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editorial

The games people play are many
and varied. Today we are swamped
with news and pictures of the
World Athletics Championships
from Helsinki, next year it will
be the Olympics in Los Angeles,
two years ago it was the World
Cup. All this on top of a weekly
diet of ‘Sport” that the public
are regularly force fed. From
high-tech  professionals rushing
round (and round and round
. . . ) a race track at 180mph to
so-called amateurs sprinting 100
metres in under 10 seconds. The
cricket season drawls on through
the commentary of radio rep-
orters and the football season
is about to start on the terraces.

The Greeks started it all, as
with many other things, with sthe
original Olympic Games. As part
of the celebrations in honour
of their gods, races were run
javelins were thrown fights were
fought. Not only were the first
contestants handsomely paid for
success but the games them-
selves were more obviously re-
lated to the battlefields and the
wars that they imitated.

The Romans moved up a step
and introduced mass audiences for
their atrocities in the Colliseum
and similar venues. It was they
who coined the phrase ‘panem
et circenses’, already the practice
of social control was well under-
stood.

The barbarities of bear-baiting

and cock-fighting as mass events
are in the not so distant past and
Spaniards still seem to get some

sort of vicarious pleasure out of

seeing helpless bulls massacred.

Let alone the ever popular sport
of trying to beat the living day-

lights out of called

Boxing.

someone,

The actual sportsmen and wom-
en themselves are beginning to
fall physically to pieces as they
in pur-
suit of fame and/or money. Egged
on by the hungry public behind
them, in almost every event you
care to watch someone ends up
needing medical treatment and a

overtrain and overstrain

stretcher.

And where does all this leave
those of us who would kick a
around on a Sunday
afternoon or play cricket in an
alley. As with every other field
of human activity the author-
itarian nature of our society can
leave nothing unsullied and the
fine pleasure of competition and
sport becomes twisted and warped
in our hands so as to better serve
Just
itself where
we are forced back into a corner
and have to compromise every-
SO we
let ourselves listen to the cricket,
but hold to no side, see the ath-
grace and
stamina, watch the football and

football

the needs of our masters.

as with freedom

day in order to survive

letics, admire their

not care who wins, or do we?

THE SPORT
OF TIGER
SHOOTING

tensions in
South Atlantic
already beginning to push
Sri Lanka into the shade. So
small i1s the modern world, so
quickly do we learn its news,
sO Inured have we become to
the fresh horrors of each day,
that by the time this issue goes
to press the bloodshed in Sri
Lanka will already be forgotten
by most people in this country.

The rising
America and the
are

Yet it's worth dwelling upon
a little longer.,
Reports from Sri Lanka are

unreliable because of the govern-
ment monopoly on the dissem-
ination of news. But it's now
generally accepted that about 300
people (almost all Tamils) were
murdered, and that hundreds of
houses, shops and factories were
destroyed. Tourists were able to
watch Tamils being burned to
death at the main railway station.
Sinhalese prisoners massacred Tam-
IIs on two separate occasions
In the same prison. Troops raged
about killing any Tamils they
lighted upon. And they presided
over the pillage. Camps in Colombo
and elsewhere have filled with
over 40 000 Tamil refugees.

The government line is that
of the classic conspiracy theory.
It didn’t really know what was
going on, but it does know that
foreign ‘Marxist-Leninists’ were res-
ponsible and that three of the
banned political parties in Sri
Lanka were ‘directly involved’.
Meanwhile President JR Jayewar-

dene has received sympathetic
treatment in the British press.
He's been portrayed as a man

who, confronted with extremist
separatist demands for a Tamil
state in the north, and sporadic
acts of violence byTamil separa-
tists (notably the Liberation Tigers
of Tamil Eelam), has done his
level best to protect them from
themselves.

Michael Hamlyn of The Times
(8 August), discussing the recent
banning of the Tamil United
Liberation Front (TULF) .says
this: The amendment (to the
constitution) s tantamount to
proscribing the TULF and it
remains to be seen how the party
will react. It would be pleasant
to think that the TULF would

Central | continue to

work within the
democratic system, but experience
has shown that whenever mod-
erates come forward within the
Tamil community the terrorists
drive them back.

The Observer says: Sri Lanka
has had a relatively peaceful hist-
ory, being associated in the public
mind with upmarket package holi-
days rather than intercommunal
violence.

