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Bulletin Af London Anarchist Christians, Koinonia, = August editian
| (July 7 start)

correspondence contact:=- AT meetings held care of: =
Laurens Otter | Fr Gresham Kirkby
55 Natal road ' S5t Paul's Vicarage
Thornton Heath - Leopold St,,
CR4.8QH (off Burdett roead)
| | e E.J
01.653,7546 ' 01.987.4941

Last meeting July 4.  Next meeting: August 22
meetings are held at 8,00 P.M, in'theVicarage nf Ot Paul's Bow
Common and are preceded by a service in the church adjoining.

LOGOS comprises minutes, notices, and any articles submitted on
topice related to Christian anarchism,
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Fr Andrew King is thinking of starting a christian anarchist group
in the Reading area and would be glad to hear from anyone interested; at

28 Prospect St,' Reading,f RGI. TYG3 Barbara Dempsey is hoping to start

<4

a secular anarchist .group in the ast London area - which obviously will

overlap with us, though Barbara is not Christian, and would like to hear from

anyone interested @ 37 Chobham road, E. 15,
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Meeting of the 4th June: : present: Frs., Andrew King, Gresham Kirkby; Anne

Vogel,.'Barbara Dempsey y Jo Phillipss John Gordon, Tan Lewis, Emil

de mﬁ:ia, Michael Arundel, Laurens Otter, Apology: Jean Sargeant.
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Doug Kepper had sent in detalls of the Drug”Depandants' Care Group, *which has reg-
ular meetings in Central London - until September at Peace News, otherwise at 4
the PPU. (PN 5 Caledonian Road N.l. - PPU 6 F.}ndslelgh Ste, W, C. 2 ) ;
& which is st111 having d1ff10u1ty-to find a communlty'house for Doug to con-
tinue the work he was doing in Leytonstone. Doug is now at Simonwell Fm.,

Sole St., Crundele, Canterbury. |

Te discussed the South Africe arms' business and civil disobedience on this, a letter

on this matter appears elsewhere in this.,

/ndrew had had -8, request to sign a olergy 1etter deplorlng the busting of 0x, and
not know1ng what Oz'was, asked for ¢ mments on this, ObV1ously'all of'us
+d1911ke oensorshlp es suoh - though I sald thet I would be prepared to campalgn
to have military pepers suppressed on.the grounds that the state oan.hardly

.
be persecuted and that freedom ‘of speech therefore would ndtncoupt and the _ s

papers .could be judged on their merits.:  None were ggven to great regard ‘

------

duty at ell t1mes,,end th-t it was permis~ible to edd a rider to petitions
of this sort, seYIng that one personal y disliked the paper but thought that
it was wrong to suppress it. |

Barbara Dempsey raised her hopes to start a local group - mentioned tn page one;

... and Andrew his - also page one,

Greshem.told us of the flagrant extravagance of the Tower Hamlets Coun01l in having
at the rate payers' expense a private booze-up for ooun01llors end their VIP
guests to celebrete a twinning ceremony about which the ordlnary people
were told nothing. - Generally agreed that the medieeval oustqm of free
meedifor all for such events was one thlng,‘mfree whisky for severel hours
for VIPs another. Cou.nolllor Johns (of Isle of Dogs fa.me) and one other a
Labour independent had boycotted the oeremonyj and Gresham thinks that Solly

Kaye (050 and - ”o+hodwa+ hnhour Counolllor did so too - the Mbthodlst'would

he a non-drinker anyway. uilThy‘twinnlngfwoo with the Bomough of -Clincy.
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AUGUST page three
Discussing the post election situation -~ "Our situation now'":=-

Gresham said that his first reaction had been great sorrow, but when
that evening in a pub he started condoling with friends he came across and said
that he thought the Tories would walk into trouble as hard as they could go, and
s ark off revolutionary resistance from both the unions and all liveral minded
veoples he persuaded both himself and then that it might'not be a bad thing,

Andrew was glad to see the pseudo-sodialists gone, and thought that as

dissident members of a party is always muzzled'whén that party is in power, we

should be glad to see Powell muzzled. He, and he differed from others of
us here, thought the Tories understood the economy, aﬁd that if one had to
have capitalism it was better to have it efficient; (the rest of us felt that
the Labour Party understood the modern nature of capitelism -~ and so were better

et screwing money unjustly out of workers.

