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editorial

The Franks Report on the Falklands
War, which appeared last week, not
only 1s, but has been generally rec-
ognised to be, an official whitewash.
Lord Franks is an ideal type of est-
ablishment figure, and his Comm-
ittee consisted of trustworthy mem-
bers of the main political parties.
In the Report they unanimously
agree that the Government could
neither have predicted nor prevented
the Argentine invasion in April
1982. They would, wouldn’t they?

Neither of the two leading polit-
ical parties can bear much examin-
ation of their previous policies on
the Falklands, because they have
both combined the characteristic
faults of British foreign policy
throughout the present century —
a general willingness to appease ext-
ernal pressure, an equal willingness
to resist internal pressure, and the
eventual resort to force when the
contradictions become intolerable.
Such policies precipitated British in-
volvement in both world wars, the
collapse of the British Empire, a
series of failures such as Suez and
Northern Ireland, and the apparent
success, but actual failure, of the
Falklands.

Successive Conservative and Lab-
our Governments (including sever-
al leading Social Democrats) led
Argentina to expect a surrender of
sovereignty over the Falklands, but
failed to persuade the Falklanders
and feared to confront their British
supporters. Intelligence reports were

just ignored and military preparat-
ions were bungled. The result was

aggression and counter-aggression.
Now they are all back where they
started, with the loss of hundreds of
men and thousands of millions of
pounds and pesos. This has been rep-
eatedly demonstrated in some news-
papers and television programmes,
and is confirmed by the detailed con-
tents of the Franks Report, what-
ever its final conclusions.

All we can add is to ask, if the
Government could neither predict
nor prevent the war, what was it
there for? Britain first failed to tell
the Falklanders they couldn‘t be def-
ended, then failed to defend the
Falklands and had to reconquer
them, and now must defend them at
enormous cost to them — and to us.
The only justification of the State
Is that it guarentees the security of
its subjects. For this security, no
thanks.

‘One shouted to the other “lIs
he dead?”” and the first one
answered ““No. his hands are
still moving”’. Then they began
to laugh. It was really hys-
terical laughter.’

‘Who is it Susie? Who have we
shot? ...

‘Suddenly it was like everyone
was backing off. At first they
had all looked really hyped

up.

The
ambushed and wildly shot up a

incident
mini In the middle of a London
street
nearly murdering an innocent man,
has hit every headline in the coun-
try to such an extent that we
hardly have to spell out any details
of this bizarre event.

For the benefit of our many
readers abroad, however, we will
briefly outline the background.
London police are looking for a
man called David Martin, who es-
caped from Marlborough Street
Court on Christmas Eve by squeez-
ing through a window and getting
away over the rooftops. He was
being charged with attempted mur-
der in August of a policeman, who
was shot in the groin when he went
to investigate a burglary.

Martin was caught by the police
and arrested — having been shot in
the shoulder — on September 15.
He had thus been remanded in cus-
tody for three months — presuma-
bly for his shoulder to mend and to
be fit enough to appear in a magi-
strate’s court. He was obviously
fitter than that, since he could
abscond over the roof and get clear
away. Understandably, the police
are furious with Mr Martin.

Somehow, they learned that he
was going for a ride the other Fri-
day in that little motor car and
they set up an ambush. Incidentally,
they must have known exactly
where he was going, because they
were waiting on the curb in War-
wick Road, Earls Court, at the
junction of Pembroke Road, when
the car stopped at the traffic lights.
They fired at the car, one bullet
hitting the nearside rear tyre, and
then raced towards the car, sur-
rounding it, and pumped lead into
the man in the front passenger seat,

Accounts are vague as to how
many policemen were present in
this incident — it would seem about
five, three of whom did the shoot-
ing. Unhappily for them, there will
be no medals for gallantry in appre-
hending a known and dangerous
criminal, for the man in the front
seat was a video film director by

in which the police|

in the evening rush hour,

anarchist fortnightly

Sidney Street, 1911. Plus ca change, riencachange .. ..’

the name of Stephen Waldorf, a | House of Commons, where he pro-

man with no criminal record but
whose girl friend — the Sue Stephens
quoted above — was a friend of
Martin's.

