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UCCA

Great God of UCCA

e bow down before thee
Praise and adore thee
A11 hail be thy name

UCCA is loving
and UCCA is Kind

UCCA is Tiving
and UCCA is mind

0 Great God of UCCA

lle bow dovin before thee
/ | | ' P.0. Box Cneltenham

A1l clory be thine.

R.D. Lloya.

ANALYSIS OF PROTEST

It is only too easy to redard protest demonstrations as an excuse for
hooliganism, but it is a very narrcy and dangerous viewpoint. By regarding
demonstrations as such the issue behind the demcnstration becomes éiscredited,
and- is not locked at objectively. “

Undeniably, sorme recent demonstrations have been violent and destructive,
Pgain, undeniably, not everyore who attends these demonstrations is simply
there because of a wish to protest about an issue; demonstrations avre becoming
a part of a ritualistic culture of the yourna. For & student who has any :
interest in politics, demonstrations have the same status as free concerts 1in 4
‘Hyde Park have for young people interested in music. In some circies attendanceé
‘at the Grosvenor Square cemonstration/riot is regarded as a form of battle
“honour in much the same way as the Russians used to regard heroes ef :;L*aiu;
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- revolution, 5

Unfortunately, there are many people who are only too willing to lock at A
demonstrations simply in these terms. They do so largely to reassure themselves.

They are worried by the 'permissive society' and view these demonstrations as

an extension of that society. They particulariy disaprprove of the Tact that many
of the demonstrators are "wasting their time at university"”, time which they as
taxpayers have paid for. This attitude is understandable, especialiy of many of
the older generation did not have an opportunity to go to university although
they would have liked to.

thy are many of these demonstrations violent? First of all, a distinction
must be drawn between demonstrations which are nct originally intended to be
violent but become so, and those which make violence an essential part of the
demonstration. Violence in the first case may arise either from the activities
of ‘a minority who are not satisfied with a peaceful protest or simply through
crowd psychology, in the same way as football crowds may become viclent.

The demonstration which resorts to viclence as a form of protest does soO :
usually because it feels that its object can only be achieved by violence, and 1s .
not prepared to sacrifice the end for the means. The protesters have looked
at past history and urnfortunately past history has shown that when reascnable
and rational arcument and peaceful protest have failed, force has succeeded.
Demonstrations that are peaceful now have littie importance attached to them by
the public and so the demonstrators realise that these are likely to achieve little.

On the other hand, a derionstration which becomes a riot - like the Crosvenor
Saquare demonstration - attracts the press and news media and brings public
attention - reluctantly -~ to bear on the subject. Uirect action can bhe used to
threaten law and order, and thus scciety can ke blackmailed: either it must give
way or it must fight back, which involves spending qreat sums of money on the
police and accepting the disruption of the everyday life of society.

Society is split on the action it should take. Instincts cemand that
"voung upstarts"” who are trying to dictate to the community should be put down
firmly; but instincts alsc demand that the equilibrium of daily 1ife should not
be disturbed. Finally society is afraid that if it decides to fight, it may
fail. The 'Stop the Seventics Tour' cdemonstrations show all these elements.

"It is obviously intolerable that cricket(vhich has nothina to do with poiitics

\
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anyway) should be stepped by ydunq hooligans taking the law into their own hands.”
However the expnense to the cr1cket clubs of f1rht1“ﬂ back would be crippling and
as most people realise, it is only too easy to ruin a criciet ma Ch rothing
succecds like success and the worst thing that could happen is for the community
to challenge the protesters and fail. Far better to wait until the issue is im-
portant ‘enough .and socxety knows that it is in the richt and the demonstrators
are wrong in the end as well as in the means of ach1eV1na it. If society disap-
proves of apartheid it is bad for it to risk a confrontation with proiesters.who
are also against apartheid. S '

I do not condone the violence of these demonstrations, because it is un-
necessary, and because it does more harm than good. !ot only does it disrupt a
society which is, in my opinion,.fundamentaIIy sound, but also it arouses that
society against protesters both peaceful and violent. This Teads to the poss-
f6111ty of a change in the basis of that scciety to protect itself, such as tue
bannina of demonstrat1ons or the 1~pos1t1on of censorship, which would remove
the seund hasis of that scciety. Lastly, I return to the point I made at the
begﬁnning - that the feelings'of society aqainst demonstrators may well blind
us to the issues hehind the demonstrations, or cven worse, actually discredit the
arauments they represent.

R.P. Hatfield.

In this poem the poet attempts tc show why he has chosen this particular
vocation: '

Onlv the poet knox
The earth is in a drOp of ra1n._

T watch as a filower arows

I stand amonn the orain.

I've held a tiny bird and fe!t 1t throb.
I do all these,

Rnyth1ng but a job.

sk HMEEE,
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POLER AIlD PROCRESS

"The history of all hitherto existing scciety is the history of class
strugqates", said Marx, who held that the development of the means of production
vias the mest important factor in this process.

Orthodox econoriics 1ists four main ingredients of producticn: land, labour,
capital and mananement. {i/hen land vwas the most important factor in the economic
prrocess, the owners of land had the power and society was feucal. i'hen capital -
industriél machinery - took its place, the owners of capital had power and
society became capitalist.

Marx held that power would pass to the suppliers of latour - the working
class. In fact, "estern capitalism has adanted itseif to the difficulties
which were predicted to bring it down. It has changed so inuch that the repetition
of =sr.ktslojans is even less appropriate to understandinc the situation

han it was 100 years aqoe.

It is the object of this article to investigate the characteristics of this
new sort of capitalism and iceology it uses to justify its existence. How, then,
has capitalism been able to survive?

Changes 1n Capitalism

First, the process of technologicai cdevelopment has made indusiry more and
more compliex. It has thus given increased power to the suppiliers of the fourth
ingredient of production, management. It is true (in both sernses) that canitalism
has manaced to survive.

e have seen a separation of management and ownership. The entrepreneur, the
one man who owned and ran his own firm, has been replaced by the manager, the man
running a specialised part of a firm in which he has no share in ownersaip.

Second, increasing state intervention in the economy, and a blurring of the
boundary between state and business. Some peopie think this means the llest 1is
moving towards socialism. Though there may be other recasons for believing this,
state controi is not in itself socialist. If sccialism is the orcanisation
of the world in the interests of humanity 2s a whole, and if the state is
controlied ty an anti-social minority acting in their ovn interests, then state
control isn't socialism,
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- Seventeenth-century mercantilism, Stalin's Russia, and Hitler's Germany all had
a lot of state intervention in the economy, but none of them vere socialist.

Third, Keynesian econorics has enabled capitalism to end the booms and siumps
which llarx predicted would bring it down. Keynes showed that booms could be stopred
by the state taxing roney out of the economy, and depressions dealt with by extra
state spending to increase consumer demand and cut unemplioyment.

Fourth, with increased production, there is an increasinc surpius above what
is needed for investment. !/ith Victorian capitalism this surplus provided
necessities for a majority and luxuries for a minority. Today, luxury consumption
is available to an ever-increasing proporticn of the population of the advanced
V'est. |

Fifth, changes in social ztandards. HAutomation is making people more
important as consumers than as producers, thus replacing the work ethic by the
consume ethic.,

The permissive society is a direct resuit of the affluent society. It was

created by Harold acmillan. Victorian Capitalism proclaiwed the virtue of
chastity. Today, modern capita]ismfinds sexual permissiveness far more

: profitable. ' |

These are five amongst many of the ways in wnich capitalism has changed.

The trouble is that many on the Tight are still tryinc to justify old-styie
capitalism, whilst many on the Left are still trying to attack 1t. '

Vany traditional conservative attitudes are no longer useful to present-day
managerial éapitaiism. totice the lack of big business suport for Enoch Powe'l.
Reactionaries are as subversive as revoiutionaries. | |
| Take for example the'survivé1, especially amongst American Republicans,
of the pre-Keynesian idea that Governments must balance their budoets and never
spend more or less than they get in taxes.

The Right still cling to nationalism. Yet medern capitalism is essentially
internationalist. Increasingly, companies are crossing national boundaries anc
setting up cdepartments across tne world. ‘Proposals for Curopean economic co-operatior
are advanced not by farmers and small businessmen, nor by those on the Left, but
by those with the best intersts of large-scale managerial capitalism at heart.
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The Ideology of Managerial Capitalism >
*  The ideolooy used to justify the status quo is changing. Though remnants
of Victorianism remain since older people respond to it more readily, the | v

catchwords of thrift and work are disappearing: today's mass markets
require hire purchase and automation.

I now want to co on to examine the new ideology of managerial capitalism.
This ideology is not inherent in the present state of economic development: it
is merely the means which are at present found expedient to justify managerial
capitalist control. It has five main aspects, each of which 1 oppose.

First, the overiding prriority civen to economic orowth and technciogical
procress, reaardless of the social and environmental costs this often entaiis.
The worship of economic arowth has happily recently declined, and instead it
is conservation which receives ritual mentions in political speeches. Let's
hope all the talk about the environment shows some results. Possibiy even
someone will be prenared to question the modern doctrine of the Divine Right
of Potorists. As material production grows, each extra increase to i1t becomes
less important and thus the priority for non-material benefits must increase.
The test for llestern society is vhether industrial production is going to be seen
as a means of satisfying human needs or of keeping people at the service, and
under the control of the industrial system. The question is whather goods are
mace for people or people for goods. ihich is consuming which?

Second, the acceptance of specialisation and hierarchical organisation.
The perplexity of the old at being unable to tell the difference between
boys' and girls' hair, and at the rejection of authority, reflects their

inability to see that the Hippy movement follows Rousseau in regarding over-
specialisation as industrial man's basic proklem. This is why it identifies
with the pre-industrial peasants of uncderdeveloped 'Third tlorld' countries.

The Vietnam war is America's last game of covhboys and indians because the ydung
support the indians. ,

Third, the acceptance of the raticnality cof the status quo and 1ts
standards. Legality is considered more important than morality: the abrnormal
is always vwrong: conformity is sanity. A person 1is considered successful to
the degree to vwhich he fits into the system, a project is considered worth-
while to the degree to which it is financially profitable. Ceauty 1is
measured by price, truth is measured by sales, virtue is measured by income,
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the 'yreatness' of a nation by the size of its Gross Mational Product.
As Spiro Agnew said, "The young, who +i1l one day have a stake in our
society, criticise our materialistic attitude. But what else is materialism

than a measure of success?" ('The Sunday Times', 22/2/70)
Fifth, the sc1ent1fac method. This is not just a matter of the tech-

nological application of discoveries, but the encouragemcnt of ways of thoucnt
which consider objects themselves rather than their relations to peOple, and
thus attempts the systematic exclusion of human values from a mechanical
universe. |

The precise measurement of the degree of attainment of rarticular
objectives is used to imply the rationality of those objectives, and the
irrcllevance of unquantifiable considerations. Ilodern society is characterised
by a despair about ultimate values coupled with precision in the calculaticn .
of trivialities.