Well, let's have a look at this
democracy of a relatively peace-
ful 1sland.

It consists of a majority Sin-
halese population, by religion Ther-
avana Buddhist, and a minority
Tamil population, by religion Hin-
du. The Tamils themselves are
divided between those who
came to Sri Lanka 2 000 vyears
ago, and the ‘plantation Tamils’,
brought over in appalling cond-
itions from South India by the
British during the last century
as cheap labour for the tea plan-
tations. Under the British, however,
Tamils also became a favoured
elite; it was largely they who
ran the colony’s administration.

After Sri Lankan independ-
ence the Sinhalese took power,
leaving the Tamils to struggle
with increasing impatience and
anger for the survival of their
culture. The emergence of the
Young Boys’ Movement, or Tamil
Tigers, with their dreams of the
re-establishment in modern form
of the ancient Tamil kingdom
of Eelam in the north, can be seen
as a response to government in-
flexibility in regard to the Tamil
population as a whole, at least as
much as it can be seen, from the
other side, as a sign of unreason-
able intransigence.

But Sri Lanka has not only
been divided on racial and nation-
alist grounds. In 1971, in the
days of the Bandaranaike resi-
dency, Janata Vimukhti Peramuna,
was involved in an attempt at
insurrection, The government dec-
lared an emergency which lasted
from March 1971 to February
1977. During this time around
14 000 men and women were
detained without trial and civil
liberties drastically curtailed.

In 1977 the United National
Party, which is still in power,

adapt to the new situation, and | took office, A new constitution

was promulgated, prisoners were
released, lip service was paid to
human rights and both Tamil
and Sinhala were proclaimed nat-
ional languages (with Sinhala rem-
aining the official lanquage). But
the government didn’t feel any
more secure In power than did
its predecessors. During 1978 and
1979 special emergency legisla-
tion was introduced (permitting,
(or example, prolonged detention
iIn police custody without charge
or trial). Torture became wide-
spread under the Prevention of
Terrorism Act, and police officers
found quilty of torture have act-
ually been promoted by the govern-
ment. People have ‘disappeared’
and bodies, often seriously mut-
ilated, have turned up under
bridges and other places where
mutilated bodies are likely to be
found. After the presidential elec-
tion of October 1982 emergency
rule was extablished to avert
post-election violence. Many people,
including members of the country’s
main opposition parties, were ar-
rested and imprisoned. In July
1983, before the most recent
events, fresh emergency legislation
was introduced. It allowed police
to bury or cremate the bodies
of dead people without anyone
being present or without inquest
procedures.

This is the democratic system
referred to by 7The Times, and
it’s been around for a long time.

Anarchists are familiar with
the argument, constantly advanced
to them, that if states and their
armies were abolished chaos would
result,

From this it follows that what
has happened in Sri Lanka, for
instance, is not chaos but an
unfortunate aberration.

‘The Tamils were the victims’,
says Jayewardene, explaining his
tough measures against separatism,
‘I had to protect them’ He also
says, ‘Before there can be any
progress, terrorism must be elim-
inated.” He also says that he is
forestalling dictatorship.

He can get away with such
crap precisely because states are
still largely seen in this way, as
protectors of a morally fragile
population, as arbiters between
warring sides, as eliminators of
terrorism, and not as themselves

anarchist fortnightly

| perpetrators of a kind of system-

atic chaos, and generators of
terrorism. Yet only a short time
before the escalation of violence
in Sri Lanka we saw a demonst-
ration of the pure fallacy of this
view when a group of Armenians

assaulted the Turkish embassy In
Lisbon and diplomats and their

families were killed. The Armenians
were automatically labelled terr-
orists. But their act had been
provoked by a government’s cal-
culated elimination of an entire
civilisation, the killing of at least
2 million Armenians during a2
massive deportation i1n the first
part of this century. This was
not labelled terrorist. Nor was it
described as chaos.

