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LABOUR PAINS

THE first resignation of a real grass-roots
Labour Party Member of Parliament has
again brought bubbling to the surface the
seething undercurrents within the Labour
Party.

Mr Robert Mellish has been a member
of the party since 1927 — 55 years. And
for nearly 37 of those years he has been a
Member of Parliament for a dockland
constituency in South-East London —
Bermondsey.

A great contribution of service to the
working class, you might think — if you
think that the Labour Party operates in
the interest of the working class, which
we don’t.

In his time Bob Mellish has never
achieved highest office in the party but
in the various Labour Governments that
have ruled us during the years he has been
a faithful party hack — and he did reach
the dizzying heights of becoming Chief
Whip (that’s the man who rounds up
members to vote in the House whenever
there is a ‘vital’ vote) from 1969 to 1976,
and he chaired the London Labour Party
for 21 years.

Being a faithful party hack, he built up
a faithful party constituency who voted
for him by the tens of thousands, election
after election. He had one of the 20 or so
safest seats in the country, clocking up a
majority of over 38% at the last election.

Being such an enormous Labour major-
ity and thus looking such a safe Labour
seat, Bermondsey has been a prime target
for the ‘Militant’ tendency, who must also
have been taking into account the fact
that Mellish is getting to retiring age —and
the tiring age, too. This tends to make
people complacent and to think that their
positions are unassailable, after such arec-
ord of service, but the younger Militants
are impatient and the faithful but dull
Mellish no longer satisfies them as their
Parliamentary representative.

Besides which, they were moving into
the Labour Party in order to take it over,
and it was the safe seats with massive maj-
orities that seemed to offer the best
chances.

Labour’s last annual conference est-
ablished the procedure for making every
MP re-present himself as a candidate for
every election — a blow for such as
Mellish, who had just been automatically
accepted time after time. Short of coming
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out as a gay, being found in bed with
Margaret Thatcher or uncovered as a sup-
porter of some Northern football club, it
was unthinkable that Bermondsey would
even think of another candidate — until
the Militant Mafia (as Mellish now calls
them) moved in.

Operating the now properly constitu-
tional procedure, the Constituency Labour
Party elected young Mr Peter Tatchell as
their favoured candidate for the nextelec-
tion — only to be roundly condemned by
the party leader Michael Foot (who has,
in his day, spoken alongside anarchists on
public platforms) following a speech by
Tatchell in which he pledged his faith in
parliamentary democracy but did not rule
out extra-parliamentary methods in the
struggle against capitalism in general and
the Conservatives in particular.

By the use of purely Parliamentary
methods (like the Central Committee
having the right to. squash any rebellious
local parties) the Party managed to hold
back Tatchell’s nomination — until, still
fuming about the mafia in the local party,
Mellish came out in support of three local
candidates in a local council election who
had themselves fallen foul of the same

mafia and were now standing as ‘Indepen-
dents’ — Mellish apparently believing that
these ex-Labour members would serve the
local people, and incidentally, the real
Labeur party, better than the new boys.

As it transpired, the Independentis
were successful, presumably because they
had a record of work in the local
community whereas the new ‘Militant’
candidates did not — to say nothing of
the campaigns in the media against the
Militant Tendency and all its devil work.
But Mellish’s support for Independents
instead of for the official Labour candi-
dates, was enough to get him into consti-
tutional hot water from which even his
friends in Westminster could not save him,
the National Executive Committee now
having to allow a fresh selection confer-
ence in Bermondsey for their favourite
candidate in the next General Election.
And no prizes are offered for guessing
who that might be, Tatchell having won
last time by 59 votes to 7.

So Mellish has decided to chuck it in,
fed up with all the backstairs politicking
with which he is not at all suited to com-
pete and which no doubt hurts him deeply,
faithful servant of the party that he is.

So, in the interests of all the ‘decent
people of Bermondsey’ he has resigned
from the Labour Party, saying that it is
no longer the party that he joined all those
years ago. He is going to continue sitting
in Parliament as an Independent until the
local party has chosen their new official
candidate, when he will resign and fight a
by-election to give all those decent people
of Bermondsey a chance to put down the
new man and send good ole Bob back to
Parliament with flying colours.

