


2 SOCIAL REVOLUTION

HOW WE EXIST

London, Tokyo, Leningrad, Detroit. From bedsit and
semi, we pack into tube and bus, bound for factory,
office, hospital, lab, school ð rats shunted from little
boxes to bigger boxes. We make -ð deodorants, invoices,
missiles, regulations. We take orders from those above,
pass orders to those beneath. And back to our ration of
muzak, drugs, washing, bills. Tomorrow we must sell
them another day of our lives. Boredom, competition,
obedience.
Or ð imprisoned in the same box all day, kids driving
you mad. Slowly forgetting your hopes of fulfilment.
Isolation, futility, waste.

AND FOR WHAT?
At the Peaks of the pyramids of manager rats, sit the
Boards of Directors, the Governments, the ñCommunistò
Party Central Committees. They control the workshops,
fields, ships, transmitters by which we survive. The media
and b'v:=- ivvashers of each business empire, of each Nation
State, blare out the same endless message ~ð
ñSacrifice yourselves for your firm, your nation. Work
harder, make less fuss. We have to cut our expenses and
your living standards to renew and expand our machinery
and weapons, to sell goods more cheaply on world
markets. If our enemies abroad are not to destroy us, we
must grow stronger to compete with them."
And when the competition gets too tough, the Directors
are ready to fight it out, from the safety of their guarded
shelters, by nuclear war.
The Directors order production only to make profit, to
expand their empires. The earth, air and water are
poisoned. Food is destroyed while those who can't
afford it starve. Flats are smashed to prevent people
living in them rent-free.

HOW WE COULD LIVE -

Genuine Socialism has nothing to do with nationalisation
ñworkers control" of our own exploitation, setting up
new nations, or the dictatorships in Russia, China or
Cuba. Socialism is a completely new society in which
people would be free, in equal cooperation with their
fellows, to create their own environment and control
their own lives.
The local and wider community would decide its way of
life, and how to produce the energy, goods and services
it needs. Work would be the voluntary and varied
activity of people developing their creativity for agreed
human purposes. As the waste of capitalism is done
away with, free access according to need would become
possible. The united world, without money, Government
or war, would belong to all.

TRYING TO CHANGE OUR LIVES

There are many ways in which groups of working people
try to gain some control over their live... Not only at
work, but also in the neighbourhood ð resisting
motorways or pollution, squatting. Other examples are
attempts to change existing setups or build alternatives
in health, childcare, education, therapy, art or science,
or to fight sex or race oppression, or resist the military.
Undermining sex roles and spreading socialist ideas are
also important.
All such activities, provided they are not directed mainly
against other workers, can contribute to the movement
for a new society, as they can all be absorbed by the
system ð for example, through political Parties and
Trade Unions. Socialists have their own contributions to
make, to promote democratic organisations and to show
the connections among different struggles.

SOCIAL REVOLUTION
Many organisations claim to be revolutionary, but aim
at taking power for themselves, as leaders of the workers,
whether by Parliamentary elections or uprisings. If
successful, they could only continue exploitation in a
new form, as the Russian experience warns us. A free
society can be established only by the majority of
working people, at least in the main industrial parts of

the world, organising themselves democratically to take
conscious control of their lives. Workersô councils in
workplaces and neighbourhoods would probably play a
key part.
For us in the ñSocial Revolution" group, the purpose of
a revolutionary group should be to assist this self-
liberation by encouraging self-activity in all areas of life,
by working out and spreading socialist ideas. We know
that the divisions of sex, nationality or occupation,
which divide working people, and the fears and confusions
which keep them powerless, must be overcome. But we
do not claim to know exactly how it can be done.
So we want to clarify problems in an open way, without
hanging on uncritically to any dogma or tradition. If
your approach is similar to ours, we hope to cooperate
with you. We welcome new members.

SOCIAL REVOLUTION CONTACTS:-

Aberdeen: Box 23, APP, 167 King Street, Aberdeen.
tel: 29669.