Hence the connection and, hence,
if we want to be fair to the police
(as of course we do) the reason why
they thought it was Martin Iin the
car.

The number of bullets fired seems
to be vague, as well as the number
of cops, and accounts (in the ab-
sence as we write of the official
enquiry) vary from five to eight.
Miss Stephens probably collected
her grazes from the first volley,
fired from the pavement. As the
second volley was being shot at
Waldorf, the driver of the car, a Mr
Lester Purdy, opened his door and
ran away, at which Waldorf tried to
crawl over his seat and fell out of
the car on the far side, where, said
one witness, at least one policeman
kept firing at him. It would seem
that rather more than eight shots
were fired.

By this time our gallant defenders |

of law and order were shrieking
with hysterical laughter and it was
not until Ms Stephens clambered
out of the back seat and shouted
that they had made a terrible mis-
take that they bothered to look at
the apparently dead man’'s face.
Then their laughter stopped.

But Waldorf was still breathing —
and never has a London ambulance
(probably already waiting at the
scene?) torn faster through the
London rush hour to get him to
hospital. There he was found to
have at least four bullets in him;
two In the head and two in the
abdomen — one cutting an artery
which flooded a lung and one in
his liver. As we go to press we are
happy to say that the marvels of
modern medicine have saved his
life and he is recovering. We hope
he should be so lucky.

SORRY’, SAYS TiHE YARD.

By now the fat was in the fire,
Scotland Yard apologised profusely
for the incident and poor dear Mr
Whitelaw, the Home Secretary, was
once again being grilled in the

ceeded to promise ‘No Whitewash’
and to dish out a completely false
set of statistics on the number of

times guns had been i1ssued to Lon- |
. or |

don police in the last year
two ... and he was sorry that he
couldn’t answer any more questions
because the matter was now going
to the Director of Public Prosecu-
tions and thus was sub judice and
no more could be said. Whatever
happened to Parliamentary
lege?

It I1s thought that three policemen
may be charged. They are suspen-

PDrivi-

ded and one, Detective Constable

Finch, is thought to have been pre-

' sent when Martin was arrested and

shot in the shoulder on Sept 15 —
and so, you might think, reasonably
able to identify him. It is also
thought that Finch fired the bullet
that punctured the mini’s tyre —
although firing at tyres is forbidden
in the stringent rules that govern
gun use by London’s police — pro-
bably because innocent bystanders
may be hurt.

The other two suspended are DC
John Jardine and DC Fred Dean —
both attached to C11, the Yard’s
Criminal Intelligence Branch. Nuff
said?

QOur readers abroad may by now
be puzzled at all the hoo-ha about
this incident, for might this not be
an everyday event
York? Oddly enough, a not too
dissimilar incident was reported in
the Guardian on Jan 18, about a
‘police rampage’ in New Orleans In
November 1980, following an
apparently motiveless shooting of a
policeman in the predominantly
black area of Algiers.

After beating sworn statements
(since repudiated) out of a couple
of men, two groups of police from
the local precinct raided two houses
at 2.45 in the morning, dragged two
men out of bed and shot them — In
one case shooting his wife as well,
and in both cases with children pre-
sent.

Oddly enough, there is a tele-
vision account of how the police
‘went Dberserk’. The Guardian

in, say, New |

|
|
|

|
|
|
|

account did not make clear how the
camera happened to be

-’ho"
- .

television

on hand at time but 1t has
been accepted in court at the trial

of seven police and is being shown

on national television, including
Dallas,. where the trial 1s taking
place “to get a fair tnal’

The differences between these
two Incidents are considerable

that in the States. the
police are always armed and should

DUt one IS

be used to hiving In an armed soO
ciety, |jealously guarding
law. Britain, the
supposedly armed only on special
occasions under ‘strict” control
And they can still go berserk, hys
terical or can just be mistaken

Guns are issued much more than
most of us think. Apart from the

IS gun

In police are

regularly armed bodyquards, for the
famous and powerful, quns
issued in London at the rate of 18
times a day in 1982. That’s 6,300
times, mostly to plainclothes detec-
tives, about 35 per cent of whom
are authorised to carry guns

In 1981, guns were issued to
police 4 983 times compared with
2.164 times that guns were carried
by criminals. The police always
make sure thay can out-gun any
criminal. But note the increase In
the police numbers from 1981 to
1982. Up by nearly 25 per cent.

