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The acceptable face of capitalism
has let slip its mask to reveal just
another ugly visage. The Tories
batten down the hatches and hope
it will all go away. The Labour Party
rubs its collective hands together
with ill concealed glee. Margaret
Thatcher had the personable Mr
Parkinson to front her party and
even before his recent demise
Labour’s ‘great white hope’ Nelil
Kinnock was beginning to prove
strong competition. Immediately
after Labour’s conference and Kin-
nock’s election to the leadership
the opinion polls showed the Tories
losing some of their massive lead.
Who knows what the next one will
show.

Neil Kinnock is the personifi-
cation of the new, bright young
Labour Party whose supporters
wish to see sweep into power at
the next election. He has all the
right qualifications for the job of
leader. Working class background,
nice welsh accent, an ability to stab
people in the back quietly and has
the makings of a good TV person-
ality. Success will depend on his
ability to portray the Labour Party
as the only viable and welcome
alternative to the conservatives. A
party of the people regaining its
traditional working class base rid of
the middle class liberals that have
moved over to the SDP. Even the
hard (or stale) left will probably be
convinced and run out in their
hundreds to ‘vote Labour with no
illusions’. And as the letters in
FREEDOM show even some so-
called anarchists will find them-
selves inexorably drawn to vote,
‘for Labour is the only alternative’.

However once you have no
llusions the only course of action
Is to despise both parties equally.
Labour is the alternative that
maintains the existence of the
Conservatives and vice versa. Per-
petually playing each other off in
the game of sticks and carrots. In
so far as they are integral to the
system they are identical. One leads
to the other and then back again.
Neither is capable, nor would it
wish to be, of doing without the
other and moving towards a one
party state of either variety. Even a
large Tory majority has it drawbacks
as they themselves need an effective
opposition to trade punches with
and are having to create one on
their own back benches.

This inbred myth called Parlia-
mentary Democracy is one more
obstacle to any real social change.

It is a burden that we are forced to
bear and keeps us safely on our

knees. Its promises, its pragmatism,
its fairness, its alternatives, its
accountability and its freedom!

Neil Kinnock may well lead the
Labour Party to Victory or the
Tories may gain a third term. Either
way for us it will be a defeat.
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Anarchists have always opposed
and resisted war, and we have op-
posed and resisted nuclear weapons
ever since they were first used — as
may be seen from the editorial
comment on Hiroshima In this
paper (then called War Comment-
ary), which is reprinted elsewhere
in this issue. Also printed elsewhere
in this i1ssue are several items on
various aspects of anarchist involve-
ment In the nuclear disarmament
movement, including a long account
of its history. Here we wish to
make clear the anarchist attitude
to the latest CND march and rally
in particular and to the present
nuclear disarmament movement in
general,

The London demonstration on
Saturday, 22 October, is the fourth
of the annual events which have
punctuated the course of the new
nuclear disarmament movement
during the past three years. The
first, in October 1980, was so large
that it marked the revival of the
movement following the NATO
decision in 1979 to increase nuclear
weapons In Western Europe, begin-
ning in Britain. The second, in
October 1981, was twice as large.
The third, in June 1982, was twice
as large again, and was indeed the
largest nuclear disarmament demon-
stration ever held in Britain. Since
then, however, the movement has
suffered several reverses, the most
serious being the defeat of the
Labour Party in the General Election
in June 1983. The problem for
CND is that, to put the movement
back on to the public stage, this
demonstration has to be larger than
ever; and to make it larger than
ever, the message has to be vaguer
than ever.,

We support this demonstration
In principle, in the sense that we
are happy to see anarchists adding
their small numbers to the growing
numbers opposed to new nuclear
weapons, to all nuclear weapons,
and to all weapons. But we are not
at all happy with the demonstration
In practice, in the sense that its
form and content are so vague and
vacuous as to make it almost mean-
Ingless. Its official slogan is "Where
will you be?’ which betrays the un-
certainly of the organisers. Much
more important questions are ‘Why
are you here?. and ‘What are you
doing here?’, and many of the anar-
chists here have strong views about
the answers. Yet another enormous
march through the empty centre of
the capital, yet another enormous
rally in the empty park, yet another.
set of speeches full of empty rhet-
oric — all ‘this event demonstrates
is that the movement may be back
on the public stage but has nothing
significant to say.

Of course we agree with the
people, now comprising a clear
majority of the population, who

oppose the introduction of newk

nuclear weapons — the American
ground-launched Cruise missiles
coming to Greenham Common later
this, come next. Of course we agree
with CND and the whole nuclear
disarmament movement in advocat-

iIng an immediate Nuclear Freeze
and the rapid removeal of American
nuclear bases from Britain and des-
truction of British nuclear weapons.
But we don’t agree with the many
people who support such policies

because they are sentimental pac-

members of the Labour
members of or fellow-
travellers with the Communist
Party or the other Marxist sects;
and It is clear that such people are
very Influential in CND and the
wider peace movement.