Hull: S.D. Ritchie, Flat 12, 152-154 Spring Bank, Hull.

London: Box 217, 142 Drummond Street, London NW1.
ó-1.

Oxford: P. McShane, 11 St Margarets Road, Oxford.
Cambridge: M. Everett, 11 Gibson Gardens, Saffron Walden,

Essex.
Sheffield: viaô Hull.
Edinburgh: viaô Aberdeen.

AN INTRODUCTION TO
SOCIAL REVOLUTION
10p plus postage from any SR contact.
Includes sections on:
CAPITALISM AND SOCIALISM/TRADE
UNIONS/WORKERS COUNCI LS/SEX
ROLES/EDUCATION/NATIONAL
LIBERATION/WAR/RACISM/PARLIAMENTI
REFORMISM etc.

A modest proposal for HOW THE BAD OLD
DAYS WILL END.
Copies of this article from Charles Lutvvidge in
California, whose views on revolution and the
new society we share, are available from us free.
Send a stamp.

Anton Pannekoek's

ñWORKERS COUNCILSò
the classic of Council communism.

Send 60p + 15p postage to Box 217,
142 Drummond St, London NW1.

OUT SOON I

ñThe Enslavement of the Working Class
in Chinaf' by Dirk Wouters.

A new pamphlet from SOCIAL REVOLUTION
lLondonI exposing State Capitalism in China.
Includes revealing documents of the cultural
revolution not previously published outside
China. ó25p.

READERSô MEETINGS
If you are interested in what we say and
would like to meet us for discussion,
please contact London group, who will
be arranging readersô meetings for this
purpose.



ADVANCED capitalist countries such as
the USA, USSR and those of northern
Europe require enormous amounts of
energy for powering industry; in
industrial processes like steelmaking,
aluminium smelting, welding, etc., as well
as for domestic uses. Electricity has
unique advantages over gas, oil and coal
as heating fuels, it'is its versatility which
leads to its massive consumption, not only
for heating and lighting, but also in
electronics, electric motors,
electromagnets, etc.

At the moment electricity is
produced by 3 kinds of power station:
they either burn hydro-carbon fuels (coal
and oil), are part of hydro-electric
schemes, or use nuclear energy. Soon the
government will announce its decision on
whether to embark on a massive
programme of building fast breeder
reactors ð one kind of nuclear reactor.

All these methods of producing
electricity have drawbacks. Burning coal
or oil releases pollutants (especially
carbon dioxide and sulphur dioxide) into
the air; oil is becoming scarcer and coal
more difficult to extract; these are finite
resources ð if used in large quantities as
at present, they will become increasingly
difficult to find and extract ð finally no
viable deposits will remain.

Hydroeelectric power (HEP) has many
advantages ð no pollution, no fuel
required (except water) and no finite
resources are used up. Drawbacks are
high initial building costs and the loss of
land as dams are built; also such schemes
are only viable where there is high rainfall
and the geography is suitable (Eg. the
Scottish Highlands). _
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rm; FISSION METHOD
Nuclear power at first appears very

attractive - it does not use up large
amounts of fuel or .release pollutants.
Large amounts of energy can be generated
by the nuclear fissionl FEHCIIOII It I185
been proposed as THE solution to world
energy problems for a long time.
Unfortunately it has become obvious in
the last 5 years that fission reactors have
associated dangers which outstrip those
of any other means of generating
electricity.

Nuclear reactors have not been shown
to be safe from human or technical
failure: possible accidents include
explosion, the reactor core melting from
overheating, and fire. Accidents occur in
other situations but the consequences
can be incredibly worse where nuclear
reactors are involved. Nuclear reactors
depend on a controlled release of nuclear
heat: if the controls were to break down
completely, the reactor, especially if of a
fast breeder type, could become a
nuclear bomb. Although this is unlikely,
the consequences if it occured would be
disastrous. S

More likely is one of the other kinds of
accident mentioned above. Fires have
occurred and radio-active material has
been released in several incidents in North
America, and at the Windscale installation
in Cumbria, where spent nuclear fuel is
processed, there have been 2 fires which
have released radio-activity over the
neighbouring area. Also possible is an
accident where the core of the reactor
overheats, collapses and is destroyed, as
with an experimental fast breeder reactor
in Idaho, in 1955. In the course of an
experiment a scientist pushed the wrong
button! Radioðactive material can also be
released from such an accident.