John Gordon did not seem to understand our purpose in having this as a
.opic, or what we were saying, as he seemed to think this was a lament that
Labour had becn beaten, and treated us to a talking-to on the necessity of non-
voting as a factor of ananrchismj; appearing somewhat surprised to learn that
we (as other anarchist groups) had been engeged in an anti-election campaign in

¥

recent weeks,

I mentioned that as the Eabour*s Left always for some reason pretends to
be socialist when their party is iﬂ opposition; that the only way - with the
existing constitution - of getting even an opportunist socialist elected to pari-
iement is to ensure the defeat of the Labour Party. That this willingness
to campaign as socislists, and the fact that the Labour Party dare not - when in
opposition - allow its potentiial canvassers to be victimized means that it is mucia
casier to mobilize direct action with a Tory Government in power; and that direct
action - casting the full votz, not non-voting is the central factor of anarchism,
so that even if people develcpsd new illusions:in the: Labour Party at the same
time as getting involved'in direct actioh campaigns, and learaing that constitut-
ionalism isn't everything, - tais would be a gain and make it easier to oppose any
future Labour Government as axy Téry'one effectively, and prejare the way for

~2volution - by definition mass d: rect action.

Andrew said the crucial f.ictor is how do we maintain our independence of
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ATUGUST page four

the governmentalist left in such campaigning.

H

Tan said we were underrating the two main facters of the election,

apathy and racialismy which were totally changing the nature of the working class
and therefore any left programme based on working class struggle. The end of

Mo rxism, He argued thazt - the evidence of South America and elsewhere shows that
only under militarist dictatorships today is there any real left movement, and that
our hope should be in seeing this. To objections that this was the German C.P.
(Thaelmann) slogan "after Hitler us" and it did not allow for the fact that Belsen
ensured that "we'" were no longer there to succeed - he said that Germeny was a rather |
£ different case, but conceded that historieally England and Germany had similar
developments and that a dictatorship here might well be more like Hitler than

Mussolini. Mention was made of Ulster at this point, but it was agreed generally

that none of us knew enough of the situation to try to generalize from it. ’

Anne talked of the difficulty of living and working in communities
on any thing approaching a Christian level of Koinonia, because any attempt within
a system so palpably based on opposed principles would lead one into economic

difficulties, and would bring complaints from the neighbours when one's house was

used to provide h05p1ta11ty to any needy friends one's children might find and
‘so forth. Stressing that any real revolution must start at community level,

Tan could not accept that external and economic curbs could affect a
truly chariteble life, insisting that one must be prepared to be rude to neighbours
to safeguard one's attemptsy; but most of us agreed with Anne. that this is a
limiting factor, that charity is curtailed in an uhcharitable world, -(perhaps the
exercise of charity rather than the intention would express what was meant better
though these words were not used; Ian said that if we accepted that this could

happen we were denying the hope of the ressurrection.) | | R
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I apologize that the way the letter for action on “oviet issues from‘Adrian Howe
came at the end of the last LOGOS it appesred and may have misled some

people that the what we stand for of the New York Libertarian League was

being given as our statement in place of Joanne Zuckermann's article.

.-'l.".".l.c-.0'0"".0..-l‘.O.l'.I'..-.



AUTUMN page five
Gresham writes in reglx to Steve ﬁax €S,
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(In the last issue - page twelve - Steve ﬁayes had a reply to Gresham's paper on

: the withering away of the Church; - "there was no Templg".)

Steve disagrees with my conclusions, but does not indicate where
we differ, unless he thinks I want to abolish churches, As I am neither an
tindividualist' nor a puritan, I am all for 'public houses' for cleansing and

refreshment.

i Steve could have faulted me for not pointing out that anarchists
agssume the abolition of the state as the first step, and look for the withering

away of the concept of ownership. .

