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So, it has finally been fixed. We are
to be allowed to play our part in
the Great Democratic Process. It is
our privilege.

The sum total of this democratic
privilege is that on June 9th, we can
traipse down to a local hall and
mark a cross on a piece of paper.
And afterwards, We will have to put
up with the government. Let us see
what that means.

According to Opinion Polls
(which, on past record, are com-
pletely wrong) the Conservative
Party will form the next govern-
ment. We are in a position to make
a reasonable guess what that means.
The Conservative Party has formed
the government for the past four
years. They promised to rédduce
taxes. They have done so, for the
well off, by raising them for every-
body else. They promised to reduce
inflation and government spending.
They have done so, by supervising
four million unemployed. They
promised to renegotiate EEC con-
tribution. These negotiations are
‘ongoing’. They promised to im-
prove conditions for law and order
and the armed forces. They have
done so. This enabled the Nation to
fight a small colonialist skirmish, at
somewhat disproportionate cost.
The Conservative Party’s promises
for our future are much the same.

The traditional alternative to a
Conservative government is given
by the Labour Party. Last time
they formed the government, they
raised taxes for most people, they
promised to reduce inflation and
unemployment and to obtain good
terms for EEC membership. They
maintained the forces both of social
control and military might. One
difference is that they placed more
emphasis on social control by aid
agencies rather than the police.
Now they promise EEC with-
drawal and nuclear disarmament.
The likelihood of either of these
can be estimated by the adherence
to them of figures such as Dennis
Healey. The press says that this is
because he knows that they will
never be implemented; the Labour
Party has no chance of winning the
election. In fact, he knows that
they will never be implemented
anyway. On non-nuclear ‘conven-
tional" weapons the Labour Party
has always had a ‘conventional’
point of view. Most Labour MPs
supported the colonialist adventure.
Oh, the Labour Party has promised
to bring in a Protection of Privacy
Bill. Again.

The unusual factor in this elec-
tion is the presence of the Alliance.
This is an opportunistic mish-
mash. The Liberals, who like to
take principled stances on all sorts
of things, demonstrated their politi-
cal integrity during the last Labour
government. They are prepared to
make alliances with anybody who
will allow them the illusion of in-
fluence. They have continued this
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— a 32 frame poster
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(Reprints of this poster
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UPPER HEYFORD

The most ambitious and demanding | lavatories and first aid posts, co- | 1982, and is once more sponsored

direct action demonstration ever
organised by the nuclear disarm-

B ament movement has been planned

at the American nuclear base at
Upper Heyford during the week
after the Whitsun bank holiday.

Uiper Heyford is about 15 miles
north of Oxford, between the roads
to Banbury (A423) and Northamp-
ton. It is an RAF camp which is
used by the USAF for more than
70 F111 nuclear bombers and
which i1s now being modernised and
extended. What is planned Is a
continuous blockade of more than
a dozen camp gates for four days
and three nights.

The period of the blockade has
been divided into six shifts for the
various regions of the country, as
follows:

Tuesday, 31 May  South-East and
Dawn to midnight South

Wednesday, 1 June North-West and
Midnight to noon Ireland

Wednesday, 1 June Midlands
Noon to midnight

Thursday, 2 June
Midnight to noon Scotland

Thursday, 2 June South-West,
Noon to midnight South and Wales

North-East and

Friday, 3June London and
Midnight to dusk East Anglia

As at Burghfield and Greenham
Common on Easter Thursday, this
demonstration will be highly illegal
and strictly non-violent. Demon-
strators have again been asked so
far as possible to come in organised
groups and to have some previous
training. Parking and camping sites,

ordination and training, have all
been prepared. But demonstrators
will have to provide their own trans-
port, shelter, refreshment, and
music.

The organisers have appealed for
money, transport, photographers
and any other help available. Write
to the Upper Heyford Peace Camp,
outside USAF Upper Heyford,
Camp Road, Upper Heyford, Oxon
OZ5 3LP; or telephone Oxford
726441.

The whole action is once more
beingorganised locally by the people
at the Upper Heyford Peace Camp,
which has been going since Easter

by the CND National office.
Incidentally, the CND National
Council decided in April to continue
sponsoring Greenham Common as a
women-only site, but not to sponsor
a proposed two-week blockade
there; instead there will be a five-
day blockade at the beginning of
July. It remains to be seen whether
this series of direct action demon-
strations can maintain the growing
numbers and determination of the
past few years.

