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8 case against an ORA paper.
Comrades

This is very much 8 minority document - probably a minority
of one, & not even s factional one,. There have always been
ORA members unconvinced that a poper is either necessary or advis-
able, but only 3 very few heve ever been convinceu that it was

positively counter-productive,

Of those who have held this position, Mike lalet has aband-
oned if, ‘= indec-d did before ‘the first ORA conference, '« & of
the Iour of us whose UOSlulOH was expreszed there, Andrew ffell
Gordon, Iain Neary, P:%e¢ Roberts & I, I have not heard from the
first two since, & while 1 srxow thet Pete still opposes a paper
& that some of our 2re’ che gsame, I would doubt "if &ll ‘of
them are & possibly not even most, |

Th= documenis that like, Andrew 0bfp:roduced 3t the beginning
almost 21l dealt with practicalities I still think these are wvalid
though I no longer consider them of major importance excent in so
far as they reflect a deeper theoreticesl argument about the sort

of orgenization we want,

Laurens Otter
i3 Albert road
i l]_‘Il’Tth-l (SalOpo )
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In brief the practical recasons were:-
Li A premature battle with Freedom 1s undesirable,
2y There is more than onc form of pxopaganda,
3 expense,
4. centralisation,
1 In WOrrying about 32 premature battle with Frecdom we

were far from fa2iling to 2ppreciate that such o battle woulu one

day be neceszary; Freedom hss never accepted that other snarchist
groups night as sincerely desire ansrchism as it, has slways re-
garded anyone who believes in organization as threatcnlnv its power,
so that while it insists on its right to be independent of the move-
ment, ‘t-does not accept the movement's right tc be independent of

it,

However it shculd be borne in mind that VR besides
owning the press, large stocks of back publications, books etc., (&
besides the fact that bourgc01o liberal papers mentioning anarchism
naturally mention the old established firm first,) has large

scurces oi potentisl further funds sc thaet he Cdn greatly enlarge

the paper at any time he wishecg

In 1963 -~ when tiie bulk of thc new influxz of anarchists
had turned to the 3TF -~ by enlarging the editorizl board, by
paying lip service to the establishment of an AFE & by some advert-
izing he 738 able to ensure that further recruits turned to the

cIneE




cld firn, 78s able Lo foist the sectarian label on the STF & cut
it off Lrom sy hope of furthexr growth,

Experience shows that he will always move decisively
to prcvcnt the grcwth of 8 viable anarchist movement 1n thlis coun=-
try » that he will always find adequate funds to aid him in thi's,

But Freedcocm is not only its owmer, Of -1t= editors
Pete Turner & John Lawrence at least differ from us in nc vital
respect e: ccpt that they have now adopted the Freedom dogms that
all organizetional control ¢f a paper iz bed, e might find
poirts at shich we would criticise their thecoretical grasp, we
might think them insufficiently eritical of ‘some carecrists, we
might say thnat when they «o sec people as crooks they are apt to
lanse into ébStehﬁlOﬁuim and avoid entering the same arena for
the sake ol making the anarchist srgument sticks; . but by & large
those two af lcoah ehsrve one vision ci a8 fubure society, & hove
more oxr -lesa th.¢c 3ame perspsctive ol msss self-liberation, the
game perspective c¢i revoluivion, |

So vis a vis them (& to 8 leszer extent others aszocia-
ted with them) we differ in .streseing the need for org nisstion

BoO#y butotherwisc only in friviaslities. Yie can tiiereiore oper-
ate in those cirecleg much as entrists in the Labour Party with the
difference that the L.P. has an cig:gagapa,n & no iceology & its
entrists tr to supplythe latter: while P.T. & J. L. hoVE 1deO=
202y but po .rgenizatbion & Weesves

s o0

e Howewver badly Freedom - & others - attempt to pro-

vice one form oi wiopsgande - 2 paper - they do attempt t€co
provide 1t, A paper is however only one form, Guite apart
from propaganda by deed - direct sction - there are leaflets,

panmphlets, broadshec ts,... ss well that by and large noone does
much to provide,