The Yippie Alternative

Now that the working class largely support caritalism, any fundamental
opposition to it is coming mainly from other quarters. e have seen the rise
of a new ideology in direct opposition to managerial capitalism. Parts of
this ideoloay are shared by a large number of different aroups, but perhaps
most of all it 1is identified with the Yippies, the American Youth International
Party, the nolitical offshoot of the Hippie movement. VYippie iceology has three
main principles, and I oppose ther all.

First, the total recjection of specialisation and the objective of material
nrosperity. they are saying "no" to the idea that "what are you aoing to be?”
means "what job are you going to do?". |

In many respects they are rigiht. Prosperity is a means toward happiness
and not a substitue for it. It is one rieans amongst many, but it is nevertheless
still a means., and without economic growth illiteracy and infant wortality rates
would be a good deal higher than they are tocay. !lan cannot live by bread aione,
but it certainly helps.

Second, rejection of restraint, including both the laws and the custois,
standards, and norms by which society attempts to enforce its moral beliefs.

It's true of course that such standards help to prevent an anti-capitalist
revolution. But we're gofng to need self-restraint and social standards to achieve
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a socialist society. Immorality and otbscenity are very subversive, but subversion
o% existing society without the consrruction of an alternative leads to its re-
niacenent by some other system. ''e may succeed in throwing of our present masters,
but our efforts are useless if a new form of slavery ensues,

There are two basic conflicts to bte reconciled in any society: that between
government and coverned, and that between coverned and governed. Anarchy may deal
with the first, but it will fail to cope with the second until non-lecal social
norms have heen develoned to such an extent that people will act in the general
interest without a state being required to make them do so.

The anarchists' dilemma is this: how to subvert the state without destroying
the norms which maintain it but which are essential for anarchism to work in
practice.

Third, an irrationalist philosophical attitudeproviding a basis for belibving
whatever one wents to . It's quite right to criticize science for an imrersconal
approach, and to put the emphasis oh the cuality of conscicusness, and to search
for non-linear forms of logic and a post-McLuhan view of reality (i.e. one not
limited by the biases imposed on thought by the print medium).

But that's totally different from saying that because much of "common sense",
a debased form of positivism , is wrong ve must ao tc the opposite extieme of
a total rejection of reason anc evidence.

Consider, for instance, the implications of the 1inks btetween irrationalists
of Rioht and Left, between Fascism and some forms of uterian socialism . [lietzsche's.
statement that "lMorality is the abdication of the will to Tive" is quoted with
approval in a recent individuaiist anarchist pamphlet. Consider also statements
like this one, in an ecditorial in the uncercround nagazine IT (52) - “Other
peoplc ‘s opinions are normally a drag and its a waste of time to take such emotion-
aly based phenomena seriously.” According to Yippie leader Jerry Rubin, iie wants
revolution not for the sake of improving people's lives but"for the hell of it".

he trouble with irrationalism is that it provides no criteria for deciding
between one faith and another.

larxism as lanagerialism

Mext, the question of the inadequacies of orthodox “arxist theory in present
conditions. First, it is designed to fight an enemy that has disappeared. Second,
it is in fact provided an alternative ideeloqy Tor manaserialistis.
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I have said that the present stace of economic development does not
necessarily entail manacerial capitalism. A similar form of social organisation,
though more managerial than capitalist, can exist under the banner of Marxist
socialism which can be used to justify the transfer of power not from the
capitalists to the people as a whole, but from the capitalists to the managers,
state and party bureaucrats, anc the controllers of information, cducation, and
communication. |

lthat exists in Russia and Eastern Europe today is not socialism, nor a
different form of managerial capitalism, but what I shall call state managerialism.
tihat I want to see is management without managerialism, i.e. the use of the
specialised skiils of managers in the interests of the people as & whole, rather
than in the interest of a minority.

The trouble is that much of the ideology used by the manacerialists of East
and tiest is bound up with the socialist tradition and so the Gaitskellisin of
Labour's Right Wing as well as the professed lMarxism of Harsaw pact countriecs
3 can both be passed off as socialist. |

The need today is tc develop on the Left a fourth alternative to ‘arx,
Gaitskell, and the Yipries: 1liberalism without capitalism, sccialism without
uniformity, and humanism without ariogance.

V.F. Anderson,

There is a substantial body of evidence that moderate use of marijuanc
does not produce physical o rmental detericration. One of the earliest and
most extensive studies of this question was an investigation conducted by the
British Government in India in the 1890's. The real motive for the inquiry is
suspected to have becn to establish that cannabis was more ddnqercus than Scotch
thisky, from whose sale the Govermment could obtain a great deal more tax
revenue., Nevertheless, the investication was carried'out with ¥ nical British
impa rtiality and thorouchness . The investigating acency, called the Indian
Hemp Drue Commission, interviewed scme 800 persons, includino cannabis users
and dealers, physicians, suprrintendents of insane asylums, reliaious leaders,
. etc. and concluded that there was noevidence that moderate use of the cannebis

drugs produced any discase or mental or moral damage.
- SCIENTIFIC AMERICAN dec. 196°C
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I don't i1ike the original title ,
many thanks to Muir, Bill, Judy, Dad, Sue & Ross
and Sheila

It was spring

and so were vour 1ips,

and so we sailed and e

went up round that bend sc very auickly
up to where Frogmore lay -

and vou lay -

and we leaned out of the boat,
to balance it but

we had lots of fun

and we alided over the water,
and vou shouted

and waved your hand

and the people waved back

and you were smilina

and

lie sat and ate our pasties,

and we took swigs from the bottle alternately

and you watched the people

in their Dorys |

Lrevving their outbocards -

but ve showed them didn't we

and you got up and arinned

and walked down the ramp,

and let your sandals touch the rippled water,

and we watched the fisherman |
and his car ' ' ’
and iike last time o
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‘then we sat on that woman's quay. -

(Tong time ago I remember her from)

Tvwio Bobcats came in uncer

Penta-Power g5 Bt Py

and we watched as they stowed their sails,
but the woman was in the galley peeling potatoes.
You pointed

and I explained,

but there was a Land Rover

two hedges above, |

and you tossed your hair

over the back of the bench

and

lie motored up to

"aterhead lake

and vou aot muddy ‘then vte

beached the boat

and we walked round the cruisers
(under their stays)

and up past the farmhouse which sold
Pentas (so many)

and you

and I walked up the hill |
and the cov said hellc so you laughed
and you lool'ed so pratty

and

‘e sat on the ramp at Port1em0uth
and you looked at the baby fishes
who cuivered

Tike my sperm,

but we were lucky,
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and we honped up the crumbiing stone

steps (not hefor

paddling in crystal bubble clear

sea which lapped on the beach:

but it was spring and

so vere vour 1ips)

and across the uncrowded road

(for it was

Spring

and so vwere your

1i1ps)

and up up -

forever up

the tarmac steps whose angles were so very steep

and you wondered at the sun

(which had shone so briahtly ;
all this time) '
and at the draaonfly -

and the croaking bird in the field.

and I thouaht your leas were lovely
and we climbed

and

At the top

(and over the stile
vou fell - )

vve could sit down

and watch them race,

and you walked to the tiny shop
there on top of so much wilderness
and vou came back with two ice creams, -
but the boats had barely gone 2bout, round the inarker
settine off for charieton
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'Hhen we kissed

(for it

was Spring

and so vere your 1ips)

and it was many moons

ti11 we came out of that kiss
and. W N

But during all that time -
I never knew vou hated me sc much.

Epilogue

Yes the RBC have wrecked vour garden,

next they will do an exposé on your bedroom
cathroom and drawing room.

lthat's the cdifference?

between a street salesman and a dachshund dog?
One bawls out his wares on the pavement,
the other's got blue eyes.

between a seacull and a baby?
One flits across the shore,
the other's cot blue eyes.

beti'zen H** and a bucket of shit?
One's not blue eyes.
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Locking at the world throuch N F S Spectacles

"r. Andersons article (Power and Procrress) raises some interesting points

which I, as one who is at the receiving end of the capitalist system, feel the
neec¢ to take up.

Firstly, the question of separatine management from ownership (apart from
the fact that many managers are also shareholders) from ir. Andersc”’ Sremarks
it would appear that Marx had never given a thougiit to this issue: not so. larx
wrote that in separatino management from ownership it meant that "the capitalist
disappears as superfluous from the preoductive process”. Engels was more direct,
he spoke of "parasites"]: but more on that later.

Second, the question of state intervention in the economy through Yeynesian
policies: again according te ir. Anderson, Marxists have ignored this trend, or
worse, they regard it as socialist.Again, not so. As long ago as 1938 Leon
Trotsky described this process as an attempt to "drain the ocean of (capitalist)
anarchy 1in spoonfu1sof"p1anning‘"2. Lord Keynes' policies have to some extent
mitigated (not ended) the trade cycle, but no naticnal planning zan control
capitalism because, as :ir. Anderson points out it is irternational, but it is still
capitalism.

Caritalism is a system whereby profit -expropriated surplus value of labocur-
instead ¢f need, determines what is produced, and thus we cet such things as
sugar and wheat being destroyedin order to keep the price up, vhile two thirds
of humanity suffer from malnutrition, This sort of unplanned distribution 1is
what Trotsky refers to as “anarchy" and this is a problem which capitalism
cannot solve.

Capitalism is also a system whereby a minority (the ruling ciass) cwn the
wealth, while a majority (us) produce the wealth and thus there is a conflict
between the classes. As Karl Kautsky said (before he became a renegacde) "the
question is: who shall control nproduction, the owner of the means of production
or the owners of labour power" °. The factory occupations on the continent in
recent years have really posed this cuesticn. You see, VMr. Anderson, the militant
viorkers (a growing section of the popukuﬂ3)are not fooled by the existvice of
managers. They know in whosz interest the system is run.

Keynesians like Yilson and Castle have merely run capitalism to the tune
of socialist slogans as their predecessors did to tne tune of Tory ones.

The Tories used 'private enterprise' and 'freedom of choice' as slogans
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only: they actually responded to the needs of monopoly capitalism quite well
(by a strange coincidence: it is nonopely capitalism which finances the
Tory Party). The Lahour Government has alsc responded to these needs, but
for different reasons.

The Labour Party is essentially a radical reformist party; it emcgﬂjéh1~
at the turn of the century during a long boom period when it was assumed,
by Fabians and others, that there would be no .more crises or class war and
that capitalism co»'! te reformed out of existence; this was in complete contra-
diction to the ideas of past socialists such as Robert Cwen and ¥arl Marx:
The main ided of the reformists was that they should take over the statethrough
2rerliament, but the fact is that <arliament does not control the state, the
vuverse is true. Capitalism controls the economy and the massﬁedia, and therefore
the heads of the civil service and the army and nolice have to operate in 1its
~ interest in order to maintain the status quo, which is, after all, the whole poinﬁcﬂ?