Which of course they may, for oddly
enough he might be supported not only
by the out-manoeuvred Right and Centre
in the local party, but also by some young
leftists (supposedly of the decent Tribune
tendency) who actually called on Michael
Foot to boot out young Tatchell when he
was first chosen — threatening to raise hell
themselves if he didn’t — so he did. It all
depends on whether party faithfuls who
hate the Militants will support the man
who they know or the party they used to
think they knew . . . to say nothing of
being influenced by the furious campaign
of hatred that the media will mount
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against Tatchell, though strictly speaking
that ought to rally them to his side. Either
way, it will be amusing to watch.

Of rather more fundamental interest,
however, is Mellish’s remark about the
Labour Party not being the party that he
joined all those years ago. Well, of course
it isn’t; it wasn’t then the party it was
when it was first founded 20 years before
that. And Bob Mellish is not the same
today as when he first joined.

Below we reproduce a quote from The
Observer showing what Labour leaders
were saying fifty years ago, when the party
had already lived through its ditching of
its internationalism and anti-militarism
during the First World War and its col-
laboration with the Tories in Ramsey
MacDonald’s coalition ‘National’ Govern-
ment in 1929,

Sir Stafford Cripps went on to serve in
Churchill’s wartime coalition Government
(with its governmental conscription for
industry as well as for the Forces) and in
1942 went to India to talk the (then
neutral) Congress Party of Gandhi and
Pandit Nehru & Co, into collaboration
with the British in return for independence
after the war. The pacifist Indian leaders
maintained official neutrality, but allowed
British troops to travel through India to
get at the Japanese in Burma . .. while
after the war, Attlee’s government had to
be forcefully nudged by massive riots and
demonstrations before they would fulfil
Churchill’s reluctant bargain.

The Labour Party probably never was
the party Mellish thought he joined in
1927. It has changed over the years so
that Cripps’ statement below is today un-
thinkable as cabinet policy. It is certainly
much nearer to what the Militants are
saying today — and that’s enough to
scare Mellish away.

The party has changed and Mellish has
changed and the fact that the Militants
are trying to change it again means nothing
— for they too will change once they tread
the corridors of power. They would not
be playing the power games they are now
if it was not power they were after.

Truly, the more it changes, the more it
remains the same . . .

PS

TOBE
GOVERNED

‘To be governed is to be
watched over, inspected, spied
upon, directed, legislated at,
regulated, docketed, indoctri-
nated, preached at, controlled,
assessed, weighed, censored,
ordered about, by men who
have neither the right nor the
knowledge nor the virtue. To
be governed means to be, at
each operation, at each trans-

action, at each movement,
noted, registered, controlled,
taxed, stamped, measured,
valued, assessed, patented,

licensed, authorised, endorsed,
admonished, hampered, re-
formed, rebuked, arrested. It
is to be, on the pretext of
the general interest, taxed,
drilled, held to ransom, ex-
ploited, monopolised, ex-
torted, squeezed, hoaxed,
robbed; then, at the least re-
sistance, at the first word of
complaint, to.be repressed,
fined, abused, annoyed, fol-
lowed, bullied, beaten, dis-
armed, garotted, imprisoned,
machine-gunned, judged, con-

demned, deported, flayed,
sold, betrayed, and finally
mocked, ridiculed, insulted,

dishonoured. Such is govern-
ment, such is justice, such is
morality.’

Pierre-Joseph Proudhon.

| Fifty years ago ’

THE OBSERVER
Sunday 7 February 1932 .

SIR STAFFORD CRIPPS, MP, told a meetigg in
support of the Labour Party’s crusade to obtain a
million members yesterday that the first lesson of
the recent election defeat was that the real issue
was now between reactionary capitalism and
Socialism. The second was that it was impossible
to have a slow and gradual transition. On gaining
power, they must be prepared to end the power of
the House of Lords, nationalise the land, break
down the capitalist control over money, and the
stranglehold of private ownership, and place
industry under social control.

IN BRIEF

The Observer continues to startle us by
occasionally publishing a perceptive art-
icle. From this week’s (Aug 1st)

So, in recent months, the hidden
attitudes of many people in authority
towards the media have been exposed.
They think the public should be told
as little as possible. They don’t object
to deception on matters both large and
small. They dislike reporters. And they
prefer that ruling circles should be left
to run the State without being bothered
by troublesome disclosures and unpleas-
ant truths.