THE CANCER CONNECTION

Plutonium, the main fuel of fast
breeder reactors, has other dangers;
because of its chemistry and radio-activity
it is deadly ð the fatal dose is so small
that there is no way of detecting it. The
most recent research in the USA has
proved that incidents of death from
cancer among nuclear power station
workers has been far higher than for any
other group of workers, despite rigorous
safeguards, eg. lapel badges that change
colour at the slightest exposure, protective
clothes, and strict time regulations.
Accidental release apart, theft of nuclear
fuel for blackmail or sabotage could have
terrible results, and need not be confined
to the movies ð indeed it may have
happened already!

Another draw back of fission is that it
produces radio-active wastes, which must
be isolated for long periods until they

'7"coolò ð up to a million years for some
wastes. No-one can guarantee that any
containersit is put in will last that long
and the deadly stuff won't escape. The
US Navy is presently engaged in trying to
retrieve 85 gallon drums of nuclear goo
dumped at the bottom of the Pacific in
the 1950's ð although encased in concrete
they have started to leak.

Finally, when the energy required to
construct nuclear reactors and the power
stations to hold them is added up ð
including building materials, labour, access
roads, transportation, fuel, safety,
security and service oosts, and the energy
required to store dangerous wastes -ð it
may be that during its working life time
of about 40 years (an estimate) a fast
breeder reactor may absorb more energy
than it will produce. It would then be
better not to have built it in the first
place!

radroactlvlt®
THE FUSION METHOD

There are 2 types of nuclear power -
fission and fusion-2. At the moment
efforts are being made to overcome the
technical difficulties which prevent
f'usion power being practical ð the
materials for the process need to be
heated to 100 million degrees centigrade
before reaction occurs and can only be
contained in a special ñmagneticò bottle.
It is claimed that if fusion power was
made practical, the materials required
(isotopes3 of hydrogen) are available in
gigantic quantities from water. The
process produces little radio-active waste
compared with fission and has no
dangerous fuels like plutonium. However
problems remain; as with fast breeder
reactors, fusion reactors may require so
much effort to build and start up
(starting termperature is 100 million
degrees centigrade remember) that the
energy inputmay be greater than the
reactor produoes. Reactor safety for
fusion is unknown, since none have been
built or tested.

Except HEP, all the power sources
mentioned above release heat into the
environment. Heat is not commonly
regarded as a source of pollution, but
think what happens when cobling water
(from a power station or factory) is
released at a high temperature into a
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river. As the river water becomes
warmer the amount of airdissolved in it
decreases and the fish may die. On a
larger scale heat released by burning fuels
is thought to be melting polar ice caps.
Another suggested power source,
geothermal energy, which would use
heat from the earth's core, also falls down
because it releases heat.

ALTERNATIVE SOURCES OF ENERGY

The alternatives left are HEP, discussed
above, and wind-, solar-, and sea-power.
These do not pollute in anyof the ways
described above since they merely
harness naturally occurring energy and
release it, eg., the wind drives a windmill
generator to produce electricity; the
energy is released when the electricity is
used; there is no net re/ease of heat.
Similar arguments apply for sea- and
solar-power.

