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BROKEN CHAINS

"Broken Chains" is produced by the Canterbury Anarchist Group, 
who can be contacted by post at 20 Uplands, St Stephans Hill, Canterbury.. 
If yo”'re interested in cooing to our weekly meetings its best to write 
to t iddress to find out where and when they're held as it changes 
from -cme to time - or speak to us on Saturdays in the Longmarket when 
we do our paper-sales. The articles represent only the opinions of their 
individual authors (we don't all agree on everything). Your contribution 
of letters, articles, local news, details of forthcoming events etc, 
would be very welcome and would definitely be published so long as they 
are written from an anti-authoritarian/libertarian perspective.

IN DEFENCE OB DRUGS
t • •..* . • * •
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Though in no way a thorough exposition of my own views in regards 
drugs, this short article does serve as an outline, and moreover resp­
onds to the scurrilous article on anarchists and drug taking in the • 
first,issue of "Broken Chains". That article I personally found offensive 
and imbued with a despondency that can serve little purpose to anarchism 
(understood either as lifestyle or political philosophy).

The "problem" is not with drugs per se fbut rather the attitude an 
individual may adopt towards them. Certainly we are constantly reminded 
of the negative attitude that has developed.both within drug subcultures 
(drugs as escapism) and outside (all dpugs as evil and corrupt) What 
needs to, be developed and expressed more openly is a positive (life-
affirming) attitude with drugs represented as an adjunct to lifestyle
rather than the basis of lifestyle..

Amongst drug-takers themselves the- positive/negative attitudes 
can loosely be represented as a conflict between a "spiritual"and an 
"escapist" approach to drug use. The "escapist" approach is certainly 
what prompted the critical initial article on drugs, and is well known 
to all as indulgence for the sake of a transitory high - seeking through 
drugs (of any description and that includes alcohol) a feeling of 
obliviousness to the "real" world. This however merely perpetuates the 
problem in the constitution of the "real" world since there is no attempt ‘ 
to transform objective reality. Rather one?, retreats into a relatively 
momentary transformation of subjective reality. What we as anarchists 
should be striving towards is an objective transformation of every­
day life -.hence the necessity of continued political agitation and
organisation and experiments in "alternative" lifestyles. As such
anarchism must remain flexible, leaving the conception of anarchism 
open to each individual's needs and desires. Only thus can we develop, 
through people's experiences and not through a perfunctory adherence
to preconceived doctrines (latent or overt).

This is where the "spiritual" approach to drug-use comes in. In 
essence it is the awareness that drugs can, if treated as a means-rather 
than the end create within the individual an awareness of capacities 
and potentialities both internal and external (ie of wo/man and the
world). This is surely what Leary/Watts/Huxley and the like were
suggesting in regards mescaline and LSD. However I do not feel the
spiritual aspect needs be confined to the hallucegenic drugs - personally 
I've had great insights , as I'm sure most have, on a wide variety 
of "illegal substances". The crucial thing is that the drugs as a catalyst 
to processes already at work-in the mind and merely help bring such insight 
to the surface. If such insights are not to be wasted then they need 
to be acted on in broader political/lifestyle involvement, otherwise
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maybe just the less- inconsiderate) people - mainly'women -to gather their 
thoughts and to speak ' ’ ’ ’
hearing. Obviously this was not
practical step that I- thought we
It was completely ignored. ?

• r • • * ' *

To be fair I have to say

• X
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...cont’d

A Highly Neurotic, Biased, Emotional and' Subjective Account
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half x>f
of the women present were allowed to speak - once. -. For some it was the 
first time they'd spoken--allday. But curiously enough,
picked up.on anything we'd.said, 
simply wasn’t recognized as valid.
grateful for

5
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itself, d
■ Nestor.

• • •

can't- a women be more like a. man?" In fact, you had to be- if you'wanted to 
say anything - the men were constantly interrupting'one'1 another in their 
efforts to appear more-anti-sexist-than-thou, and any woman who wanted to

■ contribute -was-forced to butt ’ in rudely herself, thus'aping one of the
worst aspects of male 'assertiveness1. When?I eventually managed to get 
in a suggestion that perhaps some of the 'onus was oh men to Change their 
behaviour (and I had-to butt in with this remark because I- couldn't wait 
any longer-for a: pause)-this was. instantly dismissed. As a matter of fact,
I was interrupted mid-sentence by a man who continued with the conversation 
as if I hadn't-spoken.r A little later on I suggested-that people ought 
to leave a longer gapbetween speakers to allow the'less confident (or ’

- * ■ I
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with the knowledge that they'll be given' a full
the whole answer but it was a small

* • • J •

could do with implementing-there and
... • • . ’ . 

