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DUMMY OF

WHAT THE FORTNIGHTLY 
FREEDOM 

WILL LOOK LIKE

A Fortnightly
FREEDOM

from January

Yes, Freedom will be going fortnightly in 
mid-January, and this ‘dummy’ gives you an 
idea of the new format, layout and the kind 
of topics that will be among our regular 
features. Some of our new readers may think 
that we are too ambitious in our plans for 
the fortnightly, but they may not realise that 
from 1951 for more than twenty years 
Freedom was a weekly and that from 1961- 
1970 we published 118 issues of a 32-page 
monthly Anarchy as well.

Our decision, therefore, to come out 
fortnightly in 1990 and to ensure that The 
Raven (our 96-page quarterly) does appear 
quarterly, has not been taken lightly or with­
out experience of the problems that we can 
expect to have to face and solve. Were we to 
be a commercial enterprise our first concern 
would be to raise the capital, and having 
persuaded the capitalists that it was a profit­
able venture in the long term, there would be 
no problem in engaging an editor, reporters, 
sales manager, advertising manager and all 
the other administrative team to launch the 
paper. In the case of a paper like Freedom 
which does not employ any paid staff we start 
by asking ourselves who shall we be able to 
rely on to write for it. It’s not just that we 
shall need twice the amount of ‘copy’ for the 
fortnightly but that the fortnightly must be 
a different publication from the monthly. 

And it must be for another reason too. As 
anarchist propagandists we feel that neither 
Freedom nor The Raven have been used to 
the best advantage up to now. For it was 
obvious (unfortunately only when we started 
to take decisions about the irregular appear­
ance of The Raven) that we could not usefully 
publish two magazines (a monthly and a 
quarterly). So a little late in the day we have 
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According to a survey carried 
out*— not by the anarchists but 
by the police — more than half 
of the banks and financial insti­
tutions in the City have been 
subject to fraud amounting to 
hundreds of millions of 
pounds. Last year the City of 
London police investigated 
nearly £500 million of fraud 
and attempted fraud.

But this is only the tip of the 
fraud iceberg because it would 
appear that about 17 per cent 
of companies fail to report such 
‘crimes’ — some because they 
fear publicity apparently. One 
institution, for instance, admit­
ted that it had not notified of 
a fraud totalling more than £1 
million!

All this washing of dirty City 
linen took place at the Interna­
tional Police Exhibition and 
Conference in London last 
month.

In the police survey 58 mer­
chant bankers, investment 
security and foreign banks 
were questioned. Most of them 
said that fraud had increased 
dramatically within the past ten 
years, particularly in computer 
electronic fund transfer fraud.

Highlights from the survey 
included the company which 
had been defrauded of more 
than £10 million on two occa­
sions, and another which had 
been fleeced of between 
million and £10 million 
fewer than six times.

Perhaps the reason for the 
reluctance of many companies 
to report fraud is contained in

this revealing tit-bit from the 
survey: that about 68 per cent 
of the frauds have been perpe­
trated by employees 'the bulk 
of whom were at manager or 
director level'!

After such revelations about 
the Crooked Square Mile we 
were surprised to learn that 
there were only two 20-man 
teams engaged in investigating 
the City’s top level crooks, and 
that Detective Superintendent 
Don Randall of the City of 
London Police who had spilled 
the beans alleged that all cases 
of fraud were being actively in­
vestigated by these 40 men. 
Remember when the Thatcher 
government was manning a 
campaign against the unem­
ployed who were making a few 
pounds on the side and not dec­
laring it they increased the 
DHSS snoopers by several 
hundred?

According to The Guardian 
(21st September) ‘More than 
£25 million may have gone 
missing in the Eagle Trust scan­
dal. Sources close to the affair 
said losses could be double 
what was originally feared’. 
The sordid details involving the 
top boys, with a boardroom 
shake-up involving five dismis­
sals of executives, directors 
and company secretary, can be 
enjoyed in The Guardian for 
21st September. Talk about 
Labour Party or Trades Union 
battles — which of course the 
media emphasise. These scan­
dals are limited to the financial 
pages and who other than the 
top crooks read them?

Mile
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ANARCHIST FORTNIGHTLY
continued from page 1

taken the decision of aiming to make 
Freedom more of a newspaper and less 
of a magazine. That long book reviews 
are material for The Raven and 
Freedom instead will give a wider, 
briefer coverage of the books, 
pamphlets, journals which we think our 
readers will find to be useful and 
interesting. Similarly with the more 
academic articles (excellent contribu­
tions), and the space made available will 
be used for discussion of the topics in 
the ‘news’ from an anarchist point of 
view.

With Freedom fortnightly we shall be 
looking for new readers who are not 
anarchists but who are on the Left and 
are despairing of the political parties. 
If they are to make sense of anarchism 
we must show them that the anarchist 
approach to the day to day problems 
makes sense and how it differs from that 
of the capitalist press as well as the 
various social democratic periodicals.

Earlier on we said that our first 
concern with launching a fortnightly 
newspaper was to secure the necessary 
collaboration to make it lively and infor­
mative, hard-hitting at injustices and 
uncompromising in its anti­
authoritarian, anti-capitalist position. 
Freedom has not the financial means to 
carry on its own ‘investigative journal­
ism’. Fortunately the capitalist world is 
so dis-united that an intelligent reading 
of the capitalist press, provincial as well 
as national, provides us with all the 
factual material we need to attack the 
system, to seek to persuade more and 
more people not that there is ‘an un­
acceptable face of capitalism’ (a famous 
phrase coined years ago by Mr Heath 
about the shady goings-on of Duncan 
Sandys in the Cayman Islands) but that 
capitalism is unacceptable; that every­
thing it touches it poisons. In a word, 
that capitalism is rotten to the core. 
Thatcher is just a passing incident. Un­
like the leader of the Liberal Democrats 
at their annual conference whose whole 
proposed strategy for the coming years 
was that Thatcher must be defeated at 
all costs — and capitalism and the 
H-bomb are okay — we anarchists will 
go on insisting that the Thatchers, the 
Tebbits and all the renegade Labour top 
boys come and go but what needs to be 
attacked is the capitalist system. The 
real rulers of that world can be found 
in the financial columns of the capitalist 
press — the multinationals, the insur­
ance companies, the banks, the pension 
funds, the large landowners, and the 
various powerful lobbies.