In fact, some of them don’t really care
much for democracy either.

T e P e s R T
A Pershing IT nuclear missile has exploded
in a test flight from Cape Canaveral. No
one was hurt. The Pentagon has issued
several denials of reported problems with
the missile. The estimated cost of develop-
ing it has more than doubled in the past
18 months to more than $ 2 billion. The
Pershing II is due to start service in West-
em Europe next year.

A draft new constitution for Turkey has
been produced. Its overall effect is con-
centrate power in the President. He will
be elected by parliament, not by the elec-
torate. MPs must have more than eight
years education. They would not be allo-
wed to change parties. The post of prime
minister would be downgraded and the
senate abolished. Trace unions would be
banned from political activity, including
Jffiliation with political parties. Workers
would have the right to strike and em-
nloyers to lock out.

THERE is diplomatic ferment in the Far
East over the rewriting of Japanese school
textbooks. An official protest has been
lodged by China and there has been a
special meeting of the South Korean Cab-
inet. The complaint is that the new ver-
sions ‘sanitise’ Japan’s war record. For ex-
ample, ‘military aggression’ has been chan-
ged to ‘advance’. North and South Korea,
in a rare frenzy of agreement, object to
‘deportation of Koreans for forced labour’
becoming ‘implementation of the National
Mobilisation Law’.

THE government of Pakistan has banned
all reporting of political news in the press.
No newspaper will be able to quote by
name any politician or political party.

FERDINAND Mount, general pundit, has
had the unusual honour of being co-opted
as a non-voting member of all cabinet
committees. His special brief is to ‘restore
moral values to Britain’.
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Police News

WE would like to congratulate the officers
of ‘Operation Countryman’ for finally
managing to prove some allegations against
London police.This is not meant facetious-
ly, we know how difficult the job is. We
remember when Her Majesty’s Chief In-
spector of Constabulary attempted an in-
vestigation in the 60’s, he resigned in frus-
tration, seriously damaging his pension
rights. His comment on the Metropolitan
CID was that members were either corrupt,
turned a blind eye to corruption or were
so lacking in professional competence
that they did not see corruption around
them. When pressed he amended this to:
they’re all either bent, blind or stupid. It

seems that if people would realise that
the police are simply another collection
of people, with superior opportunities for
improving their standard of living, then
there would be less need to develop apop-
lexy, ulcers and similarly distressing com-
plaints at regular intervals.

Meanwhile, the police force has its
other side, the force itself. The current
Chief Inspector of Constabulary, Sir James-
Crane, has just published his annual report.
He confidently asserts that Britain does
not need a special paramilitary force such
as those used by foreigners. This seems like
solid good sense. After all, such a force
would cost money, far better to specially
train the one we already have (and look
at the trouble the Guardia Civil caused in
Spain). Such training is reported from
Greenwhich. The Metropolitan Police are
using a piece of derelictland near the river
for riot control training. The local council

were not told of the land’s new use uniil
the time limit for objections intervened.

It would be unrealistic not to carry
out such preparations. As Sir James says
in his report, it would be ‘foolish and self
defeating to deny that specific problems
exist between the police and some ethnic
minority communities.” It is unfortunate
that the media insist on reporting minor
incidents such as in Toxteth last week.
This only helps to build an atmosphere of
expectation of urban. disturbances this
summer. The police themselves report
that such an atmosphere, together with
the resulting tension, is causing them
worry in Brixton. They are reluctantly
being forced to use heavy tactics, swamp-
ing and so on. Typically, locals claim that
it is the other way round. We regret that
the current distrust of the police, due to a
few rotten apples, gives credence to such
maliciousness.

‘NERO’

WE are a collective who are doing ‘NERQ’,
a city fanzine, based in Milan, from a
squat (squatted for seven years).

We present an anarchist point of view
on the events which happen in our city
and near it; facts that media don’t report,
maintaining people in ignorance, workers
who live to pay and die remote controlled.

We believe that an autonomous infor-
mation work is necessary to attack the
institutes, politics, power.

As you have interest to establish an
exchange contact with us, concerning the
materials that we and you both are pro-
ducing, we ask you to send your mail to
the following address:

Paola Tose — Via A Mantegna, 5 — 20154
Milano — Italia

as we have difficulties to receive the mail
in our squat.