Unlike Burghfield and Greenham
Common, Upper Heyford is a full-
time operational nuclear base, and
the authorities cannot be expected

to tolerate an action attempting to
immobilise it for any time — let
alone four days — without taking
counter-action. It is expected that
this time there will be arrests and
may be wviolence from the police,
SO It I1s particularly important to
maintain self-discipline at all times.
Yet we hope that the rather ex-
clusive and puritanical tendencies
we saw atthe Easter demonstrations
are kept under control, and that as
many people as possible are encour-
aged to take a much action as
possible on this important and
Imaginative demonstration.
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FREEDOM

Editorial Collective

84b Whitechapel High St
London E1

We reserve the right to cut
letters unless otherwise
specified by the author.

All signed articles reflect
the opinion of the authors,
not necessarily those of
the editorial collective.

.......

m Syndicalism

Although the syndicalists (FREE-
DOM 9.4 .83) quite rightly savage
the nostalgia of certain anarchists
for a pre-industrial agrarian society,
and though they make sensible
noises about the importance of the
class struggle at the point of pro-
duction, they are a long way from
mounting any serious defence of
syndicalist methods.

Unless things have changed radi-
cally without my noticing, revolu-
tionary and anarcho- syndicalism
advocate the formation of new
revolutionary unions,
supposed to act both as the organi-
sations of the revolutionary pro-
letariat in the pre-revolutionary
period and as the institutional
basis of post-revolutionary society.
In my books, it is only a defence of
this particular revolutionary stra-
tegqy — rather than some vague re-
minder of the importance of ‘class
struggle’ — which can adequately
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pose as a defence of syndicalism.

Yet such a defence is nowhere
mounted, Instead we find the hymns
of praise for the Direct Action
Movement — “the largest functioning
group in the organised British
movement’ as we are told by Dino
(FREEDOM 26.3.83) but still a
fraction of the size of the Flat
Earth Society, let alone the RSPCA
(whose members or close sym-
pathisers seem to be doing a ‘deep
entryist” job on British anarchism,
masquerading as animal liberation-
ists). We find the embarassing
adulation of the metaphorical bulge
in the worker hero’s trousers. We
find the exhumation of the corpse
of the old debate between anarcho-
syndicalists and anarchist commu-
NIsts.

Why don‘t the syndicalists actually
offer a defence of syndicalist stra-
tegy? Could it be that they have
none to offer? Could it be that the

unions’ under current conditions is
nothing more thana utopiandream?

My sense is that the syndicalist
project in indeed inapplicable in the
developed Western world. If we
look at any of the major revolu-
tionary upsurges in the West since
World War Two, we find not one in
which syndicalist forms were even
marginally relevant. Paris 1968,
Italy 1968-9 and 1977-9: Portu-
gal 1975, Spain 1977 — all saw
autonomous workers’ struggles de-
veloping ‘from nothing" (ie not
from the activity of a syndicalist
trade union), and none resulted In
the formation of syndicalist unions
to act as the permanent organs of
proletarian resistance.

Now this could be the result of
‘false consciousness’, but somehow
| doubt it. Rather, it is a matter of
the workers having gone beyond
the need for syndicalist unions.

“idea of forming ‘new revolutionary | They have proved themselves per-

fectly capable of sustained organi-
sation of militant struggle — and in
such a situation they have no need
for new revolutionary unions,
which would be in constant danger
of bureaucratic degeneration just as
their predecessors were in syndi-
calism'’s ‘golden age’.

| am not here questioning the im-
portance of militant class struggle
of an organised nature. But we
would be doing better if instead of
dishing up the outdated platitudes
of syndicalism we undertook a
rigorous examination of alternative
traditions of libertarian class stru-
qgle — the tradition of the advo-
cates of workers’ councils, and the
tradition of the Italian autonomia.