The recent events in Sri Lanka,
following hard upon the events In
Lisbon, have acted as a powerful
reminder that dictatorships and
democracies differ only in the
degree of terrorism, not in the
quality of it. Terrorism must be
eliminated, says the President.
The terrorist role of the Sri Lankan
army, who refused to discuss
substantial evidence of the shooting
and beating to death of Tamils
by the security forces have before
the present massacres took place,
Killed when and where they chose,
and egged on Sinhalese civilians,
IS by now well-established. There
IS a wellgrounded belief, too,
that the slaughter of prisoners,
supposed to be held under the
protection of the state, was itself
orchestrated by the state. The
Killers in Welikada prison didn't
Kill indiscriminately, as was rep-
orted, and as enraged mobs do,
but according to plan, and the
Killings took place on two separ-
ate days in the same place; the
second time was only a day after
a government inquiry had pub-
lished its findings with extraord-
inary, and suspicious rapidity.
Behind the horror of the last weeks
stands a whole apparatus of legis-
lation which, while claiming to
protect, breeds only frustration
and despair. And finally, behind

this, lies the old protective shadow
of whiskered imperialism. The
British bowed out of Sri Lanka
in a gentlemanly fashion many
years ago, but they left it, like
so0 much of the world, to lick
over wounds that refuse to heal.

Gaia



FREEDOM

Editorial Collective

84b Whitechapel High St
London E1

We reserve the right to cut
letters unless otherwise
specified by the author.

All signed articles reflect
the opinion of the authors,
not necessarily those of
the editorial collective.

® Populist Authoritarianism

As a long time reader of FREE—
DOM | was dismayed that you
would print the article Ant/-
Porn March by SCB (FREEDOM,
4 June 1983). Are we to infer from
the fact that you printed such
a piece that the FREEDOM coll-
ective approves of both the act-
ivities described therein and the
supportive sentiments expressed by
the author? Since no editorial
comment was appended, such an
inference would appear to be
justified. If such is the case, then
| am puzzled as to the nature of
the ‘anarchism’ you endorse. The
ideology of anarchism surely re-
quires the condemnation of all
attempts at censorship, whether
carried out by governments or
by private individuals or groups,
for at the heart of this ideology
is respect for the autonomy of
individuals. Sadly, the article in

@ The Nature of Porn

question revealed not the slightest
acquaintance with this fact. In-
stead, the article described with
approval a series of vigilante actions
designed to harrass the frequenters
of bookstores that sell sexually

explicit materials. One of the
actions was the ritualistic mutil-
ation of a copy of Playboy. (If
Playboy is to be mutilated, can
the mutilation of the works of
Rabelais, de Sade, Lawrence, Henry
Miller, and Alex Comfort be
far behind?)

| think it is clear that if the
same actions had been carried
out by the police or by some

right-wing vigilante group (led
by, say, Mary Whitehouse or
Lord Longford), FREEDOM’s

condemnation would have been
immediate and unequivocal. Appar-
ently the FREEDOM collective
IS of the opinion that censorship

|

IS not really censorship if it is
imposed by a group that knows
how to use trendy radical rhetoric,
Nor is coercion really an assault
on individual autonomy if it is
practised by those who profess
to speak in the name of that mon-
strous abstraction, ‘the people’.
This
quage, so clearly implicit in your
publication of the article, will
hardly attract newcomers to anar-
chism, nor will it encourage the
continued support of FREEDOM
by those whose anarchism has not
been corrupted by the incoherent
fantasies of Marcuse and the
impenetrable jargon of other con-
tinental radical gurus.

The Anti-Porn March article Is
but one in a long sequence of
disappointing articles that have
appeared in FREEDOM. Coming
after the notorious Anti-Ecology

1984ish corruption of lan-

article, innumerable articles praising
with faint damns the lunatic-
terrorist ultra-eft, scores of art-
icles that view capitalism and not
Marxism-Leninism as the principal
enemy of freedom, and articles that
imply that Noam Chomsky (an
apologist for Pol Pot) is some kind
of anarchist, the June 4 article
played for me the role of ‘penult-
imate straw’. If anarchism cannot
be sharply distinguished from pop-
ulist authoritarianism, it does not
deserve to continue. For if such
were to be the case, then anar-
chism would have to be class-
ified as just another 19th Century
‘dream of reason’ which, like all
such dreams, has produced an
ample supply of monsters.