There are various levels to be done: agitation - say-
ing 2 little to the many - that is getting pcople Jithout atftem-
pting to convert them to anarchism to behave in 5 more militant

manner so that they adopt some forms of struggl: teken Irom the
anarchist armoury; propagation proper +trying to talk To people

already in strug:ile or Jlready at least questicning present sccC=-
iety and 1nstlll into them the zerms of an anarchlat Case ;
ccmuunication - getting people JhO have already come GO copsider
the z2narchist case, & malntalnlng with them a2 dialogu¢ which will
show them how thet case enfolds in practice, how 1t copes «with
new issues & how successfully it can be applied 1in 38 erlety of
circumstances; education - getting people wvhc are already anar-
chisty who huve hecn anarchists or in contzct w#ith anarchists,

or vho are in rival revolutionary movements 2nd discussing taeory

with them sufiiciently to convince them of thu nccessity oi 3 |
1ore fully rcunded argu ent for pnarchism & a fullei 1nvolvement,

A peper is certainly unbeatable for the thicxd; 1T 1s

not very good for the first twoy £ its use for the fourth is only ®

good 85 3 mesns of involving group activist- in grezter work.

But here face tc face demccracy, practically as well
a3 theoretically, ust be the key in an anarchist grocup ¢ local
magazined are prefersble.. | |
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3. . Morxre import.nt than tiie cost in cash is the cost in
manpower, An healthy revclutionary oropagondist group is one
whose members each - individually - arc ancted in one or other
field of the mass movement as a zocd militant, sincerely working
to advance the cause cf the lsrger movement, who 1s then saying
that ©hnot cause can Oﬁly be Tully 1mplemented by revoiution, &
that the way.to:.revolutlion most.cons i&tent TR 3% 16,

In ether words a peper 13 an useful additicnal vehicle
of orgument fer militvants § 3¢ 0 supplement their individuszl
T

u
23
work, But 1t 1s not g good: aubstitute Ior thit WOIK,

Tut-2ll.over the plece,. 0ne 2664 :8r0uEsashat haye  cnbe
Crcinaregd - theic.getinibyato Rfhe . 3ntegre ot 0irtNatr Danara The
Tixat civii digobegiahes 610N 1N Bk QOUBLTY . 2L LEXa4RNe. WOy
(nou-~viglent resisiance gompnigsion of the PrU.. later the Operat-
1cn Ghandil s Thém . f0e. MV R, vy NS LLET GE P*ﬁ,} w28 . ruirned wiaen
the  Bouatiels SsUden ¥ rfedlridad  thul WITHEUG (LheD Yeace . News «wanuld

ROk . coms cout  tha . nNesl  VECI, ;irilarly L iZimenper .the, SLb . in 58
refralning Ifxom an aselon wnigh would nave brought 16 some ¢onside
erable influence at one = fuc.saume . time JJ‘CH“ militant, tenant

& industpisl circles hoegansde £48¢ papér.cauc. Lirst,
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Mhe effcot of thid iz.seén now 1o fthe S (% 18 The

Workexa' Eisht peuphlet on the Shi the parsliel 1S Ta8lriy Grows
with the C.P. in the thirties)s:..gocd organisesrs. were withdarawn
gupf Inf venge i iadurtr* & amonz tenants 1n order to

from post , 3 .
SUPEIViSE thevadstizibution oif 4he DPIPETS the League became a3 body
tHhat ‘18 @ FIR0 0l Iouhg mvro;ae the fsectory selling, but never
the journal digtrituted by milrvsnis inside.

- Having said this I think the costing oi the paper has
been optimistic. Agreed Direct Action stuck like a besotted
limpet to letter press, but OJnlnv the press printing everything
ourselves - handiecd - we produced an ill- looklng thinz for
about £50 ' an 1ssue; - Lhe Tondon group devoting 21l its time to it,
more or leéss giving up producing psmphlets gs vell 9s intervening

in wicderx sfdgzl}es.
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Ict us not delude ourselves that we can bear the cost
of 2 paper < still' ¢carry on with othezr work, & so maintain our
creditebility, we Dove oglready allowed our production oi pamph-
lets toc slide; when ORA: was first mooted two paipaleto JETE
imimediately publiolcd and tlhe promlse was made that one a meonth
would tollow, in the next two montis a further tiree were pub-
lished, ¢ we werc announcing tat we had draft: in hsnd for another
half dozen (most of which are still unpublished), since when we