He quotes my favourite verse from St Paul - the putting dovn of all
rule, authority and power - but wrongly locates it in Romans, The meaning of
this and the follOW1ng verses need to be teased out, as St Paul's sentences are

not always clear,

The true interpretation seems to be that Christ is reigning, and

even now putting all things under his feet -~ then comes the End. This has

a practical application for Christian anarchists.
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Anne Vogel's reply to Tony Fleming is numbered in Roman figures - Anne

having been kind enough to type it out herself.

‘The letter on the South African issue which follows has been sent out
by the PPU to the groups which it had called for an earller meeting. Tﬂe PPU
call had mentioned direct action plans, but according to Jean gargeant who
went -~ at short notice-as our representative direct actlon.was not considered,
but the PPU looks favourably on our distinct suggestions. It is to be
. hoped that the initiative we have taken will be taken over first by the PPU

and CNA and then by a wider ad hoc collection of nokn-violent direct action

groups.

Gresham's re} ly above, should have been in the last issue with Steve's,
but I didn't receire it in time - which is why Adrian's let er was at the end.

fraternally
Laurens



Barbara Dempsey writes apropos the Drug Dependents' care group: -
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meeting. (Thursday July 9, Peace ﬂews) Doug did put an advert in many papers,
but nobody has replied. : They are trying to get a flat or house at very low
rent to house édﬁcts - they're not succeéding, after three months, they have
written to several prisons and hospitals explaining that they wish to visit any
addicts pfesent, and prisons were not at all helpful, or sympathetic, while they

met with slightly better luck with some hospitals, and may start visiting soon,"
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I have sometimes argued that our position vis a vis the churches is analagous to

the anarcho-syndicalist position vis a vis trade unions that one had to be in
them in order to uphold the aims of the organization against the structure of it
but that this did not mean that one therefore confined one's self to playing the
constitutional game within it. Similarly there is an analogy I would say in
argument between christian and atheist anarchists and between syndicalist and

non-syndicalist anarchist-communists,

As a syndicalists I want an anarchist-communist society; if it could be gof in any

Ths

other way, hurrah, but I can not imagine it. I accept that if I offer a hard
and fast blueprint and say that only this form of anarchism is perpissible then
it would be authoritarian and unamarchist, but on the other hand L cannot easily
convince people of the feasibility of anarchism unless I can say how 1 can

envisgee it happening. Therefore the syndicalist plan is a suggestion, no more.

majority of people - in this country at preseﬁt - are industrial workers, there-
fore an anarchist society can only be won with the active intervention of the
industrial workers; and therefore it seems impractical to work for anarchism
withomt geering at least a large part of one's propaganda to the working class &
therefore explaining things in terms of the spontaneous organizations of the
working class; and the working class has in the past formed unions - when these
were illegal - and forms rank and file shoﬁ floor committees and shop stewards'

committees in definace of the cosy union leadership now,

Syndicalism is a pattern of how this natural organization can be advanced and enlar-

ged to become a revolutionary one. To win the confidence of workers one must
be in trade unions to reach those same rank and file committees; but this does
not imply smpport for the union heirarchy. To an extent the Sorelian concept
of the political myth is still relevant, In his day the myth was the social
general strike, but a myth because if the Workeré were that conscious they would

not need to strike,_an active force because it was a simple way of saying how a

"A very worthwhile

-
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revolution might come about, as a way of persuading people that anarchism was not

merely desirable but possible,

”~

All of these points apply equally for the Christian anarchist. - If the non-Christian
¢ anarchists could'make the revolution without us noone would be happier. But they
*® ignore at the very least a large postion of humanity, we need not argue about
divinity, The atheist takes the externals of religion to attack (c.f. Nicholas
Walter's piece we:have been discussing, and even Tony Fleming‘s piece) mistaking
the oppearancekfor the reality,. just as the anarchist communlst'who W1ll not have
anything to do with syndicalism because this involves support for unlons which
are bureaucratic and linked to the %abour Party mistakes the externals for the

1nst1nct1ve working class belief in unity. The union must be Jjudged on another

basis. than the TU bureaucrat, the church on another basis than the prelate.r

The~wcrker is not Just a man Who works - it is a profOundlyfreactionary attitude that

he is ahd anarchlst or even syndlcallst organlzatlon that is confined to the shop

: floor*lnev1tably 1gnores the workers! other aspects and therefore 1s self-

defeating. A slzable section of those same workers can be reeched there -
indeed after the trade unions the churches contaln the 1argest number of potent-
ially radlcal workers, the largest number of peo le who already profess views
and already 1nst1nct1vely - because of the1r 01rcumstances - feel attitudes that

should align them.w1th the rcvolutlon.