MG Anderson

| feel | must write a few words
in reply to Joe Peacott's letter
(2nd July). So Joe you think
that women — and men — taking
action against pornography ‘seems
to be a clear interference with
free speech and expression, and
should be opposed and condemned
by anarchists’. Such a statement
reveals a very naive understanding
of the nature of pornography
and s unfortunately typical of
modern day Alex Comforts -
a sexual reactionary if ever there

_ are eternal
“and part of any future society.

was one — and selfstyled ‘free-
thinkers’,
Porn degrades and exploits

women. If it doesn‘t then how
do you explain the actual con-

B Arthur the Ideologist

——

tent of pornographic magazines,
films, etc? Women are clearly
shown as objects to be used and
abused as men see fit. Sex is seen
as competition between men for
women they consider ‘attractive’
— e physically — and for those
men who ‘lose out’, pornography
serves to satisfy their ‘fantasies’.
As a man who during my teenage
years consumed such shit | talk
from some experience.

Porn reinforces a society based
on sexual competition and the
sexual exploitation of women by
men. Taking action against porn
does not constitute censorship
because porn — unlike most liter-
ature — IS not just about ideas,

but it is ideas put into practice. | slaves in the southern USA round

It is the difference between a porn
mag and a book written by a
fascist — the latter ta/ks about
exploitation, the former does it.

If mutilating porn mags interferes
with freedom I'm damned if
| can see why. Unless by ‘free
speech’ you mean freedom to
verbally abuse people, or by ‘free
expression’ you mean paedophilia
and child abuse. Because porno-
graphic magazines and films come
iInto very much the same category
— just because some of the women
who are being abused and deg-
raded in this way consent to
It does not mean such 2xploitation
Is right. After all, many of the

about the time of the civil war
were opposed to slavery being

abolished — as they are today
in African countries such as
Mauritania — but that does not

justify slavery.

Of course ‘it is true that many
people opposed to pornography
are also opposed to any free ex-
pression of sexuality and should
rightly be condemned for being
so. But just because you share
one opinion with people whose
every other opinion you disagree
with need not mean your holding

of that opinion is wrong. It is
a question of why.
Gjon

Arthur Askey (FREEDOM July 16)
offers us theoretical youngsters
the benefits of nearly 40 years of
libertarian contemplation. Obvious-
ly wisdom such as his is eternal
where facts are mere shadows, but
it's still a pity that in his claims
about the London Workers’ Group,
Askey once again doesn‘t have
a leg to stand on. The LWG is
not ‘most(ly). .pure marxists’,
or indeed mostly anything. As
an open discussion group without
a formal membership, a variety of
opinions are expressed at meetings,
ranging from the odd marxist right
through to the (occasionally very)
odd libertarian like Arthur him-
self. What is true is that a maj-
ority of those attending meetings,
while not agreeing about much
else, do disagree with him.

Arthur’s brand of libertarianism
rests on two basic contentions.
First, that various features of
capitalist society such as the
production of commodities, and
their exchange through a market,
economic categories

B More on Commonweal

The best way to make up your
mind about the first issue of the
new Commonweal is obviously to
read it, rather than either my review
(July 2) or the replies by Common-
weal or B. Tillet (July 16); but |
shall reply to their letters for the
sake of people who haven’t seen
the magazine, and also for the sake
of the truth.

The main problem about the
ambitous articles on the police,
the peace movement, and the
present political situation is simply
that they say a great deal in terms
of emotion, rhetoric and hysteria,
but very little in terms of facts,
arguments and conclusions. The
main problem with the poem s
that, however good its intentions,
it is very bad as a poem. | did
actually give brief reasons for my
comments, but | thought it would
be kinder not to go into further
detail. Constructive criticism needs
a basis on which construction is
possible; encouragement of a new
publication needs items worth
encouraging: frankly | find such

|

Anyone who disagrees with Arth-
ur about this is a ‘marxist’. Sec-
ondly, that the only thing wrong
with society is authority relations,
and the only thing to be done
away with is the principle of
hierarchy.

From this it follows that for
Arthur work isn’t alienating, only
the discipline imposed by bosses.
Class struggle is irrelevant. Class
violence is anti-social. Revolution
IS a matter of spreading correct
libertarian ideas. And once they
are accepted by everyone, and
commodity production and ex-

change are conducted by co-
operatives — organised on the
correct libertarian principles —

then capitalism will have ceased
to exist. Anyone who disagrees
with Arthur about this is not
only a ‘marxist’ but an ‘author-
itarian’.

