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Abuvui Ourselves

That shouldn't be what this is about. Everyone
who wrote in after the "In Place of S.B." & the
supplement to it insist; that this ought to be

about industrial & other activity. That indeed
was why I only ventured to call the first "In
Place of S.B." because it had no industrial report
but I am not well placed to write such reports.

I work for a youth/community centre, my bosses are
a committee, mostly of punks, about half of whom
wou,d call themselves anarchists. Though prob-
ably only three of them are conscious of "pre-
punk" anarchist history; & those three might w&ll
have difficulty in coliectively naming four anar-
chist writers,

That does not qualify me to write industrial
reportse  Much less to write the whole of a
paper concerned with industrial matters. But
while I have been promised such reports, none
came.,

So, as I believe that sone communication amcngsit
libertarians - even ii not about essentials - is
better than none, ore mdore introspective issue.
At least it allows rerrints of the correspondence
that followed in place of £.B.

There were six letters 2a "In Place" & the supple-
ment; & a couple of refererces in general letters.
Georgina Smith, struck by Eull's lack ¢f access
even to a typewriter, sent £5C to start a fund
for an Hull Syndicalist tyrewriter. (I've not heard
how much more has been raised.)

Four of the other letters (two each) came from
Henry Bell and Martin Bashforth, who, in the 7Cs
were respectively the main sctivists in the short
lived British IW/, & the Anarchist Syndicalist
Alliance; & I reprint/paraphrase the relevant
sectiions.




"However, I think this is
also very true of syndicalism., It is quite reason-
able to think that DAM csn be classified as van~
guardist precicsely because of the low ebb of the st-
ruggle. ®crtainly the same warnings arise in int-
ernal SWP dcbates 2bout the dangers of zbstract pro-
pagandism, of substitutionism within their proto-
Leninist criteria.

"Just as snarchist-socialists
ar¢ tempted vie movementism into reformist compromise
so those who have 2 clcar syndic:list position turn
in on their own organizstion & beccomc subject to vaor-
ieties of burcaucratic deformity. At least it is in
such conditions as these that the individusals who
favour thi: kind of self-elevatory politics can flour-
ish & come to dominate groups.

"A significant rise in gener-
alized class consciousness would effectively counter-
act such tendencies (not without somc psin & struuggle.)

"I found myself not disagreeing
in prineciple with snything apart from your implicit
optimism in even weanting to posit such a grouping at
this time. While there hos been some 1lifting of
spirits & confidence in the wvorking clsss, it is as
yct frrgile, sporadic & thoroughly under the control
of tThe burcaucracyes

"There is very little willing-
ness to attempt anything that the latter cannot con-
t2in & protcect., . The recent debacle on the docks has
graphic~lly exposed the vulnerability of the individ-
ual worker even in the midst of officislly sanctioned,
legelly constituted collective action,

"I am sure there sre-champ-:he
celebrations in thz hells of the ruling class, who
had.until then bcen becoming decidedly jittery.

They are no doubt also pravately rese ngjg few kgfd
wor for their most able =2l1lly, Neil 1nn > 8
qm.convmnced would cancell thé wholc Labour’P 7,

& closc down all its branches if he felt his 1mngc, &

clectoral credibility were undsr any threat from
~ssociation with real effective opposition.

continucd inside back cover




_deportation a?xd the Glasgow anti-poll tax

WHY CLASS STROUGGLE ? - Although anarchism ha.s always been about class struggle, in

' y?&- -

 CLASS STRUGGLE ANARCHIST
NETWORK ..

BLACK STAR P.0.BOX 446 SHEFFIELD 31 1NX

For some time now, people from various groups across the north have felt that
the anarchist movement is lacking in direction and effectiveness. At present there
are four national federations (Anarchist Communist Federation, Anarchist Workers
Group, Class War and the Direct Action Movement) and most towns and cities have
their own anarchist groups. While the work that all these organisations do is
valuable, we now believe that for the movement as a whole to progress, communica-
tion and co-ordination must be improved.

We are also faced with the problem of being held back by what many term as
t1ifestylists' - people who's individualistic ideas and anti-social behaviour
have nothing to do with anarchism but who afefalloued to tag along with our move-
ment. f ’

For example, many anarchists are bitter
anising demonstrations (in particular the o

t, after putting effért into org-
in Manchester after Viraj Mendis'
ch), our presence had been dov;lu.d
by the arrival' of numerous punks, drunk or ned, uho weren't involved in the ‘o
day to day work of either campaign but who hoined the nm.rch.lat cond.ngcnt., both

confusing our message and denying us credibility. R e Ry U AT
With these things in mind a meeting was held in Bra.d.ford on May m t.o.‘tgr'*;"""‘:‘
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network of class struggle anarchists.

recent years the term has been twietedtoapoint\merowono uhomngumtdl
forms of organisation and clasa politics could call themselves an anarchist.

Ifanarchianiatogrou,ﬂus anvthinggoos‘ingonmtba,}ndtomtw
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movement addressing issuey. relevant 1o tho,u;gﬁ. A PSO&'M m.%
belief in class struggle. : - ‘.3 QL 445172 ;;nl:b-"!Oh.s -

Obvioua]ywemnotthoﬂrattomthiauthotomtianotthomﬁmlf
erations and local, class based anarchist groups proves. Bovovnr the m-htr nfu

different groups has led to problems in co—ordimting mi'chilt a.ctivit}' as well as _'
difficulties with communication. Which hringa us mtl,y to - B |

WHY ‘A NETWORK ? - While the priority for overymrchht chouldbothouum
they live and work, it is important for news and mrorntlan to pass b-t\nyn the
various groups. There is also a need for the movement to occuiom.l]y be able to -

co-ordinate its activities, for example on 'days of action' or for descnstrations
etc.

