ASPECTS OF ANARCHISM

MILITARISM

OF ALL THE ‘ISMS’, militarism is the
most poisonous, destructive and danger-
ous. When active it destroys people, cul-
tures and rational thought. When rela-
tively passive (though it is never truly
passive) it enters the minds and value
systems of society in a way which rein-
forces conformity and obedience.

Military values require uniformity, not
only of appearance but also of attitude and
values. The armed forces expend considerable
effort in ensuring that the soldiers at all levels
accept without question the inherent and un-
questionable superiority of their methods,
aims and ideology. In the heat of battle there
is no scope for questioning of the validity of the
campaign or particular assault. Robot-like ac-
ceptance is paramount.

Militarism, the glorification of military val-
ues and methods, has a long history. In
Europe, Asia and South America that un-
doubted symbol of militarism, the military
uniform, and with it distinct armed forces,
have existed for thousands of years. Witness
the carved reliefs of the Assyrians looted from
Iraq and currently at the British Museum
which show the disciplined armed ranks en-
gaged in warfare. These are well over 2,500
years old.

Military values also accept without ques-
tion the validity of hierarchy. Orders start at
the top and are passed down to the ranks.
Whilst there is scope for individual decision-
masking — no large organisation can cope
without imagination and initiative — this can
only be permissable within the strict and rigid
structure of the chain of command. Despite
scepticism within the ranks, in the final analy-
sis orders are there to be obeyed. Obedience is
an essential feature of the military approach
and, in wartime, failure can lead to severe
punishments.

A further feature of the military approach
is discipline. The soldier, sailor or airforce
person must act as part of a team, exercising
self-discipline in all circumstances. And this
self-discipline must be an extension and inter-
nalisation of the wider military discipline. Dis-
cipline, hierarchy and obedience combine to
realise most effectively the ultimate aim of
military values, the activation of violence.

Since the days of the spear and bow, mili-
tary technology has pursued a single goal, the
most effective destruction of the enemy with
the minimum losses to one’s own side. The
armed forces of the world’s most powerful na-
tions possess killing capacity that make Dres-
den and Hiroshima look like tea parties.

Militarism is the application of military
methods and values to the wider society. This
is done most effectively when it accompanies
some other so-called truth such as religion,
racial purity, imperialism and nationalism. In
its most effective expressions — Nazi Germany
and Stalinist Russia — all opposition was
either eliminated or cowed and the whole soci-
ety subjected to military methods and organi-
sation, leading ultimately to war. Whether
racial nationalism in Germany or ‘socialism in
one country’ in Russia (leading to the ‘Great
Patriotic War’) the identification of nation with
militarism was a powerful concoction. More
recently there have been pale imitations such
as Saddam Hussein’s ‘adventures’ in Iran and
Kuwait, with the resultant impoverishment of
civilian life in all senses.
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With the re-emergence of religious funda-
mentalism as a significant force, combined
with nationalism and militarism, a truly pow-
erful cocktail of destruction is being concocted.
This is not new, imperial Japan used it to good
effect, but it appears to be on the rise again.
Imagine a Christian/imperialist/militarist
USA saving the world in accordance with pro-
fessed religiously inspired values!

Militarism is not restricted to dictator-
ships. It insidiously permeates many corners
of life in so-called democratic societies. Young
boys in particular are subtly and not so subtly

inculcated into militaristic approaches of be-
haviour and thought. Organisations such as
the Scouts and the various cadet forces all
apparently stress individual growth and ad-
venture but also promote military ideas and
values. Should anyone be sceptical on this
point, one should compare the uniforms, ‘ad-
venture’, camps and other methods of building
group uniformity of the Scouts with those of
the Hitler Youth. The similarities are remark-
able.

Whilst not wanting to over-exaggerate the
importance of militaristic youth organisations,
they are symptomatic of an underlying milita-
rism in capitalist society. Violent video com-
puter games are seen as a threat, whilst kids
fingering sub-machine guns and clambering
over tanks in armed forces publicity events is
widely seen as OK.

The British military presence in Northern
Ireland has further deepened and extended
public acceptance of militarism. The fact that
the British armed forces have systematically
used repressive violence to maintain capitalist
order has barely raised a murmur on the main-
land. Problems are only perceived when a Brit-
ish soldier is killed or maimed (or imprisoned
for gunning down an unarmed civilian). The
British soldier is raised up on a pedestal, and
even when convicted of murdering a civilian is
considered to be innocent by the Estab-
lishment and mass media.

The annual poppy day rituals at war me-
morials throughout Britain remind the popu-
lace of official recognition of the importance of
the armed forces. Whilst they are hypocriti-
cally designated as honouring those who were
killed or wounded in war (whilst insulting the
widows and handicapped by poverty level al-
lowances) they effectively glorify war. In par-
ticular they make sacred the whole system of
the military machine by investing it with a
religious/patriotic/emotional/ quality. War, all
war fought in ‘British interests’ is thus legiti-
mised and placed beyond criticism.

Spectacles such as these keep public inter-

est in things military at a fairly constant level,
ready to be mobilised in time of the ruling
class’s need to go to war. They, and the accom-
panying propaganda are a part of a mytholo-
gising process which legitimises all past Brit-
ish military actions. And, by extension, serve
to do the same for any future conflicts.

Militarism, whilst low key in the so-called
liberal democracies, has been given a new di-
mension and magical quality in its association
with advanced technology. There are no limits
on what technology and science are sup-
posed to be able to offer. Never mind the fact
that so much military advanced technology
does not seem to work or results in the wiping
out of the ‘home side’. Death by ‘friendly fire’
is unfortunate but it is quickly forgotten com-
pared to the crimes, real or invented, of the
enemy.

Not only is technology presented as an ever-
improving means of overcoming the future en-
emy but it is our technology which is presented
as superior, thus reinforcing the militaristic
arrogance of the gullible population.

Strangely, for weapons of mass destruc-
tion, the never-ending additions to the military
arsenal are often presented in a benign man-
ner. Fascination with new technology has been
harnessed to give the state’s murder machines
a sexy quality. Look at that fighter bomber,
admire its curves, its smooth lines, its power,
its performance.

This ties in with the cult of masculinity
which reaches its height in the armed forces.
The parody of what males should be like is
shown in the hardness, the brutality, the ex-
cessive drinking, the segregation from women
in many parts of the armed forces in every
country, which lead on to brutal attacks on
civilians, as seen recently with the Paras in
Britain, the Greenjackets in Cyprus, and the
torture and killing of a Somali by Canadian
Paras keeping the ‘peace’. It leads on to the
mass rape by soldiers — witness the sys-

temised rape by Serbian soldiers as a form of

terror, the rape of tens of thousands of women
by Red Army soldiers when they invaded Ger-
many at the end of World War 2, only just
admitted to. Any idea that the Armed Forces
are institutions which women should partici-
pate in, is dangerous rubbish. The best thing
that working class women can do, to benefit
themselves and their class, is fight to disman-
tle the Armed Forces!

Fortunately, but not always effectively,
militarism has usually been countered by anti-
militarist movements. Indeed revolutionary
anarchists have always taken a lead in anti-
militarist activities. It should be obvious to
everyone (but isn’t) that the people with the
most to sacrifice and the least to gain from
militarism are working class people. Apart
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ANARCHIST COMMUNIST FEDERATION

1. The Anarchist Communist
Federation is an organisation
of revolutionary class strug-
gle anarchists.

We aim for the abolition of all
hierarchy, and work for the
creation of a world-wide
classless society: anarchist
communism.

2. Capitalism is based on the
exploitation of the working
class by the ruling class. But
inequality and exploitation
are also expressed in terms of
race, gender, sexuality,
health, ability and age, and in
these ways one section of the
working class oppresses an-
other. This divides us, caus-
ing a lack of class unity in
struggle that benefits the rul-
ing class. Oppressed groups
are strengthened by autono-
mous action which challenges
social and economic power
relationships. To achieve our
goal we must relinquish
power over each other on a
personal as well as a political
level.

3. We believe that fighting ra-
cism and sexism is as impor-
tant as other aspects of the
class struggle. Anarchist-
communism cannot be
achieved while sexism and ra-
cism still exist. In order to be
effective in their struggle
against their oppression both
within society and within the
working class, women and
black people may at times
need to organise inde-
pendently. However, this
should be as working class
women and black people as
cross-class movements hide

real class differences and
achieve little for them. Full
emancipation cannot be
achieved without the aboli-
tion of capitalism.

4. We are opposed to the ideol-
ogy of national liberation
movements which claims that
there is some common inter-
est between native bosses and
the working class in face of
foreign domination. We do
support working class strug-
gles against racism, genocide,
ethnocide and political and
economic colonialism. We op-
pose the creation of any new
ruling class. We reject all
forms of nationalism, as this
only serves to redefine divi-
sions in the international
working class. The working
class has no country and na-
tional boundaries must be
eliminated. We seek to build
an anarchist international to
work with other libertarian
revolutionaries throughout
the world.

5. As well as exploiting and
oppressing the majority of
people, Capitalism threatens
the world through war and
the destruction of the envi-
ronment.

6. It is not possible to abolish
Capitalism without a revolu-
tion, which will arise out of
class conflict. The ruling class
must be completely over-
thrown to achieve anarchist
communism. Because the rul-
ing class will not relinquish
power without the use of
armed force, this revolution
will be a time of violence as
well as liberation.

7. Unions by their very nature
cannot become vehicles for
the revolutionary transfor-
mation of society. They have
to be accepted by capitalism
in order to function and so
cannot play a part on its over-
throw. Trades unions divide
the working class (between
employed and unemployed,
trade and craft, skilled and
unskilled, etc).

Even syndicalist unions are
constrained by the funda-
mental nature of unionism.
The union has to be able to
control its membership in or-
der to make deals with man-
agement. Their aim, through
negotiation, is to achieve a
fairer form of exploitation of
the workforce. The interests
of leaders and repre-
sentatives will always be dif-
ferent to ours. The boss class
is our enemy, and while we
must fight for better condi-
tions from it, we have to real-
ise that reforms we may
achieve today may be taken
away tomorrow. Our ultimate
aim must be the complete abo-
lition of wage slavery.
Working within the unions
can never achieve this. How-
ever, we do not argue for peo-
ple to leave unions until they
are made irrelevant by the
revolutionary event. The un-
ion is a common point of de-
parture for many workers.
Rank and file initiatives may
streng-then us in the battle
for anarchist-communism.
What’s important is that we
organise ourselves collec-
tively, arguing for workers to

What Gives with the ACF

ACF COMRADES IN
Northern Ireland have
produced and distributed
their free newsheet Resis-
tance. No 1 has appeared,
and No 2 will shortly be
out. You can obtain copies
by writing c/o the London
ACF address.

London ACF have also pro-
duced a free newsheet London

Resistance. No 1 is presently .

available. Write to London ad-
dress for free copy, enclosing
cost of postage or SAE.
Active Resistance, the
youth magazine of the ACF
will be shortly appearing.
Watch out in the bookshops

and in the next Organise! for
details.

An ACF group is presently
forming in the Bark-
ing/Dagenham/Romford area.
If you are interested in par-
ticipating in activities in the
area, write c¢/o the London ad-
dress.

A new ACF group has also
just formed in the Liverpool

area. Contact via the national

ACF address.

The ACF should shortly be
producing a magazine con-
cerned with all aspects of cul-
ture, art, film, literature,
sport and music. This should
be available by Autumn.
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Watch out in the pages of Or-
ganise! for details.

And finally, news from
New Zealand. A new maga-
zine Libertarian Commu-

Aims and principles

control struggles themselves.
8. Genuine liberation can
only come about through the
revolutionary self-activity of
the working class on a mass
scale. An anarchist commu-
nist society means not only
co-operation between equals,
but active involvement in the
shaping and creating of that
society during and after the
revolution. In times of up-
heaval and struggle, people
will need to create their own
revolutionary organisations
controlled by everyone in
them. These autonomous or-
ganisations will be outside
the control of political par-
ties, and within them we will
learn many important lessons
of self-activity.
9. As anarchists we organise
in all areas of life to try to
advance the revolutionary
process. We believe a strong
anarchist organisation is nec-
essary to help us to this end.
Unlike other so-called social-
ists or communists we do not
want power or control for our
organisation. We recognise
that the revolution can only
be carried out directly by the
working class.
However, the revolution must
be preceeded by organisa-
tions able to convince people
of the anarchist communist
alternative and method. We
participate in struggle as an-
archist communists, and or-
ganise ourselves on a federa-
tive basis.

We reject sectarianism and
work for a united, revolution-
ary anarchist movement.

nism, with politics very close
to those of the ACF, will be
appearing shortly.

Watch this space for de-
tails.

An upsurge in struggle?

Postal workers

SOME 650 POSTAL WORKERS walked out of the sorting
office in St Pancras Way, North London in January after
a driver was suspended for refusing to drive a van he

regarded as unsafe.

Senior Post Office bosses
immediately gained an in-
junction from the High Court
which ruled the strike illegal
because no ballot had taken
place. The same day the
bosses backed down and of-
fered to reinstate the driver.
The following day a mass
meeting of posties rejected the

offer, defied the court order

and the postal union, the Un-
ion of Communications Work-
ers and refused to return to

work. They stayed out for

three days.