~ conventional gevernment. One adjunct to this process is the srliament, which is

elected by the people in order to provide a ‘democratic’ facade for the bosses’
state, and canitalism is quite capable of disposing of this facade when 1t becomes
a hindrance to national accumulation. lore on that later. | |

Therefore the Labour leadership, in common with Social Democratic leeders in
other countries, have become apologists for capitalism in the working class move-.
ment, because, to put it crudely, that is the only way they can keep their jobs.
-hence the wage freeze etc.. iy |

The heaemony of the oid parties, Labour and Tory, is now being challenged
left right and centre (excuse the pun) by the new political trends wirich have .
emerged over recant years, which I shall refer to - for the sake of neatness -
as Mew Left, Mew Right and llew Centre. |

Some say that these trends are irrelevant because of the small amount of
support they have, but a few years ago they had no support 2t all because they
did not exist. HowaYer,in recent years we have seen increasing numbers of
young people taking to the streets in Europe and America supporting the lew
Left; Peoplds Democracy in HMorthern Ireland, demonstraticons in Chicago and
turmoil in British Universities, to namebut three; and have you not seen the
National Front slogans on walls and heard of the increasinc influence of the

’ll- 1 . "". '-r" .



=1

Monday Club in the Tory party? Both of these are new trends on the Right.The same
goes for the MNew Center; the Youno Liberal 'Red Guards' are certainiy getting
around. In my opinion these treads are becoming less and 1ess 'irrelevant' as time
passes. Having said that they are important I will try to expiain what I know
about them.

It has often been stated that the Hippies are to thefliew Left what lethodism
was to the Labour Party (in Wales Methodism is synonymous with 'socialism') and a
lot of the basic ideas of the rank and file stem from the conflict between the
rather naive Hippy ideolegy and the forces of the state; for instance a Hippy wants
to 1ive in a certain way and is soon taught by the police that our present scciety
will not allow it, and this leads him th start questioning the setur of present soc-
iety, and tho process is catalysed when he comes in to contact with one of the ilew
Left organization® and sees ii as a pelitical question,

On the whole these aroups are just beainning to organize in industry and already
they are having a marked effect in raising militancy and putting over their political
ideas, but their main effect is in the wmiversities and schools. Enough has been
said about the situation in the Universities, where the'establisiment' is react-
ing in a blind authoritarian manner to the (not particularly revolutionary)
demands of the students, while the students are resorting to more and more mili-
tant tactics. The same sort of thing is becinning to happen in thesc.chools, and
conditions have called forth such things as the Schools Action Union which are
considerably strencthened by socialist joining them and putting forward a trans-
itional pregrammc.

The idea of a trars itional program, an idea accepted by most left-wing groups,
is that all meaningful changes ao beyor | the Timits of capitalist society, in all
sections of society: universities, schools,offices and factories: and that in
order to achitve anythina a movement must be built around demands for change and
effectively chalienge authority, always realising that only a change in the basis
of society can have a lasting effect on conditions, and using these transitionai
demands as a means of educating people to that fact. (a more coherent analysis is
in Trotsky's book index 2 below)

Our society does not reveal its- character if it is not challenced, and that
is why a superficial analysis like Ir. Anderson's can gain credence; but in the
present situation the 1liberal facade of our society is beinc stripped away.

.

.
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The Mew Left are the ones lir. Anderson attacks for not understanding the
nature of modern capitalism. #s I pointed out ahove, larx knevmore about capit-
alism than‘heiis agiven credit for; as it has only changed in form and not in sub-
stance the basic tenets cf Marxism are the best fodhdation on which to build.
larxism is a guide for action, not a fixed dogma. The only revision that is
neccessary is of tactics, and the Mew Left have proved most amenable to new tactics
(from Univarsity sit-ins to offset litho printing'!).

And now .... The MNew Right: |

Fs I said above the capitalist class are quite capable of disposing of
"democracy. “hen it beginsto'interfere with national accumulation in order
to do this they use the fascists; likewise, the fascists use the capita]ist'system
in order to cain power for thers lvos..:

The main platform on which the fascists campaign is_raciélism and anti-
socialism, and this is how they aain support from sections of the.working,c1ass.
Mofking class racialism is largely a reaction to middle class 'liberalism' and
anti-socialisr is caused by the betrqya]s of social democracy. As long as
l!ilson and Co. are rePresented as the non-racialists and socialists tnen it :
is not‘sufgrisihg that the vorking class oppose then, and the fascists are quick
to exp]oifthis.

Also, the Tories camnaign on a platform which iS well to the right of
their actual policies (these in fact being determined by the needs of monocpely
capital) and therefore there is a sizable aroup of people whio have been
'converted' to the stated policy only to be betrayed by the actual policy.

Thus there is room for a rew radical right-wing party to 'expose' the Tory

leaders and put_forwarda real right-wing policy..
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Before 1966 there was no such party because the Right were in a fragmented
state with new splits and factions every few months, but in 1266 the four largest
factions (Racial Preservation Society, League of Empire Loyalists, Greater Dritain
ilovement, and the British Mational Party) came together to form the 'llational
Front'.

Their leader, fir. A.K. Chesterton, is renowned as the author of 'Creed of
a Fascist Revolutionary' and former editor of 'Blackshirt' (organ of the Eritish
Union of Fascistsa). The deputy Flhrer is a lir. Martin Vebster who piied into
Kenyatta outside the Hilton Hotel and is quoted as havinc said ""e are busy
buildine a well-oiled (perhaps he was 'well-oiled' at the time) Mazi wachine
throughout the country“s. "Hitler put Germany on its feet. ''e and fellow ilazis
will do the same for Britain"ﬁ- that's nice of them.

H.F. members have often been in trouble with the law (as well as those who
were imprisoned durina the war as fifth columnists), one member Mr. Michael
Passmore was arrested in Germany for handing out leaflets with a picture of Hitler
captioned "He was right"z Enother member Fr. John Tyndall once appeared in court
and refused to swear on the Dible; asked what book he would swear on, he replied
he replied 'Mien Kampf'.®

As Ir. Anderson says "reactionaries are as subversive as revolutionaries”,
but the situation is not that simple. The {lew Right emerged as a reaction to thne
Mew Left and therefore it will help to preserve the capitalist system when the
Hew Left threatens it. But until that time it will be a subversive force as was
Hitler until® German bin business needed him (witness the Munich putsch anc
Hitler's imprisonment).

And now a word about the New Centre, and the word is ..... LUDICROUS.

The first thing to remember is that they do no® call themselves centre, and in
order to avoid this they have redefined 'Left' and 'Right'. Right is not capitalist
but authoritarian, while Left is 'libertarian' - thus, pressumably, Powell is

to the left of !!ilson Lecause he is less authoritarian.

The lew Centre are the 'Red Guards' who descended on the Youna Liberals

a few years aco. I would add that they do not call themselves Liberal, that
would be toe simple, but 'lTibertarian socialists'. Their policy (policy?) 1is

~one of neither capitalism nor socialism but "Liberalism without capitalism, soc-

ialism without uniformity, and humanism without arrogance”. I micht add "“ilo

clear programme, no class analysis, and no support for the working class",(the
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working class are too 'authoritarian' for them, anyway!)

That then, is the situation; the old parties sitting in parliament piayinc
according to the rulesi whiile the rules themselves are being challenced Ly
Right and Left. |

The battles of the future will not be fouoht out by the old parties. If
capitalism is to be'preserved it will be preserved by force, 1f it is to be
smashed we will have to ccunter that force. It is important to decide between
the new forces which are now teing pushed Right and Left by the Centrifuce of
Fistory. I know which side I am on, and the future belongs to us.

Young liorker.

] 'Socialist Standard' May 1967
2 'The Death Acony of Capitalism and the Tasks of the Fourth International’
| Leon Trotsky
3 'Founcdations of Christianity' Karl Kautsky |
’ 'Fascism for the ifillion’ published by the B.U.F.
> 'Sunday Times' 30 - 3 - 69
6 flaticnal Front is a !lazi Front'  ©published by Ex-servicemen azainst ilazis
" ‘Sunday Times' 30 - 3 - 69
. 'The National Front is a Mazi Front' ibid.
LETTERS TO THE EDITORS
Dear Sirs,

I have always been non-political, but recently I have been more and more
deeply shocked by the rising tide of disorder and disrespect for authority
throughout this nation.

The weak-minded "moderates” of all three parties seem incapable of dealing
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with the criminal and the subversive elements who are trying to undermine and
destroy our Christian civilisation. Mewspap~rs.are full of reports of teenage
vice and perversion, student demonst*stions,robbery, and violence, especially to
the police, drug taking, vwildcat strikes, and various indecent forms of dress
passing as 'modern fashion'.

Firm action is needed to crack down on this anarchy and restore respect for
authority. The restoration of the death penalty for crimes against socicty such
as murder, rape, kidnapping, and parkirg-ticket-effenses other kinds of violence
especially treason,is neccessary, and a good flogging is what is needed for hool-
igans, homosexuals, and drug addicts. The laws of treason and sedition should be
enforced, and ngod to be strengthened to cover demonstrators and squatters.

Ps it stands, sports fixtures are broken up by lonc-haired louts, and even
here is Croydon, gangs of youths from lew Addington roam the streets making it
unsafe for law-abidina citizens to set foot outside their coors.

I don't think the milk-and-water Conservatives under Heath are capable of
dealing with the situation, nor is there any hope that !ir. Powell will lead the

party in the near future. Is there any organisation in Great Dritain, free from
right-wing extremists, to which ordinary people like myself can turr?

DISTURBED

Ed:- Try the Labour Party.

Dear Sirs,

My views on most subject appear to be in direct conflict with the idealistic
attitudes of Editor Ancderson and in some cases Editor Hatfield. This is why you
challenged me to contribute to ACID, which, as you can see, I am doinag.