- he & & :
§igéeog%gr8&811§hea gngngﬁl rsc (and an ORA Newsletter supnlement

I do not know what efiect a psper will have on work
in tensnts' associations, women's lib.,, etc.; (& I would incl-
uae with these as the wider mcvement, the formatioen of locil sns-
rchist groups on a8 wider basis t”an OR4;) but I 2w certein this
318°9 Yactor that ought to be reckone. in the cost, 2 unles. it
can be shewn that the ORA paper will help moxe th,m hinder in
such circles this should be 5dded to the costs. (If it woulc help
then of course it would be z2dded to the benefits but activists in
nese fields must think in terms of +hether they - themselves -
sektling 3'paper will allow them zufficient time to devote as

Iica work 83 L ey now do to tie wider causes’ ¢ so whether it will
help their work. One cani ot asscs. the balance in terms of shet-
hér somecone else might comne along and sell the paper to one's con-
tacEs, " ‘Tor that 50 eone €lse ought to be 01nv other WOrky 1%7s

wirether your werk in the local tenants! groug/whatevcr will be
faciliated by your hnaving to devote X hours to selling Y papers.

&4, With the best will in the world, & the most self-efi-
acing, dedicatec & self-sacrificing 'leading activists', 'edit-
oricl comrittee /working group', -(& let it be clearly understood

that 1 think the best will in the world & these qgqualities are to
be ‘foun. In the preSent case,  but then I 8ls0 THoOUBht and think
that they were present in the SVF in the mid & late-mid sixtiesy)
—~ the editors of a small paper functicning on 3 shoce string:-

cennot consult all the rank & file of thelr sup:orters
at every stage of the production of a2 paper:

attempts tc do this will mcrely mean that the paper
will lose topicality, to omit something from 3 paper
is as nmuch a com.ent as to include 1t, s0 that to
bring cut a paper without .an article on the most impe
ortant current issue because there was no time to con-
sult the membership, w@would - as far as reauers are
concerned - be to say that it less important than pre-
serving democratic normse

Very often this gJould oppear daoctrinsaire or as 1f we
were dodging importont issues.

moreover

any editorial group - however libertarisn -(especially
if it has good anarchist editcrs, +that is editors
involved in the dey to day wider strugzles of those
arcund them) is bound to view the importance of 21l
issues through the light of their own exXperience.
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This will mean that howevexy hard the editors may try
to consult the membership, however much they may
report their ‘actions . at all stages,  -they will have
pre-concelveu views as tc which issues are important
& which are not.

They will tend to give weight tc the views of those
of the local groups they consult to the extent that
the beliefs of the latiter accord with their owm & they
wlll tend To dismliss as 1irielevant the interests of
any group that wcrks in 2 millieu alien to its own.

S0 one gets o loecal group sending in repoxts oir what
the central -group considers irrelevancies, .oOor wanting
to comment on particular international events that |
have caught ti:¢ 1magination of their associates, & the
central group dismissing these irrelevancilies and com-
plaining that the local group gends 1t no news, by
Jalch it mesns no news of the sort that the central

group consider: all important.,

finally

since one ©f thearsuments Ior.a paper 1s trat 30 -will
train our own pecple -~ what the Li:ninists call
cadre-building -~ it should be nocted that 1t does this
unevenly.

It produces 2 small central group ci paper-specialists
being urawn more & more out oi other strugzles; 1t

25 % oduceo localisea comwitbees in which those who can
apare time for tihe paper have o disproportionate say,
& those up to their eyebrows in local csmpalgns too
1ittle o0& it Teduges 2 rans &.£4il€e (o peperwselling
automatons, neecding only such pOllthcl tocory as 1s
necessary to JUotlly the line on vhatever 1igsue anG to
attack rival paper-sellers o difierent groups.

It does nct encoursze localised :roups to work out
thelr oim pos ition, & to work out’'to propagate tiat
poqlthﬂ bearﬂpg in nind’ tue nature o1 Tk DpEC le
around them,

& & 1 B e (<]
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Anti-vanguardist theory & the dislectical inter-practration of
e ma TR R S e CMSTES DR SRBTORIRE Iacan
Throughout the'lbeft there id dnveRced8Ive = 11 Motiodgsessive int-
erest in organizstionsl Jjournals. '+ +n its British application
Leninism-has largely acted‘as g ratienallisaticn ' of this, & this
may well account-'Ior its relatively greater attraction to revol-
utionaries.,

Propaganda by tine deed 1s largcly left toc those newly
recruited to thc movement, ' or those’ who have ‘too recently brok-
€n away from a larger faction to have established their own
factionzl poaper,