Wildcat action

On 19th January, 150 post-
al workers were suspended as
aresult of this. Wildcat action,
outside and against union con-

trol, broke out involving
15,000 workers in North West
and West London.

The action might have es-
calated to encompass the
whole of Britain, when two
postal workers in Glasgow
were disciplined for refusing

to implement new working
practices. Terrified manage-
ment quickly dropped charges
against the Scots.

The UCW, of course,
steamed in to sabotage the
struggle. The national UCW
leadership were terrified that

Health workers

The derisory one per cent pay offer to health workers has
caused widespread outrage. Coupled with this is the at-
tempt to split health workers by local bargaining, where
a possible two per cent extra is offered.

Above: Golden Virginia...

Part of the ludicrous pay
rise will be withheld if too
many, whatever that is, days
are taken off sick. This sick-
ness quota together with pro-
ductivity targets is being
forced on workers by local
trusts. The South Devon NHS

trust in Torquay has sacked
workers who failed to give
‘convincing’ reasons for being
off sick. Days off sick are a
natural consequence of heavy
workloads and stress suffered
by health workers, as well as a
healthy desire to avoid wage
slavery! These vicious attacks
coincide with the trusts pay-
ing managers bonuses of up to
£10,000 a year. These were
worth 6.2% to chief executives,
7.2% to directors and 5.8% to
other managers.

The local bargaining is part
of a national plan by the boss
class to divide workforces. But

the anger among health work-

ers is growing by the day. This
simmering discontent forced
even the pathetic Royal Col-
lege of Nursing and Royal Col-
lege of Midwives to drop their
no strike clauses. This is just

window-dressing however.
Both the RCN and RCM will
continue to peddle the myth of
‘professionalism’ and to sabo-
tage action, along with the
more militant-sounding UNI-
SON. This myth has a grip on
many nurses and midwives,
and is something that will
have to be broken with if any
effective action is to take
place. Arrogance and conde-
scension to ancillary workers
by nurses will also have to be
cast aside. Any future action
for health workers must in-
volve the development of mass
meetings and action commit-
teees that break with unions
and unite all health workers.

Action in other workplaces
is also developing, in particu-
lar amongst teachers and fur-
ther education teachers. The
strike at Southwark is an ex-
ample of this. The possibilities
of a winter, if not an autumn
of discontent are stronger now
than they have been for a long
time. Revolutionaries must
make sure that they support
and attempt to radicalise
these struggles.

Postal workers picket St Pan-
cras Depot.

they would be fined if the
court order was flouted, in the
initial action.

They again intervened to
head off the 15,000 strong ac-
tion. They made a deal that
the strikers would have the
suspensions dropped, and
agreed with management
that the speed-up practices,
involving a computer-oper-
ated system known as
CADRE should continue.
They had already agreed its
implementation in the first
place. This did not stop the
UCW getting a fine of £7,500
plus £100,000 legal costs for
failing to control the workers.
They know they must do bet-
ter next time.

Discontent is simmering
among postal workers, how-
ever, and even the most des-
perate measures of the UCW
may not be able to head fur-
ther action off.

The continuing defiance of -
the union by workers is highly
encouraging and should be an
example to those in other in-
dustries.
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MASS DIRECT ACTION that had widespread effects? We
can’t be far from a revolutionary situation, then, can we?
Not if the issue itself is the transportation of calves to be
slaughtered for veal on the continent.

From the start of the pro-
tests against transportation,
much of the establishment
press, including that which
openly backs the Conserva-
tives, initially took a sympa-
thetic view. This was hardly
because they thought that the
politics of some of those in-
volved met with their ap-
proval, but because here was
another stick with which to
beat the pro-Europeans inside
and outside the Conservative
Party. Another barbaric prac-
tice to be added to the record
of those foreigners across the
Channel, who weren’t like us.
Never mind the horrific ani-
mal experiments and factory
farming carrying on as nor-
mal in Britain, here was a
good opportunity for a bit of
Euro-mugging. Witness the
involvement of figures like
Teddy Taylor and Alan Clark,
who situate themselves on the
Tory right.

Jill Phipps, who described
herself as an anarchist, would
have had no time for these
scum (just as she would have
had no time for the religious
ceremony put on at Coventry

Cathedral after her death).

Calf love

Many of those involved in
the actions were genuinely
sickened by the treatment of
animals.

At Brightlingsea, practi-
cally the whole community
mobilised against the trans-
portations. Similarly in
Shoreham 80 local people
were arrested. What was im-
portant about these actions
was the way the nature of the
police was revealed for the
first time to many hundreds.
Tooled up in riot gear, the cops
went in heavily in many in-

stances against the demon- .

strators and hundreds of inju-
ries were suffered.

But where is the same ac-
tion protesting against the
thousands of homeless sleep-
ing rough? Against the contin-
ued arms trade? Against the

hospital closures and mass re-
dundancies?

The actions developed into
a dangerous cross-class mobi-
lisation with the Conservative
right moving in to exploit the
situation.

Barbarism

Of course the transporta-
tion of calves is barbaric. So is
the factory farming of cattle
and poultry carried out in
Britain. So are the experi-
ments in which 3.5 million
animals are killed every year
in Britain carried out by the
drugs and cosmetics indus-
tries. A leading drug company
Giba Geigy admitted that 95%
of substances passed safe by
animal experimenting are im-
mediately rejected by hu-
mans.

But the reason these
things happen is because of
PROFIT. It’s big money for
the drugs companies, for the
factory farmers, for the meat
industry. The symptoms of a
sick society, like homeless-
ness, unemployment, aliena-

Animal riots

tion and boredom, wage slav-
ery and war, will only disap-
pear when that sick society is
put out of its misery. That
means not just taking a stand

Not so jolly?

CHRISTOPHER BARRETT-JOLLEY owns Phoenix Avia-
tion which transports calves from Coventry Airport (it
was protests against this which involved the death of Jill
Phipps) and is no newcomer to making a quick buck out
of death and misery.

Arms and drugs

In 1993 one of his pilots
was busted for smuggling
large amounts of cocaine and
heroin into Britain. Barrett-
Jolley has extensive interests
in West Africa, where the
drugs are believed to have
originated, not least through
his arms dealing.

In June 1994 he piloted at
least five flights to South
Yemen to supply South Ye-
meni forces with arms. These
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included bombs, mortars and
Kalashnikov rifles.

The following month he
supplied UNITA forces in An-
gola with at least one 44-ton
shipment. It is believed he
made many further ship-
ments to keep both sides in
the civil war supplied with
arms.

In November he attacked a
67-year-old woman protestor
with a crowbar, beating her
with it and smashing the
windscreen of her car. He was

against the exploitation of
animals, but against the ex-
ploitation of working class
people and the destruction of
the planet.

involved in further violent in-
cidents, driving vehicles at
protestors — one of whom is
still receiving hospital treat-
ment.

‘Honest’ victim?

Funny then, that few
charges have actually been
brought against him by the
police. Funny that Coventry
police brought out 100 cops
against just 33 protestors.
Funny how he masquerades
as an ‘honest’ (is there such a
thing?) businessman victim-
ised by extremist thugs, and
how the press had a field day
when a group of people an-
gered by Jill Phipps’ death,
turned up at his HQ to smash
a few windows. But then these
are violent, rent-a-mob yob-
bos, whilst Barrett-Jolley only
deals in death. Money doesn’t
talk, it swears.

Militarism and
animals

AS WELL as killing and maiming millions of people, mili-
tarism has had disastrous effects on the environment.

Animals, both wild and do-
mesticated, have also been
victims of the military ma-
chine, through bombings,
famines induced by blockades
and destruction of forests and
harvests. Animals have also
been pressed into service in
the armed forces and suffered
accordingly. But a less well-
known use of animals is in
military ‘research’.

Military scientists in the
USA experimented with dol-
phins to carry explosive
charges to use against enemy
ships and submarines. These
mammals would, of course,
also have been blown to smith-
ereens in the process. Count-
less other laboratory animals
have died excruciating deaths
as flamethrowers, germ, bio-
logical and chemical weapons
have been tested out on them.

The latest sick use of ani-
mals by the military concerns
the use of pigs at the secret
biological and chemical re-
search centre at Porton Down.

Pigs under anaesthetics had
silver balls sown on to the sur-
face of their hearts and were
then suspended above guns,
which were then fired to test
internal injuries. The pigs are
only 600-750mm away from
the mouth of the guns when
they are fired. This, appar-
ently, is to research ‘protective
clothing’.

The Ministry of Defence
has increased animal experi-
ments by 51% at a time when
a general fall in animal ex-
periments by 10% in Britain
has been brought about by
campaigns, including the use
of direct action. Most of the
animals die under anaes-
thetic, but some of the pigs are
kept alive to “see how their
wounds develop”!

Capitalism brutalises hu-
mans, destroys the environ-
ment, and turns animals into
just so many products for
profit and experiment. Time
to dismantle it, and with it
disband the armies!

Fight the Criminal Justice Act

THE POLICE ARE NOW using the Criminal Justice Act
on a widespread basis against hunt saboteurs and dem-
onstrations and mass trespasses against the Act itself.

The Act has been in opera-
tion for five months at time of
writing, and already 100 have
been arrested under its provi-
sions. Mass trespasses took
place in Edinburgh near De-
fence Secretary Rifkind’s
mansion, and at Windsor Cas-
tle, where 20 arrests took
place. Opposition to the Act
will continue, especially when
the cops use the CJA against
free festivals planned for the
summer.

The arrests of seven — the
Hackney 7 — at Hackney
Town Hall in a demo against
the CJA last July resulted in
fines of up to £3,300 fines.
These heavy fines were clearly
political. With most of the de-
fendants being acquitted, and
discrediting the police in the
process, the Crown Prosecu-

tion Service was looking for
revenge.

Hackney Labour Council
took out injunctions against
the defendants which banned
them from council property.
This included the use of public
toilets or housing benefit of-
fices without written permis-
sion. When these injunctions
were challenged, the Labour
Council backed down.

Any donations to the fines
will be gratefully accepted.
Send to Hackney 7 Defence
Campaign, ¢/o Hackney Com-

munity Defence Association, -

Colin Roach Centre, 10a Brad-
bury St, London N16.

The weekly SCHNEWS
gives information and report-
ing on actions against the CJA
c/o on the fiddle PO Box 2600
Brighton, E. Sussex.

NEWS AND ANALYSIS

READ OUR LIPS!

We said class war, not Clause 4!

FOLLOWING ON FROM our last feature on the Labour
Party in Organise! 37, a few thoughts on Clause 4.

Modernising Labour

In his attempts to ‘modern-
ise’ the Labour Party, Tony
Blair and his supporters have
made a big push to drop
Clause 4, which apparently
pledges that Labour will take
industry into common owner-
ship.

Much ink has been wasted,
and much breath, in defend-
ing the sacred text, by both
Labour Party left social-
democrats like Tony Benn,
Trotskyist entrists and Stalin-
ists like the Morning Star
team. We are called upon to
defend CLause 4 by practi-
cally all the sorry range of left-
ists.

Irrelevant

Our attitude is that we do
not give a damn about Clause
4. Every Labour government
in the past, pledged to com-
mon ownership, has carried
out vicious attacks on the
working class, breaking
strikes, establishing wage
freezes, attacking workers’
self-organisation and passing
repressive legislation. As well
as running down the health
service, transport and other
social services.

Apart from that, Labour’s
(false) idea of common owner-
ship means that the State
runs capitalism, or parts of it
to be more precise, because

Labour have always been
committed to a mixed econ-
omy. This has always been
and will always be for the
benefit of the ruling class.

European
nationalisations

The large-scale nationali-
sations carried out after
WW2, were also carried out in
other parts of Europe by, for
example, De Gaulle, the mili-
tary man in France. Capital-
ism needed to restructure and
rebuild after the war effort
and State intervention was
seen as crucial in bringing this
about.

For us common ownership,
that is anarchist communism
itself, means that the land and
the means of production and
distribution are looked after
by the mass of the population,
and administered through
mass assemblies and work-
place and community councils
freely federated together.

To defend Clause 4 fur-
thers the myth that somehow
Labour is on our side.

Clause 4 was never meant
to be implemented. It is a
pious statement to camou-
flage the real nature of La-
bourism, that is a party there
to fool, divert and when
deemed necessary by the boss
class, to govern us, the mass of
the population, the working
class.
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NEWS AND ANALYSIS

TOWER HAMLETS IS one of Britain’s poorest boroughs,
about as working class as you can get and you’d think this
should give the area some potential for revolt. In fact it’s
achieved infamous status as the place where racial vio-
lence is commonplace and where fascists got elected.

Since the British National
Party temporarily gained a
seat in the local council, the
number of racist attacks in
the borough, mainly against
Asians, has been rapidly ris-
ing. ‘Incidents’ range from
verbal abuse and threats to
near murder and the number
of serious attacks has more
than doubled in the past year.