' , • » *
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that it was .at this stage (that about
• •

none of the 'men ’ ■ .
It was as if our experience didn't count,

We' d had our say-and we ought to be 
being allowed to speak at all, was the message I got loud and cl 
some of the men spoke again and again..

I

• ‘ , • ».’.«• , * ■

~ In short ,* ; c&ugs. can have -.a,'positive; use in 
. of wider possihiilities -'the -distance still

and a truly revolutionary -transformation not'
reality

, . . t • ~ .
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the spiritual dimension degenerates into mere escapism or creates a 
habit -of spiritual- indulgence wherein the "flesh" of the &ods becomes 
the., total, conception of God ie drugs become "worshipped" for their
own sake. - - - ; • ' -i . ' ' .'• • * • . •
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creating an awareness 
to- be travelled between' he 
just of society "^hhtMXt>f

"Let's talk about hidden forms of violence," the man said -"for 
sexism in • language." ■ '

• •
■
• *
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• . •

instance.,
: .  ’ * i *' ’ ■ ■ ■' • • • ' •
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Not -only did this sentence itself obscure the issue of actual 
physical violence against women - the -most hidden and yet.the commonest 
form of violence, there is-- by implying that feminism is ail about call­
ing yourself Ms instead of Miss, but the whole conversation that followed 
was based:on-a , radical misconception': that women are the problem.

■ ' • A '' ' ' ' ' -• - ■ ' -

The setting was the-recent S.E.A.F. Conference. It was getting 
towards the -end of-a tiring day,."business" iwas over, and the men 
decided to pay-the women a. little ■ attention. "They feel left out other­
wise", you-.could hear, .them all guiltily thinking. So without'h moment's 
hesitation the men set about defining the. problem - "Why don't women 
speak more at meetins?" - and then proceeded to demolish systematically 
any attempt-s- by -.the--.women 't‘o define the' problem for ourselves', my-personal 
definition-'being :that men speak tod much. " ■ ' ■ ' :

r* ' r - j- . F . * • . J w r\ -
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■ The recurring though notexplicit'refrain from thermen was:"Why
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For the Roger Gales's.who can 
will "flourish" and will have

the month’has to go to Roger Gale,
s encouraging more accidents and more deaths on the deadly 

What happened is this; last
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it just adds insult to 
that o o <. can' t you??

Tracy,
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Pleasure?
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if intelligent anar- 
d’to listen to what anarchist women have to
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expect to keep his seat cos Herne Bay 
Roger Gale to thank for it.
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WHIFFY SMELLS!

such an 
on anoks,
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Shit of
the man who'
Thanet Way . - all in the name of tourism! What happened is this; last' 
week (at time of print) the Cabinet -Office Enterpirze Unit published 
a "blueprint for tourism", the Pleasure, Leisure and Jobs report. This

•f Leisure?

Jobs? WHO FOR?

4

deals with the mush needed road improvements constantly hailed from 
all directions* Only not in. the region of those actually needed, just 
those which will encourage tourists to the areas that they are ;not ■- 
already floodinge Basically this means the Thanet Way is to he widened 
streamlined, made faster, more encouraging for tourists' and more - -k’ 
dangerous for anyone hut those with cars,/ motorhomes and juggernaughts 
that are ,also likely to frequent the : route * . •; < 1

• For- .: J..-'- rof.. . “ ’ •’ : '

A ,.the -tourists and Roger Gales-of this worldo
. . ...L \ ' • , ‘

, < V » •

■can afford the prices charged of tourists.
\For those that

injury. Come
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It's one of the small ironies of life that a discussion on sex­
ism in language should provide so many good examples of sexism in 
language, and it would be laughable if it wasn't so annoying. Personal 
ly I found the whole thing profoundly depressing:
chist men can't see the nee<

what hope is there for &py real change as opposed to polite token­
istic gestures? The fact that’we still have to have these conversations 
at all makes me angry enough, but when they're conducted in 
overtly sexist manner,
you can do.better than
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cont Id...from p.IQ BLACK ANP WHITE UNITE AND FIGHT < . 