We must maintain in the columns of 
Freedom a sustained attack with facts 
on this evil system; we must expose the 
hypocrisy of those individuals and

parties who prattle about the environ­
ment but who will not admit that so long 
as the profit motive, the capitalist 
system, exists considerations of the 
environment can go to hell! If they were 
serious the government would not 
propose spending £6 billion on more 
roads to attract more cars, but would 
talk about introducing free public 
transport. If the Labour Party were 
serious they would not talk about 
increasing production but of the re­
distribution of wealth for we already 
produce more than we can consume 
(empty houses and 150,000 homeless, 
and ‘poverty traps millions on fringe of 
society’ — The Independent, 19th 
September 1989).

We believe that this attack on the 
system will be more effective in 
Freedom if we can rely on more and 
more of its readers feeding us with 
examples from their local papers and 
from direct experiences of the capitalist 
system at work. If our optimism is 
rewarded we will probably get more 
material than we can use, but none will 
be wasted.

We are also aiming to have regional 
as well as sectional editors. By the time 
the first issue of the fortnightly Freedom 
comes out we hope to be in a position 
to give a list of the regional editors so 
that readers who want to contribute 
local material which has a wider signifi­
cance can be in touch with the regional 
editor. The present contact column in 
Freedom is unreliable. Many new read­
ers have written to us saying that they 
have not been able to make contact. A 
half-page of the fortnightly will be allo­
cated to announcements and in future 
the contact column will only include 
those contacts who actually are distri­
butors of Freedom. More details in the 
November issue of Freedom. We have 
never accepted paid advertisements. 
However, we feel that the half-page can 
serve a useful purpose for readers in all 
kinds of ways — accommodation, book 
wants, exchange and mart, contacts and 
meetings, and that we are not exploiting 
them in charging for the space their 
announcements take up at cost. We 
reserve the right to refuse advertise­
ments.

The second most important consider­
ation when we go fortnightly is distribu­
tion, something many would-be revolu­
tionaries seem to overlook. Freedom 
has always had a very healthy subscri­
bers list. But in the distant past we also 
had regular outdoor selling. In those 
bad/good old days during the last war 
we would sell 500 copies of War 
Commentary at Hyde Park (Marble 
Arch) on a Sunday, and the Glasgow 
comrades with their outdoor meetings

and their weekly lectures would sell up 
to 1,000 copies of each issue. Nowadays, 
even anarchists seem to think that out­
door selling is a waste of time and that 
distribution should be left to the profes­
sionals. That W. H. Smiths and Menzies 
are going to distribute Freedom is pure 
wishful thinking.

We have to create our own distribu­
tion network. Many small newsagents 
would stock our paper if they could be 
relieved of the bookwork (returning un­
sold copies, paying, etc.). This is done 
by a few comrades who take a number 
of copies on a sale or return basis and 
supply local newsagents and settle up 
with us at regular intervals. And the 
unsold copies can be used to introduce 
potential new readers.

Freedom fortnightly will have a 
regular column with reports of local 
propaganda activities and projects. 
Unreported in Freedom monthly but 
just the kind of initiative we shall be 
including in future was the mini­
bookfair held in the meeting room over 
the Hadleigh Public Library on a Satur­
day last January. The comrades 
contacted the local CND, Amnesty 
International, the Labour Party, as well 
as a number of fringe groups, inviting 
them to come along and, if they wished, 
to sell their literature. Refreshments 
were also supplied free of charge by the 
local comrades. The London comrades 
brought up the literature and a stimu­
lating day was had by all. And, last but 
not least, £350 worth of literature was 
sold. Yet the local bookseller — who 
attended and was most impressed — 
had never sold any Freedom Press or 
Black Rose books. We shall be repeat­
ing the Hadleigh success next January, 
but we think that such mini-bookfairs 
can be repeated throughout the country 
if just two or three local comrades take 
the initiative. Freedom Press will 
provide the literature and at least one 
comrade to help with the organisation.

What we must, however, impress on 
our reader comrades is that Freedom 
Press is not an Amnesty, CND, Friends 
of the Earth, Greenpeace organisation 
with its paid officials whose task it is to 
organise the activities of their members. 
We are not criticising these organisa­
tions but simply pointing out that Free­
dom Press is an unpaid group of anarch­
ists engaged in making anarchist prop­
aganda in their ‘spare’ time (since they 
have to work to earn a living) and there­
fore we rely on those who share our 
aims and aspirations to be generous 
with their time. There is no better way 
for making contacts than by selling 
Freedom at political meetings, demos, 
and especially — but this requires a 
special effort — at some strategic street 
corner regularly and preferably on a 
Saturday! With the latter you make 
contacts, you make friends and 
comrades.

The third consideration in Freedom 
going fortnightly was how to pay for it.

Compared with journals like Tribune 
or Peace News with a salaried staff, our 
problem is essentially one of paying the 
printing bills, which even when your 
printers occupy the same building and 
are printing Freedom at cost, we shall 
still suddenly need to double our income 
from sales and subscriptions. And just 
as our dear old comrade Art Bartell 
made it financially possible to launch 
The Raven he was equally enthusiastic 
when we put to him the project for a 
fortnightly Freedom. But we do need 
also the financial support of all the com­
rades who welcome this step forward 
we shall be taking in January. If 1990 
is to a success — and this means positive 
responses from all the contributors we 
have contacted and the potential ones 
who respond to this ‘dummy’ issue — 
our aim is to become once more a weekly 
paper in 1991.

If Freedom Press were only 
publishing Freedom our new commit­
ment would not be daunting. But The 
Raven no. 7 was published last month, 
The Raven no. 8 has just appeared, and 
The Raven no. 9 will be on sale in 
December. We have also completed, for 
us, a massive publishing project, with 
volume 3 of the Freedom Press Centen­
ary Series comprising the main volume 
World War — Cold War (selections 
from Freedom 1939-1950) which is 424 
pages, and four supplements: a new 
edition of Neither East Nor West 
(selected writings 1939-1948 by Marie 
Louise Berneri, 208 pages), Neither 
Nationalisation Nor Privatisation 
(selections 1945-1950, 80 pages), The 
Left and World War II (selections from 
War Commentary 1939-1943, 80
pages), and British Imperialism and the 
Palestine Crisis (selections 1937-1949, 
112 pages)... a total of some 900 pages 
which may be ignored by the mass 
media celebrating the glories of World 
War II but which we suggest will go on 
being read when volumes for the 50th 
anniversary of the declaration of World 
War II will have long ago been pulped. 
But this publishing effort has left us 
financially ‘breathless’. But not 
defeated! We shall welcome any dona­
tions to the Freedom Fortnightly Fund, 
but equally we shall appreciate those 
friends and comrades who can only 
offer some of their time — writing, help­
ing with the dispatch of Freedom, sell­
ing Freedom, and organising mini­
bookfairs in their locality.