This epistle (!) is being compiled during an English period, lecitimately, I
assure you, and as I sit here I can see !r. Clynne-Jones' jaw dropping as Editor
Ancderson attempts toc explain his latest literary masterpicce. Gentlemen, (with
apologies to Mr. Fooks) may I submit that if my English master fails to comprehend
Fditor Anderson's use of the Ennlish Lancuage, how am I, a simple (well you Know
what I mean) scholar, suprosed to understand his arguments? (By sign language
perhaps? M. De Gaulle has nothing on Editor Anderson.)
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g  Still, back at the ranch (room 2in this case), Editor Anderson has regained
his seat, and it has only taken 40 minutes to explain 5 sides of essay. One
could understand this had the essay been in a foreigﬁ language, but not in our
dearly beloved native tongue - a sore point, Fditor Hatfield? |

My point, Gentlemen, must stick out like a sore thumb by now. Please,
and I‘appeal on behalf of a large number of the sixth foru let alone the younger
members of the school who read'your publication, make your articles simpler to
read. - _’ | 3 % | | '

Perhaps some of us(?) more intelligent economists know just what you are on

“about, but to be a success financially you need 2 large circulation, and this
demands that you write your articles so as they can be understood, which must
benefit{yourselves in two ways: one, your point of view wiil have been read, and
not turned aside by the general public as more "boring intellectual nonsense”;
and two, you will not be out or pocket; | |

Think about it (Gentlemen).

. | Edward I. Andrews

fd:- The Editors are cognisant (in advarced industrial society) of mass
pressurisation for a dejarconisation process to be accomplished with the intended
function of rendering the constituent components of this publication possesive
of.a not insignificantly increased degree of comprehensibility.

TOVARISCHI : '
ON THE DIALECTICS OF THE RZVOLUTION, THE MERVMETIC ANDROGYSE, HAROLD “ILSON,
THE INFLUENCE OF TVE TRANS KEPTURIAY PLANETS, AND OTHER ALCHEMICAL MYSTERIES:-

One year agec, newly liberated #nd in animpecunious and stoned-out conditon,
I found myself on a Bundesbahn trezin passing through the Fatherland; (a bit of

- background data: I was born in Aistria and lived there eight yecars, and Austria
like Germany has a rigidly codified etiquette preserving such things as the tu -
a vous syndrome and a mancdatory jow to excuse onesself foom ones elders) Leing

tired I attempted to get myse/f a couchette, in the course of which I ran into
the sleeping car attendant (age 50, S.S.(retired)) who's casual remark that I
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was "a lono-haired communist s" tne, unfit to sleep with the pigs" piqued me, and I
fell to the temptation of anger. In my brokzn but powerful if a little crude German
invective, I attempted an appeal to his reason, but when after ten minutes i1t was to
no avail I told him to fuci: off, did *the mandatory bow to excuse myself from his
presence and went off for a smoke and a bit2 to eat. llhen I realised afterwards that
I had bowed I was horrified.

The question we must all ask ourselves, comrades, is to what extent we are sub-
consciously products of the system we criticise. One of the problems repeatedly dis-
cussed in ACID is hov to avoid replacing one form of slavery with another - to do
this we subject ourselves to a ruthless self-analysis - we must not fall into the
trap of assuming that because our conclusions seem valid, our precepts are pure.

With respect (see L. J. Sacks the last of the great liberals) to Comrade Ander-
gon wro is obwiously a highly competent dialectician,. how can he seriously expand
the life work of Marcuse into four paragraphs, when it isn't worth two.

Fifteenthly, have you ever noticad how many banks there are Laussane - I have

44
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met people who say to me "I agree with your goals, btut I don't know about your tactics"'-

this is crap. If we all sat around discussing our goals things would remain Jjust as
they are. To refer back to paragraph seven, the reason I wear a headband is to keep
the hair out of my eyes.

I would 1ike to leave you with a closing thought. lhen biowing up a cop-shop,

never have a castiron alibi as to wherc you were at the time. Mothing makes the
Fuzz more suspicious.

Alan P. Stout, 0.W. (exp.)

P.S. Never forget that when having a smoke on top of the armoury, if you stand

Mick will see you and he alwyswants one too.

GUIDE FOR VIODERN AN (AND OTHER STORIES

- Ever felt that things are changing? Ever wondered why? Here's a short guide
to the thoucht of 4- men who are radically changing the way people are thinking
and acting today.

- TIMOTHY LEARY

"Turn on, Tune in, Drop out." That's the cospel according to Tim Leary,
prophat of the psychedelic revolution.
He sees drug taking as a means of producing religious experience. "Drugs
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- are the religion of the twenty- -first century. Pursuing the religious life today
without using psychede11c drugs 1s like studying astronomy with the naked eye.'
"Drugs are the relicion of the DEOple - the only hope is dope.”

Leary says that there are seven levels of consciousness, with sbeciffb arugs
to allow people to exper1ence at each level, as well as a religion to study that
experience from the inside and a science to study it from the outside.

For example, level five, which most people are on, is studyec by Protestant-
ism and Psychology, and induced by coffee, tea, and Coca-Cola. Level Sig,
emotional stdpor, is for Catholicism, Psychiatry, and aichohol,

Psychedelics are the opposite of anaesthetics. Instead of inducing emotion-
al stUpor, they give rise to states of increased awareness of what is happening
to one’s bra1n or nerves, or cells, or atoms, (depend1ng on the level). Level
onevis the level of atomic awareness, studied bj Physics and Budﬂh1sn, and 1nduued
by S.T.P. or alternatively by meditating for.about forty years. L.S.D. turms
you on at all seven levels. |

Leary's teaching is the systemat1c exploration of Jesus' phrase " The
kingdom of heaven is within ycu", or in Buddhism, "The lignt is within you.
Let the light shine." It is aimed at greater awareness of what is happening to
your body.'"Man is more‘than 99% automated, and he is only a very small
fraction conscious." (Buckminster Fu]ler).Leary‘s aim 1s to wake us up to
awareness of the perceptions constantly ariving at our brains, nerves, and cells,

but usua]ly simply ignored.
 His advice: "Turn on (take psychedelic drugs), tune in (express your new

state of mind by a new way of life), drop out...Quit school. Quit you job. Don't
vote. Avoid all politics. Do not waste conscious thinking on TV-studio games
(his phrase for the preoccupationsof straight society). Political choices are
meaningiess.....Dismiss your fantasies of infiltrating the social stage~-set game.
Any control ybu have over television props is their contrsl over you."

‘That message has had a great influence on America's youna. The new American
dream is chemically-induced. | ‘

MARSHALL MCLUHARN

icLuhan's message teco, is awareness. Awareness of the effects of the
redia.He says that chanaes in the predominant means of communication determine
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cthanges in _society as a whole.

~ "TV will dissoive the entire fabric1of 50ciety in a short time. If you under-
stood its dynamics, you would chcose to eliminate it as soon as possible. TV changes
sensory and psychic life.” '

The media'we get our information through decides which senses we use and each
sense has its own set of biases. Our assumptions about the vorld are assumptions
we have picked up by the relative importance we give to each of our senses as a
means of perception.

Today we are passina from the age of literacy to the age of electronics. "lords
are obsolete.” The new electronic media mean a rejection of the values and assump-
tions created by literacy. These include specialisation, detachment, l1inear logic,
-nd the Protestant work ethic: -wha‘(z Blake called "single vision and Newton's sleocp."

Today we see the end of authority, the rejection of specialisation, the drive
‘for participation, new views of God, truth, and reality. Rea1i£y is something you
create for yourself out of the raw material of your experiences. Yet literate man
thinks of it as fixed and objective: a clock-work universe running of materialistic
lines.

"The alphabet and kindred gimmicks have long served man as a subliminal source
of philosophical and religious assumptions...philosophy was as naive as science
in its unconscious acceptance of the assumptions or dynamics of typography."”

The challenge to traditional thought today comes not from science, but from
the rejection of it. Or at least an acceptance that its more recent findings have

dissolved the world-view of Mewton and Descartes upcr which so much of present-day
thought depends:s

HERGERT MARCUSE

larcuse, Professcr of Politics at California University, surely one of the
trendiect jobs in the world, has been the inspiration of much of the student unrest
of recent years, especially in France and Germany.

His work is an attempt to bring Marxism up-to-date with the aid of the
teaching of Freud and Hegel. His view of advanced capitalism is critical and
pessimistic.

"This society is obscene in producing and indecently exposing a stifliing ab-
undance of wares while depriving its victims abroac of the necessities of life;
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obscene in stuffing itself and its garbage cans while poisoning and burning the
scarce foofstuffs in the fields of its aggression; obscens in the words and sm11es
of its politicians and entertainers; in its prayers, 1n its 1onorance, and in

the wisdom of its kept intelilectuais.”

His advice: smash the system. Destroy the means of indoctrination wh1ch main-
tain the exploitation and depression not just of the inhalitants of the advanced
countries themselves, but of the underdeveloped Third torld as well. |

Marcuse speaks of a "one-dimensional society”, in which 0rwe1lfs "Newspeak"”
has come true, in which so great is the power of The System that it controis
the way we talk and thus the way we think as well. He claims it is increasingly
difficult to formulate and communicate subversive concepts since these are trans-
lated in the mind of the hearer into the categories of thought which serve the
status quo.

- The System, he says, has def1ned words like "order”, "tolerance”, and""

_ "democracy" to serve its own ends. Order is when a Mazi hits a Jew: Anarchy 1is
. when a Jew Hits a Nazi. Tolerance is when the !fhite South African Government
is allowed to continue its oppression of the black majority: intolerance is when
someone tries to do scmethino about it. Democracy 1is wheﬁ you can chose between
different sets of people to run the same system: elitism is when pe0p]e'tny to
change the system 1iseilf. |

Our society, he says, is a soc1ety of "surplus repression", where goods are
produced not becaus2 people need them but in order to tie people to the product-
ive process, the industrial system. Advertising - wh1ch a10es on thraughout news ,
drama, sport, and everything else - serves to gnsure that people work for
System even during their leisure time.

"Free election of masters does not abo]1sh the masters or the slaves, Free
choice among a Wide variety of coods and services does not sianify freedom if
these goods sustein social controls over a life of toil and fear - that is, if
they sustain alienation. The spontaneous rerroduct1on of . super14p03ﬁd4

A n.eds by the individual does not establish autonomy: it only testifies to the

. efficacy of the controls.”
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ERICH FRO

Fromm is concerned with the creation of a sane society, a society which
satisfies the needs of hum n beings. Today, he says, our society is sick, each
man is alienated and controlled, yet the s stem as a whole is frighteningly out
of ¢’ ntrol. |

Like other radical psycholougists, such as David Cooper, Ronald Laing, and
Timothy Leary, Erich Fromm rejects the idea of much of the rest of psychology
that a person is sane and "normal"” to the degree to which he is able to fit into
our present society. _

Psychology. they say, is being misused: it must fit society to the needs
of its members, instead of the other way round. '

As Laing says, in discussing how each child is conditioned to the accept-
ance of its environment, "By the time the new human beina 1s fifteen or so, we
are left with a beina 1ike ourselves. A half-crazed creature, more or iess
adjusted to a mad worid. This is normality in our present age." Or as Leary
puts it, ""What will the neighbours think?" is the beginning and end of modern
psychology."