I am not for one moment suggesting that factional ideas
are not important, that we g8 a . faction have -not- something that
i3 vital tc cififer the ansrchist movement 28 sn w#inole - so vital
that 71thout it 1 believe snarchist revolution is unattainasble -
Ul 1t 185 'sonething offereu €0 ta€ movement as an vholc 1ot  an
lﬂdtD»DdCﬂb message, AT e NIRRT O SR LS T 3D

The difference bet.een a revelutichary-faétion“of 8narBhists anc 'a
Leninist group i3 not only organizational; far mecre important
Loan this 15 the Jcceptance - lying at the hecars:edi any libert-
arian theory = that one's own faction is not %€ supreme embodi-
nent o o1l IcvoLutlonary wisdom, not infaliible, not gifted with

such magn1¢¢cent & unerriing wisdom 83 to qualiiy it tc lead the
masses & to i1mpcse its will on 211 others.

1in was
will on

3
that the-¥FAT ¢id not remewber this, 2ha f; 1mpooeu 3
piance,

3 ; .
the CNT masses and thereby lessened tue latcc 's self-x
& autoncmous revolutionary COnSClouUSNESS,

The ook cause O meny 0f the betroyalsd in OP
ey ed t
€

A révolutiocnary anarchist faction coes not set out to
lead,” e€itier tie onerchist meGMQnt or the m3sses beyond, 1t
does set out te push. Tt does helieve it hes something of import-—
ance" o Ofter, T offere dtian Tordednully o8- 1t0an, But does

this as 3 faction of the movement,

It moay well cppose enother snearchist tradition basically
but it must make & distinction between @ tradition which 1s ansr-
chist but mistsken a8t some points arua tincrefore must be combatte
as comrades « one which is besicslly elitist.

Tt must accept thet both within & without the anarchist
movenment there are peoplc offering views which ao not have every-
thing we would sish but who are contributlng,.perhaps in a distcrt-
ed way, to the raising cf t2e workers' consciousness,

I take it'‘ghat there 13 1o dlea@reerent that the orgsnizations wvhich
anarchist beclieve the workers - ii & when they attain revclutionary
ecnsciousness =~ will throw up will in their internal relations ¢
reflect the scciety they will build.

T toke it we 2gree thot not only are such crzanizations
the new scciety in embryo, but that ou: own orgsnization is cither

“an earlier foetal stage, or e€ither sperm or ovum beiore fertiliz-
ation, I take it therefore that 7 are agreed that Just as an
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anarchint .snciety woulu be pluralist - not just permitting but
enccocuraging wide d1vcralty of socisal cooperstive forms - so must
the future mess workers' movement be and sc now should the prop-

agandist snarchist movement,

But this is not the only reason for welcoming in our
midst those whose revoluticnary ardour might be thought to be
somcwhét less then obvious, :

S indd

Not only is 1t true - as + have argued in ORA 2 & 5,
as in twc othei pamphlets published by ORA & Anarchy 68 - that
if one examines the early soviets, the early syndicates or other
industrial unionist movemecnts, or anywhere e€lse where ararchist
ideas - consciously atcributed to anarchism or not - were manifested
in mass nmcvemecnts, the majority cf such movements came from far
more reformist tendencies (some of which had been anarchist-inf-
‘luenced, sore marxist, some Utopisn, some proto-Fabisn) and they
haa coalesced synthcs121ng their views and deepening thcir
radicslism, partly under the imnsct of objective conditions, exter-
nal events, & partly becsuse 3 faction of revolutionary anaxchists
acted s 3 catalyst, (I will be returning toc this point,)

It is 2lso truec that there are difierent c¢lecmcnts nec-
€3:8ry ¢o0 all stages of struggle, In so far as before it came to
power the Labour Party representec a politicisation of tnc trade
unions and. a desire to fight not just for segtionsal aorkers' ends,
but the working class, employed and uncmployed, wage e€arner and
housewife, adult & child it represented somctulnv c1 tize advance
that traditional left social democrat & Stalinist thtory (Straychey)
Teaa 1orte 14, Now it will be selfi-evident that by & laige the
Lib-Labs brought with them a concept of s0cial Justicc thab was
in essence working class liberalism; but a liberalism of 3 social-
paternalist varicty roather than @ cut-throat loissez-faireism,