With such support we can make 
Freedom into a invaluable co-operative 
effort. No matter if it lacks the ‘profes­
sionalism’ that seems to concern the 
pedants if we can produce a paper 
which is alive, which reacts with enthu­
siasm for the many generous gestures 
and is fierce in its indignation at the 
injustices, the corruption, the greed, 
the vanity, the waste, the inequality, the 
falsity that are the lifeblood of capitalist 
society.

Freedom PressSUBSCRIPTION RATES 1990

11.50
22.50
45.00

15.00
30.00
60.00

8.00
12.00
20.00

8.00
10.00
12.00

15.00
23.00

11.00
14.00

23.00
31.00

16.00
19.00

The price of the fortnightly Freedom will be unchanged at 50p and The 
Raven (96 pages) £2.50 per copy. Though postal rates will be going up 
in October we are not increasing the subscription rates. What we are 
doing is to introduce a six months subscription to Freedom for the benefit 
of readers who cannot afford to pay a whole years sub in advance. The 
first issue will appear on Saturday 13th January and fortnightly thereaf­
ter, except that there will be no issue on 25th August and 29th December, 
making a total of 24 issues in 1990.

New readers sending subscriptions for the fortnightly will be sent the 
November and December issues of Freedom free of charge. So send 
your subscriptions NOW!

15.00 — —
20.00 24.50 37.00
30.00 34.50 47.00

inland abroad abroad
surface airmail*

Freedom (24 issues) half price for 12 issues
Claimants
Regular
Institutional
The Raven (4 issues)
Claimants
Regular
Institutional

inland abroad abroad 
surface airmail*

Joint sub (24 x Freedom, 4 x The Raven) 
Claimants
Regular 
Institutional
Bundle subscription for Freedom (6 months) 
2 copies x 12 10.00
5 copies x 12 20.00
10 copies x 12 40.00
other bundle sizes on application

^European subs paid at airmail rate will be sent by Letter Post

SUBSCRIPTION FORM
To Freedom Press in Angel Alley, 84b Whitechapel High Street, 
London El 7QX
 Please enter my subscription to Freedom for ...................  issues

 Please make my subscription to Freedom into a joint sub to 
Freedom and The Raven for 1990 starting with number 8 of 
The Raven
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at £2.50 per copy post free (numbers 1 to 7 are available).

I enclose £.............payment
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.................................................................... Postcode................................
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Industrial News

With Solidarity We Can Win
THIS slogan did much to support the 
efforts of workers in Poland during their 
long struggle to free themselves from the 
total political domination by the Polish 
Communist Party since 1945. It remains 
to be seen whether the real economic 
interests of the Polish workers will be 
served by the coalition of Solidarity and 
the Communist Party in the Polish 
government.

What is good (even with Maggie’s 
blessing) for the workers in Poland 
must equally apply to those workers in 
Britain intent on defending and improving 
their living standards, etc.

A brief examination of recent industrial 
strife — on the railways,in the docks,and 
earlier in the mines — will serve to under­
line the contention that where there is 
solidarity, unity and concerted action, 
workers can win their immediate aims, 
but the absence of solidarity, division and 
isolation, results in defeat.

The 1989 wage claim made against 
British Railways on behalf of most grades 
of railway workers produced a show of 
solidarity between the major trade unions 
representing the whole range of rail 
workers and ancillary services. Whether 
by design or accident the rail workers 
were aided by coincidental pressure on 
the transport system in London by 
‘unofficial’ strikes by Underground work­
ers. A series of one-day strikes called by 
the NUR, threats of strikes by the other 
unions and refusal to cross picket lines 
succeeded in breaking through the 
government imposed limit on wage 
increases.

A rearguard action by the NUR after 
the BR increased offer had been accepted 
by the other unions, partially managed to 
stave off a worsening of negotiating 
procedures. Not only was there solidarity 
and concerted action by the workers 
concerned and despite the efforts of BR 
and the media to make a scapegoat of the 
NUR general secretary Jimmy Knapp, 
there was much public sympathy for the 
plight of the low-paid railworkers and 
even long-suffering commuters rounding 
on BR management.

In contrast the recent failure of the 
registered dockers covered by the Dock 
Labour Scheme, to successfully defend 
their favourable conditions of employ­
ment after the government’s abolition of 
the scheme, was largely the result of the 
lack of solidarity and sympathetic action 
outside the ranks of the relatively small 
number of registered dockers. The port 
employers were able to create a division 
between the different classes of dock 
workers who, although mostly members 
of the same union — the TGWU — were 
legally prohibited from calling for soli­
darity in the form of sympathetic strikes 
and secondary picketing.

Again during the miners year-long 
struggle with the National Coal Board, 
acting on behalf of the government in the 
matter of pending pit closures, although 
there was much evidence of traditional 
solidarity throughout most of the mining 
community, the ‘divide and rule’ tactic 
based on past preferential treatment by 
the NCB towards such areas as Notts., 
together with media exploitation of 
factional differences within the miners 
union, seriously inhibited the ability to 
effectively invoke mineworkers’ usual 
sense of solidarity, nationally.

Personality clashes between the NUM 
president Arthur Scargill and leaders of 
the Labour and trades union movements 
could account for the lip-serving-support - 
short-of-real solidarity ,but it is suspected 
that extra parliamentary activity and 
solidarity does not come easily to the 
likes of Neil Kinnock & co.

Betrayed and abandoned by the latter- 
day Ramsay McDonald’s and Jimmy 
Thomases, as in the aftermath of the 
1926-27 strike, the miners admitted 
defeat and the pit closures continue.

Prior to the electoral victory by the 
Labour Party in 1945, it had been 
possible to discern a growing advocacy of 
the need for social and industrial solidarity 
in the struggle towards the creation of the 
‘New Jerusalem’. The conflicting views, 
of the parliamentary reformers with their 
reliance on the capture of the reins of 
political power, and of those convinced 
of the need for control and power to 
reside in freely organised industrial and 
social groups intent on being responsible 
for their own lives and livelihoods, would 
appear to have been resolved in favour of 
the reformers with the advent of the post­
war Labour government. Exploiting the 
miners’ long-held belief that the working 
of the coal mines of Britain should be for 
the benefit of the community by way of 
workers’ control, 1947 saw the nationali­
sation of the mines by the Labour govern­
ment which provided for over-generous 
compensation to ex-colliery owners, 
placing an onerous interest burden on the 
future viability of the coal industry and 
giving direct managerial control to the 
former owners and their managers.

This was not the workers’ control of 
the mines on behalf of the people as 
expected by miners. The new bosses were 
the old bosses writ large with the power 
of the State behind them.