Like the others mentioned in this article, Fromm rejects both Russia and
the Americanised 'Yest. "Both systems are developing into manacerial societies,
their inhabitants well-fed, well-clad, having their wishes satisfied, and not
havina wishes which cannot be satisfied; automatons, who fellow without force,
who are auided without leaders, who make machines which act 1ike wén and produce
men who act like machines:; men, whose reason detericrates while their intelligence
rises, thus creatinc the dancerous situation of equipping man with the greatest
material power without the wisdom to'use | SR

"In the nineteenth century the problem was 'God is dead', in the twentieth
century is the problem 'Man iS dead'.... The danger of the past was that men
became siaves. The danger of the future is that men may become robots."

His answer: a society where man no longer worships the goods and machines
he produces. The attempt to abolish all radical criticism of society has been
celebrated by the technocrats as "the end of ideology"”. What is required instead,
says Fromm, is the end of idolatry. "Capital must serve labour, things must
serve life."” He calls for "Humanistic Communitarian Socialism" - decentralisation
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and democratisation of decision-makine and lower priority for materialistic
objectives. The power of creativity and individual initiative must be restored.
‘an must become human,

lhat then is the future prospect for those mythical entities, The Younger
G eneration and Modern Man?

Are we nmoving from a TV-studio world to a psychedelic society (Leary), from
a literate to an electronic culture (McLuhan), from an expioited to a liberat-
ed condition (Marcuse), from a sick to a sane society (Fromm)?

They are not optimistic. Things are changing, yes, but the shouts of the pro-
testors are muffled beneath the clanking of the industrial machine. Consume.
Conform! Kill! These are your orders for today, and, 1t seems, for toworrow
as well. |

Many criticismsidave becnand should be made of these four opponentsof the
present society. I neither ask nor hope for agreement with all they have to say.

But if we want to ask what is happening to us today and what we can do to
remove the undoubted faults of the existing system, whether these are caused
by level 5 consciuusness (Leary), literacy (McLuhan), capitalism (Marcuse), or
alienation (Fromm), one place to look for the evidence is in the writings of
the people whose thoucht I have summarised here. '

In particular, these are the books to read: “The Politics of Ecstasy"”,

Timothy Leary (Faladin); "Understanding Media", Marshall McLuhan (Sphere);
"The Medium is the Massace", Marshall McLuhan & Quentin Fiore (Penguin);
"One Dimensional Man", Herbert Marcuse (Sphere); "An Essay on Liberation®,
Herbert Marcuse (Allen Lane); "The Sane Society", Ericih Fromm (Routledge &
Kegan Paul); "“The Politics of Experience ancd the Eird of Paradise”, Ronald
Laing (Pencuin); "The Makine of a Counter-Culture", Theodore Rosak (Faber).

Or perhaps you agree with McLuhan that books are obsolete anyway.

V.F. Anderson



-28-

. "When I use a word,"Humpty Dumpty said, in a rather scornful tone "It means
just what I chose it to mean. Neither more nor less.”

"The question is," said Alice, "whether you can make words mean SO many
different things."

"The question is," said Humpty Duapty, “who is to be master. That is all.”

Lewis Carroll

TECHNOLOGY

Advocates arque that technology invoives the systematic application of

scientific or other organised knowledge to practical tasks. Technology needs
organisation, because of the large amounts of investment reguired for its dev-
elopment. Therefore, it has led to the establishment of monclithic corporations
dominating consumor markets. However, when technology is accepted as a doctrinc,
Production Lccomes of paramount importancc; all other ideals beccoms secondary
to it, life iscentredrcurd the asscombiy line, ana he aesthetic requircments of
man become superfluous in comparison with his mad obsesssion with materialism.
Technology, further involveS the replacement of man by machines and since pro-
duction has become the nucl:us of life, man is led to a suhiection by or chines.

When technology is controled by the private scctor, there are high profits
for the few, a high ratc cf empioyment for the few and mass rcdundancies tor the
many. Thus, as Harold !!ilscnarcues, technology provides an opportunity for
socialism that has never been offerad to it before. Howevzg, under the 'tlilson
Plan', there will be greater state control involving a greater bureaugracy, whilc
the sionificance of the individual would dwindle.

Tne rise of technology has led to the development of state activity, but
it has also created a new style of thought: 'the deoctrine of technolegy!. Under
this doctrinc, all sccicty is likened to one factory, in which the state is
manager. The happiness of the workers is dcfined in materiel terms, it being
the surplus..of consumer gocds that they are abie to buy over what is merely
nceded te survive. The interests of the worker are cehtred in the factory, the
collapse of which would lead initially to the cclilapse of society.Fowever,since
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‘man has many diversc material neecds, the poeition of the factory will be prescrved
and the doctrine of technology appears 1nvu1nerah]c. Since things worth doing
for their own sake such as art, ph1losophy and love, are not directly productive,
they arc deomed inefficicont, and beccause of their irrelcovance to production they
arc frowned upon. Thercfore, technclogy results in the suppression cf the arts
by the supreme overlord of mater1*l1sn. '_ | | .

However, there has been oppos1t1on to the sorcad of techncleay in its contrel
of sccicty. In 1812, for example, Frnolish weavers vwere srashing textile mechines,
burning factorics, and assaulting factofy managers in a despcrate attenpt to
prevent the replacement of their traditional crafts by machines. The suppert
of technoleogy was demonstrated by the fact that 12,000 soidiers were'd@ployad
against the Ludditc machine-breakers, a laraer number than Yellinoton's troops
in the 1802 Spanish campaign. Tho authorities realised that their power was
only preserved as long as their control over producticon was maintained.. If thcﬁr
position of power was to bc enhanced, the proaress of technﬁlooy had to be fur-
thered, and any thrcat to this progress was a thrtat to authority 1tself

Marx arqued that the subjection of man by machincs lcd to "the mutilation
of the labrurer inte a fragment of a man and to the distr1 ution of cvery romnant
of charm in his verk, which cou]d be turned inte hated teil. Thus, tﬁchnc1oc/
leads to the supp*ccs1on of the skilled crafts the work of the labourcr r being
confined to cperating and maintaining a machine, He will shew no 1nterest in
his work, his only motive being the pay packet that he will receiVe at the end of
the week. Therefore, the status. of the workman:is dagfadéd, sc that he'becomes
Just a teel in the process of production. With the introduction of more '
machinery , his position 1S furthered weakened by the passibility of unemployment.
Thus, techno]ony means that the labcurer loses his skills, whilc when producticn
becerics cven mere automated, he is mede redundant, his difficulty in findino
ancther JOb beinco ewnhas1sed by the fact that he is now class1f1td as "unskilled"
labour, and thus commands a lovwer wage.

~ Yhere technoclogy has developed under capitalism it has always enhanced the

wealth of a minority, since the means of producticn are in the hands of a feow, and
arcater output will mean agrecater affluence for the minority. It has been -
claimed that under the private enterprisc capitalist system, the machines
become the enemy of the pecple who operate them, since their produce is
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utilized only for the profit of their ovners. Hovever, technology exploited under
‘socialism results in the subjection of the individual to the state, and cventually
cne arrives at a '1984' nosition, where the statc is omninctent. Therefore, al-
though technolony itself brines raterial rrogress tc the vorld, the doctrine assoc-
jated vith it creates a sccicty vhere everything is secondary to the aim of achicv-
ing greater production, The assembly line 1s establishaed as a type of God.
Technoloay further involves the greater crganization of pecples' lives. In con-
sumer markets, prices have to be fixed by the manufacturer, so that everything
preduced throuch technclogical advarce can be seld. The liberty of the consumer

is restricted, and the era when he was King of the market is ended. In the

.

end technolocy must involve the erosion of perscral freedom.

R.Jd.Parker

Porver, Poclitics, and Industry.

In recent weeks the Daily Express, the Daily Mail, and the majority of the ‘
Conscrvative Farty have been conderning Trade Union leaders -- and in particular
Clive Jenkins — for tryinc to underine the British Constitution. It was un-
fortunate that Clive Jenkins should have chosen such a flamboyant, not to say
tactless and stupid, way to prescnt his claims; nevertheless vhen the issue is
strirped of personalities, it could be seen that notliing new had happened —
a Union had been usina its pover to try to influence a cecision.

To talk about 'industrial anarchy' defying a danocratically electad
Parliament, and heldina the Covernment to ransori, is tu forget that most pieces
of legislation criginate in the minds of pressure groups. The pressure group
may have some particular way of influencing Perliament — for instance in the
nincteenth century tihc railtay companies had their oun i..P.s in Parliarent —
or it may simply try to create a climate of public opinion which will persuade
the Government to act. Obviously the current example ¢ ~ this is the policemen's

wives who are tryinc to have capital punistiment reintrocduced for murderers of
policeiien, -



llhat is the difference then, betueen trade unions and cther pressure
groups Which causes the unions to be regarded - at least by some - as threatening

our Constitution? As far as I can sece they are Power, Purpose, Permanence
and Publicity,

Any aroup vhicih can * hold the Government to rarsom” must have consideratie
power, and it is worth considering from where the unions derived their poucr.
Throughout its history the chief pover of the trade union movemeﬁ¥a%he right
to withdraw labour. The actual strength of this right cdepends basicallyon two
conditions, tie decrse of solidarity of the workers with the union, and on
the decree of iurortance the employer places on keeping the unions at work.

It should follow from this that an effcctive strike Ly a union indicates
(1) that the areat majority of the union suppcrt the leadership, and (2) that
the employer places a great deal of impertance on tiiese particular worlkers.
(i.e. he can't bring in stike breakers for sone reasen). Acain it should foilot
that if the mass of workers wants scuething and theenployer attaciies & large
cdearee of impertance to keeping them at work then there is nothing wrong with
- the unions using their pover to attain their aoals, It rust be rememberec,
however, that tiere comes a peint at which an employer voulc fin¢ it more worth-
while to cease tradine than to cive in, and at that peint all the power cof the
“union is vorthless - hut neither the exployer nor the unicn vants to reach that
point. s

Unions differ frow most cther pressure groups in that they are permanent
organisations. This often leads to an attitude which sees there permanence and
power as in soiie way a rivel to idestminster. This is not so. Tie recascn for the
pernianence of the orcanisation is that its ends are rerpetually changing and
the unions must always be there to provide the teans to those ends.

Wthat are the ends of the trade unicn movenent? Simply  to secure the best
conditions of work for its werbers who individually iave little hargaining
povier in @ modern econoty, but vwho en masse &¥e just as important for continued
production as land, carital and management. In wencral this end is obtained
through negotiation from a position of strength, so that if managerent is not
avzare of the imprortance of labour it uust be raminded by seeing how it can ran-



 ~age without.
| In other words, by striking! The strike cdisrupts the economy and the whole
nation suffers (the press remind us) and the blame for disrupting the economy
is automat#elly placed on the unicn. The union chanced the status que and stop-
ed production, therefore they acted irresponsibly.

lianagement- who alsc form a very powerful pressure-croup use this as one
of their main weapons in the war of publicity against the unions. Over the last
few years manacement have been winning this war easily. The press represent
every strike as treason, while management are represented as being solely con-
cerned with an export drive.