The church as'a.sacrﬂment & Selfrfhlfilling'sign of the anarchist society (Kingdom
of Chrlst) can be as important a sphere for work to change men's mental condit-
ioning as. the unlons can be for agltatlon for industrial struggle and of a
certainty both are necessary to each other; . 1ndustrlsl struggle and change of
condltlonlng,_ anarchism can only be won if enough people ere . anarchists and
workers uillxlose heart in their struggles if no poss1ble end is in. 51ght - if
a'workervandhis:mates.lack a vision of a poss1b1e answers;  €nough people can
only be'won if'the results of earlier struggle change t"e conditioning procesSes
of the system;suff ciently; lSo these are twin fields of batt1e=and_tuin-strat- |

egies, anarcho-syndicalist and anarchist christian are 1cgical;
. nnmntnnnmmrm|’|1mnu.unmru:nim_lm!nnmm_nmi.m-.r':nmn
Michael Baber of the Cambridge;QfA group was one'of‘the four-discharged'students=after‘

the Garden Houseaffair _-'wculd”he orianotherfof the group let us have a report?
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TONY FLEMING?' S Critique of Christianity
(in July LOGOS) |

I found comment on this difficult: some of it was fair comment on what

passes for Christianity, and most of it was a logical deduction from the B
current scientific world view which is accepted by most Christians. ‘hat
I have to say may not be accepted either by Christians or atheists: 1I can
only ‘ask that it will be read with tolserance. '

Morality and Evolution

He says the Judaeo-Christian myth of Adam in the Garden of Eden (an idea
shared by other religions) cannot be true because it does not fit in with what
we know of evolution. According to him man cannot ever have been by nature
co-operative. He says "It is true that co-operation also plays an important
part in evolution, particularly intra-special cooperation. But it is competitio
ion that has been the deciding factor." I think this is true of subhuman life
but not of man: the great step forward, the breakthrough to a new species
occurred precisely because of a new ability to cooperate in stable social
groups. One of the greatest of the scientific humanists, Friedrich Engels
wrote in his "Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State':

"For evolution out of the animal stage, for the accomplishment of the
greatest advance known to nature, an additional element was needed; the
replacement of the individual's inadequate power of defence by the united a
strength and joint effort of the horde. The transition to the human stage
out of conditions such as those under which the anthropoid apes live
today would be absolutely inexplicable « . This alone is sufficient
reason for rejecting conclusions based on parallels drawn between their
family forms and those of primitive man. Mutual toleration among the
adult males, frecdom from jealousy, was, however, the first condition
for the building of those large and enduring groups in the midst of
which alone the transition from animal axmsxmxm to mancould be achieved."

ilhether or not Engels' theory about the family in primitive man was correct,
his descriptions of the equalitarian and cooperative nature of primordial
human groups appears to be born out by everything I have read by later
writers who have lived with what remains of these groups among American
Indians, Eskimos and the Bushmen of the Kalahari. 'That impressed me at the
time, long before it occurred to me that it had any bearing on Christianity,
was that such groups appeared to be held together not by intellectual calculat-
ion, by religious sanctions or common traditions, but by an intuitive under-
standing of their unity with one another and with the whole of nature, and
by a psychological need to cooperate in activitices connected with art and
religion, |

Tony Fleming says: '"Morality is the internalised value of the Other
s ¢« « On a cultural level (it) is the product of the need for a class society ]
to provide reasons for individuals not following their instincts . « If,
then, there is no Morality . « « etc.'"s But the way of life of these surviving
(or recently extinct) groups which have never had individual ownership of

wealth or coercive state power to preserve it Provides evidence that
morality can exist without class divisions and antedates them. Another

interesting fact is that these primitive people are or were monotheists:
they believed in a Great 8pirit presiding over the universe. They also
believed that everything, including stones and other things we regard as
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nonliving are full of life and mind. = In our alienated culture this is
generally explained either as 'childish' anthrOpomorphlsm, or as a
primitive and undeveloped form of polytheism. In fact it was an intuitive
~ perception of truth about-reality. 'We do not ‘perceive it because our minds
- are encrusted by the conditioning of our aliehated culture,