The same story was repeated again 
and again with each successive nationali­
sation of the railways, gas and electricity 
industries, steel and road transport. With 
so-called public ownership of these largely 
run-down uneconomic basic industries 
desperately in need of capital redevelop­
ment and technical modernisation, such

necessary revitalisation has been achieved 
at enormous public expense, apart from 
the exploitation of the workers within 
these industries and the fleecing of the 
domestic consumers.

As predicted in the columns of the 
anarchist press of this period, at the 
very best, the political panacea of nation­
alisation by the Labour government was 
no more than rationalisation of these 
industries to provide cheap, subsidised 
energy, resources, materials and services 
to the other privately-owned profit-

Perhaps in a bout of overconfidence, 
Mrs Thatcher called the poll tax the 
flagship of her third term in office. The 
evidence from Scotland is that with 
nearly one and a half million people 
either not paying or in arrears, this flag­
ship is taking on water fast.

In Cardiff on Monday 11th 
September, some residents of Canton, 
at a meeting, decided they would like 
to form a local anti poll tax union. This 
they are now doing and soon the 
Canton union will join seven other Car­
diff anti poll tax unions, all active in 
helping form a mass non-payment 
movement. At the Canton meeting 
attended by around 40 people — most­
ly middle aged and over — around 20 
immediately joined the fledgling 
union, determined to increase its size 
and influence in the coming months.

On the next evening Cardiff City 
Council (which has a Labour majority) 
held a series of ‘informing the public’ 
meetings, ostensibly aimed to explain 
the poll tax but in reality attempts to 
scare off the possibility of a mass non­
payment campaign. The Riverside/ 
Canton meeting was attended by well 
over 200, again mostly middle aged and 
over. The council provided little new 
information and side-stepped the 
crucial question of how much the poll 
tax would actually be. This was despite 
their own City Treasurer previously

making based industries of this country.
Now with the current programme of 

privatisation, despite the fact that upper 
class representatives have always control­
led publicly owned industries and privately 
owned industries have hogged the benefit 
from the nationalised ones, in order to 
feed the greed for increased profit, the 
wheel has turned full circle with almost 
total imposition of the sacred right to 
make private profit from the very means 
of life.

Tom Carlile

estimating the figure of £253 for every 
person and later claiming that the 
NALGO pay rise would result in a 
higher poll tax. Not surprisingly people 
at the meeting were very angry at this 
reticence, some immediately smelling 
a rat. No doubt the Labour council is 
scared to publish their estimates for 
fear that the real figures would give 
added vigour to the ‘Don’t Pay’ 
campaign. After an hour (the council 
only booked the school for an hour, 
taking some 40 minutes to explain the 
poll tax) the meeting broke up and the 
general feeling was one of anger. A 
quick show of hands indicated that the 
non-payment campaign will have a 
good base to build from.

So, the campaign against the poll tax 
in Cardiff is well under way. At least 
eight anti poll tax unions are already 
active and more are in the process of 
being established. The only real oppo­
sition has come from the Labour Party, 
who oppose effective opposition and 
proclaim that only a Labour govern­
ment can defeat the poll tax. But what 
if Labour doesn’t win the next election? 
It seems that the people of Cardiff 
realise defeating the poll tax is too im­
portant to leave to the wonderful 
Labour Party. The future for the Tory 
flagship looks bleak indeed.

EM

(from our correspondent)

Anarchists
in Norfolk

ALTHOUGH the number of homeless
families staying in Hove in bed & breakfast 
has gone down to 190, the amount of 
time they are waiting is increasing. Some 
families are having to stay in temporary 
housing for almost two years.

The new Housing Bill, which means
that landlords can charge much higher 
rents than previously, and the increased 
ability of entrepreneurs to buy council 
blocks and estates, is only making the 
bottom of the housing market increasingly 
small and shoddy. Building new council 
houses would be far cheaper than paying
Hove’s exorbitant bed & breakfast prices.

Development
UA11 property is thrift for native
Norfolk people have had their heritage
stolen from them. A the best houses
belong to incomers, whilst the locals
have fled to Norwich and their children
are often homeless. The rising crime
rate shows that not everyone is taking
the invasion lying down. The rivers
have been poisoned with sewerage, but
not of course by anarchists. When the
multinationals take over our water, we
will be ready for co-operative action.

The Arts and Crafts movement, with
its anarchist links, which hastened the
exodus of Londoners to the Home
counties and the West 100 years ago,
operates in reverse in Norfolk. Now
the incomers are here, they demand
Arts and Crafts in rainforest hard­
wood, so what chance have anarchists
to make an impact. Street arts of paint-

music, drama and dance all 
flourish in Norwich, the city where
Tom Browne developed the idea of
imagination.

Race is an issue here because there 
are so few black people. That is why 
wealthy white Londoners want to live 
here. So we have a scheme to give 
employment to the boat people, so that 
they can come to Norfolk instead of
being forced to return to Vietnam.

Straw burning is Norfolk s contri­
bution to global warming, so we 
provide advice on growing tomatoes

Roads
EAST Sussex County Council,in organis­
ing a public consultation for a new road 
building scheme in Brighton, paid £18,000
to an Eastbourne ‘public relations’ firm.
Instead of hiring people with experience
in public consultations, they chose people
whose sole business was selling. Overall,
they spent £200,000 on the promotion
which ‘encouraged public consultation’.

Johnny Yen

and figs, or in low lying areas the 
provision of tropical water sports.
Government oppression
Here on airstrip USA, the daily flypast 
reminds all of us of the enemy within, 
the military might that supresses even 
the thought of revolution. The forces 
that intimidate us, not the Russians.

French Revolution celebrations took
the form of the usual storming (out) 
from Norwich prison so regular an
occurance that the locals hardly notice.
Our only political prisoner is in
Thetford, birthplace of Tom Paine, 
doing four years for Animal Lib. Local 
battery farmers are so frightened of the
ALF that they have barbed wire, 
searchlights and security firms. These 
batteries are the real Bastilles, and 
there are many of them in the country 
where Matthews is king.

Chemical warfare a young friend
burnt himself to death in Norwich mar­
ket recently. Norwich is increasingly
popular with tourists.

Letters to those with expensive
homes, purportedly from the poll tax 
officials, stating that certain facts have 
come to light about their recent poll 
tax registration, were not, of course,
sent by anarchists.