Strikes areundoubtedly harmful to the economy and should be avoided if at
all possible. Put there are two ways toc avoid strikes: (i) the unions car avoid
makinc demands which the management feel unable to meet and (i1) the management
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can conceed to reasonable union demands without making every issue a trial of
Strength.

Strikers are not autoratically irrespensible. Very often it is the employ-
er who has the attitude of conceeding nothing unless it is demandec, and once

it is demanded is terpted to try to maintain the status quo in a trial of stength.

This often produces the worst result, because if ultimately the management can
afford to conceed, the unicns are likely to win the trial of strength anyway,

which means that nothing has bteen cained and much has been lost by fcrcing the
strike. The prime example of this has been the Government attitude over pay

for teachers and nurses - "the community can't do without them, so they won't
dare strike" - instead of which the attitude shouls have been: "the community
can't do without them, so theyshould be paid high wages"”.

iiany pecple who agree with these rights of the unions to take industrial
action to achieve higher vages etc. draw a line between 'industrial' aims and
'political’ aims, and then say that unions must not take 'industrial' action
for 'political' ends, This ties up with the recent outcry over the threat of
strikes in the B.U:A. take over and in the strike over dock nationalisation.
These were supposedly political issues and therefore outside the scope of the
unions.

Firstly, this line between politics and industry canrot be drawn (neither
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can the line between politics and sport) - industrial action taken to increase
wages as acainst profits is political (it can even be represented as class warfare)
and the two issues mentioned above could e taken as 'industrial' as in both

cases the workers felt their work conditions would be best served by national
ownership. b

Secondly, it should not be forgotten that both sidcs of industry are pressurc
groups extremely active in '‘politics’. thile the unions are pressing their vage
claims openly, mamagement protects its position a 1ittie'more'SUbt1y by financing
the Conservative Party (and supplying money to many of its M.P.s).

Industrial power means pdwer, which means political power, particularly when
politics is so concerned with the state of the economy. Unions have power because
they are important to the economy and it is time that union power is accepted
in the same way as manacement power. The factors of production, we are told, are
land, labour, capital and management and all are equally essential to the econ-
omy . i '

A final point abcut Parliament and Gevernment. Parliament may be legally
sovereign, but the Goverment governs the country. Governments tendto move slowly
unless pushed and it is the function of pressure groups to o the pushing. The
more powerful the push, the more quickly the Goverrment will take action. To taik
of unions coercing the “overnment is to forget that the Government can push |
back and to forget that when the Government ¢ives in, it i1s giving way to a
very largc section of the population who have a right to try to get the Covern-
ment to act in a way they think best. A Labour Gevernment is more easily swayed
by urion pressurc because a very large part of its popular vote comes from union
members and because the unions finance the'Labour.Party. The same is true about
management influence over the Conservative Party, and thus the strenath of union
influence with the Govermnent depends largely on tie party in power, which dzpencs
on the popular . democratic vote.

R.P. Hatfield.
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SOMMNET

If withagurprise vour eye should glance this line
And think how strange a verse for me impart,
T'is nothinc more than a simple valentine
By nature a sonnet from decp in a burnina heart.
A heart that is large but hath room for only one,
For when times are bad or the sun hath set tco soon,
1 And 1ife no longertrifles to be fun,(sick.)
The thoughts of winter and his chillinag Gloom
Do fill me. T'is always then my mindful strife
Doth make me long for summer and for thee.
So when the sun is sometime absent from thy life
And love hath no place, just think of me.
For wheresoever I should wandering stray
I shall love thee - more than words can ever say.

R.J. Gower.

NEITHER GOD MOR MAMHOM

This is about reality, truth, God, and all that sort of thing. I intenu to
produce a basic philosophical position andthen apply it to Christianity and to
humanism .

I hope it will be plain that my views on politics are directly derived from
the positon I tak> on these more basic subjects. The socialist who is unwilling
to consider the nature of ethical judgements is as shornt-sichted 2s the scicntist
who is unwilling to coensider the nature of reality.

These are things we simply cannot afford to ignore: the attempt to -0.SO

usually involves the adoption of uncxamined assumptions. But hether one's
conclusions on these subjects are explicit or not they underly all other <2cisions.

REALITY
e are born into a world where we find it necessary to make decisions
because if we don't we don't like the consequences. The question is thus what is
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the best basis for decision-making?

In any given situation, different decisions are generally found to have
different results. I% is therefdére helpful to have a means of predicting what
those results will be and a means of deciding which results we prefer.

These have been the roles of science and of ethics, to which both religicns
and political phildsophies have contributed. '

There is, then, no need to assume the existence of matter or even to ask
whether or not it does exist, since all that we need to know is whether it helps
us to assume its existence or not. Traditional science has been based on this
assumption and though there are objections to it when it is applied without
recognising its merely provisional character it is for most purposes very useful.

There are situations, however, where it brecaks down, and where it may be
more useful to interpret results of decisions in terms of (e.q.) energy waves
rather than matter. Yet ultimately these, like time, colour, length, and all the
rest, are merely inventions of the human mind to help us make decisions. Clocks
do not merely measure time: they create it. The framework of scientific laws
and lines of latitude and longitude are not features of the world itself. They
are features of the means by which we seek to explain 1t. |
TRUTH 4G | |

That was reality. Now what about truth? Truth is essentially the communica-
tion of reality. .

It is usually defined in words. Linguistic philosobhy is about words. !lle
think of truth and falsehood as being attributes of statements, series of words.

It is time to build a philosophy adequate not just for words but for other
means of communication as well. |

Its basis would be a definition of truth something like this - truth is the
property possessed by a communication (e.g. statement, picture, sound,etc.) which
produces a change in the state of mind in the person communicated to which
enables him to obtain a particular objective with a greater degree of efficiency
than otherwise. | '

This implies that truth is relative to (i) what the objective is; (ii) how
you measure “"efficiency"; (iii) the existing state of mind of the person
communicated to.

Thus ,formerly contradictory forms of words m:y each express a different facet
of truth and be valid for different contexts and objectives.
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ETHICS . .
A similar approach to ethics would be to judge actions by their results .
and to accept'that different actions would be right in different situations.

One could say that an action is right if it results in more happiness than
wouldresult from any other course of acticn in the same set of circumstances. |1

admit it is impossible to justify an ethical criterion as basic as this one since
there is no satisfactory answer to why happiness is desirablc, except that it 1s

in fact desired._ |
The aim of the political system, as of everythinc else, should be to maximise

happiness and should be constructed with that purpose in view.

GOD

s Let's apply these views to the existence of God. The question is not "Is
there a God?" but "For what purposes, and in what circumstances, is it usefuj to
assume therc is a God?" ”

Belief in God and supernatural sanctions (c.g. hell) may often be an effect- -
ive way of getting people to hehave in the interests of others and in securing
commitment to ideals such as compassion, charity, etc., (as well as naticnalism,
viork, and "getting on in life"). It may also be valuahkle in giving & sense of -

meaning to someone's life and a feeling of commitmert and hope, in a similar way
to Marxism, Science, and all the other great relicicns.

Religious explanations of the universe may often be valuable as a means of
answering questions such as "what is the origin of life?", “what is the origin of
the carth?" Yet for that function of rciigion it is becoming less and less use-
ful as science surpasses it in its efficiency. |

For example, the casc for the traditional Christian God appcars to be bzscd on
threc arguments: (a) everything has a cause, therefore the universe has a causc,
therefore God caused it; (b) the universe locks as if it has been desioned, there-
fore God designed it; (c) people have experiences they reaard as revelaticns from
God, therefore God causes them.

sut, attempting tc answer cach of these in turn, (2) if everythine has 2 cause,
God has a cause, and tc postulate Him solves nothing; (b) the universe may lcok as *
thouch it is désigned because things have te be well adapted to their cnvironment to =
survive, (if it is dosigned, it's been done very badly: there is a considerable
amount of suffering which does 1ittle cr nothing to increase free will or reliaious
faith)s (c) I accapt the existence of spiritual or religious experience. The
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question is hew it is to be explained, and ti.re seems no need to bring 1in
God for this purpese, théugh rcligions are often powerful means of producing
and exploring such cxperiences. Mo non-Christian vizw of 1ife can afford to
ignore their existence and siqnificance fcr the peeplc who experience them.

I have dreat sympathy with radical theclogians trying tc salvage the
truth from the rcmains of Christian belief, who will say that the sort of
God I have refered to isn't what thcy mean by the word at all. Their fault
is, however, that they are not radical enouah:thay should continue to throw
out the non-essentials as they arc trying tc, and althouagh this should per-
naps result in rctainina the word "God" as a label for the source of spiritual
experience, for me these non-essentials include the distinctively Christian
parts as well. Perhaps thats what scme of them have already done.

WHAT SORT OF HUMAMIS!??

I call, then, for a form of humanisu bascd on the affirmation of the
importance of what happens to human beinns and a rejection of attempts to
enslave them, |

Yet humanism is all tec often the vword aiven not to the spirit of doubt
and humanity but to the worship of technoleoay, This is fundamentally anti-
humanist. Ye must say that technoloay is te serve man, and not the other
way around. | .

I belicve that 211 this entails a form of humanism that is socialist,
i.c. believes thet thinas shoukd be run in the interest of humenity as a
whole, and not just in that of a section of it, whethor an individual,a
race, 2 nation, or a class, _

This is opposed both tc nationalism and to materialism, which were com-
bined in the 1968 Backing Pritain Campaion which culminated in a full-page
advertisement in "The Times" siancd by amongst others, David Frost, Rcobert
Maxwell, and Arnold Yeinstock, and including 2 wide variety of suoaestions
2s to how every man can do his duty and help "Great Britain Limited" ("Running
Britain is like runnine a business" - prccisely the trouble) includina suqgest-
tons for children ("Organisc a Help Britain Pen Pal Clup. “rite to foraien

embassies in London for addrosees of kids your age abroad. Make frgénds for



-3

for yourself, new future business contacts for your ccuntry."), millionaires,
= trade unicnists,retired folk ("Heard old news papers 2nd silver papcr."), and
motorists ("Drive carefully. Accidents cost the country thcusands of millions
of pounds cvery year.").
50 in rejecting the traditional Christian idea of God we must reject
its substitutes as well, such as "Great Critain Limited",'television, reyalty,

the motor car, UCCA, Hitler, Stalin, and the pop record charts.
Meither God nor Mammon.

V.F. Enderson.