Predictably, the police
have been pretty lukewarm in
actually getting anyone for
the vicious attacks on Quddus
Ali, Mukhtar Ahmed and
Shah Alam. Also predictably,
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lot of this claptrap is swal-
lowed by a significant minor-
ity of white working class peo-
ple. Then there’s the middle
class leftist do-gooders (La-
bour, SWP/ANL, etc) who
thrive off working class dis-
unity — some even make their
careers out of it. They tend to
loathe white working class
people and patronisingly look
upon Asians and black people
as their ‘pets’. Though they
have quite a high profile, they
are generally distrusted by all
sides.

s

Beackon and fellow specimens of the ‘master race’ spread their

filth in Tower Hamlets.

they put in overtime in build-
ing a case good enough to con-
vict the Tower Hamlets 9.
(The Asian youths who fought
to protect a community vigil,
after the near murder of Qud-
dus Ali, from police attack.)
Quite rightly, local Asians are
angry, with some young peo-
ple prepared to use violence to
fight the racists and fascists
— and the police — while oth-
ers appeal for calm and to
trust politicians, community
police and the obviously racist
police.

In Tower Hamlets ‘race’ is
a giant political football. Lib-
erals talk in terms of the prob-
lems being six of one, half a
dozen of the other (which it
obviously isn’t). I'd say quite a
lot of white people possibly go
along with this view. From the
fascists you get the usual rac-
ist drivel — unfortunately, a

among sections of white work-
ing class people is obvious.
Housing has been seen as one
of the main causes of this ra-
cism — the myth that if you're
Asian, it’s dead easy to get a
council flat. In fact it’s really
hard to get a council flat who-
ever you are. If you take Mill-
wall ward where the BNP got
elected, you'll find Asians in a
tiny minority — hardly a case
of them taking all the houses!

And this possibly gives
some indication of the source
of the racism. Anyone who is
familiar with the borough will
notice in some quarters a kind

. of racial segregation not to-

tally dissimilar from apart-
heid. Certain estates are al-
most totally Bengali while
just round the corner you’ll
find another estate which is
almost totally white. The
same goes for local schools
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The high level of racism

which are often unofficially
segregated along racial lines.
In other words, the local state
has been involved in some
pretty effective social engi-
neering down here.

This all amounts to good
old-fashioned divide and rule.
In a borough like this, where
working class people of all
races could unite over pov-
erty, housing, unemployment
and poor wages, we end up
squabbling over crumbs. Fas-
cists like the BNP take advan-
tage and serve the boss class
well and help ensure working
class division. The left don’t
help either with their patron-
ising views and their dead end
strategy of Vote Labour’ elec-
toralism to break the BNP.

Revolutionaries who live
and work in the area (and in-
deed in other areas where the
issues are similar) need to be
pushing the idea that we have
more in common with people
of our own class whatever
their colour, than with bosses,

politicians, middle-class do-
gooders, religious leaders,
leftists and fascists who might
be the same colour as our-
selves. It is these parasites we
need to throw off our backs.
This may seem like a tall or-
der but there are plenty of
black and Asian people who
are keen to get stuck in. What
with recent rent and Council
Tax rises from the Labour
council, it may be possible to
build resistance by organising
around these issues as well as
anti-racism/fascism. After all,
it is a genuine combative
working class unity which will
weaken the stranglehold of
racism and fascism.

Tower Hamlets ACF
members

There is a concentration of
ACF members in Tower Ham-
lets. If you would like to work
with us in local activities,
write to the London address.

odemn revolutionar

IT’S FAIR TO say that
rarely do revolutionary
journals focus much on Ul-
ster Loyalism (and Union-
ism in general). It’s taken
that Loyalism represents
political reaction at its
blackest. Our analyses of
events in the Six Counties
usually concern either the
manoeuvres of the State or
the politics of the Republi-
can movement, the former
as it is our explicit enemy
and the latter because of
its claim to be socialist.
Loyalism tends to get dis-
missed because of its
monolithic nature, its
hand in glove relationship
with the Northern Ireland
State and its support for
imperialism — why bother
criticising something so
definitely in the enemy
camp?

Well, since the ceasefire,
many people have been puz-
zled to hear Loyalist spokes-
persons talking about the
need for a new, working class,
perspective, a community
politics beyond the sectarian
divide and even of ‘socialism’.
This rhetoric has emanated
mainly from the leadership of
two ‘fringe’ political outfits,
the Ulster Democratic Party
and the Progressive Unionist
Party. The UDP, the unofficial
political wing of the Ulster De-
fence Association, originated
in a late ’70s Loyalist think-
tank, the New Ulster Political
Research Group. The PUP,
formed in 1979, is the political
mouthpiece of that other para-
gon of non-sectarian virtue,

THERE IS NO SUCH THING AS
A NATIONALIST AREA OF ULSTER
ONLY AREAS TEMPORARILY
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the Ulster Volunteer Force.
Both parties have made a
point of their opposition to the
‘establishment’ unionism of
the Ulster Unionist Party and
the ‘religious fundamental-
ism’ of the Reverend Paisley’s
Democratic Unionists, whom
they accuse of having ignored
the interests of their working
class constituents. In return
they have been attacked by
some of the ‘established’ Un-
ionists as ‘Reds’ in Loyalist
colours.

However, despite the
populistic vitriol thrown by
both UDP/PUP at the ‘fur coat
brigade’ of conservative Un-
ionism, the fact remains that
for all their socialistic rhetoric
both parties are opposed to
any independent working
class self-organisation which
might undermine their power
base. Indeed the ‘leftism’ of
their ‘progressive unionism’is
far to the right of even the
sickly social democratic Un-
ionism of the now long-dead

Revolution of 1936.

1920-21.

including postage.

The Friends of Durruti

London ACF have produced a pamphlet on the
Friends of Durruti, a much misunderstood group
who attempted to defend and extend the Spanish

In their criticisms of the leadership of the anarcho-syn-
dicalist unions they represented an important moment in
anarchist history. Included are an historical introduction
written by an ACF member, and two political statements
from the Friends themselves. This will be the first in a
series of pamphlets in the Stormy Petrel series. Coming
up will be a pamphlet on the Italian Factory Councils of

Copies of the Friends of Durruti pamphlet available from
ACF(London) c/o 84b Whitechapel High St, London E1 at 75p

OCCUPIED BY, NATIONALISTS

Northern Ireland Labour
Party. It should also be re-
membered that only a short
time prior to the ceasefire and
their media-fuelled propul-
sion into the limelight, these
born again ‘socialists’ were
amongst those who presented
the UDA ‘Doomsday’ docu-
ment of January 1994 with its
(albeit empty) threats of eth-
nic cleansing via repartition.
Nor should it be forgotten that
the combined Loyalist mili-
tary command had, prior to
the ceasefire, been engaged in
a ferocious escalation of sec-
tarian slaughter against
working class Catholics. In
this context the anti-sectarian
talk of Gary McMichael,
David Ervine etc should be
seen for the hypocritical bleth-
ers that it is.

So why have we seen the
rise of the UDP/PUP since last
Autumn? Neither party hav-
ing an electoral mandate (a
few councillors between them)
they claim the mandate of the
“silence of Loyalist guns”.
Their role as ‘representatives’
of grassroots Loyalist opinion
has put them in a prestigious
position but their ‘moderation’
and commitment to a ‘New
Northern Ireland’ — never
outlined in any detail of course
— has meant that they have
become media darlings just as
Sinn Fein’s leadership have.
Indeed they are presented as
the Loyalist mirror of Adams
and Co, an image they seem
quite happy with.

Their ‘moderation’, how-
ever, seems to some, even
within their own camp, as
more than a little suspect. The

Racism in Tower Hamlets The ‘new’ Loyalists

heavy British intelligence in-
filtration of the UDA and par-
ticularly the UVF, leads many
to conclude that the shadowy
hand of MI5 may be amongst
those on the tiller of the ‘new’
Loyalist ship of the line.
Whilst manipulating a politi-
cal party may take more effort
and involve more dangers
than controlling a death
squad, the rewards may be
worth it.

This is not to doubt that
there exists a confused and
angry mood amongst many
working class Protestants,
but that the UDP/PUP exist
more as recuperators of that
disenchantment than its sim-
ple expression.

Regardless of the extent of
Britsh State manipulation, it
appears obvious that they are
‘playing the game’ far better
than their Establishment ri-
vals and the ‘hard men of Loy-
alism’ are duly reaping the re-
wards in the form of media
attention. Their vague quasi-
socialism (which has more in
common with Strasserite left-
wing fascism than social-de-
mocracy) may prove to be a
vote-winner in some working
class Protestant areas and the
cause of a few sleepless nights
for the UUP/DUP, but theirs
is a politics of despair (their
‘Ulster nationalism’, half-
hearted as it is, is pure non-
sense — and they know it) of-
fering little more than a con-
tinuation of the status quo un-
der a different party flag and
a new crew of political gang-
sters at the helm.

With working class Protes-
tants disillusioned with their
political leaders, the potential
for populist demagogues 1is
considerable, but the ques-
tioning of old certainties and
the political state of flux, also
opens up opportunities for lib-
ertarian revolutionaries to get
their arguments heard in
places in which a monolithic
siege mentality had made it
near impossible before.

Loyalist and other Union-
ist ideas can be challenged,
just as other bankrupt nation-
alist ideas can. The non-alter-
native of the ‘New Loyalists’
must be as ruthlessly opposed
as that of their elder brethren.
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Cuba, Castro and crisis

AS ONE AFTER another of the so-
called communist states collapsed,
the whole gamut of those who claim
to be Leninists were thrown into dis-
array. Groups like the Socialist
Workers Party were able to dodge
the flying debris from the collapse
because of their theory that these
countries were state capitalist in the
first place, and some more orthodox
Trotskyists, like Workers Power for
example, were self-contradictory,
calling for a political revolution to
overthrow the Stalinist dictatorship
of Castro whilst at the same time de-
manding that the “degenerate work-
ers states such as Cuba” be defended
and that “should the present crisis
result in any military clash with US
imperialism, revolutionaries must
unconditionally support the Cuban
army and militias”. As the army is
part of the State directed by this Sta-
linist dictatorship, as any Marxist
should know, these muddle-heads
seem to have got their contradictions
in a twist!

The bulk of those who claim to be Bol-
shevik, though, immediately saw Cuba as
the last bastion of socialism and rushed
eagerly to its defence. These included the
Stalinists of the Morning Star, Commu-
nist Party of Britain and New Communist
Party, the born-again Stalinists of the
Revolutionary Communist Group (who
have also discovered Shining Path of
Peru as a saviour of the working class!)
and fragments of what used to be the
Trotskyist International Marxist Group,
like Socialist Action and the Communist
League.

Communists collaborate

In March 1952 Batista set up a dicta-
torship in Cuba. He received the support
of the Communist Party which attempted
to infiltrate the bureaucracy of Batista’s
State. He allowed them to set up an offi-
cial union confederation, the CTC, with
Lazaro Pena as its Secretary General. In
return for this, the Communists ensured
that no working class opposition would be
allowed to develop against Batista. Two
communist leaders became Ministers
Without Portfolio in the government. In
the tightly-controlled election of 1940, the
communists were allowed ten seats in
parliament and more than a hundred in
the municipal councils. Attempting to fill
the vacuum in the opposition to Batista
left by the communist’s support for him,
a young lawyer and bourgeois ‘politician
called Fidel Castro launched an armed
attack on the Moncada barracks in 1953.
His programme was reformist and social-
democratic through and through, but he
succeeeded in uniting various political
currents including some anarcho-syndi-
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Above: Glum Genralissimo-Castro pre-
pares to change course.

calists (one of whom, Boris Santa Coloma,
died in the failed attack). Castro and his
followers were imprisoned, and after hav-
ing been pardoned in a few months, left
for Mexico. The communists denounced
this attack, by the way, as “bourgeois
putschist”.

By the end of 1956 Batista had alien-
ated all classes, from big business to the
working class and peasants. The anar-
chist ALC (Associacion Libertaria de
Cuba — which grouped all the anarchists
and anarcho-syndicalists who had sur-
vived the bloody repression of the ’30s)
decided to form an alliance with the bour-
geois democratic opposition! (Another
shameful failure of traditional anar-
chism, and anarcho-syndicalism in par-
ticular, to take a revolutionary position.
This should be ranked alongside Spanish
anarcho-syndicalist participation in the
Republican government of Spain in 1936,
and the Mexican anarcho-syndicalist
Casa del Obrero Mundial’s support for
Carranza and Obregon against the Zapa-
tistas).

From militia to army

Armed attacks now broke out on a
wide scale. None of these were instigated
by the Castroists. In one of them, an at-
tack on the Presidential Palace, all the
guerillas were killed, including their
leader, Echeverria. Despite Castro’s
Moncada attack, he now denounced the
Palace raid. After Castro overthrew Ba-
tista, Echeverria and his group were
made martyrs of the Revolution and the
date of the attack, March 13, is celebrated
as a landmark of Castro’s revolution. A
naval mutiny broke out, and sailors dis-

tributed weapons to workers and peas-
ants. This was bloodily crushed, but a
second front had been opened in the hills,
again not under the control of Castro.
Fierce resistance broke out in the cities.