Local GPs asking their patients to
lobby MPs is a wonderful precedent.
They are to be encouraged to take a 
leading role in raising people against

after all, they will getgovernment

the extra work, treating the wounded.
Education is hard during rapid

development, as staff and pupils
change too much, schools are created 
and expand too fast. There is no 
continuity, no sense of belonging.
Anarchy is a common experience for 
children in the state system. This is why 
private (public) schools are booming in
Norfolk. This is a wonderful opportun­
ity for anarchist teachers to de-school 
their classrooms.

Sinking the Flagship
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The Labour Party’s Policy Review

If any anarchists or true socialists remain 
misguided enough to believe that the 
effects of Thatcherism might be ameliora­
ted by the election of a Labour govern­
ment, they will certainly be disabused of 
the notion by the policy review document 
entitled Meet the Challenge, Make the 
Change. This glossy tract does nothing to 
challenge the dominance of Thatcherite 
ideology, Little attention is paid to the 
needs of individuals or communities since 
Labour’s major concern is meeting the 
needs of ‘a modern competitive economy’. 
We are informed, for example, that 
education ‘at least to the level of our 
competitors’ is vital if we are to become 
better producers in an advanced techno­
logy market place. Kinnock and company 
reduce education to a mechanism for 
training new wage slaves and consumers 
for the benefit of capitalist employers 
and the state. In ‘meeting the challenge ...’ 
all human affairs are reduced to a set of 
equations in which the outcome is always 
‘greater material consumption’.

Meet the Challenge, Make the Change — a 
new agenda for Britain
published by the Labour Party, 150 
Walworth Road, London SEI7 1JT, 
£2.50

‘Meeting the challenge . . .’ will afford 
little comfort to those concerned with 
the extension of individual rights, since 
Labour’s plans for a free society involve 
minor adjustments to the machinery of 
social control such as ensuring consistent 
prison sentencing, extending the availa­
bility of legal aid and strengthening links 
between the police and the community. 
Even the timid reforms proposed by the 
Charter ’88 group are not wholeheartedly 
embraced: while a Labour goverrnment 
would replace the House of Lords with an 
elected second chamber there are no plans 
to alter the system of election to the 
Commons since, it is argued, this would 
decrease democracy in Britain. Is it a 
coincidence that removing power from 
the peers (many of them hereditary) 
would facilitate a Labour government’s 
grip on power while proportional repre­
sentation would weaken it? These policies 
for ‘a modern democracy’ provide a 
perfect illustration of the spurious 
rationalisations that political parties are 
prepared to make in order to acquire 
power and cling to it.

For many years the Labour Party has 
eschewed the view (held by anarchists 
and genuine socialists) that war is the 
result of economic competition between 
states. In a document which states that

‘Labour’s goal [is] an internationally 
competitive economy’ it comes as no 
surprise to find a continuing enthusiasm 
for NATO or that criticism of the Tory 
approach to defence is based upon the 
gpvernment’s failure to provide ‘adequate’, 
and Efficient’ defence for Britain. Labour’s 
hypocrisy in presenting itself as jthe 
party of peace has never been more 
evident. It is pointed out that the prolifera­
tion of nuclear and chemical weapons has 
made the world a more dangerous place 
and that a Labour government would 
respond to the threat by seeking ‘the 
utmost responsibility’ in the export of 
skills and material necessary to their 
manufacture. The scope and scale of arms 
exports would also be limited and an 
embargo imposed on sales to states which 
‘might use them for internal repression 
or international aggression’. While the 
alternative purposes to which ‘reputable’ 
regimes might apply their arms are not 
revealed, we are secure in the knowledge 
that Labour will ensure that poisonous 
gas is used ‘with the utmost responsibility’. 
Labour Party policy is now entrenched 

in the notion of economic growth to the 
extent where no challenge is made to 
even those aspects of capitalism as 
repellent as the arms trade.

Meet the Challenge . . . aspires to a 
return to the ‘welfare capitalism’favoured 
by all post-war British governments until 
the triumph of the Tory right in 1979. 
Kinnock’s capitalism with a human face 
represents a precarious balancing act. For 
example, while there are vague hints about 
extending employee participation in 
industry to meet the demands of those 
voters who are tired of the inequality and 
authoritarianism of life under Thatcher, 
there are no plans for genuine worker’s 
self-management since Labour cannot 
afford to alienate the CBI, the Stock 
Exchange and the editors of the tabloids 
if they are to be electable. This glossy 
package, with its ethos of market socialism 
and its emphasis upon material prosperity, 
may well earn the grudging acceptance it 
needs from the capitalists who continue 
to control our lives but its policies will 
do nothing to bring about a freer or 
more co-operative society.

Andrew Hedgecock

Land Notes it is estimated that potato production 
is down by 20% in spite of irrigation 
on most of the large holdings.

That farmers are being offered pay­
ment of some £100 an acre to put a 
minimum of 20% of their arable land 
out of production is criminal while 
millions in the world are under­
nourished. Needless to say yet again 
those who benefit are the large farmers 
who will put out of production their 
poorest land (which originally was used 
for grazing and only ploughed up when 
the EEC offered ridiculously high 
prices for wheat) and will go on increas­
ing the fertiliser applications on the rest 
of their land, so that in the end produc­
tion will be at the same level and the 
rich farmers will be richer. And the 
other question is that the small farmers 
are feeling the pinch and many of them 
are selling up. And the buyers are no 
longer the pension funds and the insur­
ance companies who got out of land 
ownership when land prices peaked, 
but the big farmers, in spite of the fact 
that they too are complaining of not 
making a ‘decent living’! The average 
farm in the UK is now 150 acres com­
pared with less that 50 acres on the 
continent. But that is the average. One 
needs to probe the figures in more 
detail to realise in how few hands the 
land of this country is now held.

The question of land ownership and use 
from an anarchist point of view is an 
enormous subject and we hope that 
those of our readers involved in agri­
culture and horticulture, and even 
interested enough to realise its import­
ance for all of us, will let the compiler 
of these notes have their views, and their 
experience, and any local material of 
interest. We are also hoping, next June, 
to bring out an issue of The Raven on 
the question of the land and its use and 
ownership. We are therefore hoping 
that the ‘Land Notes’ will encourage 
discussion, and perhaps at some stage 
a meeting to outline the contents of that 
issue of The Raven.

