than it does itself unaided? And could
agents in the Labour Party, or even its
uncorrupted leaders from time to time, do
more damage to the interests of the working
class than its committed, gennine
membership?

We think it has been proven over the years
the main political parties and the like supply
inforri:ation on dissidents on an organised
basis rather than that the Intelligence Services
has to go looking for it.
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