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Editorial

This is a year of anniversaries. It is
40 years since Black Flag first came
out and to commemorate this we
have an interview with one of its
founders, Stuart Christie.

This issue also marks the 100th
anniversary of Kropotkin’s entry on
anarchism for the Encyclopaedia
Britannica with a discussion of this
classic introduction and summary of
our ideas and movement. We also
celebrate the 1990 poll-tax riot.

Being an election year, we go over
the arguments for abstentionism
but with a twist, discussing Marxists
who came to the same conclusions
as libertarians like Guy Aldred did
decades previously. Better late than
never!

That old politician chestnut of
health care is also highlighted,
with a discussion of libertarian
alternatives to nationalisation
as well as how to fight creeping
privatisation within the NHS.

With all the flag-waving produced
by the election, the Anarchist
Federation’s piece of the evils of
nationalism is timely.

On a sadder note, we include
tributes to both  anarchist
theoretician Colin Ward and radical
historian Howard Zinn.

Both contributed immensely to
the development of libertarian
ideas in the second half of the
20th century and both will be sadly
missed.

We also lost former Freedom
editor, grand chess master and
poet John Rety, someone whom
comrades in London will remember
fondly.

We hope that our magazine can
help develop and apply the ideas
they so ably advocated on an ever
widening scale!

It is also 170 years since Proudhon
proclaimed himself an anarchist in
“What is Property?” and changed
radical politics forever. More on
that next issue.

Finally, we should stress that
we will definitely not be taking
advantage of the disgraceful
Digital Economy Bill - we put our
back issues online!

Check out libcom.org/tags/black-
flag for the full back catalogue
of recent issues, and if you fancy
donating or getting hold of a
hardcopy, get in touch via the
details on page three.

Hunkering down: Sensing trying times ahead, the Black Flag ladybird

is getting ready to defend itself. Picture: Anya Brennan.
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Since relaunching over the last three years
this magazine has been gaining in recognition
and has become one of the best places for
serious anarchist writing in Britain today.
Now we want to expand. We want you to

help us reach out into the wider left and
beyond. We're looking for marketers,
distributors, designers, writers, commissioning
editors and photographers to force our
theories into the public domain.

Contact us at the email or snail

mail address opposite.
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Ethos

Black Flag is for a social system
based on mutual aid and
voluntary co-operation — against
state control and all forms of
government and economic
repression. To establish a share
in the general prosperity for all
— the breaking down of racial,
religious, national and sex
barriers — and to fight for

the life of one world.

The Black Flag has been a
worldwide symbol for anarchism
since the 1880s. It is at base a
representative of the negation
of all oppressive structures.
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4 Cover Story: The Digital Economy Bill

A law made of

he passing into law of the Digital
Economy Bill (DEB) was one of the
most watched ever, with the online
feed to parliament attracting more
people for the debate and vote than at any
other time bar Prime Minister’s Questions.

For Britain’s online generation the
experience showed exactly how useless
representative democracy really is.

The Bill, hyped as forming the basis of
the UK's digital future, contained within it
some hugely controversial and repressive
measures.

Yet, at the final stage, it was passed
through a pitifully empty House of Commons
as the majority of MPs took to the campaign
trail — preferring to defend their seats over
defending democracy.

Tellingly, a large number of them suddenly
appeared for the vote to do what they were
told without having bothered to take part in
the debate.

The Bill's final stage fell into the “wash-
up” period, in which parliament rushes
through leftover bits of legislation before

Reportage: Donnacha DelLong

looks into the unworkable and
repressive Digital Economy Bill

honourable exceptions, MPs of all three
major parties ignored their calls and carried
on regardless.

The Bill itself contains two seriously
dangerous and counter-productive
proposals.

A weapon against exposure

The DEB grants powers to the government
to force ISPs to block websites or services
that a court rules is either distributing or
helping to illegally distribute copyrighted
material.

Critical: Tom Watson mounted a devastating critique of the Bill during a poorly attended
debate but saw his amendments struck down as fellow MPs filed in solely to vote with the whip

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

it is dissolved for the election. This is a
period where debate is limited and parties
do backroom deals to reach consensus.

It's usually a period where relatively
unimportant or uncontentious bits and
pieces are cleared off the decks before the
new regime takes over.

This year, however, things were different.

The wash-up saw the much-hyped drug
mephedrone banned, financial “vulture”
funds restrained and most controversially
of all, the DEB rushed through.