concerns in life the pleadings of Minis­
ters and the media have no effect. Nor 
indeed do the protests of their neigh­
bours. In an interesting editorial in the 
East Anglian Daily Times (28th 
August) it was pointed out that in the 
1970s ‘a great deal of time was devoted 
to discovering new ways of using straw’ 
and a whole number of means of dispo­
sal as enumerated above were develo­
ped. But the ‘difficulty’ in most cases 
was ‘that they did not save the farmer 
any money’. The editorial concedes 
that ‘there are, of course, some farmers 
who would be prepared to make a small 
sacrifice in order to dispose of their 
straw in an acceptable manner’, BUT, 
and here comes the crunch, ‘investors 
were not prepared to rely on such 
benevolence’. Money is the criterion 
by which all activity is judged in a 
capitalist society. We could not express 
it more clearly than did R. W. Robert 
of Cornwall (in a letter to The 
Guardian, 29th August 1989) in reply 
to another correspondent who wanted 
‘something done’ about stubble burn­
ing. It could be eliminated by next 
season, ‘all they need is to confirm to 
the Minister of Agriculture that they 
and all other consumers are willing to 
pay 12% more for their loaves of bread 
and 10% more for their pinta, on condi­
tion that the farmer receives all the 
increase and the Minister outlaws the 
practice of burning’. In other words, 
farmers will do anything if they get paid 
for doing it. Since 1947 they have cut 
down 109,000 miles of hedges because 
the government paid them to do so, 
just as some of them are now replanting 
hedges because they are paid to do so. 
Any why are they growing more and 
more wheat (this year some 4 million 
tons more than we require) if not 
because the guaranteed price in the 
European Community is still above 
world prices?

So far as the land and land use are 
concerned, there are many more 
important ‘burning topics’ for anarch­
ists than the stupid, wasteful burning 
of millions of tons of straw. Neverthe­
less, this issue is one of the many 
reasons why the whole question of land 
ownership needs to be given priority. 
After all, agriculture is without ques­
tion the major industry which we can­
not do without. It is also our largest 
industry. And yet the land on which 
we depend for our daily food is in the 
hands of . . . we don’t know! Any 
policeman stopping a car driver can 
within seconds check who the owner 
is, but we do not know who owns the 
land of Britain, and our rulers have no 
intention of finding out.

Salmonella*, lysteria and the ill- 
effects of the various pesticides and 
herbicides used in factory farming, not 
to mention the injections, hormones, 
compound feeds, containing animal 
droppings, with which our ‘quality’ 
meat is produced, are burning topics 
for anarchists. And we must look at the 
organic movement (as distinct from the 
individual organic grower/farmer) very 
closely and critically. Can, in fact, 
organic and factory farming live along­
side each other in a capitalist society?

It is said that the EEC countries are 
‘overproducing’ basic foods (cereals) 
which cannot be exported (only 
because the Third World countries who 
need them cannot pay for them). Yet 
the FAO and market analysts who keep 
a close check on food production make 
it clear that in a normal year there is 
in store only enough food worldwide 
for 60 days. A prolonged drought can 
produce problems even in the 
advanced countries. The USA had two 
seasons of drought which cut down on 
their cereal production dramatically — 
as well as driving a number of small 
farmers to the wall. This year in Europe 

With monotonous regularity every year 
after the wheat harvest the correspond­
ence columns of the press are full of 
accounts of the accidents caused by 
straw burning (‘we had a 31-vehicle 
pile-up on a dual carriageway immedi­
ately across a field from the village . . . 
at the time the village and road were 
enveloped in dense smoke’ — 
Abingdon, Oxon. reader in The 
Guardian of 26th August). Even the 
Right-wing Tory MP for Bury St 
Edmunds, Eldon Griffiths, admitted 
that ‘some farmers had slipped back 
this year into the bad habits of a few 
years ago. He had flown over East 
Anglia and the area was full of ‘billow­
ing clouds of filthy smoke, an embar­
rassment for this part of the country’. 
But though Sir Eldon was all in favour 
of ‘the courts throwing the book’ at 
those farmers who were ‘breaking the 
regulations’, he was not in favour of a 
total ban on straw burning because (to 
quote the East Anglian Daily Times 
report) ‘there was currently no satisfac­
tory use for the volume of straw 
produced’. Like all experienced politi­
cians he chooses his words carefully. 
Note that he doesn’t say "there is no 
satisfactory use for straw'. How could 
he when it is currently used for paper 
making, for bedding animals, for pack­
aging, for feeding boilers, building 
materials (Stramit), and a host of other 
uses. Organic farmers and growers 
would also point out that it can be 
ploughed in, or composted if farmers 
were not in such a hurry to harvest one 
month and drill the next crop a couple 
of months later.

This country is producing some 24 
million tons of cereals plus some 6 
million tons of straw each year. Most 
of the latter goes up in smoke simply 
because for most farmers at a cost of a 
few gallons of diesel and a box of 
matches they save themselves time and 
money. And since both are their major 
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George Woodcock collected essays

We hope ‘An Anarchist’s Notebook’ 
will be a fortnightly feature and prefer­
ably not by the same writer each issue. 
We also welcome suggestions, local 
newspaper items could be worked into 
this notebook.

A 
NEW 

PUBLISHING 
VENTURE

Negotiations are proceeding for the 
publication of a series of volumes of 
the essays George Woodcock has 
written over the past fifty years 
on many subjects. Quarry Books 
of Kingston, Canada, and New 
Amsterdam Books of New York are 
negotiating for a joint American 
edition, and if an agreement is reached 
the first volume will be one of anarchist 
and quasi-political essays. Freedom 
press, it is proposed, will distribute the 
series in Britain.

go on interviewing him as a serious 
statesman whose opinions are of 
importance, instead of laughing him 
out of court as a vain, ambitious 
phoney. We don’t even know whether 
he was a good doctor.

The media are very worried about 
their image. Murdoch and co. couldn’t 
care less. After all, his News Corpora­
tion showed increased profits in 1988 
from £192 million the previous year to 
£235 million, which meant that our 
Rupert’s wages went up a mere 210% 
to £6-5 million last year. And to top up 
this modest reward for his efforts, his 
family holding in the News Corpora­
tion ‘earned’ — to use the official lingo 
— around £10 million in dividends. 
What the report does not tell us is what 
dividends must be added from the 
investments from an income of £16-5 
million per annum (less tax, of course) 
over how many years. In fairness to Mr 
Murdoch, it must be said that in the 
previous year business was not so good 
and his salary was halved. Poor man! 
However the editor of the most profit­
able asset. The Sun, with its 4-5 million 
daily circulation actually called a press 
conference to explain that they are 
doing their best to improve their image. 
With that kind of circulation why 
should he worry? The fact is that the 
press in general is upset at the public’s 
low opinion of journalists, and in the 
hope of mending their ways have just 
launched a quarterly, British Journal­
ism Review, a kind of house journal 
described by Hugo Young (a member 
of the editorial board) as being 
‘produced mostly by journalists, as a 
forum providing critiques of the bad 
and celebrations of the good, whether 
in print or the electronic media’. We 
shall see what effect this has on the 
hacks. Judging by some of the tripe Mr 
Young contributes in his Guardian 
commentary with, in Sean French's 
words, an ‘utterly bogus air of author­
ity’, I would be surprised if anything 
good comes from the quarterly. If I am 
asked to give an example of the tripe 
served up by Mr Young, here is a typi­
cal piece from The Guardian (2()th July 
1989): ‘The perversity of the railway­
men was a blow to the travelling public, 
but the seed of a disaster for the Labour 
Party. Need it have been so? Whether 
or not there are more strikes, Monday’s 
decision by the NUR executive poses 
the question sharply: is it not time, for 
Labour’s own salvation, that the party 
freed itself from the burden of apparent 
solidarity with every action which any 
trade union, by due process, decides to 
undertake.