Some thing c: the effect cof this is manifested today
in the miss struggles which, Iortunately, are cmerging. One
sees very significont industriol strugglesy one s€es quite courag-
ecus attempts by the most oppressed & cxploiteu scctions ci the
sorking class, squatters, claimants, FPROP ¢tc¢’' iind their own
fcrms of struggle which bring them into confléct with their super-
exploited positions; one sees cross—class struggles which dowetail
with the w~orking cless otru ggle at tiris point, & ¥1ll later release
new forces into it, women's l1lib,.,, Black Power/Frecdon/Liberation,
gypsies, Celtic freefom/language° ond with 3ll these one seecs the
general body ofi left sccisl=democracy making bympathetlc Nnoises
-~ not only from the sidelines - but opting out of 3 duty tc producec
4 géner2lised polltlcal'vlcture. Feiling to argue thc reascns,
thc special oppressiocn oi these secticns, £f2iling to argue hov
their strugzlezs are compatible with the general velfarc, failinz
even to ccunter right w#ing attscks, eveén on trade unicnists, &
fallling t¢o answer trie 81lly but popular belief that the only placc
that a worker's pay risc can come¢ from is out of the pensioner's

pocket,

Political revolutionary theories that arec founded sol-
ely on terms oi tic econamically determined strus.,':2 of tic under-
dog of coursc logicelly <o ;efrJln from putting tac whole social
plcturc in ethigal/altruist te¢rms since this would ke petit-bourg-

ehds liberalism, Though in fact few groups 3r€ 3s loglcal as
this, and gererally thO~L ncst anxious tc¢ refrain from l=zpsing

S3vel



into such libersl heresies are those with the lcast rounded - &
therefore the most characteristic:lly liberal - ticories of why
they should be engaged in such sctions, |

Only when a group c¢2n - in something like nutual aid .
terms - talk of tioc wcrking clas: as an whole, & make plain
that he is 9s anxious for Justice within the class as without it
cen he posit 2n united class strugzle vhich neverthele .3 embraces
the sundry sectional struggles listed,

A: it is the sociol democrat left (in which 1 inclu.e
Stalinist TU ofiicials) argues 2s if believing that all social
change & soci»l justice will come from legislation, 1i.e. that all
should logically b: subordimated to the struggles €I the left within °*
the labour perty & the clectoral fortunes cf the party as an whole,
& then cquite 1llogicilly (however laudably) applauds direct saction
struggles th2t may well detract from this,

Anarchism has always combined the two distinct elements of 2n ethical
Uellef 1n  subordination ol toc 1ndividusl %o thHe general aeecly &
8 determinist belief that changc c¢sn only ccme from sclf-interest
motivated direct intervention by tiec oppressecd,

Godsin combined with utopizn christian (or ex-christisn, *
a8 both humanists & christi:n scci:lists look on him as o founder)
prec-Utiligarisn ultra-radical libexralism, coupling his cti:ical
patcerns with an appcal to tie¢ »leblion m sSs€s. (I say ple¥rian -
since the working clas: consequent cn the industrial revcoclution
738 in i1ts infancy.)

Anarchis Clouts & other spckesmen fcr the sans-culottes
again represented 2 plebizn ultra-liberalism tinged with utopisn
socialist aims; 2nd in 2 sense Proudhon w3s the last manifestation
of this tracition. It should be noted that by nc me2ns the only
tradition oi Proudhonism tc have survived is tast that po>ssed by
Bakunism snd Guillaume or through syndicslism intc 2narchicm,

The Spanish Federalists were by no means the only Proudhonists to
have Lecome liberal, & there are echoes ¢f Proudhcen im such right
wing philoscphies as Poujadism; while con thec other hand the
EXtreme Mutuﬁlists kept themsclves spart frcom any inunersion 1n -
the anarchist movemecnt. -

Yuch of Bakunin's critigue of barx iz.in Berps o1 an
unstated ethical code, that refused for instarc: to accept thnat
the mecre fact that pcasant life inculcated individualist & competive
1dcas, (& lumpen life subservient ones) that since solidarity
w2s not instinctive arnd eqgual cooperation unusual in peasant
01Icles, meant thet Marx was right ard tnst the pe santry could
cnly behave in 2 rc¢voluticnary msnner if led from outside their
ranks and so shoul. be waritten cffi as a revolutionary force.

