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an occasional broadsheet of the federation of sussex anarchists (saf)
NUMBER FOUR ' AT LEAST SIXPENCE (2'2P)

IT'S A MAN'S LIFE IN
 TODAY'S MODERN

)
ue»'-
p AN M
o e ;
o L LI .
. -_. ‘
.'" R 20 ' :: ;

P A 4 TRADEMARK

.......

' NNMAKHNO says
B ' Once I was an illiterate peasant, but now the lads let me run the whole of the
@t Insurrectionary Army of the South. They say I do it jolly well "
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F.KENIGSTEIN says |

I used to be a right villain,knocking over old geezers, and that sort of thing.
Now I am an explosives expert. It has changed my life. T have also changed |
my name.

L.TOLSTOY says P
I used to be a landed aristocratic layabout,
but now things are different. I've given all * 7%
my land to the toiling masses, and now I'm %
a landless aristocratic layabout.
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Nor that the immadizte celebrations of ienin's centenary are over (more
avout Lenin himself jate it's- about time that the 'revolutionary' left in
Britain took a new look at their policies,
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Most of their time is spent in the study of historical aspects of their
creed, When they protest aboul a cause, it's always a long way from anything
that concerns people as e whole., Vietnam, South Africe - what does the averace
man know or care about these? 41l he sees Iig a bunch of long-haired weirdos
running about in the strest. This is why Law and Order ig a major issue in
the Election run-up. The 'threast? ig as phoney as the whole election itcelf.

Last year the left all over Brivein found a cause on their doorstep - the
plight of homeless families. At one time i1t seemed as though squatting would
provide a unifying cause, but as time wenv on squatting movements polarised
into two factions, The squal guards were mainly Anarchiste and '‘practicsl?
Marxists, such ag the much~despised Communist Party. In fact, it was the very
factions who had written off the Anarenists and C,P. that Pormed the other
part of the groupr. These were the people who turned squatting into a politiczal
moverment and managed to lose the support of the locazls. They attempted to
organize when there was nc need of organization; but of course when therets no
organizaticn, no~one gets to be boges,

In short, the squats were a2 model of the revolution that the cereerist
left hopes to instigate, or rather, they hope to cuntrel such revolutions after
they have been made. These ‘revolutionsries! have no pregremme other than
taking power. MNMuch of their fervour comes from a feeling of alienation, a
feeling of being ignored by the authorities: but by taking over comtrol, they
ieave everyone else in thig position. Anarchism meens control of your area by
you; the powerfreaks of thz left will promise a lot, but when they get there
they become the new hosaeslmggg!things get worse rather than better.
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It is only recently that the position of a working woman has come to be
accepted by society. Not so long agoe a woman who went out %o work had to do 8o
thrcugh economic necessity, premature widowhood for instance, or other circumstances
which made her hasband's income insufficient or non-existant. It was regarded
ngs degrading for a woman to work and those who could not leave the family were
further degraded by having to take ‘work in' (usually other people’s dirty
washing); these women were pitied, usually by other women. On the other hand
the woman who actually preferred going out to work wss regarded as a selfish
monster who put her own happiness before that of her children. If a women had
no family or was unmarried and pursued a carser then she was regarded as
‘unable to get a man' and her job was merely a substitute for domesticity.

Unfortunatly these attitudes still persist and we still hear the line
'‘a woman's place is in the home' from men and women alike. MNan, because he
feels his mesculinity impaired by a working wife, and the latter because she
has been brought up to regard herself as fit only for housework and rearing
children.

I find the woman's attitude far more disturbing than the man's. The man'‘s

voint of view, although completely unreasonable, is at least understandable,
“ut as long as women regard themselves as mere household objects then they will
ve treated as such, It seems to be genernlly accepted that women will not be
faifilled emotionally unless they merry and have children. Girls are brought

up to believe in this deep-rooted maternal instinct. Uen = particularly
husbands « believe that wives are naturally better at re@rida children than
men are and use this as an excuse for keeping 'the little woman in her place'.

It is in doubt whether children actually do benefit from this female
domination of their upbringing. Pathers do not know or love their children
as their wives do, not because they are unable t¢ do this in the same way,
but because the siructure of society defines the father's abscence from home
and emphasises all that mother does., Unless the mother is perfect many x
distortions can occur and meny later nervous disorders can be atiributed to
this claustrophobie¢ family enviroment,

The wage structure and tax system are weighted against women as individual-~
and towards their preoccupation with the maternal and domestic roles, s0 women
who work do so against financial odds. Imployers also recognise this and together
with their assumption that most women work for pocket money the wages are kept
low. Unfortunatly women accept this etate of affairs and it is not uncommon to
hear women say 'I don't know about jJoining a union, I leave that sort of thing
to my husband', as if they had surrendered their minds as we¢1 as their
independance on the altar steps.

It is possitle to say that some industries would collapse if the comtrib-
‘ution made by women was withdrawn. Women sre used, and recognised, as cheap
labour and only their own acceptance of this fact will keep this situation static.
Any employer will exploit his workers for the sske of profit. He is not
concerned that it is women that he is exploiting. 0ld asge pensioners, immigrapuw,
etc. - he can use snyone he can get to work for low wages.

It is a mistake made by some women who.are dissatisfied to see as their
enemy man in general. There sare militant'groups who protest about the 'liss
World'! contest and the exploitation of women's sex appeal in advertising. To
me this seems to be missing the point at steke. Thess women will never have to
take a £9 a week factory job, for they have university degrees to flaunt. It
might achiéve something if such groups recognised that women are not alone in-
being exploited.. Think what could be achieved in the factories if women and
men Jjoined together to press for nmore pay for allicecese


























