‘One should perhaps refine the prop­
osition. Why do Labour’s leaders, 
however critical they may be in private, 
invariably refrain from a public denun­
ciation of strikes, or any but the most 

inconspicuous public distancing from 
their perpetrators? From enjoying 
considerable public support, the rail­
waymen transformed themselves over­
night into public enemies. The Conser­
vatives leapt vigorously aboard the 
reversing bandwagon. On Tuesday, 
Mrs Thatcher could not contain her 
delight at the turn in events. It seemed, 
on the face of it, the moment for a well- 
judged statement from Mr Kinnock 
unambiguously de-coupling the 
Labour party from an act of suicidal 
folly by the NUR.’

Well, that ‘seed of disaster’ clearly 
never germinated because in Septem­
ber the opinion polls (whatever they’re 
worth) gave the Labour party a 10% 
lead over the Tories. Has Mr Young 
admitted he was wrong on all counts? 
Of course not. Today’s instant journal­
ism, once read soon forgotten. Some 
of us should have an efficient filing 
system and file away the utterances of 
politicians and journalists in order to 
smother them with their crap at the 
right moment.

But anyway a quarterly in which all 
the journalists contribute their mea 
culpas and promise never to sin again 
is wishful thinking. Many years ago 
Humbert Wolfe summed it up in four 
lines:

You cannot hope to bribe or twist 
Thank God! the British journalist 
But seeing what that man will do 
Unbribed, there’s no occasion to 
think today one would have to

question the first two lines!

Sean French writing in the New 
Statesman & Society (1st September) 
confesses to spending ‘a lot of time 
reading newspapers and magazines and 
I'm always particularly fascinated by 
opinion columns and leaders’. I confess 
to being similarly addicted. But I also 
agree with him when he says that this 
is not because I think I’ll learn any­
thing. Quite the reverse. What I enjoy 
about them is their utterly bogus air of 
authority. I’ve always been aware that 
/don’t know anything, but I’m increas­
ingly suspecting that no one else does 
either.’

I’m much older and perhaps less 
modest that Sean French (though I 
suspect his is false modesty, otherwise 
why write an opinion column — and 
an excellent one — each week in the 
New Statesman & Society?) and I am 
convinced that I know an awful lot 
which explains why I trust neither the 
politicians nor the writers of the 
opinion columns and of the leaders. 
Sean French gives excellent examples: 
deflating Peter Jenkins who predicted 
a Labour victory in the 1979 elections 
and more significantly the general line 
(inspired by the CIA perhaps?) that 
once the Russians had withdrawn their 
forces from Afghanistan the so-called 
puppet government in Kabul would 
collapse within weeks. And here we are 
nearly seven months later with the 
Kabul government gaining in authority 
and the Moujadins are fighting each 
other. And meanwhile America goes 
on sending arms for them via Pakistan.

But what about Thatcher’s predic­
tion on the eve of the European 
elections that the Tories had caught up 
and were running neck-and-neck with 
Labour. And when proved completely 
wrong she then, according to The 
Guardian, ‘blamed her party's organ­
isation for the Tory defeat'. Did any of 
the press point out the contradiction to 
remind the public which has been 
trained by the media to have short 
memories?

But to come back to the hacks. With 
the rare exceptions — James Cameron 
is one of the few that springs to mind 
— they sell their services and ‘opinions' 
to the highest bidder. They also move 
from one paper to another, presumably 
to get a new lease of life by peddling 
another ‘line’. Peter Jenkins men­
tioned
by Sean French was pushing the David 
Owen SDP line with his wife, who was 
a candidate when he was writing for 
The Guardian. Now he is safely tucked 
away with The Independent — and has 
no opinions and so will never be wrong.

And as for the politicians, surely the 
candidate for the ‘utterly bogus air of 
authority’ is David Owen. He wrote off 
the Labour party, and here he is ready 
to work with them, and yet the media

SONG OF ANARCHY

Song of Anarchy and other poems 
by John Rety
Box 2, 99 Toriano Avenue, London 
NW5, £3.00

JOHN Rety’s Song of Anarchy is his 
footnote to history in that one must have 
lived within his company and in his time 
for a full understanding of his long poem. 
It is autobiographical whose understanding 
is for ‘we in the know’ for we know who 
‘Arthur Rowe’ is and who ‘Jack who 
reads the meter’ is and who is ‘David’ and 
‘Mary’ and ‘Peter’, and I am ‘Arthur 
Moyse who used to know me’. Your 
history, culture-seeking reader is Stalin, 
Hitler, the war and Aldermaston, for 
these dead events fly-speck the pages of 
your college-issued 20th century history 
books, but when Rety lines ‘Stuff the 
duff said all and sundry’ in relation to 
Aldermaston one must know that it 
refers to the late CND Peggy Duff raging 
at us as we the anarchists broke up CND 
ranks to broken-step march up the small 
path to the illegal RSG secret Top Brass 
hideout. In small rooms over the tea cup 
over the wine glass the ancient voices 
breathe ‘Do you remember’ and others 
take up the tale of the brave days and the 
heroes, but it was ever so, for we are the 
burned-out warriors of a cause we chose 
ourselves and it is not peculiar to us, for 
slice the political salami or the back- 
street tribal gossip where you will, the 
question always arises ‘Do you remember?’ 
Vladimir Nabokov in his novel Pale Fire 
created a character the pedantic academic 
who can destroy all art by analysing every 
comma or scientifically testing every 
brushstroke, carbon-dating Christ’s cross 
or demands to know, as another academic 
requested to know ‘How can you have a 
weeping moon?’ Ah. Every few minutes 
during the day I bend the knee in homage 
to the critic Clive James for his wit and 
store keeper knowledge, but when in a 
1980 review of Johnston’s poems he 
refers to Johnston’s Spenserian stanzas 
or Larkin’s pentameter, Pushkin’s tetra- 
metric creations and Pope and Roy 
Campbell’s use of polysyllabic rhymes 
one feels that for us the pig ignorant rank 
and file protestors it is back with the felt 
tipped pen and the lavatory wall but the 
saving grace is that when Clive James, 
Gore Vidal, Lord Hailsham or Bertrand 
Russell left the academic chair and en­
deavoured to produce works of literature 
be it fiction or poetry they penned the 
usual banal crap of men without art. 
Rety was a child of the late world war 
and lived through the age of flower 
power, expresso coffee, ban the bomb, 
skiffle, the demonstrations to the Ameri­
can Embassy and the angry young men.