For libertarians like Arthur the
most important thing is the formal
structure of libertarian organisation.

In practice this means having a
strong written constitution so that
each libertarian can see that his

things lacking in the Commonweal.
But | still wished it good luck.
Finally, and typically, the matter
of David Nicoll’s mental condition is
far more complex than is suggested.
It is true that he has suffered a
serious breakdown during his short
time in prison (from April 1892 to
September 1893) butitissignificant
that, although he lived for another
25 years, he never recovered, and
it is also significant that he was
already obviously unbalanced long
before his imprisonment. Briefly,
he was born in 1859, inherited a
small fortune in 1881, spent it
within a couple of years, was sent
to a workhouse in 1883 for threat-
ening a printer with a knife for
refusing to print a poem, and was
sent to a lunatic asylum in 1888.
Meanwhile he had joined the
Socialist League in 1885, later to
become one of the leaders of its

anarchist fraction, and with Frank.

Kitz was one of the main advocates
of revolution through robbery and
violence, editing the Commonweal
from 1890 to 1892, He was a good

freedom to act as he likes is pro-
tected at all times, and that the
rule bobk can be appealed to
when his freedom conflicts with
somebody else’s. Since the limits
of necessary co-existence are def-
ined in the constitution, there’s
no need to build new mutual
social relations, or indeed for
any display of tolerance towards
other people or their ideas. Arthur
not wunjustly castigates pacifists
who are ‘often rather aggressive
and intolerant people’ and ‘anti-
theory activists’ who ‘are in fact
stuffed full of theory’. He might
have added libertarians, who are
often remarkably unconcerned
about the liberty of others.

In contrast to this sort of
libertarianism the London Workers'’
Group was started in the belief
that the different ideas people
had, and the different labels they
applied to themselves, were rela-
tively unimportant beside the
common problems they faced. As
isolated militants in work or

unemployed, wanting class struggle
today, and also a revolution over-

writer and a brave maiy, but to call
him (and Kitz, who decamped-with
the Socialist League funds in 1891)
‘more than a little crazy’ is, in the
circumsatances, a pretty mild
description.

MH

With regard to Ross Bradshaw's
letter (July 16). What we wrote in
Commonweal was taken a little
more seriously than context would
allow, nevertheless we will take up
the point. We are quoted as saying
“we hope ... someone will have the
good sense to place a brown paper
bag over the head of Monseigneur
Bruce Kent — and tie it tightly”.
We are then accused of ‘sloppy
thinking and elitism’ because we
also say that “anarchism can be
relied upon as the only political
force that will consistantly oppose
militarism”. This could only be
called sloppy thinking if you equate
all violence with militarism, in
which case the sloppy thinking
would be on Ross’s side. Militarism

throwing capitalism and state. The
breaking of that isolation through
discussion and practical solidarity
was more impo rtant than peddling
one of the 57 varieties of correct
line. The open, often unstructured,
nature of meetings, and our refusal
to write a political platform or
call ourselves a communist/anar-
chist/libertarian goup, has meant
that we have been rubbished
from the start by organisation
fetishists and purveyors of the one
true ideology. Sadly it means they
are still free to try their luck at
converting us to their views at
often tedious length — which is
more than we would be if they
held their own meetings. But that’s
the price you pay for trying to
maintain an open forum for people
to learn from one another’s ideas
and experiences. Happily we sel-
dom have to wait long before
they get bored with us and move
on, like Arthur Askey, in search
of another Bandwagon.

Tommy Handley

—

IS a socital relationship which entails
the breaking of a persons individua-
lity, all the better for them to obey,
machine-like, the commands of
others, obviously we would recom-
mend no such thing. Nor is it elitist
unless you can’t lay your hands on
a brown plastic bag.

He further suggests that what we
say would provide ‘‘valuable
ammunition (sic) to those who see
anarchism as the expression of
mindless violence and infantile
posing”, but this would be so only
if these people couldn’t read what
was written,

For our own purposes here we
can distinguish two sorts of mind-
less violence, 1. Sadistic — the sort
of generalised violence perpetrated
by capitalism daily. 2. Masochistic —
the sort that lets the police (and
now the army) drag people through
the mud, kick and punch the same,
and deprive them of their liberty
without offering any resistance.
This too has its sadistic side — wit-

ness the co-operation between CND
officials and the police.
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