I can’t help thinking that they’re revealing more about their own ignorance than . 
about the racist’s. For'there is a certain twisted rationale in racism inasmuch 
as the emotions can be said to be rational and despite the fact that racism 
expresses itself in the grotesquely misguided notion that ’’the blacks are to blame” 
when in reality capitalism is to blame. The average racist is not a ’fascist . 
S/he is just confused and frightened'1- and God knows there is enough to .be fright­
ened of in this world. Liberal do—gooders would be well-advised to get their own 
house in order, to look at the rotten foundations of the system they support and 
maintain before peremptorily condemning working-class racists as ’fascists’.

- T racy . . <
» • •• • • * * |

* Thanks to A.Meltzor for a few choice phrases quoted from memory from his 
article "To Hell with Liberalism" (from an old 'Anarchy1 magazine). ■. -t; < ■
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KENT.. MESSENGER DISPUTE AND THE CLOSED SHOP
_ - -----------------------■------------- .. -------- -------- .------------ ---------1---------------—........ ---------------------------------- 1------------------------- ■ .L— - — ■ -------- -------- ----------------------------------------------------
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Is this-the beginning of the end?
•• • • • •♦ • • •• • • •• f ♦

9 • •• • •
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- • * *’ . . .

In the.last issue of "Broken Chains" we described the immediate back 
ground to the ..Kent Messenger Disput.e. Since then the only signs of - - 
movement have been vague declarations of common intent by the National -r 
Bureacracies of the NGA (skilled print union) and the NUJ (journalists' 
union). The dispute has in fact reac hed a state of deadlock - the' 
sacked printworkers are digging in for a long struggle while the Kent 
Messenger Group continues to ppodup®,^t^hPHSpape.rs/.w.ithout yet going 
bankrupt as the NGA would have hoped. Why has effective solidarity

- action failed to materialize and what implications does this dispute 
have for the NGA in particular and the working-class in general? To 
understand this we must look at how the introduction of new technology 
will inevitably undermine the traditional power of the craft-based 
unions which rely so much for their ..power-on the closed-shop.

' A * 
• J

NEW TECHNOLOGY
• . * t - i.

r . f .

Both the....bosses .and. the unions have been preparing for what the 
Sunday rTimes.; heralds, as.-r.the "Newspaper Revolution" for several years.' 
In June 1983’tfe'e-.jlewspaper ,Society (Bosses Association) • launched "PROJECT 
BREAKTHROUGH" aimed-at reaching agreement with the print unions for 
the full and sensible.;.use of new technology" (Solidarity Vol 1 No5)» 
The central issue', is the introduction of "single keystroking" computer 
systems:which bypass the need for skilled "compositors" NGA members 
to type-set,, "copy" articles, adverts, etc?, In the-pre sent "double" 
keystroking isystem, journalists type copy on ordinary, typewriters - f- < 
and the NGA "compositors" cast the copy in metal. Eventually the dire'etd 
input computer "photosetters" will set the type. Thus the printers 
"composing room" will be rendered obsolete. The coraposj-tors or "type­
setters" role has been a skill hitherto indespensible, so the NGA have 
been able to become one of the richest and most powerful unions in 
Britain.. They fully understand that "single keystroking" threatens 
NGA members jobs, their control over the production process.and ther 
craft-based high wages" (Solidarity) However, despite initial opposi­
tion, the NGA realized that they could not prevent the introduction of a-V 
new technology outright because the low production costs of single • < 
keystroking also creates new jobs. The Newspaper Society estimate that 
"a regional evening paper needs a circulation of 60-100,000 to-be ‘ ■'
viable. Single keystroking would reduce that to 30,000..."(Workers 
Playtime Dec/Jan 1983/^)• The NGA have realized that their members 
would prefer lower-paid de-skilled jobs to the Dole. In fact National 
NGA policy now accepts a negotiated three-phased introduction of the., 
process. Wherever disputes have occured it has-been-where the pbiht- 
bosses have ignored consultative procedures which they had .previously 
agreed to -. not over the technology itself. In many provincial news­
papers the NGA have negotiated some form of compromise whereby NGA 
compositors are retained', but only to sub-edit and re-type copy.

STRIKEBREAKING ' -
...............• I • . • • •

Profit is not the only motive behind single' keystroking since, 
printworkers have, in the; past exercised their power by refusing to. 
print offensive items (such as the front page of the Sun during the
Miners Strike depicting Arthur Scargill giving what looks like a fascist 
salute). An important result of single keystroking is that many provin­
cial printhouses could continue publication of scab papers in the event 
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• — contjd.•.