Britain’s police are carrying guns
more and more, and police corrup-
tion IS growing more and more — as
conditions for more and more
people are getting worse and worse,

We wonder if there can possibly
be a connection?

were

Late news

The two other occupants of the car,
Sue Stephens and Lester Purdy,
were arrested later and charged
with ‘aiding Martin by handling
stolen goods’, namely several guns,
holsters. body-armour and sur-
veillance equipment. They have
now been released on police bail.
A further person, Peter John Enter,
has also been arrested on the same
charges. He has been remanded In

custody .



letters

FREEDOM

Editorial Collective

84b Whitechapel High St
London E1

We reserve the right to cut
letters unless otherwise

specified by the author.

B Reactions to change

e N

Your intemperate reaction to the
many and varied sects crowding the
anarchist scene demands a brief and,
| hope, reasonably detached reply.

| would agree that the hyphen-
ating device does imply some sort
of compromise or qualification; his-
torically the anarchist tradition has
embraced most of the tendencies
suggested by the groups sheltering
under red and black umbrellas,
although ‘anarcho-capitalism’ is, as
you so picturesquely infer, a bla-
tant contradiction in terms,

John Ball, Gerard Winstanley,
William Godwin and William Morris,
to name only a few better-known
figures in an English context, would
not escape censure on some points
from the sterner sort of anarchist
‘comrade’ (yes, the term does have
repulsive overtones!) In the light of
strict doctrinal orthodoxy, some of
the revered occupants of our 19th
and 20th century anarchist pan-
theons might provoke occasional
heartsearching; after all who can
deny that a Peter Kropotkin or a
Gustave Herve came through the
supreme test of the 1914—-18 war
with far fewer ‘credits’ than, say,
a Fenner Brockway or a Clifford
Allen?

Anarcha-feminists and anarcho-
pacifists, to take the most obvious
candidates, should ideally gird their
respective loins and ‘come out’ as
anarchists without fear and qualifi-
cation. Until they do, can‘t we live
and let live together?

An anarchist who happens to be a
christian (NOT an Anarcho-
Christian).

| am glad to see FREEDOM in a.

large format again (though it is a
pity about the old-fashioned sans-
serif typeface and white space), but
| am puzzled by some of the con-
tents of the first issue (15 January).
The main article (‘Silent too long’)
wonders what readers will find In
the paper, and suggests ‘a mish-
mash of differing definitions of
what anarchism is, does, should do,

doesn’t do, etc’. There certainly do |

B Error of my ways

seem to be some serious problems,

On the front page, the editorial
article (by a member of the Free-
dom Collective) says what anar-
chism is and does. It gives some of
our basic ideas, mentions such
things as anarcha-feminism, anarcho-
syndicalism and the anti-nuclear
movement, and comments: ‘While
they are anarchists, it IS the same
struggle.” Fair enough; but this is
contradicted on the same page by
the main article (by another mem-
ber of the Freedom Collective),
which says what anarchism isn't
and doesn‘t do but should be and
do.

This curious article criticises the
confusion in the anarchist move-
ment, but does its best to cause
more confusion. It alleges that
anarchists wrongly ‘remain silent’
about falsification of their history
and theory, despite all the correc-
tions and controversies on these
subjects in our press and else-
where. It attacks the variety of
‘anarcho-hyphens’ and ‘part-
anarchists’ in general as ‘posers’
and ‘twisted deviations from
anarchism’, and in particular abuses
‘anarcho-Christians’ for their ‘re-
actionary crap’ and ‘anarcho-
capitalists’ as ‘shits’. It claims a
commitment to ‘anarchy iIn the
whole beautiful meaning of that
concept’, and concludes that
anarchy ‘is total — or it is nothing’.
Does this extreme position ex-
press the policy of the Freedom
Collective, or is it just one more
variety of or deviation from anar-
chism?

