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Organ of the Anarchist Black Cross and Black Flag Group.

AN ANAREHIST BULLETIN DEVOTED TO THE INTER-
ESTS OF THE WORKING CLASS REVOLUTION

Communications to Black Flag, 83a Haverstock Hill, London There is a ‘grain of truth’ in the statement that ‘industrial
NW3, (iatrance in Steele’s Road). Cheques and POs disruption, motivated by greed and politics, will bring
should he made payable to Anarchist Black Cross (Giro anarchy by the autumn’, states Kenneth Fleet (City Comment,
seconnt §1 172 0009) or to Simian. Daily Telegraph, July 9th)

| AR, If you want to be able to recognise it when it comes, read
s 0 Black Flag, the monthly that wants anarchy by the autumn...

or even sooner.

Produced by voluntary labour. Published and printed by 0 Ry £1.50

the Black Flag group; typesetting by Bread and Roses.
¥ssued in continuation of a tradition of anarchist pubhshmg
im this country dating back over a century; the seizure of
thiis journal by a police officer except under an authorised

warzant or other receipt constitutes an act of theft. BLACK FLAG is available in London at Compendium
Interference with its open sale on the streets is a breach Bookshop, Camden High Street, NW1; Freedom Bookshop,
of the rights of colportage. 84b Whitechapel High Street, E1; Housman’s, 3 Caledonian

Road, N1; Rising Free, 197 Kings Cross Road, N1; in
Leicester at Black Flag Bookshop, 1 Wilne Street, Leicester;

BLACK FLAG - as seen by nine million people on tele- in Leeds at ‘Books’, 84 Woodhouse Lane; in Manchester
vision — the highest viewing figure for any libertarian at Grass Roots, 271 Upper Brook Street; in Birmingham
journal. If only one in every ten subsequently buy the at Peace Centre, 18 Moor Street.

paper. our circulation will be larger than that of the Times. Chicago, Solidarity Bookshop, 713 West Armitage.

ANARCHO-QUIZ

BLACK FLAG are starting production of a series of 1. Best-selling ‘nymphet’ story ‘Lolita’ was written by
letterpress posters for the benefit of political prisoners. Vladimir Nabokov - but what, written by a relative of
The first in the series will be Emiliano Zapata, Mexican the same name, proved the greatest flop of Tsarist Russia?

revolutionary and libertarian. . e I e e
Order your poster now - price 60p plus post. 2. What is the political significanceof Wagner’s ‘Siegfried
so far as libertarians are concerned?

3. Who, one of three sisters prominent in the anarchist
movement, went to prison in pre- world war one West
London for pioneering birth control among working women?

4. Were the Goidon Riots in 18th century London, described

as anti-Catholic, inspired by rehglous bigotry; and why was
the ostensible 1eader Lord George Gordon, considered mad?

5. What was the Cato Street conspiracy ... and how did it
affect Australian bushrangers?

6. What anti-militarist satirical classic was written by a Czech
anarchist? |
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(answers page 15)

UNSOCIAL SECURITY

The British Security Services are polishing up their image
following the recent spate of incidents in which Scotland
‘Yard’s Special Branch and Bomb Squad have claimed full
responsibility for successful investigations and ‘frame ups’.
To counteract this sorry state of affairs, a public relations
office has been set up specially to inform the public as to
the true function of the security services. PHONE
01-236-5555.... Ask for and speak to the Security Service
Publicity Department.
| BREIEE TR
LAWS! We know what they are worth!
They are spider-webs for the rich and mighty -

Steel chains for the poor and weak -
Fishing nets in the hands of the Government.

Proudhon




THE FIRST BLAST OF THE CIVIL WAR?

Casually, in the course of a TV programme (on the Angry
Brigade - referred to elsewhere in these pages) a dramatic
announcement was made by a high ranking police officer,
which has been ignored by the national press, yet the impli-
cations of which are of historic importance. It indicates a
clear acceptance of the Police State. It is a declaration almost
of civil war in that it threatens that treatment, now common-
place in Belfast, will be accorded those citizens of the mainland
who happen to disagree with the government of the day, and
does not conceal the recognition that they may choose to
respond.

Chief Superintendant Habershon is known for his verbal
indiscretions but they reflect sincerely-held police opinion
(his notorious remark about judge’s rules was that he had no
time for ‘legal niceties’). He was questioned about the fact
that a large number of people (hundreds of them) had been
harassed during the Angry Brigade investigations and they
felt it was because of their ‘left wing opinions’. It was shown
quite clearly (nor did he dissent from the fact) that this was
the tip of the iceberg and their number could run into
thousands, and that the treatment, under greater pressures,
might reach pogrom level.

Supt. Habershon stated forcibly that if people were going
to ‘preach violence and revolution’ and outrages occurred
within this context they must expect such treatment in the
future.

