THREE members of the FREEDOM coll-
ective became Law Lords for the morning
with a bus load of other transvestites. On
Sunday morning 14th March at about
1lam, 69 ordinary citizens boarded the
number 159 bus at its terminus in West
Hampstead, London, and after paying
their lawful fare changed into Law Lords
like butterflies in the spring.

The bus was completely occupied thus
depriving the public of seats. When it arr-
ived at Westminster Bridge the Lords,
being very old and decrepit, slowly got
off and in about half an hour the bus
went on its way well decorated with slo-
gans. One Law Lord sat on a police motor
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bike but its driver did not see the humour.
The bus driver and conductor entered
into the spirit of it. After we dispersed,
one Law Lord’s robes were seen floating
down the Thames. A good place for them
all.
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‘IT has taken 2% years of Toryism to force
the military into the place it deserves at
the forefront of public consciousness’.

Today this statement is even more
strikingly true than when written for the
February-March 1982 issue of the State
Research bulletin. The writers of the bull-
etin list among examples for their claim
the high military pay rises awarded by the
Conservatives as soon-as they last came to
power, the pushing up of defence spending

Breaking the Ice

with corresponding cutting of social ser-
vice provisions, the re-emergence of civil
defence as a priority, and the threatened
and actual use of troops in strikes.

Since then the militarist issue has
moved yet further to the forefront with
the government announcement this month
that it is to buy Trident missiles, to revive
the Home Guard under the name of Home
Services Force, to establish new adventure
training schemes with the armed forces

and, Trident apart, to increase defence
spending 3-4 percent a year above the est-
imated rate of inflation — the biggest Bud-
get rise of any Whitehall department.
Much has already been written else-
where about the specific issue of Trident
II, not only its cost (£8000 million) which,
on top of the £1,000 million for the new
Polaris warhead and several hundred mill-
ions on new rocket motors, a poor and
continued over
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ailing society can ill afford. but its furn-
ishing — together with Cruise — of yet
more evidence, if any were needed, of
Britain’s extra-servile status within the
American bloc. So it’s hardly necessary to
enter into this kind of detail in the columns
of FREEDOM.

Nor is it necessary to spell out in any
detail the implications the formation of a
new Home (note the word’s comfortable
sound!) Service Force. Suffice it to remark
in passing that his plan to recruit civilian
males to guard key installations from
Soviet wartime saboteurs make a signifi-
cant advance in the state’s campaign to
create acceptance among the population
of the eventuality of nuclear war.

More important is it, however, for us
as anarchists to look at the wider implica-
tions of the growing militarism, what really
motivates it and thus on what grounds it
should be attacked.

No-one watching an interview with the
Defence Minister, John Nott, on a recent
Weekend World programme could have
failed to be impressed by his inability to
come up with anything but the old old
arguments to justify the arms race. Soviet
imperialism, in other words, is the ever
more terrible Antichrist (so terrible indeed
that ‘Better red than dead!’ snapped Nott’s
predecessor, the tactless Pym, claiming to
speak on behalf of us all one day on TV.)
And yet we know that they know that,
even while the Cold War takes on a fresh
layer of ice, never has the Soviet empire
seemed so vulnerable.

In the East, China remains a big worry,
even if things haven’t yet reached the sit-
uation prophesied by Amalrik in Will the
Soviet Union Survive Until 19842 Yugos-

lavia and Romania have long since left the
Warsaw Pact, with Ceaucescu to the fore
of a big new peace campaign. Afghanistan
and Poland go without saying, while the
different nationalities that make up the
Soviet Union are clearly not reconciled to
Russian rule. Dissent in Estonia, Latvia
and Lithuania recently issued an appeal
for a nuclear-free Baltic sea.

In the West, as in the East, Marxism
has lost its intellectual prestige and is in
total disarray. The Cominform has long
given way to Eurcommunism and new
agreements over natural gas pipelines bet-
ween Western European countries and the
USSR emphasise the growing-economic
interdependence between the two blocs.
So what is the Cold War about?