In this situation, Castro disembarked by

boat with 82 followers. The movement
that developed, the 26 July Movement,
was still not under Castro’s control till
later on. As Theodore Draper in his Cas-
tro’s Revolution noted: “It included those
who merely wished to restore the bour-
geois constitution of 1940 and those who
demanded a ‘real social-revolution’. It at-
tracted those who admired and those who
detested the United States. It took in
fervent anti-communists and ardent fel-
low-travellers”. Castro began setting
about gaining supremacy of this move-
ment. As his lieutenant Che Guevara en-
thusiastically wrote: “It was necessary to
establish a rigid discipline, organise a
high command and set up a Staff... Fidel
addressed the troops urging a more strict
discipline...he also announced the crimes
of insubordination, desertion and defeat-
ism were to be punished by death”. Thus,
a militia was turned into an army. A
volunteer grouping in which members
who availed themselves of the right to
withdraw were now called deserters and
subject to be shot immediately.

Persecution

Once Batista was overthrown, Castro
went about purging anarcho-syndicalists
and social-democrats from the CTC union
confederation, under the pretext of re-
moving collaborators with Batista. In
fact, many of these had been opposed to
Batista and had been persecuted and im-
prisoned. The communists were re-
warded by Lazaro Pena being confirmed
as Secretary-General of the CTC. They
had supported Batista up to the last three
months of his regime, when they saw the
writing on the wall and moved over to
supporting Castro!

Castro, anxious to maintain power,
now moved from his social-democratic
programme to alliance with the ‘Soviet
Union. He turned Cuba into a huge sugar
plantation for the Soviet bloc. He liquida-
ted all the other resistance groups, accus-
ing any who dared to oppose him of
counter-revolution. Of course, many of
the landowners, businessmen, army
leaders and police chiefs who had sup-
ported Batista fled, but this cannot ac-
count for the mass exodus from Cuba,
before emigration was virtually cut off, of
half a million, which included tens of
thousands of workers and peasants.

Early in 1960 the Cuban anarchists
took a stand against Castro, and their
publications were suppressed. They were
driven underground and then into exile.
They had seen what was being inflicted

on the working class. The CTC under
communist control signed away any gains
that had been obtained — the right to
strike, job security, sick leave, 30 days
paid holidays, four paid holidays, 44-hour
week with 48 hours’ pay, overtime at time
and a half, double or triple rate and much
else — all this went in November 1959 —
all in the name of ‘voluntary’ sacrifice.
Those anarchists who cried out against
the new regime suffered badly. Alberto
Linsuain had joined the guerilla forces in
the hills, in a unit commanded by Fidel’s
strongman brother Raul. He incurred the
wrath of Raul even then, having violent
disagreements with him. A vendetta was
pursued after he began organising
amongst the restaurant and food work-
ers. He was murdered or died in jail.
Sondalio Torres was accused of ‘counter-
revolutionary’ activities. In order to force
him to inform on other workers, he was
dragged in front of the firing squad four
times and four times ‘reprieved’. Jose
Acena, lifelong opponent of all the Cuban
dictatorships was given 20 years, despite
carrying scars on his body from Batista’s
torturers! Alberto Garcia fought in the
ranks of Castro’s 26th July Movement.
He was given 30 years’ hard labour.
Indeed, Castro quickly established
horrific concentration camps. Mario
Chanes originally supported Castro and
was offered top government jobs. Already
disillusioned with Castro’s authoritari-
anism, he chose instead to work in a brew-
ery. Shortly afterwards he was sentenced
to 30 years in prison, for plotting to kill
Castro, a charge which he denies to this
day. He emerged from jail in 1992, becom-
ing the longest-serving political prisoner
in the world. On an offshore island, now
a foreign tourist resort(!) Chanes notes
that: “We were beaten religiously by the
guards every day. Some prisoners were
bayonetted or shot when they collapsed
from hunger or tiredness. It was a concen-
tration camp”. Because he refused to
wear prison uniform, saying he was a
political prisoner, he was put into solitary
confinement for six years. His wife had
given birth to a son eight months after he
had been imprisoned. He saw the child
once before solitary confinement, and not
at all during it!

Drugs

It is likely that the Cuban State en-
gaged in widespread drug trafficking to
gain much-needed cash. The Colombian
drugs supremo Pablo Escobar, was given
VIP treatment by Cuba and by its then
ally, Nicaragua, under the Sandinistas.
Then, in what has come to be the worst
political scandal faced by Castro, General
Arnaldo Ochoa Sanchez, who had been
hailed as a revolutionary hero when he
led the Cuban forces in Angola, was ac-
cused of drug trafficking and corruption.
He was executed, along with Colonel
Tony de la Guardia, a leading light in the
special department of the Ministry of the
Interior, charged with obtaining the vital

foreign exchange necessary for interna-
tional trade. The scandal brought down
14 top officials, five per cent of the Central
Committee and hundreds of military offi-
cers. It is likely that those executed and
imprisoned were sacrifices made to Cas-
tro’s turn from state drug trafficking
when pressure from the United States
made it too risky. In its usual draconian
fashion, the State handed out a 30-year
sentence to De la Guardia’s brother, for
failing to denounce him, despite the fact
that he was in Angola throughout the
period of the drug trafficking.

House of Cards

The collapse of the Soviet bloc lost
Cuba a $5 billion subsidy and most of its
petrol supply. The East European coun-
tries also reduced their intake of Cuban
sugar which Castro had exchanged for oil,
food and technology. Like the East Euro-
pean states Cuba had supplied free hous-
ing, healthcare and education as well as
some free food and transport. Indeed,
compared to other populations in the re-
gion, Cuba was comparatively well-off.
All this was to come to an end now. Many
Cubans became hungry for the first time.
The economic blockade that had been in-
flicted on Cuba by the USA was tight-

ened.

Above: Mario Chanes.

Castro had militarised Cuban society
from soon after he came to power. He had
set up the Committees for the Defence of
the Revolution (CDR) and the Organisa-
tions of People’s Power (PPO). These are
not genuine bodies of self-organisation as
the leftists would have you believe. They
are packed with Communist Party mem-
bers and act as regional, local, street and
block extensions of the state. They are
patterned after the Russian counterfeit
‘Soviets’, there to rubber-stamp the deci-
sions of the ruling bureaucratic class.
They report on absenteeism, dissidence,
even what they regard as immorality and

Below: The Commander-in-Chief — just another Stalinist dictator.
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sexual ‘deviance’. Castro is a classic ex-
ample of the repressed, prudish Leninist
puritan. He detests homosexuality. In the
"70s he denounced young people for wear-
ing long hair and tight trousers in the case
of boys, and miniskirts in the case of girls
and for liking ‘decadent literature’. Part
of his response, apart from banning these
things, was the introduction of compul-
sory military service. He stated that the
high juvenile delinquency rate was due to
13-16 year olds being exempt from crimi-
nal punishment by the courts. In May
1973 he reduced the age of legal liability
from 18 to 16, and introduced tough pen-
alties up to life imprisonment for ‘crimes
against the national economy’, and ‘ab-
normal sexual behaviour’. The crackdown
on homosexuality, and the forced segrega-
tion of AIDs sufferers, as well as the gen-
erally repressive attitude towards non-
conformity of any kind, accounts to some
great extent for the continued high num-
ber of refugees to the US.

In line with the old Marxist principle
of the militarisation of labour, first elabo-
rated in the Communist Manifesto and
carried out avidly in Russia by Trotsky,
the Castroist State used compulsory mili-
tary service to provide military units to
carry out work in construction, irrigation
and production. In education the techni-
cal colleges were turned into military cen-
tres. Students lived under strict military
discipline and completed their draft obli-
gations whilst they studied.

The CTC recognised the partnership of
the state, the Communist Party and the
unions at its 13th Congress. These would
cooperate to increase production, “pro-
mote punctual attendance at work”, “fol-
low the Communist Party directives”.
Wages are linked to work quotas. Pur-
chase of TV sets, fridges, washing ma-
chines etc, is allotted to those who obey
orders, overfulfil work quotas, are patri-
otic. Those paragons of wage slavery are
also allotted the best holiday resorts and
first access to housing. At the First Con-
gress of the Communist Party in 1975 the
slogan “From each according to his abil-
ity; to each according to his WORK” was
displayed in huge letters.

In 1991, Castro added to his State or-
ganisations for the repression of the Cu-
ban masses. The People’s Rapid Response
detachments were set up. These were
groups of thugs charged with attacking
any dissident. To their credit, many Com-
munist Party members refused to serve in
these gangs. A group of 150 attacked the
home of Francisco Gonzales, chair of the
National Council for Civil Rights, an un-
official group which monitored the num-
ber of Cubans who went missing at sea
whilst trying to leave the country. Three
months’ later, an armed gang returned
and threatened his life. (Since then he has
been framed and now faces 15 years’
prison).

Castro and his regime are immensely
paranoid about any opposition. A group of
working class people were imprisoned in
the early '90s for daring to set up a Green
grouping. In August this year, the Cuban
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military sank a ship hijacked by refugees
attempting to flee, and forty died. In a
wave of anger, riots broke out in Havana
and Castro was forced within the week to
lift the ban on emigration. In the next five
weeks, 20,000 took to the boats. Castro
had already had to pass Law 141 in Sep-
tember 1993, which allowed the regime to
start introducing a mixed economy, and a
new private sector in some trades. Income
tax has been introduced, and depenalisa-
tion for Cubans to obtain, hold and use
foreign currencies. Less emphasis is now
being put on Marx, Engels and Lenin, and
more on Jose Marti, the 19th century
nationalist leader. The economy is in an
appalling state. In a country rich in citrus
fruit, no oranges can be found in the
shops. The US embargo is blamed, but
many are asking why, if trade from Mex-
ico and South America is not affected by
this, is the situation so desperate? In Ha-
vana there are power cuts of up to 14
hours a day. The power plants have been
out of spare parts since 1990. Extreme
rationing and huge food queues are the
order of the day.

Meet the New Boss, Same as
the Old Boss!

Now the Statist economy is opened up
to the market, and with the end of restric-
tions on foreign currency, in entire sec-
tors of the economy, US dollars are the
only money accepted. Half of telecommu-
nications has been sold off to a Spanish
company. Canadian capitalism is moving
in in a big way, and Canadian mining
companies are penetrating the minerals

sector. Spanish, Scandinavian, German
and Italian tour operators are opening up
a tourist trade of up to half a million
people a year.

Castro and his fellow bureaucrats are
prepared to open up to the market in the
same way as their East European coun-
terparts. They are doing this because
they want to preserve their power and
privileges. They are prepared to sacrifice
state capitalism to the market and the
mixed economy. In the process they will
transform themselves into factory own-
ers, entrepreneurs or remain ensconced
in the state apparatus — that is unless
they are overthrown in the process by the
Cuban masses. Another possible scenario
1s a coup d’etat or attempted coup d’etat
by those wedded to the old Leninist prin-
ciples, found particularly in the military.

Whatever happens, whether the pre-
sent bosses remain in charge or a new
mob take over, the horrors of state capi-
talism will be replaced by those of market
capitalism. The Cuban working class of
town and countryside must begin to re-or-
ganise itself, learning from the old anar-
chist tradition in Cuba and from the
many mistakes committed by the tradi-
tional anarchist movement. They will not
fare any better under a new economy, as
the sharks of international capital glide
in to gorge themselves.

What is happening in Eastern Europe
will be repeated in Cuba. The only solu-
tion is the development of a broad-based
anarchist communist movement, which
rejects both the market and the state
forms of capitalism, and which starts to
develop an independent working class
politics.

Overpopulation —

HUMAN POPULATION HAS sky-
rocketed in the last few centuries —
in the nineteenth century the world
population more than doubled.
Population growth is a result of a
decline in the death rate rather than
a boom in the birth rate. The birth
rate peaked between 1960 and 1965
and has been slowly falling since. The
growth in the ‘developed’ countries
of the West has been slowly grinding
to a halt. As the birth rate slows it will
catch up with the declining death
rate — this could take up to a century
or more in Africa and Asia at present
rates, however. |

Malthus

Are there too many people for the earth
to support? Thomas Malthus (a 19th cen-
tury clergyman) was the originator and

or a bit rich?

populariser of ‘overpopulation’ theories.
He maintained that human population
exponentially outstrips food production
— that it is always and everywhere press-
ing against the available food stipply.
War, disease and starvation for the poor
were the inevitable result as: “Man can-
not live in the midst of plenty. All cannot
share alike the bounties of nature”. These
disasters were also the ‘natural’ solution
to the problem. Malthus opposed contra-
ception, or feeding people who would oth-
erwise starve, as this would only lead
them tr - sate more, worsening the
general misery. The overpopulation ideol-
ogy emerged with the beginning of indus-
trialisation and the resulting immisera-
tion of the common people and class con-
flict. People were driven from their lands
and disposssessed of the commons (a tra-
ditional source of food in hard times) by
wealthy landowners and sheep farmers,
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and shovelled into the mills and mines.
This class brutality was sanctioned by the
application of Adam Smith’s theories of a
self-regulating political economy to ‘natu-
ral law’. The surplus of workers kept
wages down, which was good for business
— this translated into a ‘surplus’ of popu-
lation. Society was held to consist of Hob-
bes’ “War of all against all”. This Social
Darwinism, combined with eugenics (the
genetic control and ‘improvement’ of
breeds) was used to justify colonial con-
quest and legitimate reactionary immi-
gration policies at the turn of the 20th
century. Ultimately it led to the eugenics-
based extermination of psychiatric inma-
tes, Jews, Gypsies, homosexuals etc, by
the Nazis in their death camps.