GET YOUR PRIORITIES RIGHT Ii PRISOM
PART 3

The Story So Far:

Little Johnny (21), size 3' 1", is picked up for having his share of
Communist sense. The democratic policemen are determined that Johnny's strona
I.0. be dearaded in order that he shouicd be brouaht to his knces, making him
1' 8", and s just high encugh for a kick (cr kicks, probably kicks) from
the hip. The pelice conspire, and plant Johnny with two left boots which they
say he stole from the front of Fcotsore Shoestore. Mobedy notices, however,

that two cf the policemen have no left shees.
Now all are in the Fuzz Staion so  READ ON:-

JOHEMY ¢ I'm unauitity.

1ST FUZZ: Toc late, youl're guiltified.

2MD FUZZ: Mever mind, Johnny, (slashina him fricendly 1ike with the station
razor) we all make mistakes. Look, you cut yourseif shavina.. .
(CHORUS of HA, HA.)

JOHNMY : Shavine my left breast? (examinina slash,) Mow they'h1 never be- .
lieve your allegaticns, lousy conper.
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! 3RD FUZZ: Accerding to the rules you are now allowed bail, 2 phone call, 3 muild,
or as recently leaislated, a chat with the arresting officers to
come. £o an arrangement. However, the rules aprly only to firemen
without permits and illenalitics by pensioned-off athletes, and my
wife, who got life for assault in a cellar.

Johnny secs he's cornered.

1.35. Dinner over _
~ Searched, juverinely (sic.) assaulted by an S.S. !Mother, substituted at

birth for the criaginal, I lauched for the first time intellicently. My minc
threw custard pies in retaliation. My first win.

Clean, I take my scat.

On my father's machine and teke £5 from the saddle satchel, 4-year ¢ld me
accomplished the first rechanneling of the houseckeeping money. 1 was busting
the budget and leaving no clues......

THE END

The outpourings of a2 tortured
SPEEDFREAK, smugglcd out of one of
H.M. Prisons.,

FOR THE MORE INTELLIGENT READEP

In the non-relativistic approximétion, the anaular velocity w of a charged
particle movina in a plane normal to 2 uniform magnetic ficld is independent cf
its kinetic eneray E. Show that a relativistic treatront of the motion gives
the energy depcndence W = wo(mOCZ/(E + mocz)) where mg is the rest mess of the
particle and wy the 1imiting (non-relativistic) value of w when E4sm0c2. Find

- the values of E in clectron velts for which v is reduced to 29% of vy when the
" particle i; (a) an~e1ectron, (b) a prctgn, and (c) a ®Lit ion. (The rest
energy mgc- of the electron is 0.511.107Ev.)
lhy is this calculation relevant to the use of the cyclotron for acceler-

ating breakfast cereal to high cneraies?
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SPRINGBOK CRICKET TOUR. 1970

In recent years the atrocities of apartheid, thc discriminatory pelicy
applied by the Mationalist Party in the Republic of South /frica, have been
further expesed throuah the sporting medium. The Olympic Games Committee
have ruled South Mrica out of the last two cames at Tokyo and Mexico on the
arounds that ne black South African may be selected for a team ropresenting
South Africa. This incidentally scorns those who say that South Africa brought
politics into sport when theoy refused to accept the M.C.C. touring side which
included Basil d'Oliveira. Politics has been in sport for a lona time and the
two are inevitably inseparablc. The sensation of the 1969/70 Sprincbok ruaby
tour has also stirred the minds of many an iagnorant obkserver., At present there
is great controversy over the coming cricket tour by the Springboks 1in
England later this yecar. So far the Government have not interfered with the
1.C.C. decisicn confirming that the tour will take place. But shouid the
tour ac on?

A majority, I should think, support the comine tcur. Their reasons, and
here I am obviously talkino about the British pecple, probably subscribe to
one of these three cpinions: (1) politics and sport should be totally iso-
lated from each other and cricket fans should not miss an Encland vorsus
South Africa test match because there is some political contoversy between
the two countries; (2) tc cancel the invitation of South Africa would be to
copy South Africa's bad cxample of not accepting another country's selected
tcam (e.a. the M.C.C. side includina d'Oliveira) and Britain should set 2
better ocxample by not interfering with Scuth Africa's team sclection and
acceptine it; or (3) communications betwecn the United Kinadom and South
Lfrica should be maintained vherever possible so that British opinion, often
expounded by demenstrators, may still influence Scuth ~fricans and that 2
way to a ncactiable solution remains open.

Those whe are acainst the cricket tour also have three main arguments;
(1) the British Government or the M.C.C. should not accept the South
African team on principle. Speort is a means to enjoyment for all and if the
selection of a team is restricted in such a way, it cannct be morally justified
in any socicty which has any sense of humanity; (2) the tour should bc
cancclled as it would cost Britain a oreat deal financially and would be a
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potential danaer to human safot;- cssuming that violent demonstrations would
take place. Demonstrations weuld also completely spoil the cricket matches
and they would not be worth playing; (3) Britain should follow 2 pelicy of
isclatine Scuth Ffrica so that pressure is brought tc bear on the people
as their freedom is restricted. This would eventually lead to a peaceful
solution to theproblem in South Africa. | |

I believe that the tour should be cancelled for the first reason

stated above. Pv supporting the tour one is condoning apartheid whether one
likes it or not. One is acceptino a team which represents 16% of the total
Scuth African ponulaticn (and which has the audacity to call itself the
South African cricket team.:); onc is accepting the sporting situation in
South Africa where facilities for blacks are nealigible compared with the
luxurious facilitics available tc whites; and one is acceptine that sport
has nothing to dc with politics despite the fact that nolitics reculate all
sporting rul._ 3 in Scuth Africa and that the policy of the South Zfrican
Cricket ~ssociation is practically dictated by the Government., I reject
these princinles purely on moral arcunds althouch they could be faulted
by most other criteria one wished to use. The present position inSouth
Africa as recards sport does not even iccically follow the stated apartheid
policy. The official policy stated its aims to be an eventual division of
South /frica into states for black and white with scparate black and white
institutions. Alrcady therc are biack hespitals and white hespitals, black
schools and white schools, black sports clubs (if they can be called clubs)
and white clubs, ctc.. thy is thel” not a black South /frican cricket team
and a white South African Cricket team? Taking apartheid to its logical
conclusicn vwe sce that the apartheid policy i1s not even beina executed
correctly . Even those whe suppert apartheid cannct justify the present
spoerting situation: Mo sport is, as the dictionary says "fun or diversion®
under these circumstances, and I do not suppert a sporting team which pre-
tends to provide this for a whole country while only providing it for 165%.
I believe that cne must rciect this coming tour on principal and aive hope
tc the unfortunate majority in South [frica whose morale 1o saens doilye
What about the cther 5 points of vicw mentioned eariier? I have al-
reacdy indicated why pelitics and sport cannot be scparated from one ancther
- to ac this would be to see the world in an artificial light. The second
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reason for supporting the tour is another preposterous statement, For a
person to think that by not interferina with South Africa’s team selection,
the seiection of teams in the future will change is utterly unreasonable.
South Africa would in fact cain confidence from such a wove realising that
however insulting and immoral they are their cricket team would still be
accepted in the U.K. This argument is totally unjustified in that it wouid
do nothino to counteract apartheid and might make South Africa'’s position
even stronger. lMany people put a very good case for maintaining communicat-
ions with the Republic and if I thought that this would have any effect I
would support it. Eut what pecFle do not realise is that influence is mini-
mal and that in many cases communications worsen the situation. Demonstrat-
ions, it is a fact, alienate South Africans and make them more nationalistic.
Pcaceful, organised demonstrations with widespread sUpport might have a
great effect but such occurrences are inconceivable. South Africans heor
(through their rather undemocratic mass media) of the violenceof ceronstrat-
ions and of the long-haired youths'who take part in them. They conc]udé

that the mass of British people are not against them and that it is "thugs”
that stir up all the trouble. So instead of influencingSouth Africans to-

wards a more liberal policy demonstrations merely do the oppositc. Commun-
ications have little effact if any in solving the problem and thercfore are
no recason for allowing the tour to procceed.

The second reason for cancelling the tour is a purely selfish one.
flaybe 1t is sensiblc to prevent an unnecessary financial loss but this should
not be the primary consideration. If the continuation of the tour would
lead to a happy solution it would not matter how much it cost. KWith respect,
I regard those people who hold this vicw to be rather apathetic and in some
ways inhumane. Fina11y'there are thés; who would follcw a policy of isol-
ation. This is all very well, but it is difficult to justify cuttlna sport-
ing links with South Afr1ca while ma1nta1n1na trade linke with her. As
much as I would like to see all Tirks with South Africa broken I rcgard it
as a practically imbossible task and probably in the end not worth all the
trouble. The effect of iso1atinﬂ South Africa would probably be less than
expected hecause therc would be many COUPtPluEW11]1nﬂ to take Britain's

place. Isolation 1is more Just1f1ed than communication but it is an incvit-
ably 1inconsistint policy .
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The comina tour should therefore be rejected on principle. This would
also have the beneficial by-products of: (i) isolatina the sporting life of
South Africa further and forcing concessions to be made; (ii) preventing violent
demonstrations vhich alicnate South Africans and cost Britain dearly; and
(ii1) proving oncc and for all that politics and sport are inscparablce.
Admittedly, it is the easy way out but it is also most definitely the correct
way. Many other arguments, not only the limited ones montioned here, have
valid points to make, but all are either unjustificed or inconsistent. To rcject
the tour on princierlc is not only justified but is also the best way of influ-
encing the deplorahle policy of apartheid vhich all who respect humanity wish
to see obliterated.

L.J. SACKS

“President !lixon deserves our understanding for chdwn1on1no the cause of
democracv against agqression throughout the world". '
- Daily Express, 29th April 1¢70.

"The Pentagon now has files containing informaticn on 15 million
dissenting Americans”. ' ‘
| - Daily Express, 30th April 1970,
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SCIENCE VERSUS EXPERIETCE

The twentieth century is the ccntury of the technolocist. It is true, of
course, that we can trace our scicntific tradition back to the Pcnaissance, but
our century is the century of thc scientist par ecxcellence. Only in our century
has science replaced religion as the nredominant ideology in the popuiar mind.

The scientist has also replaced the statesman 2s our hero-figure. Gladstone,
Disracli, and Churchill have been replaced by Chapman Pincher, Desmond lorris, and
Christizan Barnard. "Scicnce Fair" shows our children the benefits (and rewards)
of measuring variations in the lenaths of carthworms, while for us “"Tomorrow's
tor1d" allows us to project oursclves in fantasy onto Raymond Eaxter and James
Burke, sampling a new single-scater hovercraft-dodgem car or putting on a space-
suit in a mock-up of the Al jo capsule. "Pair-bond", "hexachlorophene", and
"extra-vehicular activity" are heard more often and probably more widely under-
stood than "socialism", "God", or "love".