Yours for a post-syndicalist prac-
tice,

F A Woodbine

governing as such, but about the | are to living off the backs of others

The clumsy, confused, pretentious
and almost incoherent text of
‘Anti-Ecology’ (9th April) is guilty
of serious errors and misrepresent-
ations. It i1s true that there is some-
times a conservative/liberal reaction-
ary element in the ecological
mentality, but the article presents
a case that 1S needlessly negative
and largely unfounded. Further, it
appallingly makes no attempt what-
soever to identify the differences
between ecological issues, ecologists,
campaigns (both within and between
groups, or between parties and
movements), and above all the
various ideological motivations that
underpin the general concem for
the environment.

There are two broad levels on
which this issue can be seen:
ideology and political action. On
the level of ideology, ‘ecologism’ as
a development of unacceptable
capitalist industrial relations/prod-
uction IS a positive step. People are
generally drawn to the ecology
movement through a rejection of
capitalist excesses (both state and
private enterprise), not from a
covert desire to buy off genuine
dissent. Indeed the ecological dis-
position is a major form of genuine
dissent in advanced capitalist soc-
ieties. It has always been an element
of socialist concern, socialism itself
being an underlying current of dis-
sent in capitalist society. Thus even
more orthodox socialists have seen
the need to identify the left more
deeply with ecological concerns:
William Morris did so then, and
Rudolf Bahro and Raymond Wil-
liams do so now. Amongst anar-
chists the concem is if anything
greater, and so it should be.

On the level of political action,’

smaller scale government is not to
be rejected out of hand. In fact it is
an essential element of a libertarian
politics — remember ‘All power to
the soviets?” Unlike Bolsheviks,
anarchists believe this principle
should apply in practice as well as
in theory. Anarchism is not about
the negative abolition of the act of

B Jack Robinson

positive development of self-govern-
ment. Therefore we should aim
continually at smaller scale govern-
ment and the devolution of power,
since anarchism seeks to minimize
the distance between the executive
body (communal council, local
administration, etc) and the rest of
the population or constituency —
physically as well as constitution-
ally. If the Green Movement in
Germany and the Ecology Party
in Britain have inhibited certain
anti-parliamentary sentiments by
promoting parliamentary politics,
then surely this is a result of their
party-political reformism, not their
ecological concerns. After all, the
other (non-ecology) parties are no
less reformist, and it might be
noted that they are far less radical
as well. But the fact remains that
the ecology movement as a whole,
rather like CND (and the anti-
nuclear power lobby, which med-
lates between and overlaps both)
serves as a nucleus for attracting
people into politics who would
otherwise not be involved at all.
In doing so, it reveals the need for
greater involvement, shows up the
limits of conventional left-centre-
right politics, and offers direct
action as a possible means of polit-
ical action.

Further, contrary to the claims
of ‘Anti-Ecology, hard work is not
only a product of the Protestant
ethic, nor is it necessarily a product
of ecology. Hard work was and is
an essential feature of the revol-
utionary transformations in Europe
and elsewhere — France, Russia,
the USA and now in the poorer
countries. Hard work is often if not
always necessary everywhere this
side of utopia, just as the job of
revolution always requires hard
work and sacrifice. A workless
utopia, even if possible and desir-
able, will itself require much hard
work to achieve. In fact, it might be
said that the only people alien and
averse to heavy toil are the leisurely
middle-classes, accustomed as they

through profit. But this does not
mean that a fetish should be made
out of labour, a trap into which
traditional leftists rather than ecol-
oqists are more liable to fall. And if
some ecologists happen to be mysti-
cal, this does not discredit ecology
any more than, say, the fact that
most socialists are authoritarian
discredits socialism. If all politicians
are corrupt, it does not necessarily
mean that all political activity is
corrupting.

The argument that ‘the social
relations that exist under capitalism’
remain unchanged with a scaling
down of production, cited by the
article, is a typically Marxist one.
It tends to forget that the develop-
ment of capitalism entails not only
the Increasing centralization of
ownership but also that of produc-
tive resources. Thus to reverse the
advance of capitalism it is neces-
sary to dismantle current produc-
tion, distribution and consumption
patterns. More importantly, the
argument appears not to consider
that with communal control of the
means of production and distri-
bution, exchange values become
equated with use values once more,
thereby effectively abolishing the
surplus value of capitalist exploit-
ation. But it is true that the scale
of production remains quite distinct
from the relations of production

— In theory. In practice, capitalism-

(both private and state) takes off
only after a certain degree of central-

1zation of production has occurred, .

and then proceeds to exacerbate
that centralization. Below that
threshold, a smaller, more amenable,
more accountable and optimal scale
of production remains conducive to
non-capitalist, non-exploitative
communal control, and more acces-
sible to the individual. And when
labour becomes personalized again
in this way, it no longer remains
alienated.