In particular we are concerned
that CND is in danger of becoming
an instrument of the Labour Party
again, just as It was twenty vyears
ago. The Labour Party Annual Con-
ference passed a unilateralist resolu-
tion by a small majority in 1960,
but this was reversed in 1961. How-
ever, It passed a unilateralist resolu-
tion again in 1981, and this was con-
firmed with a two-thirds majority
in 1982, making it official party
policy; the Labour Party went into
the General Election with this uni-
lateralist policy, and also with a3

ifists, or
Left, or

unilateralist leader — and was heavily
defeated. Yet at the Annual Confer-
ence earlier this month a unilateralist
resolution was again passed with a
two-thirds majority, and at the
same time a new unilateralist leader
was elected. So on one hand it is
easy to see why CND is tempted to
put all its energy into the election
of a Labour Government, but on
the other hand it is hard to see what
good this would do. Labour Govern-
ments since 1945 began the British
Bomb in the first place and have
retained and improved it ever since,
whatever Labour Oppositions have
said in the intervals; and it is now
clear that one of the last actions
of the Labour Government before
its defeat in the 1979 General
Election was in fact to support the
NATO proposal to increase nuclear
weapons in Western Europe!

In the same way we are concerned
that CND is in danger of becoming
an instrument of Russian foreign
policy, just as it was twenty years
ago. The proposed Nuclear Freeze
would prevent future reinforce-
ments of the Anglo-American deter-
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rent in Western Europe but leave
the recent reinforcements of the
Russian deterrent in Eastern Europe;
the campaign against Cruise and
Trident tends to ignore the SS-20:
opposition to American imperialism
tends to ignore Russian imperialism.
It 15 true that Western militarism
— not just American, but British
and South African and Israeli — is
more adventurous and dangerous;
but 1t I1s also true that Eastern
militarism — not just Russian, but
Chinese and Cuban and Vietnamese
— IS more consistent and success-
ful, and 1s based on a much more
oppressive political system. A plague
on all their houses, we say; we are
against all bombs and against all the
states that make them.

Finally, we are concerned that
CND is attempting to take over the
whole anti-war movement (with the
support of the National Peace
Council). We welcome its function
as an umbrella organisation, encour-
aging and coordinating various anti-
war activities, especially the quiet
work of propaganda and argument

| SO necessary to arouse and persuade

the silent majority. And we'welcome
its support of illegal activities,
especially the various demonstra-
tions of non-violent direct action
during the past couple of years,
which is such a pleasant contrast
to the sectarian opposition twenty
years ago. But we are unhappy
about its increasing control of such
activities, especially the recent
decision to confine them to a sym-
bolic role and the current pressure
to limit the scope of proposed
demonstrations against Cruise. (We
are also unhappy about the dogmatic
separatism which has prevented
mixed demonstrations at Greenham
Common during the past couple of
years, especially at this crucial stage
when Cruise missiles are just about
to be deployed there.)

We therefore support vigorous
dissent in any way which seems
appropriate against any move to
support a narrow Nuclear Freeze,
or the electoral interests of the
Labour Party, or the strategic inter-
ests of the Soviet Union. And we
support vigorous resistance in any

What are you doing here?
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way which seems appropriate to

of all kKinds

nuclear preparations
We support the libertarian forms of

organisations being developed with-

iIn the radical wing of the move-
ment, though we have a minor
objection to the Increasing misuse

of the anarchist term affinity group

to cover any collection of people at

| @ demonstration, and we have a
major objection to the Increasing
reluctance to take positive initiatives
or to make definite proposals at
demonstrations. We are encouraged
by the relative success of the ‘Stop
the City’ demonstration in London
on 29 S‘:[)tv'*“."ﬁ.' and we welcome
further actions of this kind. We'sup
port the plans of the new Peace
Anonymous group for a ‘die-in” at
the London Cenotaph following the
official two-minute silence on Re
membrance Sunday, 13 November.
We support the plans now being
widely discussed in the movement
for a major programme of non-
violent direct action in December,
involving local actions, a civil dis-
obedience demonstration in Lon-
e War Comment "
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don, and a mass demonstration at
Greenham Common involving the
broadest possible participation (after
the proposed women's demonstra-
tion there on 11 December).

SO our answers to the two im-
portant questions about the demon-
stration on 22 October are that we
are here Decause we support any
serious protest against the growing
threat of nuclear weapons, and in
order to encourage our comrades in
the movement to join the most
radical forms of action which are
likely to win mass support. We are
particularly pleased that once again

anarchists are playing a significant
part
movement, and that we are meeting
sO many old friends and making so
many new ones, Let us all do what
we can, but let us not expect too
much too soon. As was always said
about previous demonstrations in

in the nuclear disarmament

FREEDOM (and as is repeated in

the title of Vernon Richards's book
on the subject): protest, without
illusions.

FC
























	DSC_3101 - Copy
	DSC_3101
	DSC_3102 - Copy
	DSC_3102
	DSC_3103 - Copy
	DSC_3103
	DSC_3104 - Copy
	DSC_3104