Overpopulation theories are currently
used by the Development Bank to justify
the industrial development of sensitive
wilderness areas such as Western Brazil,
and economic planners using tirage
analysis (a battlefield medical operation
where certain of the wounded are left to
die so as to concentrate on those with a
better chance of survival) Millions of peo-
ple in Africa and Asia are left to starve in
order to restructure capital and pay off
the national debts of countries such as
Mexico and Chile. Since the Cold War, the
American State’s strategy to ‘contain
communism’, control political develop-
ments and resources has been to use
population control to prevent nationalist
revolt in Africa and Asia. This is done
through collaborating with local elites
through military aid and the estab-
lishment of state-dominated institutions
for population control. The US agency for
International Development is the biggest
single funder of population control activi-
ties in the South. The anti-abortion
stance of the Reagan administration was
a sop to the Right, and was only for do-
mestic consumption. The focus of the pre-
sent population control establishment is
authoritarian and technocratic. Sterilisa-
tion, intra-uterine devices, the Pill and
other risky forms of fertility control are
preferred to traditional methods and bar-
rier techniques. The ideology is based on
three tenets:

1. Rapid population growth is the main

cause of the South’s development prob-
lems, particularly hunger, environmental
destruction and political instability. De-
velopment ie capital accumulation, is the
main thing and people are ‘units’.

2. People must be persuaded/forced to
have fewer children (in Indonesia the
Army has forced IUDs on villagers at
gunpoint) without fundamentally im-
proving their impoverished conditions.

3. With the right combination of fi-
nance, personnel, technology and West-
ern management techniques, birth con-
trol can be delivered from the top down,
without basic health care systems.

Hunger

There are 900 million dying of starva-
tion a year in the world, but no global
shortage of land. The UN estimates that
there is enough land to feed a world popu-
lation of 14 billion people (more than dou-
ble the present total of nearly six billion).
As in the ‘developed’ North, large land-
owners control the vast majority of land.
In 83 countries, three per cent of farmers
control 79% of farmland, much of it left
unplanted in order to maintain profits.
Their yields are also consistently lower
than small landowners. Brazil has an
area of farmland the size of India left
uncultivated while 20 million rural poor
are landless; the richest one per cent
owns 15 times as much land as the poor-
est 56% of Brazilian farmers. In Guate-
mala two per cent of landowners owns
66% of the land, in the Phillippines agri-
business producing sugar, cotton and
pineapples for export has pushed 12 mil-
lion peasants into the lowland forests.

Drought in Africa was part of a mil-
lenia-long cycle. Cash crop exploitation,
the market economy and taxation have
led to starvation rather than drought.
During the hunger crisis in the 1970s,
ships in Dakar port which brought in
supplies of ‘relief food, departed with
peanuts, cotton, vegetables and meats. Of
the hundreds of millions of dollars worth
of agricultural goods in Sahel exported
during the drought, over 60% went to
consumers in Europe and North America,
and the rest to elites in African countries.

In Bangladesh, often cited as the model
for the Malthusian argument, 90% of the
land is worked by sharecroppers and la-
bourers. Many starved after the 1974
floods while hoarders stacked up four
million tons of rice while the majority
were too poor to buy. Multinational com-
panies made over seven billion dollars a
year profit from the South in 1990, and
probably far more through transfer pay-
ments. They use their economic power to
force down rice, coffee, sugar, cocoa and
cotton prices. Average prices in 1989
were 20% down on those of 1980. This
leads to an increase in foreign debt for
Southern countries with consequent in-
creased economic hardship for the major-
ity poor (higher taxes, inflation, etc).
Cash crops go to feed the global super-
market, and yield higher profits for inter-
national capital to industrialise the
planet. Mexican soil and labour supply
50-66% of the US market for many winter
and early spring vegetables. The result is
that agriculture for local consumption is
squeezed out and the prices of staple
foods rise. One third to a half of the total
meat production in Central America and
the Dominican Republic is exported,
mainly to North America. An increase in
poverty is accompanied by a rise in cereal
production (the main component of the
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poor’s diet). So the ‘Green Revolution’
which it was claimed would feed the hun-
gry has been used by the ruling class to
supply the global supermarket.

Resources

One justification for population con-
trol is pressure on resources shown by
deforestation, desertification, water pol-
lution ete. Yet fewer people do not neces-
sarily consume fewer resources. The in-
dustrialised North with about 20% of the
world population (1.2 billion people) con-
sumes over 80% of its resources, 70% of
the energy, 75% of metals, 85% of wood,
60% of food. These figures obscure the
vast disparities of wealth both within the
South, and in the North. The world’s larg-
est companies control 70% of world trade,
80% of foreign investment and 30% of
Gross Domestic Product. Multinationals
are also directly responsible for 40% of
the world’s greenhouse gases.

Mitarism is the most environmentally
destructive modern institution. It’s cu-
mulative effects far outweigh the effects
of population pressures — the Allied bom-

12 Organise! No. 38 April-June 1995

bardment of the Gulf and Saddam
Hussein’s oil fires for example. War di-
rectly damages the land and air, and de-
stroys the environment through destabi-
lising traditional communities, creating
refugees who flee and settle on fragile
soils which cannot support them. In Af-
rica between 1955-1985 there were over
200 attempted coups, creating over eight
million peasant refugees who fled their
villages to escape terror in Ethiopia,
Mozambique, Angola, Sudan and
Uganda. In the last 40 years there have
been over 125 wars fought in the South
(many of them proxy wars for the Super-
powers) leaving 22 million dead. Over
60% of global arms go to Africa and Asia;
this military spending kills and damages
many more through the waste of re-
sources. The American Pentagon pro-
duces more toxic waste than the five larg-
est multinational chemical companies
combined: a ton of toxic chemicals a min-
ute. A B52 bomber consumes over 13,000
litres of fuel an hour; an armoured divi-
sion (348 tanks) over two million litres of
fuel a day.

Women

An agrarian revolution is required, as
part of a social revolution, which must
liberate women. Women are the poorest
of the poor, the largest group of landless
labourers in the world — even in co-ops
and land distribution they are frequently
excluded. Women produce almost half of
the food crops in the world. In Africa they
contribute 66% of all time spent in tradi-
tional agriculture, in Asia they are over
half of the agricultural labour force, in
Latin America over 40%. Commercial
farming has favoured men at every level,
and industrialisation and urbanisation
also hurt women most, destroying their
handicrafts and worsening the unjust di-
vision of labour with the double day of
wage labour and household work. Some
80-90% of low-skilled assembly jobs in
Africa and Asia are done by women.

Women’s reproductive choice depends
on their role in society. Their lack of
choice is a direct result of their lack of
autonomy, personhood and their eco-
nomic domination. If women have fewer
children they suffer for lack of labour
power, if more they are over-burdened
and their health undermined. The popu-
lation question can never be addressed
until having fewer children becomes a
reasonable option — thus freedom for
women from male domination, and an
agrarian social revolution reuniting agri-
culture and nutrition, renewing self-reli-
ance and subsistence, and creating equal-
ity. Such a revolution will overthrow
high-tech agribusiness methods such as
those of the Green Revolution discussed
earlier: part of the problem, not the solu-
tion.

This article is indebted to How Deep is
Deep Ecology?, ' Women’s Freedom: Key to
the Population Question’ by George Brad-
ford. Times Change Press pamphlet.

Posters and
stickers

Bundles of this poster can be got from our
London address. Please send a donation. Or
get a single copy and photocopy ‘’em.

London ACF have also produced an A5 leaflet
explaining the basic ideas of anarchist commu-
nism. Again, send a donation for a bundle to the
above address.

The 14,000 stickers we printed off have sold out,
except for the ecology sticker which can still be
obtained from the London address, if you enclose
a donation. A new range of stickers is currently
being printed, so stand by for an announcement.
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Reason to celebrate?

Anniversary of the end of World War Two

THIS YEAR MARKS the 50th celebra-
tion of both VE-Day and VJ-Day. The
Allied Powers’ celebration of victory
over Nazi Germany and then Japan.
As usual speeches will be given by
European and American statesmen
in which phrases like “the struggle
against Nazism”, “the struggle
against fascism”, “the liberation of
peoples” etc will be liberally pep-
pered. But is this really the truth?

Mussolini’s rise to power in 1922 made
Italy the first fascist country. In 1928
Salazar set up his dictatorship in Portu-
gal. Hitler came to power in Germany in
1933 and Nazism opened its first concen-
tration camps. In 1939, after the defeat of
the Spanish Revolution, Franco estab-
lished his murderous regime.

During more than 10 years the Great
Powers — France, Britain, USA and the
supposedly communist USSR main-
tained political and commercial relations
with these states. All of these powers
accommodated themselves, and none of
them sanctioned, these regimes.

At Munich in September 1938 Cham-
berlain for Britain and Daladier for
France signed an agreement with the
Nazi regime, allowing it to occupy the
Sudetenland, a part of Czechoslovakia
with a German-speaking population — a
rich prize for Germany because of its eco-
nomic and industrial riches. Even when
the German Army invaded Poland in Sep-
tember 1939 the Allied bourgeoisie did
not flinch. The European Allies declared
war on Germany, certainly, but this con-
sisted of a few French units invading Ger-
many to reinforce its first line of defence,

the Maginot line (November 1939). The
Western European ruling clases couldn’t
care less about the rise of Nazism, just as
much as they were not bothered by the
rise of Francoism or Salazarism. Order
reigned and that was all that concerned
them. What they had been worried about
was the social unrest and the popular
revolts which had deeply disturbed them
since 1917. They were pleased that strong
and stable regimes had been installed
that would break working class revolt
and resistance.

Chain reaction

The Russian Revolution of 1917 had
set off a chain reaction throughout the
world — the workers’ councils in Ger-
many, followed by those in Italy and Hun-
gary, and then the revolutionary collec-
tivisations in Spain. These movements
were bloodily destroyed and fascist re-
gimes were installed during or after these
defeats. These fascist regimes were to be
preferred by the Western allies to the
spectre of working class revolt.

Churchill — the great ‘democrat’ —
who was deeply racist and considered
blacks as sub-human — never concealed
his admiration for Mussolini. What was
important for Britain was that its trade
routes through the Mediterranean to its
colonies in the Middle East stayed open.
The fascist regimes installed throughout
the Mediterranean area went along with
this and the fate of the populations under
their boot-heels were of no concern. The
British ruling class refused to welcome
refugees from the Spanish ‘civil war’.

Above: Stalin, Roosevelt and Churchill —

preparing to carve up the world between
them. |

France, for its part, set up concentration
camps in the Pyrenees to imprison the
Spanish refugeees, and these were joined
by other refugees from fascism in Ger-
many, Central and Eastern Europe. The
Western allies knew the fate of the popu-
lations under Nazi and Fascist domina-
tion, whether in Ethiopia or Poland, and
they knew from 1933 that the Nazi re-
gime was deporting Jews, Commmunists,
homosexuals and gypsies. For its part the
United States continued economic and
commercial relations with Germany.
even during the blockade decreed by
France and Britain. These continued af-
ter the alliance treaty between Germany
and Japan. The US traded with everyone,
no matter who they were. They entered
the War after Pearl Harbour (December
1941) not to ‘liberate’ the populations of
Europe but to safeguard their economic
interests in both Asia and Europe.

The Stalinists

The Stalinist bureaucrats were no
more ‘anti-fascist’ than the Western lead-
ers. The USSR had never stopped trading
with Nazi Germany. The non-aggression
pact signed between Hitler and Stalin
was linked to an economic agreement:
Poland would be carved up between them
and Stalin would take over Lithuania and
Estonia. The Jews of the Soviet part of
Poland were as much delivered up to the
Nazis as those of France. The Soviet lead-
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ers only became ‘antifascist’ when the
German state broke the pact by invading
the USSR in June 1941.

Just another war

The ideology of antifascism was
pushed among the working class in order
to divert it from its autonomous class
objectives and interests. This mystifica-
tion allowed the ruling classes of each
country to get the allegiance of their popu-
lations and to turn them into cannon fod-
der. Under the banners of antifascism
and the defence of threatened democracy,
the managers of capitalism stopped at
nothing — 38 million dead to defend their
interests! The Dresden bombing, the
Atom bomb attacks on Hiroshima and
Nagasaki! The entry of the Allies into the
War was only motivated by the need to
stop at all costs the new powers that were
emerging in this period of world economic
crisis (the Wall Street Crash in 1929)
Germany, Italy, Japan menaced the vital
interests of the Western ruling classes
and their colonial empires, that is, the
sources of raw materials necessary for
their economies. The new powers needed
these resources and natural wealth in
order to develop their own economies.

Out of this crisis sprang a new world
order: the USA (the West) versus the
USSR (the East). Once the war was over,
the victors concentrated on oppressing
and massacring the populations who re-
fused their new order. For example the
French murdered up to 80,000 in 1947
during the insurrections in Madagascar,
many through being gunned down, many
more through hunger caused by French
‘blockades of the insurgent areas. In May
1945, just after the Allies had won in
Europe, repression began in Algeria
which resulted in the deaths of up to
45,000 murdered by the French. In the
repression unleashed by the British in
Kenya in 1956, 10,000 were killed and
90,000 interned in prison camps.