Tony Fleming says: "Reallty eveolves through compet ition and contradiction.
The conclusion is that God is' not love. - I have argued that the first
. great step in human evolution was ach1eved through a new ablllty to cooperate;
- but what of kix further evolution towards the 01V1llsation that was necessary
- for .the unfoldlng of hix personality? ‘Jas not 01V111sat10n the result of
an increase in productivity which made ﬂnss1b1e the development of a
~ leisured c]ass9 and the explaitation of the many by .the few° Engels wrote
~ of the IFOQUOls tribes & . :
"The power of these primordial commun1t1es had to be:broken and it was
bnokeno But it was broken by influences which from the outset appear
tous as a degradation, a fall from the simple moral granduer of the
ancient gentile society. The lowest  interests - base greed, brutal
. .sensuality, sordid avarice, sclfish plunder of common possessions -
~usher in the new civilised society, class society; the most outrageous
- means ‘= thefy, rape; deceit and treachery -~ undermine and topple the
old, ciassless, oentlje gociety. And the new society, during all'the .
..2,500 year:: of 1its cxigstencey has never been anything: but the develop-
. -ment.of the small minority at the expense of the exploited and oppressed

, great majo: 1iy and it is so oday more than ever before,"
angels was a detexminist: things happenncd this way, herefore this was
how they had to nappen; I think he wesz misteken., But it was a very understan-

‘dable mistake. in view of the assumption, shared by practically everyone in

our soclety,gtbac the sole purpose of the economlc system 1is to produce as

much stuff as cheaply as possible, regardless of the effects on.the

workers, tiae envirommcnt, and on fspiritual values’ In general. He had seen
how the ruthless exnloitation of the capitalist class had brought about an
almost miraculcus explosion in the produ thlty of labour during his llfet ime.
He therefore assumed that capitalizcm, as all previous new forms of class_
exploitation, was a necessary stage in human evoluticn. He ard Marx saw .
hlutO“y as an incxorable forward march froim the prlmordlal communlty to prlva+e
prope”ty. the acsumulatson of wealth and class divisions, with the

nroductive forces incr asing at each successive stage. I agree that all history
so far has been the hJstory of class strujgles, but I don't agree that it

had to be. I gee it as not a simple linear process, but a process deformed

and twisted by cin, so that each ‘higker’ level reached is partly a compensa-
tion for past error, and partly further. growth of social structures which
inevitably breed more trouble for the future.

I am not arguiig that human evolition could have been a smooth-and painless
process , I b:lieve that pain aid contradictions are a nbcessary part of
any kind of growth. I think the su.gestion that if God 'is both loving and
omnipotent he would have created a world in which nothing unpleasant ever
happenned is logigally equivalent t: the suggestion that God could have
created a worli in which circles wtie square: but I can't go into that
now., I thirk :he religion of the 1 imordial groups. before the Fall, was
in response to the pain and conflici experiernced in becoming able to
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“But" the. ‘brain development which made this inevitable was not limited to &
T egor con501ousness' the part of the mind that regulates our relations with

“the: phenomenalwworld, the things perceived by our 'nornal' senses of sight,
'-‘hearing,-touch'and,smell. There are large areas of the brain which appear
*‘ to have no -function. 'hy were the genes which cause them to grow in each

" that - they had survival value., The areas of our brain which seem to have

‘were used by primitive man to restore the equilibrium which he lost when
‘he could no longer trust to instinct. They raised him to a higher synthesis,
" a unity with nature, based on intuitive understanding of its underlying

but ‘go beyond them and include t e laws of 00n301ous mind. It is a stupid
-~ error to su_pose that'to be human, to grow to one's full potential, means
- to_be an egotist In our society, based on fear, one has to worry all the
-time, because someone is waiting to snatch the bread out of our mouth.