There are of course pitfalls in
the ecology movement, as there are
iIn any other. For example, the

| am sorry it has taken me so long
to say thank you for the lovely and
knowledgeable tribute to Jack
(Robinson) in the 26 March issue.
(I feel | ought to correct one factual
error-we were not on the DAC
London to Aldermaston march in
1958.)

Also, very few people have been
thanked for their letters and good
wishes cards to Jack in hospital.
| would like to thank especially
those who wrote to tell Jack that
his writings in FREEDOM had
opened up new avenues for them
and influenced their thinking and
living. Since Jack’s death | have had
an equal stack of very moving and
gratefully received condolences, |
will comment which
contains the essence of several, and
1s a perfect expression of Jack and

(rnio Sals

his anarchism, which were one
entity:
I met Jack at the old Freedom

Bookshop in Fulham. | was a very
callow youth and really at that time
knew....almost less than nothing
about anarchism. But Jack spoke to
me and advised me about useful
introductory books and writers
with the very greatest kindness and
patience. | know it’s a very clumsy
way of putting it, but | am sure you
will understand what | mean when |
say that Jack always seemed to me
to be the very finest sort of ambass-
ador that anarchism could have. In
his personal dealings and in the way
he led his life everything about him
was straightforward, honest and
generous. | reflect on his passing
with great sadness at a personal
loss, and with great sadness that

|
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there are now a very small and
declining number of comrades of

his very special sort.

| become daily more keenly
aware of how special Jack was,
and how his person was the prop-
aganda, being approached by
people relating kindnesses he has
done for them, and being told of
their deep respect for Jack by people
who otherwise wouldn’t have given
anarchism a second’s thought.

Mary Canipa

|

capitalist industrialist James Gold-
smith Is known for his enthusiasm
in financing his brother Edward
Goldsmith’s magazine The Ecologist
(‘journal of the post-industrial age’),
seeing It as a liberal safety-valve
to ease growing dissent in capitalist
society. Thus others like lllich have
argued that the liberal ecologist’s
adoption of safe, renewable forms
of energy (alternative technology)
represents little progress 1f for
example the new wind generators
and solar panels are to be produced
by the same multinational com-
panies, and If consumer habits
remain unchanged. On balance it
appears that the ecology move-
ment(s) need to become more soph-
isticated politically, but not be
rejected outright. Ecologists may
require time to develop a deeper
political awareness, as we all do,
and in this anarchists need to act
with them, more as catalysts than
as obstacles, Ecologists require
encouragement, notdiscouragement
— and this implies constructive
criticism, not nihilism.

Ecologists may not (yet) be
anarchists, but anarchists need
always to be ecological. In fact, this
entire distinction between ecology
and anarchism, and between ecol-
ogists and anarchists, is quite false
and destructive, and smacks of
ideological pedantry, fundamental-
ism and intolerance. The destruction
of the environmentdoes not become
a good thing just because it is done
by anarchists rather than by capital-
IsSts or the state. The chauvinistic
negation of ecology is character-
istically either capitalist or worker-
Ist, not anarchist. Class struggle is
no longer the only source of con-
flict with the status quo, as Marxists
like Habermas have recently come
to understand, and anarchists above
all should be the first to realize this.
Anarchism andecology share enough

enemies and goals to work with and
learn from each other.

BN

B Anarchos resignations

Five members of the Montreal
Coordinating Committee of the
Anarchos Institute have resigned,
The present Coordinating Commit-
tee felt that the distribution of our
letter was ‘inappropriate use’ of the
mailing list. Since they had already
removed the membership files from

the Anarchos office, we were not in
a position to dispute this decision.

Therefore we are attempting to
inform present Institute members
and prospective members of our
statement through the anarchist
press. Our letta= af rasignation is
availlable  from: PO Box 1415,

Station H Montreal, Quebec,
Canada H3G 2wW4.

We apologise to those readers whose letters have not been
published but once again we find ourselves without enough

space.
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