Each of these powers in its own colo-
nial or neo-colonial sphere of influence,
set up dictatorial regimes as bloody as
each other, who defended the interests of
their ‘antifascist and democratic’ masters
to the detriment of the working class and
peasantry world-wide.

Below: World War 2 wasn’t fought to liberate the concentration camp — it was fought

to protect profits.
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IT'S A WHOLE

GAME!

NEW MALL

The following two articles were produced by Communist Headache. We are
reprinting them to gain them a wider audience and to further contribute
towards our investigations into culture.

Football and architecture:

The control of pleasure vs.
the pleasure of control

A RECENT SINGLE issue that has
dominated a large amount of the lo-
cal media space afforded to this re-
gion [Derby], and a large amount of
my thinking and concerns, has been
the proposed move of our local foot-
ball club (‘my club’) from its tradi-
tional ground to a new purpose-built
stadium/leisure complex.

This hasn’t had the form of the classi-
cal single issue problem that we are fa-
miliar with, mostly due to the ‘negative
charge’ it carries as a political generator.
There is some political opportunism
within football supporting (correspond-
ing to the growth of a highly-visible and
very cleaned up independent football
supporter movement) but this doesn’t en-
croach into all areas of problems and de-
bate. The other feature of this single issue
is the local media handling of the problem
— this has been incorporated into the
fans’ phone-in hour each week on the
radio, where callers have the opportunity
to adorn the manager’s trenchcoat for five
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minutes and have their say about the
running of the team or the club. Thus, we
have a sophisticated communication
channel (in terms of visibility) and a lack
of a vested interest, producing unusual
developments.

Almost immediately an approach of
considering concessionary measures was
taken up, but with a positive outlook. In
the past the strategy of developing con-
cessionary measures could be considered
as solely reactive to cases where a lock,
stock and barrel fight for a cause is totally
turned over. The negative aspects of this
strategy are most evident when a vested
interest occurs, that is, we are kept blind-
folded by the actual campaign. This usu-
ally takes the shape of a denial of exam-
ining the form and function of the cam-
paign itself, as the parties with the vested
interest would be exposed, and the taking
of concessionary measures in this case is
usually campaigning just as blindly but
with slightly lowered sights.

The positive aspect of the strategy is
the development of a springboard for as-
sessing all points of our arguments, how
these arguments are interpreted by our
opponents, the dynamics of the campaign
and, not least, its relevance in wider
spheres beyond the normally impenetra-
ble barriers of the campaign. The strat-
egy is either negative (and worthless) or
positive, and cannot be a combination of
the two. In this case, the absence of a
political opportunism and the blossoming
of the theoretical base of the campaign
are obviously related. To stress again, a
useful approach would be to aim for clar-
ity and fluidity, to pinpoint relevances
and irrelevances, and to examine moves
and motivations of people and parties
involved.

Returning to the issue at stake, the
resiting of a football ground, it seemed

that initial response was that the move
was a necessity and a progressive meas-
ure, a view mainly fostered by the club
itself and some of its influences in the
local newspaper. However, debate and
dialogue on the local radio station (initi-
ated by a programme presenter who was
prepared to question the move from per-
sonal opinions) gave an airing to a few
other ideas, and allowed the issue to ex-
pand into a more complex form. At the
basis of the disagreement was the ques-
tion of atmosphere, such that a move
would be okay if the atmosphere of the
original ground could somehow be pre-
served,or recreated in the new stadium.
Thus we have the concessionary measure:
atmosphere, but arising in such a form
that it immediately demands further in-
spection as to what atmosphere actually
is, and how it arises, is maintained, and
is possibly preserved.

This further inspection is still at a
fledgling stage, particularly as the heat
has been taken off the issue due to finan-
cial problems at the club putting the move
into doubt. But the potential to challenge
and to form a total critique of football as
an act in the cultural circus has been
activated. These are my ideas on the
health of our game taken from the stand-
point of where we left the issue — that is
the preservation of atmosphere.

Atmosphere

There are many points to consider in
this proposed move away from an old
ground, but to many the subject of atmos-
phere is the most important, and also the
most difficult (and dangerous) to pin
down. There is a danger in refusing to
understand what atmosphere actually is,
and so leave the negotiating of this con-
cession of atmosphere to the profession-
als, to the architects who promise to give
us an INSIDE of pitch-hugging stands
and tight corners where we are able to
breathe down the necks of players. But
such a move invites them to dictate their
definition of atmosphere, and we are back
to a strategy of hoping for the best and
trusting that some party has all our best
interests at heart. How can we pin down
the make-up of atmosphere beyond sim-
ple architectural factors relevant to the
inside of a ground? In the case of our old
football ground atmosphere is related di-
rectly to tradition, and this tradition is
partly constructed from specific instances
on and off the pitch in years gone by.
Goals, saves, moves, skill, decisions,
comedies, fights, pitch invasions. These
cannot be preserved, and are uniquely
tied to the history of the old ground, but
to use this as an argument for staying
behind leaves one susceptible to attack.
Indeed, it is plainly stated that a new
ground will bring new instances and so
will begin a new history and tradition,
and that the old history will live on in
memories even as this new history un-
folds. People who cite famous instances
from the past and argue the injustice of
losing them, are labelled traditionalists,
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Above: Sport — the rugby scrum is not the
only struggle. Like everything else in soci-
ety the class struggle at play.

and are dismissed as likeable, but laugh-
able, cranks. However, tradition does not
accumulate solely as a sum total of in-
stances on or around the pitch, it is some-
thing that is deeply ingrained in football
culture, a culture that is linked strongly
to the working class. So we have moved
on from the idea of atmosphere, the role
of tradition in creating atmosphere, and
finally to culture in propagating the ac-
tive role of tradition. It is here that we can
take up our negotiation of concessionary
measures.

Where are the pies?

Football culture has grown out of the
escapism that Saturday afternoon brings,
following the enforced division of work
and leisure time. The attack on this cul-
ture arises as the ruling class try to colo-
nise our leisure time, to control us and spy
on us. Leisure time controls our attitude
to work, and so it must be constructed in
a way to satisfy many tastes and de-
mands. Football supporting offers many
other things than an escape from domes-
tic duties, it has a tribal link and the
bad-boy image, thus the strict yet diverse
fashion trends and accompanying ma-
chismo. It is a constructed part of leisure
that has fostered some degree of danger-
ous autonomy — as a system of control it
is dangerous as the autonomy that it fos-
ters is both a reason for its popularity and
a danger to the authorities. Without con-
cerning some of the fringe activities of
football supporting we have a base of put-
ting aside your problems at home or in the
workplace, and channelling your energies
into watching, shouting and arguing
about your team. The packed terrace is
the ultimate meeting place where you can
yell at the top of your voice, exercise your

wit and wisdom, and summon forth an
honesty and unrestricted flow of expres-
sions that you have to suppress in every-
day life. The situating of football grounds
within dense, run-down urban areas adds
to this atmosphere, as you can leave the
glitz and glare of the manufactured
cityscape and its consumption zones, and
slowly re-adjust your thoughts to focus
solely on the time ahead and the football
game itself. Programme and fanzine sell-
ers perched on street corners, local shops
stocked up with crisps, biscuits, fags and
tins of drink, the joy of knowing that all
these people weaving their way to the
ground are thinking the same as you;
team selection, last week’s performance,
midweek comments and rumours, this
week’s opposition.

And so atmosphere does not spontane-
ously appear, exist and die within the 90
minutes of the match and confines of the
ground, it grows from the apprehension
as you approach the game and lasts into
the joy or suffering after the match, as
you cautiously weave your way home
chancing a short cut with the thrill of a
chase.

Fringe

The fringe activities arising from the
autonomy of football culture presented
the authorities with a decision to make.
In the 1970s hooliganism was put under
the spotlight and so intensified as a reac-
tion to this, in turn feeding the media
onslaught. The game was attacked with
swift moves to intimidate and control
supporters, the media having done its job
of replacing the identity of the football
supporter with that of the hooligan (eg
the emergence of phrases such as behav-
ing like a football crowd). What began as
frogmarching to the ground soon turned
into extensive and visible surveillance
and list compiling. I remember my early
away matches where we were unloaded
from the football special and marched
from the station to the ground only to be
stopped en route, lined up against an old
factory side and scanned by a hoolivan

‘that crawled alongside us! This onslaught

of 1984-style surveillance and infiltration
culminated in the identity card bill which
was eventually defeated. A possible rea-
son for this could be the rise of the inde-
pendent supporter movement who re-
dressed the balance of identity back from
hooligan to the more generic football sup-
porter. The actual winners here are hard
to pin down, though without doubt the
authorities benefited. The independent
supporter movement peddled a semi-no-
torious image (or half-decent as the fig-
urehead magazine calls itself) that was
allowed its own media space to flourish —
the fanzine market. For a while the
fanzine movement was the be all and end
all of football supporting, but its popular-
ity has waned over the last few years as
the zines themselves have been filled
with academic ramblings lyrically prais-
ing the merits of mildly warm bovrils and
stodgy pies, and the clubs themselves
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have tried to take a cut of the action by
allowing sales of certain zines within
- their official marketing mechanisms.
However, the authorities haven’t given
up (indeed hooliganism is on the rise
again), they have just changed their line
of assault, and the design and situation of
stadiums is the new angle.

We now move from a culture that has
grown within the working class that
brings people together while supporting
autonomy, to a culture that has been
thrust upon us, a manufactured culture
that goes hand in hand with the classless
society we are supposed to live in, that is
the culture of the shopping mall. Here we
are offered the pleasure to slip around
from one orgy of consumption to another.
Bright lights to glorify images, marbled
floors and high gloss to reflect to the point
of infinity, an immersion into the air con-
ditioned nightmare. Shop till you drop, all
the names are here. Pig out on any deli-
cacy from fast food to the faddest flavour
of the month (but still fast), entertain
yourself in our bowling halls, cinemas
and amusement arcades... this perfected
spectacle is seamless. Bad weather? We
can take care of that by eliminating
weather all together, a constant tempera-
ture maintained and ample carparking
underneath to shield you from getting
wet

I live quite close by to Meadowhall, the
grand-daddy of all shopping malls, and
often find myself gauging (and gagging
on) the atmosphere of the mall, from the
frenetic attempts of store assistants to
get you to buy (the space rent is monu-
mental — no charity shops or second
hand outfits here) to the glamour, tech-
nology and global mix of the coca cola food
oasis. But the atmosphere (as in the posi-
tive sense of the word) is not there, thou-
sands of people avoiding eye contact and
communication (but maintaining style
checks on each other), a mixture of leth-
argy and a gluttony of excess. Not just a
million miles away from my football
ground, but a million miles away from the
morning markets in town hawking cheap
vegetables and second-hand clothes.

The ‘mall’ification of football grounds
would be a shrewd move in the attack on
football culture. Why try to control the
actions of people who are in an agitated
and threatening state of mind, when you
can control their state of mind directly?
The all-seater stadium and the purpose-
built leisure complex is a direct attack on
the mental set of the supporter, using the
convenience of run-down amenities (run
down by the greed of the clubs them-
selves) to justify itself. The media talks
about the positive aspects of the Taylor
report which is little more than using the
Hillsboro disaster to shit on the people
most concerned and horrified about the
disaster itself. We must never forget that
nearly a 100 supporters died, and many
others suffered immense pain, because of
a foul up between the football authorities
preventing the possible loss of some of
their income and the police dealing out
the type of treatment they have been get-
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ting away with for years. How would this
‘mall’ification manifest itself? The key-
words are shopping and leisure (the new
forms of leisure)... arrive at some waste-
land project out of town and connected by
a fast new road, a guaranteed parking
place within five minutes of the stadium-
complex) what do you mean you enjoy
walking to the ground?, the chance to do
a bit of shopping in the club shops (new
team fleeces and a fourth away strip just
in stock!) or any of the similar sports
shops, the chance to grab a bite to eat at
the latest 25-till computerised Macdon-
alds/Pizza Hut, and then you can plonk
your backside in a bucket seat — a splen-
did view just beneath the main stand
executive boxes — to take in the pre-
match entertainment. But don’t worry,
we can keep the atmosphere by building
the stands close to the pitch and letting
the corners hug the pitch perimeter! But
what about that exquisite state of mind
that you used to acquire while making
your way to the match, the feast of com-
munication transmitted and received, the
buzz that lasts well into the evening?