On page 2, there is a letter (from
another member of the Freedom
Collective) supporting ‘anarcho-
pacifism’ on the basis of a lifelong
commitment to it. There are also
two letters containing angry femi-
nist attacks on the moderate
criticism of the sexist aspects of
the Greenham Common demon-

strations included in the article of
11 December (which was written

by me just before going to support
the demonstrators). They show no

awareness of the dangers of such a

policy. and make no acknowledge-
ment of the article of 25 December
(which was written by me after
taking part in the demonstrations).
There is no editorial reply.

On page 3, there is a full-page
report of an American riot In
November, which has nothing to do
with any kind of anarchism — ex-
cept that it i1s written by an
‘anarchist-communist’, and that it
reflects the juvenile fascination
with street-fighting which has
appeared in FREEDOM during the
past couple of years.

On page 4, there is a full-page
report of anarchist involvement in
the anti-Cruise movement in Sicily,
but there is no reference to the
recent demonstrations at Comiso —
including three marches which
arrived there from various parts of
Italy during December and January.

On page 5, there is a full-page re-
port of the peace-camp movement
in Britain, but there is no reference
to the most recent direct action
demonstrations — at Upper Hey-
ford on 31 December, when 1,000
people blockaded the base all day,
and at Greenham Common on 1
January, when 44 women invaded
the base at dawn and were all
arrested. Nor is there any reference
to the huge demonstrations in West
Germany during December, when
tens of thousands of people block-
aded and invaded dozens of bases
all over the country.

At this point | stop wondering
what the editorial policy iIs, and be-
gin to wonder whether there is one
at all. Surely a paper which sets out
to serve the whole anarchist move-
ment should try to do two things —
report the most important events in
the world-wide struggle against au-
thority, and offer reasonably con-
sistent and coherent editorial
comment. FREEDOM has been
doing this on and off for nearly a
century, and | have been involved
in it on and off for nearly a quarter
of a century; but | can’t help won-
dering and worrying about the
present line, or lack of it.

NW

Following the excellent lead ar-
ticle ‘Silent Too Long’ condemn-
ing (among others) anarcho-pacifists
and claiming ‘We want to print ...

articles that reveal the shoddy
natures of the pseudo-revolution-
aries’, | opened the new-format

(not, unfortunately content) FREE-
DOM with much less trepidation
than usual, only to find on Page 2
two letters on Greenham Common,
one ‘personal’ view dealing mainly
with peace camps, the Review sec-
tion given over entirely to anti-nuke
struggles, Page 6 to housing, and
Page 7 to anti-militarism, Utopian
holidays and anarchist festivals,
You stand, therefore, by your own
criteria, condemned. And just to
fend off the expected reply, the
Peace Camps (capital letters) may
be full of so-called anarchists; this,
however, does not make them
anarchist struggles, their methods
are eminently reformist, aiming as
they do, to make our ‘leaders’
change their minds, and their ends
equally so; we abolish nuclear
weapons, then what about germ
warfare, conventional weapons,
NATO (even coming out of NATO
would do no good, look at France),
what in the final analysis about
bourgeois capitalism? There is an
anarchist aphorism which contains
a kernel of truth, which runs; ‘Be
Realistic, Demand the Impossible’,
demand what they cannot con-
ceed ie freedom and equality.

M Snow

PS Re the letter commenting
‘Many women see nuclear weapons
as the most horrific example of
male violence’, many women and
men see nuclear weapons as the
most horrific example of /nstitu-
tionalised violence.,

Due to limited space further letters
on this subject will appear in the
next issue.

Eds

Letters and articles in FREEDOM
have made me see the error of my
ways, and | hope the feminists and
non-female feminists will forgive
me — who wrote the leader article
saying we should dismiss all the
pseudo-anarchists?

All along |'ve had the wrong idea
about anarchism — silly me — |
thought it was about freedom and
equality for the masses and minori-

ties with a future that is loving and
‘caring. Now | understand that there

are to be privileges for some that
they have an historical right to. |
am now in a position of rethinking
my whole ideology eg | used to

B Nuclear Free Zones

think South Africa was a racist
state governed by whites who are
anti-black. Now | realise that it’s
not anti-black but pro-white;
there’s a distinct difference when
you think about it. After all,
blacks had South Africa for thou-
sands of years before the whites
settled there and showed the blacks
how to really build towns etc. It
was about whites discovering their
own strength, encouraging many
more whites who had never ex-
perienced colonisation before to
go and settle without fear of being
eaten by black cannibals.