In the period before the debate,
campaigning website 38 Degrees joined
with the Open Rights Group and helped
20,000 people send emails to their MP
calling for a proper debate. With only a few

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

The official target for this is sites like
the Piratebay which enable filesharing of
everything from books to films to games
and applications.

However the Bill is written in such a way
that many have argued it could also impact
on search engines, sites based on user-
generated content and free wi-fi providers.

Regardless of the wording, it's very
unlikely the government would agree to
block the likes of Google. However for
investigative websites the outcome is likely
to be very different.

Wikileaks is a website devoted exclusively
to publishing leaked material “owned” by
someone else, specifically the companies
and states it is exposing.

It seriously pisses off governments,
recently being condemned as a threat to
the US army and national security after
it leaked chilling footage of US soldiers
gunning down Iraqi civilians and journalists,
laughing as the bodies were driven over by
their comrades on the ground.

Under the Bill, publication of such
outrages will leave Wikipedia open to
designation as a pirate site for breaking
copyright because it is wusing content
claimed as US government property - thus
putting anyone who downloaded its content
at risk of being disconnected.

This would seem to be semantics — after
all newspapers have published Ileaked
content for years.

But it comes alongside a continuous
stream of attacks which have already
been directed at online activist newsgroup
Indymedia in the UK, which has seen
its servers seized, warnings placed on
connections to its website and numerous
legal threats.

Indymedia is only one of hundreds of
sites which have been on the receiving end
of such tactics. Is there any doubt that,
once the law is in place, some bright spark
is going to try to shut down, or at the very
least, block the likes of Wikileaks?

Counterproductive cartel practices
Internet Service Providers are being told to
cut off or restrict the broadband access of
unrepentant downloaders of copyrighted
material without permission. The ones they
call pirates - which used to mean robbing
people on the high seas, but has since been
redefined to mean downloading the latest
Black Eyed Peas album.

This neat bit of repression emerged
just days after Peter Mandelson, whose
department drew up the Digital Economy
Bill, dined with media mogul and critic of
file-sharing David Geffen. A coincidence?

The measures have been supported
by major figures in the slow-moving,
monopolistic media business - the same
people who failed to see mp3s coming and
refused for years to change their business
practices in light of technological change.

These are the people who drove punters
to Napster (the first major file sharing site)
ten years ago by refusing to provide any
legal way to download music.

What makes the measure so idiotic is that
it is counter-productive even in terms of the
moguls’ own businesses.
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fear and greed

There is another name that could be used
for pirates - fans.

People who download music tend to be
the people who like it — the ones who buy
concert tickets, buy merchandise and, as it
happens, buy music. A survey carried out
for the Demos think-tank last year found
that the people who most often downloaded
music illegally were also the ones who spent
the most money on it.

The reality is that this Bill is protectionism
at its most backwards and repressive.
People download things for a lot of different
reasons. For many, it’s try before they buy
— if they like it, they’ll pay for it. For others,
it's like a library - they wouldn’t have bought
it anyway.

The claims of lost millions by the record
companies and others seem to be based on
little actual research. Either they think that
every download would have been paid for,
which is rubbish, or they're simply looking
at how much money was spent in the past
compared to today. Have they not noticed
there’'s a recession going on?

The reality is that the measure won't
work. Anyone with any technological ability
will find ways to mask themselves and what
they’'re doing. There will be a couple of
token cases involving naive teenagers and
they might well fail anyway.

Devil in the details
Whatever the detail of the new situation will
be, it is likely to be fundamentally unfair
- few broadband accounts are held by an
individual on their own.

No law that punishes a household for the
actions of an individual is likely to last very
long, particularly when suburban family X

"HOW IT WORKS
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B Peer to Peer downloading, also

' known as filesharing, uses a programme
“known as a torrent “client”, for example
" uTorrent, to handle the process.

‘B This client downloads and runs “torrent”
files — the tiny packages which tell

. computers how and where to find other
. people who are sharing particular files
-such as say, the Black Eyed Peas album.

' m Torrent files can be found on a

' number of different “tracker” sites,
‘most famously thepiratebay.org

' — though some of these trackers, such

' as karagarga.net, are invite-only to

' encourage “seeding” (the creation

' and/or maintaining of new shared files).
' B Once you've got a clent set up,

' browse the trackers for what you

‘want, hit the download button

and the client will do the rest.

Factfile'.‘ File sharing

'_ he DEB has been criticised for hurting only ‘internet illiterates’
‘who don’t know how to protect their downloading habits, as
‘technologies already exist to minimise or eliminate monitoring.