Clout

It is this culture that gives clout to the
sense of tradition that we try to explain,
a tradition that enriches the atmosphere

Class War and sport

IN THEIR ENDLESS pursuit of the
perfect romance with all that is
working class (be it ‘genuine’ or
stereotyped) Class War have no hesi-
tation in appealing to the football fan
as part of its political platform.
Their coverage used to consist of re-
ports of hospitalised coppers and imagi-
native terrace chants, and this used to sit
quite merrily alongside stories of the
queen mother being a werewolf etc. As
the paper tried to develop an ideological
angle it opted for a program of working
class ‘culture’ and community-based
struggles, and the fight of football fans
against government proposals (the ID
card bill) and greedy chairmen (eg Max-
well at Derby) encapsulated both culture
and community. Can we really expect a
political autopsy of football without fac-
ing contradictions, and how can we con-
sider, as communists, the difference be-
tween supporting football teams as a
community of interest and engaging in
the class struggle against evil board-
rooms. At most clubs throughout the
country the boardroom is under fire be-
cause it won’t spend vast amounts of cash
on transfer fees and huge wages, and on
the surface this seems to annoy the fans
as much as the boardrooms that impose
increased admission prices and yuppified
stadiums. @Reclaim the game@ is noth-
ing more than sheer populism which falls
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at our football matches. Personally I do
not think that the atmosphere will be
recreated in a new super stadium on
some re-developed wasteland, because
the atmosphere is so much more than the
90 minutes’ playing time. But we are
heading into the whole new ball game
era, where money, products and brand
names do all the talking. The old is being
cleared out for the new, making it safe for
the business faces and media moguls to
vest their precious millions in.

And so is there a realistic concession-
ary measure of atmosphere within all of
this, as this is what the original argu-
ment for and against the move was based
on? In truth it is a difference in defini-
tions, on the one side we have a rich vein
of autonomous and mutated culture, and
on the other we have the new culture of
total entertainment (to mask total con-
trol).

The latter will always have the ability
to try to appeal to the former, opening
some dialogue around architecture and
design, under the auspices of the democ-
racy we are all lucky enough to live in.
And anyone not happy will be dismissed
as ‘traditionalists’ longing for a bygone
era that hasn’t quite passed by. Well, not
yet anyway.

We will have further articles on sport
in the next issue.

apart at the slightest analysis. I enjoy
spectating on a team of wealthy super-
stars as much as I enjoy my twice-weekly
kickabout with my mates, but I don’t see
any logical similarity between the two
and I certainly don’t want to reclaim one
into the other.

Recent events have been even more
surprising: Class War described the rum-
pus at Millwall v Derby as not a particu-
larly good night out, it bloody wasn’t, as
Derby fans were ambushed with baseball
bats and black players were showered
with a torrent of racist abuse. They also
declared the highlight as the trashing of
Radio Derby’s van... well how much of
football culture involves dependence on
the local radio for those matches you can’t
get to? Does it logically follow that come
the revolution Brian Moore will be first
up against the wall?

Class War have also taken to defend-
ing boxing due to its working class tradi-
tion. Certainly one of the most amusing
spectacles recently occurred at the NEC
during the Mac Cracken Foster fight
when the boxing was held up as rival
football gangs were at it hammer and nail
in the aisles using fists, boots, chairs and
steel bars! Oh well, all in the name of
reclaiming the game.

Communist Headache can be contacted at
PO BOX 446, Sheffield S1 INY.

* LETTERS

Dear Organise!

The article in Issue 37, warning
against ‘moral panics’, ought to
have been shown to the individual
responsible for the pieces on por-
nography and the sex industry.
Then we might have been spared
two pages of unadulterated crap
and could have read something up
to your usual standards. Having
let off steam, I can face the grue-
some task of picking through the
rubbish piece by piece.

“Punters often bring porno-
graphic magazines to show pros-
titutes what they want to do”. Ap-
parently this is because the ‘sex
indu§tp’ thinks that all women
are whores (shock horror). Listen,
E.T... on this planet practically
everybody is a whore of one kind
or another. Thatis, they will do all
sorts of disgusting things for
money. Some people sell or por-
tray sex for money. Others sell
food, medical care, housing,
drugs, weapons, religion for
money. Why is it the sale of sex
especially outrages this clown?

“Our sexuality is deeply per-
sonal. While sexual acts with oth-
ers are a basic act of communism,
as we freely give ourselves in a
mutual exhange of pleasure”.
Well that must be fine for s/he or
it on their planet, but in the real
world this wonderful state does
not exist for a great many people.
Sex being a basic human drive
they must therefore either go
without (easier for some than oth-
ers) or settle for whatever com-
pensations they can get.

“The sex industry is highly pa-
triarchical. It promotes...the
male as the fucker, the female as
the fucked”. Yes and sometimes
the other way round too. But that
fact is inconvenient isn’t it? If the
sex industry tried to sell any fet-
ish or ‘perversion’ that customers
didn’t want, it would soon be out
of business. You can’t change sex-
ual tastes by propaganda. But ap-
parently only politically correct
‘mutual sex’ is permissible to the
writer.

The double-think in the next
paragraph is truly classic. Having
displayed all the human under-
standing of a fundamentalist bi-
ble-thumper, the writer warns us
against our ‘moral guardians’ the
church and the state. What about
the ‘moral guardians’ pictured be-
low who apparently believe that
liberation will be achieved by rip-
ping up harmless magazines con-
taining pictures of naked women?
It does not occur to these morons
that any sort of literature can be
ripped up. The price of freedom to
distribute our own ideas is toler-
ating other peoples. What if Play-
boy or Penthouse were to suggest
their readers went around trash-
ing feminist literature? That’s
what I would do if I were them and
they have a damn sight more
readers than any feminist or an-
archist mags do.

The gist of the rest of the first
article, that all prostitutes are

conscripted by a combination of
force and drug addiction, and that
any act committed by a client is
rape (I wonder what victims of
real rape think of that idea) is so
ridiculous that I'm not going to
bother to argue with it.

I’'m not trying to pretend that
the sex industry is some sort of
humanitarian social service or
that it does not damage some peo-
ple. But why should it be singled
out? Don’t practically all capital-
ist industries damage their work-
ers, destroy the environment and
exploit poverty?

As for the piece on pornogra-
phy, if you want to argue porn
leads to rape and other sex-
crimes, it’s a theory, but it doesn’t
explain why countries like the
Netherlands and Japan, where
pornography and prostitution are
more freely available than in the
UK, have lower rates of sex-crime.

The second piece seems to be
trying to blame pornography for
every evil under the sun. Racism
— apparently a preference for
black, Asian or Oriental women is
a ‘fetish’. What about a preference
for blondes, brunettes, red-heads?
If only white women appeared in
pornography would that be non-
racist? Sorry, I forgot, we aren’t
allowed sexual preferences any
more. Come the revolution we will
be assigned sexual partners by
anarchist-feminist social workers
after demonstrating that we per-
form only permissible acts in the
approved non-sexist way. (Yeah,
I’'m getting carried away).

The point I'm really getting to
is that the average punter, at-
tracted to a re-cycled copy of Or-
ganise! by the naked man and
‘pornography’ on the cover (you
wouldn’t have dared to use a na-
ked woman would you?) will turn
to the article in question and find
themselves confronted with the
ravings of a sex-obsessed crank.
Another piece of mostly worth-
while propaganda bites the dust.
It would have been better to put
the far more sensible Avedon
Carol interview first and used the
other as an example of the kind of
lunacy she was talking about.

Depriving people of sex-maga-
zines and videos will not lead to
individuals going out to form ‘re-
lationships’ in their ‘community’
or to protest about East Timor etc.
Most of the evils attributed to the
‘sex industry’ are due to some-
thing else, poverty. That being so,
it would be more useful for Anar-
chists and Feminists to direct
their propaganda or even some of
that famous direct action into
campaigns for realistic benefits,
pensions and minimum wages
than to preach the sort of moral-
istic delusions worthy of the right
wing press.

By the way, I'm not a rapist,
pornographer or pimp, I'm on the
dole. You’ve no idea what a hassle
it is to get your giro cashed in
Bangkok!

Yours etc, JW, East Ham

Article writer replies: This, un-
fortunately, is fairly repre-
sentative of the level of debate on
this subject. Personal abuse is not
argument. Also, the idea the sex
industry is being singled out for
criticism when everyone is abused
by capitalism is nonsense. Organ-
ise! covers a wide range of sub-
jects, why pick on one? It’s called
analysis. All exploitation outrages
me, not just the sexual kind, but
few workers are quite so blatantly
exploited as sex workers.

Punters using porn to direct
prostitutes are not differentiating
between the two groups, but using
them all as their own sexual tools.
There is very little porn where
women are in a dominant position
unless of course the man wants it
that way, and then they are not
really dominant at all. Porn com-
modifies sex by fetishising differ-
ences, for example hair colour,
race or clothing. Porn uses racist
stereotypes implying that col-
oured people are more animalis-
tic. This is not sexual preference,
it is sexual commodification.

Porn does not cause rape, but
it is often a contributory factor
because of the way it portrays
women. Most rape takes place in
the home where these ideas affect
people’s attitudes. Also many se-
rial rapists and killers have fixa-
tions with porn, though many
other factors are involved in their
behaviour.

Capitalists spend billions on
marketing/propaganda to influ-
ence ideas and demand. Media
barons are hugely powerful be-
cause they control ideas. Sex for
capitalism is a commodity. The
product is constantly updated and
customers are encouraged to find
their particular niche in the mar-
ket. People get their sexual ideas
from society, porn influences
these ideas.

The mass media controls
thought and opinion pretty effec-
tively, porn magazines do attack
feminist ideas if you read them. It
seems to be okay to forcibly silence
the likes of fascists, so why not
porn? Whenever action against
porn is mentioned its apologists
immediately start screaming
about free speech and censorship.
Defending the ‘rights’ of capital-
ists is liberal crap. They are only
harmless in your opinion, which is
not an opinion held by many other
people.

The article illustrated how sex
is increasingly used by the main-
stream media to titillate while
providing no real information.
While we are being told about the
irrelevant sexual antics of minor
celebrities, the capitalists are left
free to plunder.

Using other people for your
sexual whims is blatant exploita-
tion (try masturbation instead!)
Given a real choice would you
choose to sell your body? People
are forced into prostitution
mainly by economic necessity and
also sometimes by violent part-

ners, and many prostitutes do use
drink and/or drugs to desensitise
themselves, because believe it or
not they don’t enjoy being fucked
by anyone with a few quid.

You cannot deny exploitation

" merely by dismissing every indi-

cator suggesting exploitation.
That is just conscience salving. If
you actually have an argument
then substantiate it, this letter is
merely excuses and opinion with-
out substance.

If we are ever to see an anar-
chist communist society then peo-
ple are going to have to take res-
ponsibility for their own actions
and consider the effects they are
having on others. Sex is not an
exception to this!

Dear AFC, [Sic]

In your issue No 36 Oct-Dec 94 you
published an article entitled “The
Working Class Against the ANC’,
in it you attack groups and parties
on the far left as being “Capital-
ism’s last line of Defence” and also
of enthusiastically supporting a
vote for the ANC-SACP-COSATU
Alliance before the election, then
suddenly discovering after the
election that this alliance was be-
traying the working class.

While we cannot speak for
other groups or parties, we must
protest at this description being
applied to the WRP (Workers’
Press). Not only did the Workers’
International of which the WRP
(Workers’ Press) is the British
Section stand candidates against
this alliance, but for years before
fought internationally against the
ANC’s torturing of their own
members who disagreed with
their policies. See the enclosed
pamphlet Mutiny in the ANC
1984. We have included some back
copies of Workers’ Press contain-
ing articles and statements with
the relative dates and passages
highlighted from before, during
and after the election attacking
the ANC Alliance. See also the
Election Manifesto of the South
African Workers’ International in
Workers’ Press dated 26th Febru-
ary '94 and the election issue of
The Worker (Workers’ Interna-
tional of Namibia) with solidarity
statement and statement on the
ANC-SACP Alliance highlighted.

Our comrades who were candi-
dates in the South African and
Namibian elections were at times
threatened with their lives and
showed great courage in their
stand against the ANC-Stalinist
Alliance. The comments in your
publication do you no credit.
While we do not expect agreement
on our respective policies, print-
ing lies does not take the working
class forward one inch. If you have
any political principles, you will
print this letter in your next issue
together with your correction.
NB I am a member of the WRP
(Workers Press)

Eds reply: Yes, we did make a

serious mistake by saying that the
WRP supported the ANC-SACP-
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COSATU alliance. We can assure
our readers that everything else in
the article was accurate! However
- going back to the WRP — or the
Workers’ International as they in-
sist on calling their South African
section, standing their own candi-
dates in the election, let’s look at
some of the positions they stood
on. The WI calls for the with-
drawal of COSATU from the gov-
ernment alliance. This is mean-
ingless — the COSATU leaders
are almost completely members of
ANC and/or SACP and
would not allow this to happen.
Even if they were not members of
these parties, the fact that
COSATU is co-managing South
African capitalism shows how the
trade unions are as much a part of
heading off working class revolt in
South Africa as anywhere
throughout the West. Such a de-
mand creates illusions in the
trade unions as indeed does the
electoralism of the WRP and its
sister sections. They give credibil-
ity to bourgeois democracy by par-
ticipating in election farces (inci-
dentally the WRP have consis-
tently called for a ‘critical’ vote for
Labour in this country — not a
last line of defence for capitalism?
— who are you kidding?). On to
some of the other demands like
the call for a revolutionary work-
ers’ state and nationalisation un-
der workers’ control. The illusion
that somehow the State is a body
that can be captured and success-
fully used as an institution of lib-
eration goes against all that we
have seen in the past century. Do
you really think that nationalisa-
tion of the land, farms, banks and
all other sections of big business
means that the working class will
collectively own and control them?
No, it is the capitalist State that
will control them. Finally, it ill
behoves the WRP to accuse us of
lies (lack of research — yes!) when

MILITARISM

Cont from back page

from the cost of developing and
maintaining the military in peace-
time (how many jet fighters equal
a hospital) the cost in war time is
measured in blood. Workers’
blood. It is an undoubted truth
that anti-war movements organ-
ised by official trade union and
labour movements have usually at
best been hopeless failures and at
worst, complete betrayals. The ig-
nominious collapse of the Second
International’s policy to oppose
the so-called Great War of 1914-18
comes into this category.