We are pleased to inform you that we
are now trying to organize an international
meeting, in Milan, with all the European
movements and realities expressing them-
selves in the last three or four years on
matters like: anti-nuclear campaign, squat-

ted houses, unemployment, economical
crisis; as you could understand we have
interest in contacting libertarian/anarchist
groups, who with their works create anta-
gonism to the power.

Please inform us on your availability
on this project, if you agree with the mat-
ter exposed, which practical details (where
to sleep, to eat, etc) we can discuss all
together by phone or by letter as you
prefer.

We hope to organize this meeting
around the beginning of November 1982.
At this moment we are discussing with
some groups in Milan, all the above prob-
lems.

We don’t want written efforts or a bor-
ing assembly; we propose to use the mat-
erials produced by the people who take
part in the meeting, eg: video-tapes, films,
pictures, slides, live actions of musical
and theatre groups (since now we have
two amplification systems and one place
for the live activity).

Written materials (as magazines, leaf-
lets, film comments) would be better sent
to us, to permit a translation in Italian
and English to help the people understand.

We would like to know your relevant
comments and proposal soon.

Anarchist wishes.

NERO Via Correggio. 18-20149 Milano
ARSI :

Work it Out

WITH astonishing inventiveness the gov-
ernment has reinvented the concept of
worksharing. If jobs were split, the unem-
ployment figures would drop sharply, large
numbers of people would collect minimal
wages and therefore not be a burden on
the state. Indeed, they would pay National
Insurance. And think of the benefits to
their self respect. It’s so breathtakingly
simple. It is particularly attractive in a
week when the Department of Employ-
ment itself has realised that large numbers

of unemployed get no benefit from the
‘Welfare State’ and so don’t bother to sign
on. According to the Department’s own
estimate, there are 750,000 of them.

The Danish government is also trying to
be imaginative. Their Finance Minister
suggests that the work week should be
cut and that the workers should absorb
the resulting pay loss. The labour move-
ment is said to be ‘shocked’.

Back at home, the Confederation of
British Industry has a suggestion. No pay
rises, indefinitely. The old style bloated
plutocrat has disappeared, so there is,
generously, no suggestion of any cuts.

The only possible comment is the old
favourite; well they would, wouldn’t they.

WiLPCAT I’m fighting Nazis.

Are you in favour of Nazis?

Of course not, but the poor
Pussycat isn't a Nazi. /

s

Dor't give me this hairsplitting nonsense :
about adistinction between Nazis and other gentiles.

fl
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4 FREEDOM

Victory! Oppressors routed

CASE 1

WE are happy to report that an attempt
to harass a member of the FREEDOM
Collective by the lackeys of the British
State Machine has collapsed. Comrade
David Peers was summonsed because he
refused to acknowledge their right to pry
into his life. Rather than submit to this
impertinence he braved financial levies
and incarceration.

Less dramatically, he didn’t fill in a
Census form. Due to his innate retiring
nature he considers that statement to be
sufficient. However, others feel that a
more detailed account will show up the
incompetence of the repression apparatus
and so give encouragement to others.

The original form arrived in April. It
was followed up by a worried volunteer,
who was distressed that her hundred per
cent return was threatened. A couple of
weeks later an official from the Office of
Censuses and Surveys and awitness arrived.
He pointed out that failure to fill in the
form carried a £50 fine and asked for an
explanation. When it got to the point
about them already having all this infor-
mation, he said that they invited the com-
pletion of the form anyway. It was pointed
out that they didn’t ‘invite’ it, they deman-
ded it with threats. He leapt to his feet,
proclaiming ‘If that’s going to be your
attitude....” and stormed out.

In August a duplicate form arrived
together with a letter ‘if you could see
your way clear....” (sic)

No more was heard, and the incident
assumed over, until mid-June. Then, a
summons, dated September, and referring
to the original, April form arrived. Appar-
ently, such summons must be ‘laid’ within
six months, then they can serve them when
they get round to it.