"In the parablc of the lilies and ravens, Jesus was not suggesting that
‘we need not work for our living, nor that we need only follow our instincts, ®

IIT
think about the results of one's actions, and consciously choose between
the ground of Rix ‘being inside the individual was brokén, In beconlng

human, man ceased to be a happy conformist. ‘e cannot return to the primal
innocence of instinctual life, we have lost .the art of living on this level., @

new individual retained in our genetic pool? The simplest explanation is

no function are silent becausc we do not use them. It could be that they

unity: i.e.s .the laws of God which include what we call laws of nature

but that we can survive without worry if we conform to the higher laws of

‘human life. In a power based society one has to worry. In a community

based on love, where the needs of each are the concern of all, there

~would be.no need for worry and sordid calculations: the instinctual
- ecology of plants and animals would be recreated on a higher level.

| The LOGOS and the Uncondltloned Self

“The‘teaching of Jesus was rooted in his perception of reality, a percep-

tion undistorted by the social pressures which crippled the minds of his

.jcontemporarles. This is the basis of the Logos doctrine of the early

church, expressed in the first chapter of the Gospel of Ste. John: "All

things that came to be were alive with his life, and that life was the

llght of men." It was elaborated by the Apologists. Tillich wrote about
one of these, Justin: Martyr: | | | | -
" In speaking of Chrlstlanlty he said:. "This is the only philosophy
which ‘I have found certain and adequate" . . . for the later Grecks
‘philosophy was not only a theoretical but more a pradgccal matter o o
(an) existential interpretation of life, a matter of life and death for -
the existence of the people at that time . » » Justin taught that
- this Christian philosophy is universal; it is the all embracing truth
about the meaning of eXlstence'. o This is not sheer arrogance. He
‘does not mean that Chrlutlans now possess the whole truth, or that they
.'Alone discovered it . . . Justin said: "Those who liveaccording to the
Logos are Chrlstlans." He included people like Socrates, Heraclitus, El-
ijah. ‘He added,’ ‘however, that the totel logos which appeared in Christ
has become bedy, soul and ‘mind. i | -
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Sto John wrote: "That was the true light which lighteth every man
that cometh into the world." g&very man, not just Christians, or even
born since the Incarnation. God made man in his image, each of us
has the knowledge of the Logos imprinted in our genes.

The most important thing learned by the first men when they acquired
this power; to look into themseclves and sce the image of God, was
that all men are brothers. This knowledge was necessary for their
survival, and it 1s necessary for our survival today. Under the
encrusted conditioning that makes us belicve differently, we must see
this truth, which we already know intellectually. Fred Blum once said
at a conference of the Fellowship of the Fraéénds of Truth: "Unless a
person has experienced ultimate reality, he cannot be nonviolent."
Nonviolence is not an intellectual knowledge that we must treat one
another as brothers in order to survive, it is the inner experience
of the oneness of nature, of the laws of nature which are the laws of
God.

To do this, to rediscover the laws of one's own being, would be to

do what Tony Fleming is talking about when he says: '"(an anarchist)
makes a choilce to work towards a situation where he can become what

he shduld have been at the beginning had he not been distorted."

Jesus said: '"Unless ye be converted and become as little children, ye
shall not enter into the kirgdom of &zst hcaven." (Matthew xeiii. 3)
Heaven 1s the state of being at harmony witlh: God, and therefore with
one's true self. The distorted state which begins at birth is much
less advanced in young children than in adults., Our modern hippies
(the genuine, nct the weck end pot session ones) have retained something
of this child like condition: <they have managed to escape a good deal
of the authoritarian conditiouning which affected their elders. Thanks
to Dr., Spock and the general decay oi family life and the bourgeois
social ethos since World War II. Tony Fleming speaks disparagingly
of mystical experience as a flight back to the emotional experience
of the womb., He is dead right, but it is not a flight back to the
ontological womb, it is a grcwth inte the Cosmos, the 'edge of the
soul® which is active in contemplation is the amnion and chorion, the
placenta that conn=2cis us with the Cosmos.

Jesus said: M"ixcept a man be born again he cannot see the Kingdom

of God," and added, wher presscd by way of explanation: '"The wind
bloweth where it listeth, and thou hearest the sound thereof, but canst
not tell whence it EXmwzkk cometh, nor whither it goeth., So is every
one that is born of the Spirit."