It is perhaps the constant and
subtle techniques of mass persua-
sion which accounts for the appar-
ent enthusiasm for wars by large
sections of the working class. This
misplaced faith in the State and
the Nation has had disastrous con-
sequences. Given the current ca-
pacities of the nuclear war ma-
chine, a future major war could
prove to be diabolical. The war
against militarism has never been
more important.

it is a remnant of the gangster
organisation led by Gerry Healy,
and counts Cliff Slaughter as its
leader. This was the man who
slavishly followed all of Healy’s
instructions, who devotedly

churned out hatchet job after

hatchet job on the WRP’s political
enemies, who sat on the WRP
Central Committee that year af-
ter year chose to ignore Healy’s
sexual abuse and rape of young
female Party members, the self-
same Central Committee which
turned over scores of Iraqi work-
ers to be horrifically tortured to
death by Saddam’s secret police so
that it could get funding.

Dear Editor

Last December ten women from
our group, Bristol Women Against
Pornography, held an action at
Menzies in Temple Meads Station
during rush hour. This involved
ripping up the pornographic
magazines on the station fore-
court. Some women handed out
leaflets and talked to the public
who were generally sympathetic.

Five of us were arrested and
charged with criminal damage.
We are pleading not guilty be-
cause we believe that by our ac-
tions were preventing greater
crimes from being committed.
Pornography causes the rape, tor-
ture, sexual abuse and murder of
women and children.

In compiling our defence we
are trying to raise funds for ex-
penses; child care for defendants,
general administrative costs and
potential fines. If you would like
to support us please send any do-
nations with cheques made pay-
able to Bristol Women Against
Pornography, Box 13, Greenleaf
Bookshop, 82 Colston St, Bristol
BS1 5BB.

Thank you

RS for Bristol Women Against

Pornography

Ticket to poverty

Dear Organise!

Anyone tempted to play the Na-
tional Lottery might be advised to
consider the political implica-
tions. A lottery ticket is the ulti-
mate capitalist commodity. It
costs £1 and is an absolutely
worthless piece of paper to all but
a small percentage of ‘winners’.
Such is the nature of all capitalist
commodities to a degree. The con-
sumer pays for profits to make the
board members, owners, inves-
tors etc very rich wherever possi-
ble. The surplus value on a lottery
ticket is virtually 100% for most
tickets. The fact that a percentage
is given to charity is virtually ir-
relevant. No charity could ever
cover the costs of the capitalist

profit/poverty syndrome.
AA (Edinburgh)

Eds reply: We draw readers’ at-
tention to the following quote
from George Orwell’s 1984: “The
Lottery, with its weekly pay-out of
enormous prizes, was the one pub-
lic event to which the proles paid
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serious attention. It was probable
that there were some millions of
proles for whom the Lottery was
the principal if not the only reason
for remaining alive. It was their
delight, their folly, their anodyne,
their intellectual stimulant.
Where the Lottery was concerned,
even people who could barely read
and write seemed capable of intri-
cate calculations and staggering
feats of memory. There was a
whole tribe of men who made a
living simply by selling systems,
forecasts and lucky amulets.”

Canadian confusion

Dear ACF,
Greetings from Canada! First of
all I'd like to say that I think Or-
ganise! is a great magazine. I al-
ways look forward to reading it
and it is always full of information
and revolutionary spirit.
Secondly, continuous revision
of our ideas is necessary for any
revolutionary process. I believe
that the ACF and many other an-
archists need to change the way
they look at national liberation
movements. You must realise
that people of colour have their
own cultures of resistance. Many
so-called anarchists have been
openly antagonistic towards na-
tional liberation movements like
Black Nationalism and native
sovereignty. Being opposed to na-
tional liberation struggles means
being opposed to Puerto Rico’s
struggle against Amerikkkan po-
litical, economic and military
domination. You are also oppos-
ing Palestinians’ fight for a home-
land. What about the national lib-
eration movements that freed Af-
rica from European domination?
What about the Vietnam war of
liberation against French and
Amerikkkan imperialism? Why
do some anarchists oppose na-
tional liberation struggles? Is it
because they can’t control them,
or is it because of a subtle kind of
racism? Revolutionary anarchist
and ex-Black Panther Kuwasi
Balagoon once explained why an-
archists should support national
liberation movements: “It is not
only racism but compliance with
the enemy to stand outside the
social arena and permit Amerik-
kka to practice genocide against
the ‘Third’ World captive colonies
because although they resist,
‘they’ don’t agree with ‘us™. As
anarchists, if we ever want to ad-
vance the revolutionary process
then we all should support na-
tional liberation movements,
fight white supremacy, and work
to bring about communities that

respect cultural diversity.
KK, Ontario, Canada

Eds reply: Well in fact, the ACF
1s In a minority in its positions on
national liberation. Too many an-
archists are either ambivalent,
confused or take a favourable at-
titude to national liberation. Why
is the guilt-trip of “You must be
racist not to support national lib-
eration” always brought up? (See
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previous correspondence in Or-
ganise! in particular No 32.) Are
you really serious when you talk
about Africa being freed from
European domination? Don’t you
think that the European powers,
and indeed international capital-
ism, still dominate Africa directly
through armed intervention —
the French within their very wide
sphere of influence in their old
colonies, and the US and France-
Germany through their interven-
tion in Somalia? Don’t you think
that Africa is still dominated by
the commands of international
capitalism, through the World
Bank and the IMF? Do you think
things really changed when ‘inde-
pendence’ was achieved in the Af-
rican countries that had been
European colonies? Take Kenya
for example — one of the first
colonies to break from the British.
Now an alliance was formed be-
tween the European imperialists
and a class of newly-propertied
Africans, and the exploitation
continued (read Ngugi wa
Thiongo’s novels on Kenya — an
African not blinded by guilt who
can see the reality of exploitation).
This was the pattern all over Af-
rica. Many used the genuine de-
sire for liberty and equality
amongst peasants and workers to
come to power. Kenyatta could not
denounce the Mau Mau forest
fighters and the peasant insurrec-
tion without committing political
suicide, but he neither wished to
support it or be compromised by
it, only to profit from it for his own
political ends.

The nation-states built on the
frontiers decided by the colonial-
ists saw the immense cultural
richness and diversity of Africa as
weaknesses, and new forms of
authoritarian rule were perfected
to keep these artificial nation-
states together.

National liberation move-
ments were movements of the
newly-emergent or about to
emerge ruling class. They sought
to channel the forces of peasants
and workers to their own ends.
Inevitably there were those who
wished to establish capitalist
models immediately, and those
who adopted Marxist-Leninist
rhetoric to establish command
economies more or less on the
East European model. This re-
flected the power struggle be-
tween the two major power-blocs
at the time.

We do not support national lib-
eration precisely because we are
revolutionary internationalists.
We support the actions of the Pal-
estinian masses where they break
with the politics of the new ruling
class under Arafat or with the ri-
val would-be ruling factions un-
der the control of Syria or Iran,
and where they break with the
forces of Islamic fundamentalist
obscurantism and reaction. We
support the actions of the working
masses wherever they fight both
the forces of colonial occupiers
and the home-grown ruling class

Continued overleaf
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ORGANISE! IS THE national magazine of the Anarchist Com-
munist Federation (ACF). Organise! is a quarterly theoretical
journal published in order to develop anarchist communist ideas.
It aims to give a clear anarchist viewpoint on contemporary
issues, and initiate debates on areas not normally covered by

agitational journals.

All articles in the magazine are by ACF members unless
signed. Some reflect ACF policy and others open up debate in
undiscussed areas, helping us to develop our ideas further.

Please feel welcome to contribute articles to Organise! — as
long as they don’t conflict with our Aims and Principles we will
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at all.)

Deadlines for next issue are 3rd June for features and re-

views, and 10th June for letters and news.
ACF c/o 84b Whitechapel High Street, London E1 7QX.

Sell Organise!

ALTHOUGH OUR sales are ris-
ing, we need to keep boosting
circulation, so try and take a
bundle to sell to friends and
workmates. By selling Organ-
ise! you can help our ideas to
reach more and more people.

Write for Organise!: You can
help to make Organise! yours by
writing letters and articles.

Subscribe to Organise!: Why
not take out a sub to Organise!
Better still, take out a supporters’
sub. Get your friends to subscribe
or treat them to a sub!

Organise! will continue to im-
prove through a two-way process
of criticism and feedback, and will
better reflect the reality of strug-
gle through readers communicat-
ing with us. Please write in with
your ideas.

Please send all feedback, con-
tributions for Organise!, requests
for papers and Press Fund money
(payable to ACF) to the London
address.

Coming
up!

ARTICLES TO BE featured in
forthcoming issues of Organ-
isel:

More on Sport; Art and Anar-
chism; Struggle in China — Past
and Present; What’s Going on in
Kurdistan?; Greece and the Greek
Anarchist Movement; Algeria — a
Plague on both their houses; The
Myth of the Underclass; Nicara-
gua, the Sandinistas and the Peo-
ple; Big Brother — Computerised
Surveillance; A series on figures
from revolutionary history includ-
ing Sylvia Pankhurst and Guy
Aldred, as well as little-known
women and men who made great
contributions to the revolutionary
movement; the revolutionary po-
etry of Shelley; Anarchist Com-

munism and Ideas — A look at
Modern Thinkers.

Sounds interesting, eh? Then
subscribe now!

WANT TO JOIN THE ACF?
WANT TO FIND OUT MORE?

I agree with the ACF’s Aims and Principles and I would
like to join the organisation.

I would like more information about the Anarchist
Communist Federation . . ..

OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO
0000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000
ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo
.........................
.........................
........................

.................................................

Please tick/fill in as appropriate and return to:
ACF, PO Box 4, Buckfastleigh, Devon TQ11 0YZ.

SUBSCRIBE:

Return form to:

.......................
.........................

I enclose £4 for a four-issue sub, or £8 for a four-issue
supporting sub. Add 25% for overseas subs or institutions.

ACF, c/o 84b Whitechapel High Street, London E1 7QX.

YOU’VE DONE IT AGAIN! Not
as good as last issue, maybe,
but still highly encouraging.
£1,000 from a London com-
rade! £60 from Sheffield; £204
from East London; £1.20 Liver-
pool; £50 Northumberland;
£20 Germany; £2 London; £15
East London; £25 Anon; £4
Anon.

But we still need money to
make sure Organise! keeps com-

ing out, our pamphlet publishing
venture carries on, and our new
posters and stickers appear. So
rush any sum, no matter how
large or how small, to us. Every-
thing will be gratefully received.
Send us cheques, POs, IMOs,
stamps, diamond necklaces, gold
doubloons!

You can even send us a stand-
ing order to our account. ALL do-
nations to London address.

ANARCHIST COMMUNIST FEDERATION

THE ANARCHIST COM-
MUNIST Federation is an
organisation of class
struggle anarchists.

We have members and

groups throughout England,
Northern Ireland, Scotland
and Wales. Please write to the
national address if you want
to be put in contact.

LETTERS Continued from page 18

and attempt to create a free com-
munist society. But this is not na-
tional liberation but international
revolution. As it says in the latest
Proletarian Gob: “It is conde-
scension or a form of racism that
allows anarchists to support na-
tional liberation movements in
other countries, when they should
know that the interests of these
movements are opposed to those of
workers (us!)”.

It’s only natural!

Dear Organise!

I fear that the writer of the As-
pects of Anarchism article on Hu-
man Nature (no 37) has grabbed
the wrong end of the cliché. If hu-
man nature is fundamentally
good and can be ameliorated by
increasing knowledge then we all
could sit back and leave the oner-
ous task of running our lives to the
great and good, their heads over-
flowing with brains. Alas and
alack, the history of hierarchical
societies shows that leaders sel-
dom exhibit greater benevolence
to others than to themselves. In
fact anarchist communism is pes-
simistic in outlook, mistrusting

the nature of both leaderships and
individuals in the form of the mar-
ket whose self-interest decides
against theoretically combining to
give an outcome of optimal utility
for all. The unemployed, homeless
and impoverished are well aware
of this.

Of course human nature is not
all of one colour, either good or
bad. In fact our view of what hu-
man nature is predisposed to, is
more determined by our political
beliefs than the other way round.
Human nature is not a quantifi-
able fact and if it were, we should
still be wary of the naturalistic
fallacy of deducing what ought to
be from what actually is. Aristotle
for example, thought slavery
natural because all the societies
he studied had slaves. Neither
does anarchist communism come
from idle speculation of abstract
concepts that would make an
‘ideal’ society. Where anarchist
communism’s theory and practice
ultimately differ from other politi-
cal theories is that we are not pro-
pounding a view of human nature
or form of future society but invit-
ing people to make it themselves.

AM (Sidcup)
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