Bromley Magistrates Court, July 6th,a
procession of the usual Road Traffic off-
ences, petty burglaries and, more enter-
taining, ‘taking away a JCB for their own
use’, there might be a lesson here for anti-
nuclear campaigners. Then, as cases built
up and time dragged on, another court
was opened. Two worried magistrates and
an irritated clerk of the court. The census
official could not be found. ‘No case to
answer’ was the cry. It was necessary to
tread a delicate line between maximum
disruption and getting out of the place
before the official turned up. A mention
of costs was, informally, discouraged and
in the interests of the above equilibrium,
not pressed. Qur comrade strode forth
into the sunshine, deprived of the chance
to make a defiant speech and refuse to
pay the fine.

MASSIVE VICTORY AGAINST STATE
OPPRESSION!!!

PEOPLE’S TRIBUNE FREED!!!

TECHNO-BUREAUCRACY
CONFOUNDED!!!

Except for the case below, everybody
else we know had no follow up. The entire
thing was, obviously, extremely haphazard,
making nonsense of their statistics any
way.

NW refused to complete the Census
form, giving back a blank form to the
Enumerator and refusing to discuss the
matter with the Assistant who called later,
and he completed the form which was
posted in August with only the most
meaningless and/or misleading answers.
In September he received a summons, with
his name and address given wrongly and
several essential details written illegibly,
to appear on 3 November. When the case
wasn’t reached, it was adjourned and he
was asked what date would be convenient
for it to be heard. He suggested 15 Dec-
ember, but he heard nothing more, so he
wrote to ask what had happened. On 21
December he was told that the case had
been heard in his absence, and that he
had been fined the maximum £50 with
£50 costs. After a series of increasingly
intemperate telephone calls, he was told
by the Clerk that the decision would be
rescinded under Section 142 of the Magis-
trates Courts Act of 1980. After a series
of increasingly intemperate letters, he was
told by the Clerk that he had been ‘the
victim of a series of errors’ and was offered
apologies.

On 6 January he received a further
summons, with all details correct and leg-
ible, to appear at Harrow Magistrates

Court again on 23 March. The hearing
turned into a further series of errors. The

charge was that he had failed to complete
a Census form in August, but the prose-
cution case was entirely concerned with
events in April. The prosecuting solicitor
read in open court extracts from forms
completed by members of his family in
April and from the form partly completed
by him in August, despite the statement
on the form that ‘Your replies will be
treated in STRICT CONFIDENCE’ and
despite his frequent angry protests. There
were three prosecution witnesses — Census
Enumerator, the Assistant Census Officer
and the Census Officer from the Harrow
area who had handled the April form —
but no witnesses from the central Census
office which had handled the August form.

At the end of the prosecution case, no
evidence had been given about the events
which were the subject of the charge, so
NW submitted that he had no case to
answer. This was rejected. The defence
case consisted of a protest against the
general way the Census was conducted
and the particular way this case had been
conducted. He was then immediately con-
vieted.

Before sentence was passed, the prose-
cuting solicitor applied for the maximum
fine of £50 again and for double costs of
£100, but NW replied that he himself
ought to have costs of £100 for the trouble
he had been caused by the inefficiency of
the prosecution and the court, and only a
nominal fine. The chairman of the magis-
trates smiled for the first time, the magis-
trates retired for another twenty minutes,
and returned to fine him only £25 with no
costs. Considering that he had won some
kind of immoral victory, NW paid with
much amusement, which wasn’t shared
by either the prosecuting solicitor or the
witnesses. He tells us that he has never
yet completed a Census form properly
and will never do so,and that he considers
£25 to be a good price for causing so much
trouble to lawyers and bureaucrats. On to
1991!

Has anyone anything to report?

Belgian Resistance

‘IT is not the guns, nor the atomic bomb
that generate and bear power. Power re-
sults from the meekness of people, because
they accept obedience. The mighty know
the possible power of disobedience. When
they sent me to prison it was not to make
me believe in their system, but to compel
my submission, or at least a compromise.’
This was said by Martin Van Kerrebroeck
at his trial in Belgium for having totally
refused all forms of military service. He

also refused to do the alternative civil ser-
vice. The judge was furious because at a
press conference, Martin had said that he
feared that he was about to be arrested at
any time. This was ‘an anxiety neurosis
about society’. A number of expert wit-
nesseswere presentto say that ‘democracy’
implied the right of conscientious objec-
tion. However, most were not allowed to
speak, as the Public Prosecuter said, ‘If
democracy has to be respected in the first







