As Bakunin accepted most ci Marx's philosophical system, & his
economically determinist theories thcore was an 2pparent contrad- .
icticn reminiscent of that in Godwin,

In beoth cases the ccntradiction wvorked, +hiie the log-
ical systen could only crk becsuse hiarxists ignored on€ ¢.. oth<r
part o: 1it. Tne tradition oi cnarchisi 8o sr-ated wes basically
a debterminist voriant c¢f sccialisu, rcintagrating some ol the
elements of Utopion sccialism which Iarx hed thrown cut, while con-
tinuing to dencunce the Utcpiens, in which the anarch1Q* wés an

cight



adjunct (3 qualification) of the socislism,

Kropotkin's greatest contribution may hsve been the
fact that Mutusl Aid systemati:cs an ethicel basis for that pest
of the anarchist repudiation of Larx,. It is in sccordance with
tihls thot Kropotkin intecgrated intc the genersl body c¢i snarchist
ldeas the thinking of anti-governuentalist Utcpiens like THoresu,
Tucker & Tolstoi; he equally of course tried tc integrate Stirner,
but though Stirner had becn as insistent @s Thoreau et alias that
he wos no ararchist the Stirnerites promptly claimea tc be the
gnlydtru; anarchists launching "The aAnsrchist" in opposition to

reedom, -

In 8 sense this changed anarchism; 1in & sense that
was the result of the emergence first oi reformist larxist & then
cf Bolshevist governments. Anarchism instesd ci being 3 partice-
uler troditicn of socislism became synonymous witcin those socislists
o 88311l wanted workers'! control; a2 moneyless €CONONYsasvy &
when @ period of radical retreat come which left tioe anarchist
cocnmunists weaker thean the indivicuslistss: the communism c¢f the
anarchist communists became 3 mere adjunct of thelr individualism
noct vice versa, Sc that it is n. 7 3ssumed - €ven by many
anarchist communists = that anarchist ccmmunism puts the individaal
before the collective, whercas Bakunin would have endorsed Marx
(cf the Grundrisse) in seeing the whole cult cof the individuzl as
8 recently crecated myth, The idea oi the self-sufiicient indiv-
idual only arises in ness socicties, partly becouse tribal coop-
eration is lost partly in reaction btc the mass nature, partly
because only when one has reached & mass socicty level of eccnomic
'affluence' do the things tiha¢ make for the sturdy individualist
materiallise,

This change made pos:ible the integration ci 3 philos-
cphy of section2l & cthical criticism of class soclalism 1nto one
coherent ¢class strugzle based philoscphy - syndicalism,

We are left by historical developments with an snarchist novenent
which has in large psrt forgotten its socislist heritage and 8
numbér cof libertarian sccislist, ccuncil communist,... grouplngs

which hsving originated from Marxist-Leninism, & having becn alien-
ated by the individualist currents of anarchism dc not use tine
term.,

There are other currents derived from sections of
social democracy who have rcacted against state planning to :ec
that that does not bring sociolism, ond 3also have been alienated
by the term anarchist or thc existing e@narchist movement, & finally
there are those who starting from an ethical apprcach - not always,
but often, & pacifist one - have reacheéd a position mcre or less:
equivalent tc the Tolstoci-Thoreau tradition ol anarchism, & have
adcpted from us further ideas to bring them into line with synd=
icalist or Kropotkinist involvement i1n @ wider movement, but who
still sec¢ no particular reason to c3ll themselves anarchists,

We can only hope t¢ get anywhere if thosc who are non-
communist enarchists, & those who 2re nocn-2narchist communists;
those who ¢sll themselv.s «.avrchist & those who dc not become
ready to sccept the neecd for them to allow th:l: ideas tc inter-
penctrate. This dces not mean thst they must renounce thelr own
views tc submerge them in the synthesis, the vorker who has Bbeen

nine



awoken to the dangtrs of authoritarisn education or militsrism by
a revisionist anarchist, is still going to be thc more reedy to
combat the power cf the state & sec that the state is nct an im-
partial arbiter, but thi agency c¢i the boss, & that it induces
subservience and nationalism as a weapon primarily zgainst the “
worker; while the pacifiist can bear in mind that anarchist comm-
unist propaganda is always snti-militarist, & slwavs against an
?gthoritarian regimentat on in the name of 'revolutionary discip-

ine, |

In the mass movenents of the post the revolutionary snarchists
acted as 2 synthesis facilitating the synthesiz of ethical & det-

erminist traditions of szoci:lism in one new guesi-anarchist whole, ¢
We have not ncw got an ansrchist revolutionary movement capable

ci periorming this catalytic task. +4e have to . create that, but

here oo we hayve o B¢t as 8 cﬂ >alyst bringing together groups that

are already libertarian to get them together to create a movenent

that while retalning its internsl diversity ntvcrt3(1c0> has a

common sense of purpose, & & comucn desire tc change socliety,
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neglected facet of past snarchist theory, the Bergson/Sorelian
motlv»tlng:mzﬂh