I don't regret the passing of the statesman as the popular hero-fioure. d
Statesmanship, or gunboatsmanship as it micht be morec proverly called, docsn’'t scem
a particdq%sfffgégupation for us to idolise. It is probably better from this point
of vicw that we have nondescript peliticians 1ike Milson and Heath than that we
have 'statesmen' like the Duke of Edinburgh or Enoch Powell, to whom 211 too
many neople would be willinag to abdicate thc responsibility of criticism as well as
of government. But how valid is our new idcclogy?

The scientist is the so-called "detached observer”. Tho true uscfulness of
sciecnce 1s that it allows us via our experience of the behaviour of thincs to predict
their future behaviour and thus to predict our futurc experience. Thus, since the
process beqins and ends with personal experience there is a good case for claiming
that science 1s not oijective at all. Nevertheless, the viewpoint of the "detached
observer" is all right as long as we arc dealine with inanimate objects, which 1is
allthat the inventors of the scientific nethod ever meant to deal with., Since the
inanimate objects do not 'exrericnce', we can afford to concern ourselives only
with their bechavicur. e do not have to go beyond this into realms which natural
science cannot deal with.and induce from this bchaviour what the experience of
the objects themselves arc. The approximations made by natural science arc .

allowable, ¢ _
But the scientific method was too important an invention to keep for the
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, scientists. The nineteenth century and the ea 1y twentieth saw the extension of the
-~ scientific method to economics, politics, and psychology. The old approximations

* were applied unquestioningly to the new field, mainly because the scientists had

forgotten they had made any. Social science became the new order of the day.

The difference between people and thinas, we may speculate, is that the

person ‘observed' by the scientist experiences the world every bit as much as the
scientist. The field of personal relations is essentially different from the
scientist's inanimate world for preciscly this reason. It is of the utmost
importance to us as persons not only to observe other peoplc's behaviour but also to
think about their experiences, and most important, their experiences of ourselves,
of which their behaviour is a function. As Ronald Laing puts it:-

"People may be observed to sleep, eat, walk, talk, etc. in relatively oredictable
ways. UWe must not be content with ohbservations of this kind alone. Observations
of Lehaviour must be extended by inference to attributions about experience. Only
when we can begin to do this can We really construct the cxperiential-bchavioural
system that i1s the human species."

Science cannot help us with the relation between behaviour and experience. He
can only discover this by our own personal relationships with another person or people.
It is a two-way process that is inapplicable by the scicentist whe takes the view
of the "detached observer". And this is whore we can criticise so-callaed social
science not only on the crounds that it is inadequate but also on the grounds that

it cannot properly function.

- Thcre can be no such thing as a "dctached observer” in personal relations. Mot
only is another person's behaviour my experience. 1y behaviour is another person's
experience. lorecover, my experience of you affects my behaviour, which influences
your experience of me, which affects your behaviour, which influcnces my
experience of you, anc so on. I cannot be a "detached cbserver" viewing your behav-
iour "objectively”. For vour bechaviour will depend on your experience of me, amongst
other things, and this automatically mecans I cannot te "detached". Again, Ronald
Laing:-

"It is quite possible to study the visible, audible, smellable, effulacnces of
human bodies, and much study of human bchaviour has been in those terms. One can
]um? together very large numbers of units of behaviour and regard them as a statist-
ical population, in no way different from the multiplicity copstituting a system

Of non-human objects. Eut one will not be studying persons."©

The ultimate nonscnsc is that branch of “scientific psycholoay" known as the

behavioural schoo!. Psychology, the study of the psychc, without attention to the
psyche, the expericntialbchavioural relation.

ilcLuhan was refering to this invalidation of the scientific attitude of the
"detached observer" when he said:

"there

. ig
. absolutely

¥ no

ineVitability
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there
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a
1111ingness
to
contemplate
what

happcmnn“3

By this he meant that the existence'of experience would rule out any 'Boyle's Law’
of human relationships. Any Law would have to be different for every situation, as
there is no inevitability, and this of course would be no law at all.

As a diversion it is intcresting to sce how MclLuhan explains the growth of
science and arrives at roughly the same position as I have outlined. Since his
explanation is MclLuhan-style and therefore compietely irreprocducible in this 11terate
medium, this is quite difficult. But a characteristic picce might be: .

"The Renaissance Legacy. ’
The vanishing Point - Self-Effacement

The Dctached Ohserver.
o Involvemﬁnt'

The viewer of Renaissance art is systematically
placed outside the frame of reference . A piazza
for everything and everything in 1ts piazza.

The instantanecus world of electric informational
media involves 211 of ys, at once. No detachment
or frame is possible,""

But the first McLuhan piecc is central. "There is absolutely no inevitability
as long as there is & willingness to contemplate what is happerning.” The question
is, has scientific materialism reacted to its own incapacity in the field of pcrscnal
relations by trying to draw people intc its own inanimate ficld of non-being? The |
answer to this must be an unequivocal “yes". | | .

Ever since Adam Smith wrote "The Yealth of Nations™ in 1775, the scientific
trecatment of people like things has in fact made them act more like thinas than peopie.
Take Adam Snith's own theory of the division of labour. In an atmosphere of capitalism
and the work ethic the application of his principle did indeed pcrmit mass production,
but it alsc resulted in people heing forced to do dull repetitive jobs,'narrowly
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- limiting or perhaps extinguishing their minds altogether: alienation. As Ronald
Laing puts it: |

"Can human beings be persons today? Can a man be his actual self with another
man or woman? Before we can ask such an optimistic question as 'llhat is a perscnal
relationship?’, we have to ask if a personal relationship is pessibie or, are
persons possibie in cur present situation? e are concerned with the possibility
of man. This question can only be asLed through its facets. Is love possible?

Is freedom poss1b1e?"5 '
Fis own answer is clcar enough:

"What we call 'normal’ is a product of repression, denial, 5p11tt1ng, nrojection,
introjection and other forms of destructive action on cxper1cnce It is radically
estranced from the structure of be1nq..........whct we think is less than what we know:
what we kncw is less than what we love: and what we love is so much less than what
there is. And to that precise cxtent we are so much less than what we are.“s

What science then is valid? Hust we dismiss scicnce as a method as well as
science as an idceology? Uhat I have said imnlies that I censider natural science's
assumptions allowable. But even the natural scientist must be prepared to accept
that these assumptions are aSsumptions and that cven things are cnly things-as-thc-
scientist-cxperiences-them. They are not objective. For example, if humans wore
equipped with a scnse-oragan sensitive to, say, magnetic fields, the way in which
things are described in scientific experiments would be quite different. At present
they are “obJect1va1y“ duscr1bed in terms of what we can sce, touch, smell, hecar
and taste. The scientist must realise that the results of his experiment are thus
not useful be cause of their "objectivity", but because of their predictions about
experience. lhen this is realised, the fact that science useS 'capta' (Things taken
from the world according te how we experience it) rather than 'data’ (things aiven)

does not matter. 'Capta’ must be the only meaningful raw material for naturail
science, |
But what ¢f social scicnce? If social sciznce is really a harmful force, a
cause of alienation,'then it must be replaced or at lcast must realise its own Timits
s and dangers; e are left from the above with the realisation that human situaticns
B arc essentially inter-personal. To the extent that they are not, they are frustrating,
alienating. Inter-perscnal rclations are only capable ¢f study in small grodps where
the person is completely involved. The novel, the autobiocraphy, will be the bocks
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. of the new sccia” "scientists". "Social science" will be valuable in as much
2s it helps us relate to other persons in cur lives, and will be written from o
an experi.entia 1 viewpoint. But this doesn't rule out the pessibility of large
scale theories., What it does mean is that such large scale thecries will be
recognised as only partly valid and will no. 1onger have to attempt to be " cb-
jective". |

Mone of this rules cut the benefits of technology but we must have tech-
nclogy without technocracy. The computer was made for man, not man for the com-
puter. Technology has an importnt: part te rlay in the provision of material
goods, for it is impossible for a human being to be a perscen ifhis life 1is
limita to doubts about the provision meal, cr other such things. Some mater-
ial goots arc necessary to frec pecple from materialism. Any advances technol-
ogy can bring, in the field of automaticn especially, will be negsessary for
the eventual provision of a gift cconomy. But we must make surc that it is the
production processes that are autorated, not us. Until then, the best way to
cut down alicnation will be by socialist distributicn of aocods, involving a
greater degree of equality of wealth, L

Moreover, technolocy will no deoubt in future have tremendous'effect if
used properly tc allow us new modes of experience. Even the technology of
the space program has managed to aive us L.S.D. Technology cricntated towards
the srecific extension of expericnce will be able to do even better.

But which is going to win, us or them, experience or scienc? Today's
science undergraduates are more and mere cut off from the 'art' ¢or 'social
science' students who form the rebel®on. Links with industry ocutside the univ-
ersity are considered more important than links with other ideas inside the
university. Sealed in the campus equivalents of the Sixth ScienceRoom or the
Advanced Bioloay Laboratory today's sciene undergraduates must become tomorrcw's
tochnocrats. The students at the London Schoel of Economics shouldn't have been
tearing down the gates inside their own building, they shculd have been alcng
the road at I.C.L. Ye must take 'Nelkon & Parker' and 'Keynes and After' off
the reading lists and put Ronald Laing, Marshall McLuhan and Lewis Carroil on v
instecad. Better still, oot rid ¢f the recding lists.  You don't
need L.S.D. in the coffec machine. But it would be nice.

D. K. Brown.
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"The Pclitics of Experience" - R.D. Lainc (Penguin Books 1969) p. 21
°Ibid p21.
3"The Medium is the Massage" - Marshall FMcLuhan and Quentin Fiore
(Penouin Books, 1967) p.25, but better in the original.
Ibid, pp52-53, but: infinitely better in the original.
"The Politics of Experience" P. 20
Ibid,, pp 23 and 26.
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PRIZEGIVING OR 3 CLD LADIES DAMNCED
ROUND THE TABLE

If you want€o get qet a prize
you've got to wear disguise
Fcr as we all know

Mo scholars] let 1t grow,

So here's tc the riw prize
The prize we all enjoy
Given by Sir James2

To the shortest-haired boy.

R.D. Llcyd.

]
fa

‘some ancient authorities read schclards
.some ancient authorities read jam.

e would like to thank thefoillowin'without whose help the production of ACID
would not have been possivle: M.J. Hugill, P. Gibson, A.E. Smith, H.M. Maslin .
also the followina, vwithout whese help this production of ACID would nct have
beeﬁ"begihle: A.P. Stout, A.T. Stout, E.F, Stout, B.P. Stout, C.P. Stout.

No. 4, Symmer 1870,