In his Not the Dimbleby Lecture Bey-
ond the Cold War E P Thompson sees one
explanation in the bonding function of
Cold War ideology. (‘The threat of an
enemy — even recourse to war — has
always afforded to uneasy rulers a means
of internal ideological regulation and
social discipline’). He sees another in the
self-perpetuating nature of the military/
industrial apparat, which he describes as
follows:-

“The Cold War has become a habit, an
addiction. But it is a habit supported by
very powerful material interests in each
bloc: the military-industrial and research
establishments of both sides, the security
services and intelligence operations, and
the political servants of those interests.
These interests command a large (and
growing) allocation of the skills and re-
sources of each society; they influence
the direction of each society’s economic
and social development; and it is in the

CREEPING MILITARISM

OF recent years the question of militarism
has received very little attention from
anarchists, as Ken Weller so rightly obser-
ved in Anarchy 77* in an article called
‘Shouting Slogans about Vietnam’:

‘Over the past 20 years at least, the
history of ‘left wing” politics has been
the history of attitudes towards events
taking place — or having taken place —
hundreds or thousands of miles away.
Long and bitter debates and splits have
followed disputes on exactly which bur-
eaucracy to ‘“‘support’ (critically or other-
wise)....in Spain, Korea, Greece, South
Africa, Algeria, Cuba, Bolivia or Black
Africa. The story (and the mistakes) have
been repeated ad nauseum. These politics
by proxy have at least one big advantage:
they put no one in Britain in serious jeop-
ardy.’

The point Weller is trying to make is
that if we were to try to challenge our

own rulers we would have more effect on
what was happening abroad as we host
many of the multinational companies
whose activities have such a disastrous
effect on the third world.

One development which is being given
very little attention is a growing militar-
ism, which in this time when social dis-
content is spreading will be — as in all
such times — an important element in
social control.

Militarism and Authority

Opposition to militarism has always been
an important element in anarchist propag-
anda, for what are the essential elements
of it? They are OBEDIENCE, UNIFORM-
ITY, VIOLENCE, NATIONALISM, PAT-
RIOTISM.....the very elements that are
making freedom difficult to achieve.
In the 60s there was a growing disregard
of authority and since that time there has

interest of these interests to increase that
allocation and to influence this direction
even more’,

This quote is a significant one for anar-
chists (especially coming from a Marxist)
in that it would seem very much to validate
the anarchists’ traditional stress on the
psychology of power and their central
criticism of classical Marxism for ignoring
it. We believe that the analysis is right and
that it should lead naturally on to the
question of just what contribution anar-
chists in Britain are making to the anti-
militarist movement now.

Some (see Letters, this issue) have dep-
lored what they see as FREEDOM’s failure
to agitate. Well, sure, it’s no good simply
raising our glasses in the White Hart to
the futuré of Angel Alley, Whitechapel as
a nuclear-free zone. Given what anarchists
have to say, more eloquently than any
others, about the nature of power; given
that trying to create an anarchist society
in a Cold War is like trying to grow pine-
apples in the snow; given the tremendous
interest that has been rekindled in anti-
militarism since the beginning of the dec-
ade, surely this should become, absolutely
without prevarication, the priority issue
for all of us, while we as editors should
make it our specific priority to spread
news and ideas of anarchist involvement
in the antimilitarist movement. But in
order to do this it is vital that groups renew
their efforts to send in reports on their
activities, in this as well as in other fields.
The momentum for the present has been
lost. Help us regain it or it’ll be forever
too late.

been a steady growth of the forces of the
state.

The police have been strengthened and
a para military riot police formed (by a
Labour government) and this process has
steadily gone on. There has been a force
with special powers to guard nuclear inst-
allations. The army and Special Services
have been introduced to their internal
repression role in Northern Ireland.