._'DISCLAIMER: Of course file sharing is a deeply reprehensible act. The above is intended as a
“warning on what you should definitely not be doing, as it’s clearly morally wrong in every way. /

~

AVOIDING SURVEILLANCE

............................................................................................................

B Most modern torrent clients have an
option to delete trackers’ details once
the dowload is initiated, relying on
alternative methods to continue it. As
music companies mostly use trackers

to trace downloads, this makes it

much more difficult to find people.

B Apparently in uTorrent you’'d need

to double click on the download,

make sure the DHT, Peer Exchange

and Local Peer Discovery boxes are
ticked, then delete the weblinks.

B As an additional layer of security,
secondary programmes such as Peerblock
use a list of known “bad” IP addresses
connected to media companies which

it blocks from seeing the filesharer.

®m Finally for pretty much total security, it
Is possible to buy a Virtual Private Network
account such as the one at itshidden.com.

finds that 13-year-old Charlie has had their
broadband cut off.

And there was a major irony in the Bill
when it was originally put forward. Sitting
cosily alongside the measures to protect
the copyright of big media companies
was a measure that was going to screw
photographers out of their personal

Windows*?

Pirated Edition

Raght 1o Capy © 19852004
Service Crack 2

Ineffective: Knowledgable pirates will have no problem getting round the new laws
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copyright.

For an individual photographer, the
copyright on their work is their livelihood,
but the Bill originally contained a measure
that would have allowed people to freely
use photographs if they couldn’t find out
who owned the copyright — with very few
requirements on them as to how much
effort they had to put in finding out.

Professional photographers launched
a major campaign against the "“orphan
works” clause, which would have opened
the floodgates for large photo agencies and
publishers to effectively steal their work.

That measure was dropped. There is a
lesson for others in how their organised
collective action changed the big business-
friendly aspect of the Bill in at least one
aspect. 2

The life of the Digital Economy Bill is a
perfect example of how the current political
system doesn’t work.

Big business plays the tune, politicians
in the main do what they're told by their
political masters and not their electorate
and repressive measures are preferred to
creative solutions.

It's an old song known well within
anarchist circles, but the whole sad story
has woken many more people up to the
realities of political life — and hopefully will
help win some over to our point of view.

By Donnacha
Delong
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6 Interview: Stuart Christie

Opening the

Interview: Ade Dimmick talks to the famed author,
Christie for the

Four decades on from its first issue, Black
Flag is one of the few remaining publications
from that time. So it is a great pleasure to
be able to interview its founding editor, or
at least the surviving half of that editorship,
Albert Meltzer having died in 1996, as we
enter the next ten years of struggle.

When Black Flag was launched did you
expect it to still be going 40 years later?

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Didn’t really think about it actually, our
only concern was to get the next issue out
and doing the other things we were doing.

Would you care to talk a little about
the founding of Black Flag?

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

When I came out of prison in Spain one of
my concerns was the lack of a pro-prisoners
defence group, to which Albert suggested we
re-launch the long-defunct Anarchist Black
Cross, which we did. The result was Black
Flag, which was subtitled “the organ of the
Anarchist Black Cross.”

We made an announcement about its
launch at a meeting of the Anarchist
Federation of Britain in Soho Square,
London, that year - either late ‘67 or early
‘68.

At first it was duplicated, then Albert
bought an offset-litho printer—and Ilearned
how to use it from Ted Kavanagh who had
worked with Albert at the Wooden Shoe
Bookshop (and on Cuddons’ Cosmoplitan
Review).

We were based first of all in Coptic Street,
then Albert rented premises in Kings Cross
- and from there we moved to what became
the Centro Iberico in Havelock Hill - all
paid for entirely out of Albert Meltzer's own
pocket.

History tells us there was
some antagonism with the
editors of Freedom?

ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

Yes, there was a lot of antagonism with
Freedom, but that had to do with the history
- personal and political - between Albert
and Vero Richards, and to a certain extent
with Philip Sansom, tensions which went
back to the 1940s and early 1950s.

Richards was a very patrician - and divisive
— figure and as editor-in-chief, publisher
and freeholder of Freedom, he behaved as
though the anarchist movement were his
personal fiefdom.

It's not wuncommon in all political
movements; there were close parallels with
what happened with the CNT and the FAI
secretariats/committees and the rank-and-
fileactivists who supported armed resistance