Due to the differences of opinion between'bven class struggle mrchinu. the

anll

Creche and acccnuuoo u.ﬂah"" " oref

DW wmm-muuuys

W th or go into

8 ¢
thie netwark will not have hard and fast aims and principles, and will not attempt
to f@rsulate 'policiss' for the gnarchist movement. Because of the need to involve
bothloalwchistmunnnmdmmumlfmum.m
Wmmmtrwmmwumuwuuamtmu-mweu
central to the gnarchisa of the group or individual concerned. |
Amtwrkudlommrwmrchiauuﬂnginphceaubanmgroupmdsts.

Uohopathst1t\d.11ﬁ.vodlthouinvolvodamofbelongmgtonlovemttnd
helpvu'doff mum“ulﬁw |

Atthomntth.mtmrkhhud-.mbuthom, forthroc-ainreasons
Firstly thds 1a\hmthoinprnthnt munt, secondly because we already know

:.mtwmmnmmkmm.mmmowwnmtmb

h_avocouwdgombdoro.wunttolmtoulkbaforevaaurttom

thomtvarkunw,ummnuhrvenmmothermof:

mwmwmtwtuudmhtwmmmmm:mtumm
mﬂﬁﬂt'lﬂtﬁlﬂh\hgﬁhtﬂhwt&tmympmwn.n.ing

" -list and to attend the next peeting (details below).

namomuhwmmummm«ummp«m
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GROUPS PRESENT AT LAST
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Coventry & Warwickshize w.,munu,u e’ untpool Anuchut Gxonp (anluung
delegates from Liverpool DAN and Class War), Sheffield Class struggle Group,

Sheffield Autonomous Colleotive, Loodc Anarghists, other individual delegates
‘and uutord Apazchists, |/ < >4 .
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I circulated wh-t follows to thce Hull group & one or
two others as my propos<l for an ~greed reply to
tke 2CLN statement. I hove not received any reply.
Sc discount the editorial "we."

Ve publish the lsounching statcment of the CSAN,
we welcome their sppsrent adherence to the basic syn-
dicrnlist tenet that snarchism is essentially ebout
class struggle, & we could not agree more that thc
werk oi anarchists on cemos is frequently m=de more
difficult by thc prescnte of meny people who do not
urnderstand thce first thing 2bout anarchism, but like
the lebel & . insist that it's theirs.

While some of us remember, with horror, the
beliefs of the Sydncy Libertarians who equated snti-
scelal with anti-state, & so even considercd rapc-a
revolution~ry action, & many of us know punks & &% =,
others who "re not even socialist, & cért2inly not
libertarian socinlist, but #Who profess to be snarch-
ists because they think it me-ns anti-conformist;
syndic~lists do not imnediately sssume a conflict

between life-stylec & class struggle ~narchism.

Indeecd one major criterion of traditional ~n-
archist Jjudgcrnents of the theorics of other sociak-
ists, hns becn the life-style of those who profcess
those.beliefs, . We would, in f-ct, =pply this'to
meny who c=2ll themselves life-stylc anarchists, &
ncte that their life-stylce is not in fact one of
mieual aid, nor in any scnse, enlightcned egoism,

Syndicalists belicve that class struggle is
besic & unavoidablc in class society. (+) It is
nct only carricd out by those who =are aware of
thcir class or the need for classcs to struggle.

11 is thc condition of the working class that con-
sclously or unconsciously, it is forced to strugcle
ir order to survive.

Whilc syndicalists beliefe thot such struggle
nmore efficient if the working class is awarec of




Martin continued
A4 *-"?,;",é‘:\,-‘uii“gg’:; . MEEF Wiikthink there is a long way. tr
- go yet before there is any kind of audience for revolut-
ionsry ideas, even on militant picket lines. ILet alone

the basis for anything but the most basic embrycnic LIUF
¢wever I wish you well"

L L] e ® o000

L.0. reply - purely personzl -

I agree about the fragility of present day class militancy,
& the lack of a market for revolutionary ideas. It béing
the job of revolutionary groups to preach’ revolution, I

am anxious to bring about the sort of joint work between

revolutionaries which would maximise the effectiveness of
our actions.

I don't know quite what Martin means by an LIUF., Syndgca
alist Bulletin has always been unanimous in stressing that
we are opposed to any attempt to build a British CNT or
IWi cr other such IUist federation at this stage, That
would merely divorce the most militant wcrkers from the
masses. Moreover we believe that such a federation should
only be firmed when an industrially significent minority
of the working class demands it. e have no hard & fast
ideas as to what wculd constitute such a significant 11~
itant mincrity. Martin
may mean a federation of industrial unisnist minded liber-
tarians; (I doubt if the sponteneist traditirn would
accept that description;) I would prefer to put it a
loose alliance of libertarian groups who see industrial
involvement as an essential part of their werk. That
alliance uniting differing traditions, (which is why I
would like to leave the word alliance to the larger gruup-
ing and call the syndicalists Syndicalist Faction.)

That said my propcsals are designed with our weakness very
much in mind.