Whites were more civilised, with

Pat Isiorho makes a very good point
in the ‘Nuclear Free Zone’ letter
about how the Labour Party in
power could manipulate the peace
movement. It is worrying to see
how many CND supporters, even
those involved In the peace camps
and direct action, are still thinking
in terms of achieving their aims
through a policy of changing the
minds of politicians and political
parties, especially before an elec-
tion. None of the main parties
have any genuine desire for disarm-
ament and it seems clear that
governments aren’t going to disarm
themselves of the source of their
political power,

What might happen, however, is
that the world leaders get round a
table and negotiate some sort of
arms control agreement in which
they could cut down on surplus
weaponry, stabilise the arms race
and prevent it getting out of their
control and thus keep it running
smoothly in their interests. By
doing this they could maintain

and consolidate their position of
political dominance. Many of those
longing for ‘peace’ without having
given much thought to what
exactly the word means, will be
drawn, probably under Labour
and SDP politicians, into support-
iIng such negotiations, believing
them to be real moves towards
world peace and cooperation.

What one could see in the next
couple of years is the world powers
organising a kind of post war
political carve-up of Europe, just
like after World War |, without the
problem of actually having to go to
war (not just yet anyway). Not
only have we much to fear from
multilateral rearmament by govern-

ments, but we also have something1

to fear from multilateral disarma-
ment by governments. If all our
peace campaigning merely achieves
is getting Reagan and Andropov to
meet each other and shake hands
then we have definitely gone wrong
somewhere,

Paul Cook

technology, sophisticated religion,
morality and law. Qn the other
hand, the blacks lived a nomadic
existence,
humanely

around semi-naked wearing beads,

animals In-
spears, walked

hunting
with

paint, and funny hairstyles. Also
they didn’t have proper legal pro-

cedures to sort out the numerous
squabbles they had. Nor did they

have prisons and capital punish-
ment.
If the blacks in South Africa

really want to prove themselves,

they should stop walking around

moaning about being left out,
settle down In their internment
B Direct Action?

Most anarchs would probably say
that direct action is the best way of
getting change. Should it always be
non-violent though? This is where
opinions differ.

Although | have been a pacifist in
the past | have recently come to the
conclusion that though non-violent
direct action may be morally right,
in some circumstances aggression
can only be met with aggression.

For instance the occupation of
Porton Down last year by Animal
Rights protestors would not have
taken place without the aggressive
acts of pulling down fences and
tussling with police.

Purist pacifists may disagree but
| think that whenever two opposing
groups clash, one pacifist, the other
willing to use arms, the latter will
always win.

The State up to now has been
mildly annoyed at the increasingly
militant Animal Rights demos and

the resolve of the Peace Campers.
However if the Peace Movement
does increase its use of nonwiolent

camps, accept apartheid systems
and help the whites discover them-
selves In order to make South
Africa great so it can go ON and
ON and ON and ON.

An enlightened black once told
me that ‘if the blacks cannot under-
stand why whites feel the need for
apartheid, that is the very reason
why whites need to have it.’

Yours for a Gay, White Matriarchy
Zeno Evil

PS You really shouldn’t print this
letter because it's from a hetero-
sexaul male —oris it?

direct action in 1983, as it says it
will, | can see the Government
putting its foot down.

| just hope that as the year
progresses demonstrators  using
NVDA won’t be so naive as to
think that the worst they can ex-
pect is to be dragged away by the
Filth. | really expect to see the use
of water cannon, batons, riot gas
and possibly rubber or real bullets,
against protestors.

Or am | being too paranoid? Re-
member the State has had centuries
of experience in repression. As for
public outrage, well, a D-notice a
day keeps the truth away.

| truly hope that now a dyed in
the wool pacifist will write in,
proving me wrong, and say how,
in practise, pacifism can overcome
the militarist State, We can't afford
to wait for Utopia though, the
struggle for survival is now, This is
not a call to arms but perhaps the

lunatic fringe’ of any libertarian

cause might have the right idea.
Ames
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