LA i il -

I am not generally 3n admirer of Gecrges osorel, Sgndicaliesm has
I think suffered from the fact that mcst people think of him as
its founder & sole theoriset. But his adapticn ¢f Bergson's theory

-

of the mctivating myth in history - particularly but not exclus-
ively with reference tc the Socizl Genersl Strike is 1 think too

much ignored,
Bergson had shewn thst in science, art, industry &

€ lsewinerec meny notablec ;edvances were made by people inspired by

2 preccnceiveu belief 1 scmething They set cut to prove 1t
(sometime s disprcove it) what they found might well be very dif-
fecrent from what they sought. But the wholehearte. 2im had been
a motivaticn thzt had kept them going thnrough the neces:ary work

ci the search. He applicd this naturally as o commentary on much
rcligious thinking and cndeavour.

Sorel - starting from the fact that thc effcrt made to
achieve 2 desirablec end, while not achieving it, moay well be more
1ikely to aghleve = as 3 3ide efiect = anothcr desirable end thon

LL\..

an unmectivated search applied this to the general strike, Many
had said - arguing against Allemant - thqt if the workers had the

consciousness necessary -ur nounting and wvaging 2 general strike -
they roculd be capable of 3¢ hluVll* gocialism 117 other easlier. nmeans,
Sorel conceded this, but said the 5G: has 3 stark simnlicity that
makes it 3 suitable slogar €o attract pecple to rcvolutlonary SOC -

~A

ialism, Once attracted trey have to explore the means & in SO

ten



doing attsined that consc1ousness, realizing slsc that building
the revolutlonary industrial union capable of taking & holding the

eans of production while subverting the loyalties of the armed
forces weculd itself be tht revolutlonary gerty . -

A4 social myth therefcre is defined as a sccial demand, ‘easily
grapped as an idea, capsble of inspiring act1v1ty, which 1is of
1tself intrinsicslly desirable, the pursusnce oif which may not
satisfy the demand itself but b:ings-one clogser ‘to the reason that
one advances thsat demand, P A S

It would be fair to say . = tlcugb they nrcbablyRVOle

nct like the terms - that when Priestly & others advanced the

slcgen of Uniistetral Nucdlear Tistotb dxxizrxg ested ]:W*ﬂ“”“ﬂv CND
es & movement embodying it {bhough not comnitted to it) boming
thereby to "hs zrfO:;t"V:;gadLC“”‘#q Cf-j"*rwz’ to fﬁu'fL:*ft“'iﬂigty
Left, they were trying quTVf5 Qu“2Tf:}TfL dissrmament 3s a
:.So*felian myth: 1in g gense; but in that ¥D cculd rot have heen
achievel within thec context or o ucn«.eo;e gtote,  and in thst
dedicateu struz les tc at:ain it edvanced the anaichist reawaken-
ing, . in that Priestley certsinly di. not want 5 basic questior-

ing o1 tne wourgecis state it wos the more doctrinsire ' unilater-
alists who were in the borelwan tradltlon. |

In a sense thc whcle ¢concept of industriel unionism
has in this country always been treated by syndicalistzs as 2 myth,
English zyndicalists - faced with the closed shops normal to
reformist uniocns have for the most part (Aldred in the 1920s
was a .nctable crceptlon) rejected dual unicnism and belicved that
rank and file crganization within the framework of traditional
unionism w33 ¢ € only hopec. The Shop Stewards' mcvewent in large
measure was a8 joint syndicslist-De Leonist achievement, & the effect
of industrial unionist agitation is refdéected by the fact taat many
unions pay lip sexvice to industrial unionism & have written intc
their constitutions the rule that the aim ¢f the unicn is tc win
fcr the workers - by hand s by brain - the full contrcl of thelr
soclety. Consequently British syndicolism has posed tuc¢ industriel
unionist crganizational, theoretical & other forms as en sim,
kncwing th3t work to JChl&Vc it will attrain le<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>