Now the young unemployed are getting
restive there is talk of training ‘holiday
camps’ with the military. There is now
talk of another Home Guard to look after
other installations. Militarism is the obed-
ience cult and a uniform is part of it;
most of the deaths, violence and torture
are perpetrated by obedient men and now
quite a few women in uniform.

At Nuremburg some check was supp-
osed to have been put on the excuse of
obeying orders to engage in certain actions.
It is because people are prepared to place
themselves in the position of voluntary
servitude that society remains as it is.
ALAN ALBON
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ALWAYS WITHUS?

INTERESTING sets of government fig-
ures. Official Treasury figures show that
as the saying goes the rich get richer and
the poor get poorer. They refer to the
total tax burden (including National In-
surance) for a ‘typical’ family ie. two
parents and two children for the years
1978/79 and 1981/82. For those earning
half the national average this has gone up
by 92%. For those earning the national
wage (£148.75) thishasgone up by 20.3%.
For those earning five times the average
wage this has gone down by 4.8% and for
those earning ten times the average wage
this has gone down by 14%. It will be
noticed that this period covers the time
since .the present Tory government took
over.

Other figures have been produced by
the Institute of Fiscal Studies which show
that the number of people who would be

MONICA GIORGI
APPEALING

MONICA GIORGI, is an Italian anarchist
who has been framed for ‘terrorist acts’
on the basis of perjured evidence by pros-
ecution witnesses, and was sentenced to
12 years imprisonment (see FREEDOM,
10th October, 1981).

Monica is now appealing against her
conviction which was based on alleged
membership of the marxist Prima Lina.

Letters of solidarity can be sent to her:

Monica Giorgi,

Carcere di Reggio Emilia.

42100 Reggio Emilia

ITALY

Letters supporting her appeal, and pro-
testing against her conviction should be
sent to:

Dott-Sechi, President of the Assize

Court of Livorno,

57100 Livorno,

ITALY

better off, financially, on the dole has
gone down. In 1978 this was 20% of the
workforce. It is now 4%. Real benefits
are 7% lower. This ‘better off than’ is not
the simple comparison that is tossed about
by campaigners against ‘scroungers.’ In
1978, a poor family on three quarters
of the average wage would have lost £3.40
per week if the breadwinner became un-
employed. The experts say that this was
almost certainly less than the expenses
incurred in having a job. Now, the same
family would lose more than £20 per week.

Figures released today (1st March)
show that the earnings of some company
Directors went down last year, due to loss
of bonuses. However, the average Dir-
ector’s wages went up 14% About a
quarter went up 25%.

Some groups of public sector workers
have managed to avoid the government’s
4% limit on pay rises. The police, for
instance. Or the armed forces. Now, it has
been announced that the Royal Family
are to have a 8.1% increase next year.

Meanwhile, changes in the method of
calculating supplementary benefits, mean
that 2 million families and 2 million pen-

sioners will have their money cut. The
government has announced that it will
drop the ‘housing element’ of the retail
price index when calculating benefits.
Another 3.5 million people will be affected
indirectly, as rent and rates rebates are
calculated using supplementary benefit
levels as a base.

The Budget has been well received by
Conservatives. Income tax has stayed at
the same rate but the thresholds for allow-
ances have been increased. Much less fuss
was made about the fact that the govern-
ment has already announced that it is
going to raise National Insurance contrib-
utions by 1%. This, apparently, does not
count as tax. It cancels out the budget
gain. Total tax bill for our ‘typical’ family,
including income tax, National insurance,
VAT, rates etc. is now £73.37, that is
46.26% of their income. Our thesis is
undermined a little here. Those on 75%
of the national average only lose 44.92%.
Leaving a dizzy 55.08%. Or £57.01. Of
course, in these free market times, they
have the opportunity to reduce their tax
VAT or purchase tax. Or, as we may ask
the mathematically minded, what is 15%
of bugger all?
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