However these methods would not
suit modern industrial capitalism. By
using large scale plants for production,
industry is capable of making vast profits
from mass produced goods. To run these
plants they need enormous centralised
sources of energy. Yet much of this
energy is wasted in the system of
producing goods for profit. For instance
vast amounts of energy is put into the
makking of articles which are deliberately
designed not to last. The worst example
is probably car production, millions of
cars are produced every year, consuming
massive inputs of energy -ð yet are built
to be obsolete within a few years.
Enormous amounts of energy are wasted
in producing armaments, most of which
are never used, those that are create more
waste and destruction. Centralisation and
built-in obsolescence are necessary to
capitalism's continued existence, but its
continued existence is threatening to
destroy our environment, our lives, and
eventually our world; can we afford to
pay such a price?

A DECENTRALISEO ENERGY GRID

The implications of using completely
ñcleanò power sources, is that there need
be no centralised power stations as we
know them today. There are only about
7 places in Britain where large stations
using the power of tides are feasible, but
another way to get electricity from the
restless sea is to use the power of the
waves to drive generators. Solar power
would be the most effective the nearer
the equator you go, while pretty feeble
in Northern Europe.

:Alone, none of these alternative power
sources could supply enough electricity -
combined they could form a grid, each
location on the grid would have the type
of power station best suited to it. But
such a grid could not serve the monstrous
conglomerations called cities which most
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of us have to live in nowadays; a more
even distribution of populations in
smaller concentrations would be more
compatible with
To obtain the full benefits of such a grid;
planned on the basis of being non-
destructive; would require a complete
reorganisation of existing society into
smaller and more independent
communities -- such a reorganisation can
only follow a complete social revolution.

In a society where the profit motive is
no longer paramount and instead
producing for people's needs is the only
aim of industry and agriculture, goods
could be built to last a working lifetime,
this alone would
the demand for energy. Arms production,
which has no social utility at all would
be discontinued.
petrol burning cars could be replaced by
electric ones, but anyway most of them
could be replaced by improved public
transport networks.

:_1'ð .__ __,___ _._iT

, I

ll

 _p;4.-

ð-:r~_.ý*_4__'.ð_
__.__

441

. Ii i

r . ,.
I I

f I

I._'_' yó

1 Ir !|

I

I

l
ll I1ó

:"l,~
I l

iilt

I Ió

END OF THE ANT HEAP EXISTENCE

Although enterprising individuals and
small communities can make use of
ñcleanò power sources today, the
technology is readily available for small
scale wind- and solar-power, such sources
cannot serve very large concentrations of
population or industry. Thus we would

the network described.

bring a huge reduction in

It is also likely that
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advantages; if communities are built
around ñcleanò energy sources they do
not depend on transmitted power so that
losses incurred by sending power over
long distances (transmission losses as they
are now called) are avoided. In some
cases complete decentralisation may not
be possible, eg., an HEP station is ñclean
but massive, capable of serving a large
area with the station at its centre. To
avoid any centralisation, it may be
necessary to abandon certain installations
if conversion isn't possible. Alternatively
it may be possible for example to paid a
tidal power station with an installation,
or number of installations which would
consume.much of its energy production
In such a case decentralisation may not
be felt necessary.. The HEP station may
cause minimum environmental
disturbance and decisions on how it
should be used could effectively be made
by all those served by it. In a society
where decisions affecting everyone would
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be made by everyone equally, the

be able to decentralise; people and _
industry could spread more evenly across
the face of the earth. So we could live
more comfortably and less like ants in a
heap, at the same time cause the minimum
damage to the environment -ð a motive
which comes far
in capitalist production, but which is of
paramount importance if any kind of
worthwhile life i
or in the future.

Decentralisation has positive

behind the profit motive

s to exist on earth now

democratic control of such a centrally
important field as energy production
would be a fundamental social issue.
Today too many people believe it when
they are told that such things as power
sources and energy policy are too
difficult for them to understand and
must be left to ñthe expertsò -ð whether
politicians or scientists.

THEGOVERNMENT'S DECISION?

The British government intend to
make a decision in the near future on
whether to set out on a massive
programme of constructing fast breeder
reactors depending on plutonium.
Objections to such a programme has
been confined largely to between
ñexpertsò and details in papers like The
Observer, Guardian or Times. If a fast

con tinued on page 5


