But who is to decide that particular views are the ‘preaching
of violence and revolution?’ Not the courts. The treatment
that is to be meted out to offenders will happen long before
the courts come into it. Views on what constitutes such
preaching differ drastically: in a famous case (June 1945)
the Newark Advertiser held that the then Chairman of the
Labour Party had, in those very words, ‘preached violence
and revolution’ locally, and in defence to a libel action, it
maintained he had done so all his life. Professor Laski was
unable to convince the court otherwise and faced disastrous
costs. Yet, if, aided by the finest legal brains in the land, this
middle-aged, middle-class, respectable, internationally-known,
mild professor - chairman of a great national party on the
verge of electoral victory - could not establish that he had not
‘preached violence and revolution’ who among the ordinary
citizens of the country could possibly stand a change againt
the personal decision of a Commander Bond or a Supt.
Habershon?

Supt Habershon’s dictum that those whom the police
thought were preaching ‘violence and revolution” may
expect the treatment meted out in the Angry Brigade investi-
gations - which in more serious circumstances might reach
pogrom level - has a sinister sound, since cvery dictatorship
begins by stating it is merely rounding up known enemies ol
the State.

Who Decides?

Lenin made it clear that freedom of speech, press and associa-
tion was ‘only denied’ in Russia to those who were encniies
of the ‘young Soviet State’ fighting for its life against foreign
intervention - but who was to decide who were ‘encmics’™
Obviously, all who were not with the Communist Party were
against it. By establishing the police state first, Lenin moved
on to ‘soviet’ dictatorship. Hitler and Amin both said they
were only acting against minorities which (they decided them-
selves) acted against the national interest.

If people are to ‘preach violence and revolution’ - and the
Newark Advertiser journalist who said this of Professor Laski
was as much entitled to his opinion as Mr Palmer Hall of the

Special Branch - Supt. Habershon does not say that théy will
be prevented from doing so. He cannot say this because there
is no law whatsoever he can appeal to. (When Enoch Powell
threatens ‘rivers of blood’ he is preaching violence, but he is
not breaking any law; Supt Habershon is careful to exclude

him by saying ‘violence and revolution’). But what he does

say is that if they hold ‘left wing opinions’ (he made no attempt
at denying that it was precisely such opinions that came into
question) they would be subject to the kind of treatment

that was meted out - not to the Angry Brigade - but to those
who ‘preached’ the theories in which the Angry Brigade was
able to flourish. In other words, he would take political hos-
tages (this was why the film closed with Christie’s remarks

that States which take political hostages must expect political
hostages to be taken).

Do as You Like - And Get Done

You can believe what you like and say what you like, but if
you do so, and something illegal is said (not proved) to occur
within that context, you will be bullied, and harassed by
armed police, your mail will be opened, your phone tapped,
your car Stripped, you may be denounced to employers and
barred from jobs, your landlords will be informed, you may
be subject to humiliating strip searches - including the raid of
lone women in their beds, forced to dress in front of laughing
male officers playing patsy with their underclothing, or.
ultimately, you may be committed for long periods of
imprisonment, the police opposing bail, until the courts ulti-
mately release you without trial, or after trial.

We are not talking of Moscow, Belfast, Kampala or Istan-
bul, but of Greater London Boroughs such as Islington,
Camden, Haringey, Kilburn and Kensington. All this happened
on an unprecedented scale, hundreds of people being involved.
Not all of them were young or necessarily of left wing opinions.
One elderly lady, for instance, had always steadfastly refused
to listen to any sort of radical talk in front of the Queen’s
picture on her tea caddy, but she was the aunt of a friend of a
person subsequently cleared. She was raised in her bedroom
by six huge gorrilla-like detectives who searched through her
clothes (no woman PC being present as there was no time for
‘legal niceties’) and when she hysterically demanded to be
allowed to go to collect her friend’s drugs - a naive remark
which acted as a red rag to the bulls - she was escorted through
the strects (not technically arvested) to the *pusher’ - a
chemist’s shop from which she collected the drugs prescribed
for a bedridden old woman dying of cancer. Not only did
she suffer a mental breakdwon but she lost her entire income
outside her pension since she had been getting assistance from
the nephew (which led to her *discovery’ in an address book)
which she henceforward declined as he was obviously “up to
something - they don’t act like that because of your views’.

Up against the Wall

They do not. in the mainland of these islands, as you are walk-
ing along at random, shove your face up against the wall,
covering you with a gun, or go in to smash your house up.

Not yet. But there is no reason why such ‘legal niceties’
Teudd continue to be observed il people are ‘preaching revo-
fon and violenee™. To establish a dictatorship, all they

Lave to dois to find it imperative to suppress them, in the

judeement of a few ~elect people controlling the police

(this is why Goerite teok control of the Prussian police;
how 1 enin, able to pay Tottish mercenaries as police with
l‘k‘“)ii.!(ul-?w Caicianlan lil&.);n.’_\". .\Ci/‘cd p()WCl').

[hic courts will be there, at that juncture, to protect
yous hut opmgon rapidly sways, as it did in Germany, when
Cacend with the fact of sackings, raidings, beatings-up. press
propacanda, the blaring of victory (the gangs have been
wipedout ).... The control of the German police by ihe Nazis
in the carly days, while all this wus going on, was st
incapable of making the courts agree that people vould be
intimidated, bullied and even murdered by the police o
the legalised Nazis. For this reason, the Nazis set up concen-










