This is what happens in meditation (oriental) or contemplation
(Christian). It is difficult to do and takes a long time and

great patience and perseverance, also, I think, it requires faith.
Not faith in God, or any particular image of reality, but faith

that there is something thers,; outside the conditioned mind, and that
it can be reached and communicated with, and that the resuits of
achieving it are worth all tie effort involved in learning to do

it.
Anne Vogel, 19 VII 70
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Dear Friend.

Arms to South Africa is an issue which ccatches many people's imagination

g8 yet another example of the evils of merchandizing death,

Broadly speaking the whole of the radical movement is agreed that it should
be prevented, equally most af that left is interested in petitions and other

means unlikely to make any difference,

Anti-Apartheid has talked of direct action, but then gone on to say that
the weapons will not be build for another year and therefore no direct action
can be done until then. 1 believe this to be untrue, if %' e arms have to
be made, men will heve to make them - nimrods and buccaneers - the two
important facters are not made solely by arms' workers, but parts come from a

number of industrial plants.,

The methods of what pacifists mean by non-violelent direct action, - what
Ghandl called §atyagraha are specially suited to such approaches, and to attempts

to persuade workers not to make these weapons.

This seems to be the time to start considering action, not later, nor
can we rely on the usefulness of the activity more generally supported. The
punch-up bri®gade will no doubt content themselves with a demonstration at a
weekend at South Africa House, calling the while for banning and blacking
arms' sales and for workers' power, but studiously avoiding meeting any flesh
& blood worker, The Labour .eft willx us to weit until 1975 and then vote

Wilson back to power - he after all only sent arm=e to Nigerifje...

1t seems to me that we urgently need to call a meeting of those who
are seriously interested in non-violent action, designed to facilitate the

persuasion of people, not publicity stunt type activity, to consider whether

- there are any possibilities in this field.,

As of now I have raised the matter with a meeting of the Christian
anarchist group, with Fr Michael Scott, and with Myrtle Solomon of the PPU
all'of whom have expressed interest but naturally want remain free to approve
or disappwove of anything agreed - as any one who believes in individual

responsibility is bound to wish to do.



T would like to hear from anyone who would be interested in a group

on something like the lines of the early (1958) DAC against nuclear weapons,
- perhaps a little more explicit in what it meant by non-violence, as the
present situation of the peace movement is both aided and complicated by
tﬁe numbers of pe peopole who think they support non-violence but either

equate it with legalism or waiting to let t:e police man hit you first.

Beyond this I have no very clear idéés, I think but subjéct to agreement
that it would be wise = while pinning the campaign to the issue of South
African arms primarily, to meke it slightly broader, specifically opposed

to all tr~de in arms. This would allow mention of Biafra & Vietnam.

A campeign needs to be narrow enough to appeal to & people as a single
~nd apparently attainable whole, but if we are aware thot society is an whole
- and 1 think most radical pacifists now are so aware - then we must not
allow our campnigning to be on so narrow a front that the state can appecr

to grant the issue and ge round it in another way.

The arms trade is - single issue, whether the customer is Vietnam (8. ),
Africa (S.), Biafra, Federnl Nigeria..... ond to campaign on only one aspect
of it suggests that ohe dbes not mind others; - though one can say that
particular manifestations are worse than others and that the South African

instance brings world wide race war that much nearer,

But equnlly just as no Government wns going to agree short of mass direct
~ction - which would have achieved disarmenet totally - to unilaterally
giving up its major weapon of defencej so no capitalist based governmént can
agree to ending the arms trade, without similar direct action pressure;
but if men had refused to work on the bomb, if they refuse to work on arms
for export; | we will be a very long woy towards maki~g an effactive peace
movement, capable of tackling social issues at the scme time, (Mention

of these last is not to say that I would favour writing them into our aims,

’!— 1
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but it would be impossible to téckle the arms trade without tackling possibilities

of unemployment amongst arms' workers....

If you are interested in such a group emerging, and have any ideas

plecse write to me or to Myrtle, fraternally.
| ' Laurens Otter