One remembers it as a period without 
vicious hatred when art was in ferment 
and Alan got eighteen months from the 
State for trying to blow out the front of 
the Spanish bank in Co vent Garden and 
we took it in turn to take him his ‘out­
side’ meals. Rety published his Soho 
magazines and we sat in the poverty of

continued on page 6
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the French cafe and trod the town to the 
Malatesta and maybe they were the good 
days. But the question arises how valuable 
is Rety’s poetry as poetry and as Peter 
asks in the White Hart pub, ‘what is good 
poetry?’ I would argue that trivial poetry 
as with Kipling is when the rhymes be­
come more important than the internal 
rhythm and it lacks an internal valid 
subject matter. Much of the poetry of our 
times survives because of the person who 
penned them, or because they are part 
of an historic period, as with Picasso’s 
‘Guernica’, and they will die with the 
passing of their time. A poem will survive 
on a few single lines, as with Swinburne’s 
‘When the hound’s of spring are winter’s 
traces’, but true beauty and true poetry 
is contained in the King James translation 
of the Bible within its Song of Solomon: 
‘I sleep, but my heart waketh: it is the 
voice of my beloved that knocketh say­
ing, Open to me, my sister, my love, my 
dove, my undefiled: for my head is 
filled with dew, and my locks with the 
drops of the night.’ Rety’s poetry is 
worthy of your attention and your 
coinage. Charlie said to me that ‘they 
like your stuff because it entertains’ and 
I know that this is the greatest fault for 
if Oscar had eschewed wit for academic 
facts in words of four syllables the 
better types would never have chased him 
out of the Cafe Royal and if he had only 
penned The Soul of Man Under Socialism 
he would now be safely embalmed upon 
the graveyard shelf between Kropotkin 
and Marx, written and unread. John 
Rety is for you, comrade, so take it and 
read it and enjoy it,and for the academic 
record my internal reference is a hand­
written dedication. Ah.

Arthur Moyse

BIRD OF PREY

Bird of Prey — a novel about sexual abuse 
Steve Tasane and Carly Drey fuss 
Clubman Books £5.95

Bird of Prey has many features in common 
with the worst political novels: it is 
didactic (almost hectoring) in tone, it 
manipulates the reader emotionally and 
(despite the adoption of a naturalistic 
approach) some of the dialogue lacks 
realism. It is, however, a compelling and 
harrowing book which tackles a problem 
that too many people, particularly men, 
refuse to acknowledge.

Luke is a young working class man who 
would be appalled by overt sexual violence, 
but thinks nothing of casually exploiting 
the women around him. He sees the 
aggressive lechery of his friends as they 
verbally terrorise women in night clubs, 
as a bit of fun. Danielle is a student who 
is driven by a hunger for revenge upon 
predatory males, and plays dangerous 
games with men like Luke. The plot 
centres around Luke’s psychological 
journey from complacent machismo,
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via the heart of darkness of Danielle’s 
traumatic childhood experiences of sexual 
abuse, to a degree of enlightenment in 
relation to the power that men have over 
women and the horrific ways in which it 
is often employed.

Tasane and Dreyfuss do not focus on 
the experience of the abusee alone. By 
unfolding the narrative through both 
male and female viewpoints they demonst­
rate the need for men and women to 
struggle together to wipe out sexism and 
sexual violence.

The novel is based upon the experience 
of Carly Drey fuss, and her courage in 
reliving and sharing this horror must be 
applauded. While Bird of Prey makes no 
attempt to analyse the root causes of 
sexual abuse, this illustration of its 
effects should provide a catalyst for 
some thorough and systematic considera­
tion of the problem. It is also hoped that 
at least a few men are provoked into re­
examining their attitudes to women and 
into joining the battle to eradicate all 
forms of hierarchical relationship between 
the sexes.

Andrew Hedge cock

BA CHIN ARRESTED

Friends from China report that Ba Chin 
(Li Fei Kan), the greatly respected 
Chinese novelist and translator who 
has been a dedicated anarchist for half 
a century and has been through many 
purges and ‘struggle sessions’, was 
arrested at the age of 85 for having 
publicly expressed his sympathies for 
the Beijing students and the populace 
of the city who demonstrated so splen­
didly in Tiananmen Square. He has, 
apparently, since been released.

Receipt of a copy of this Free­
dom fortnightly dummy is an 
invitation to become a subscri­
ber — details of subscription 
rates will be found on page 2. 
American and Canadian 
would-be subscribers who wish 
to pay by dollar cheques should 
bear in mind that it costs a lot 
of money to encash them and 
we must ask them to add $1.00 
for that purpose.

For European subscribers 
payment through the Girobank 
is probably the most economi­
cal way of making payment in 
sterling. Freedom Press have a 
Girobank account number 58 
294 6905.
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CAPITALISM ISN’T WORKING 
— Nor Are the Cover-Ups

WHY do the media take every opportunity 
to remind us that interest rates may have 
to go up . . . but they don’t? Why do 
financial commentators keep telling us Mr 
Alan Bond’s empire, reputedly £3^ billion 
in debt, is on the brink of collapse but 
it hasn’t? Why are Western governments 
beginning to panic over the risk of a 
lemming-like rush by their youth to 
drugs and self-destruction? The answer 
is simple — the implications still impossible 
to face. Capitalism is not working (nothing 
new). More serious, nor are the collective 
games we play to conceal it. Gorbachev 
has stolen another march on us by admit­
ting the failings of state communism. He 
may not know that capitalism is not the 
answer.

The effects of another percent or two 
on interest rates ‘to put the economy 
right’ would bring industrial stagnation, 
more unemployment, millions of mortgage 
payment defaulters and the collapse of 
numerous enterprises which have borrowed 
on the basis of a boom that has to last 
from here to eternity.

The real threat to Mr Bond’s empire 
is not his creditors, who can’t afford to 
blow the whistle because his debts are 
just too big, but investigations instigated 
by government agencies. Such is the 
ignorance around, they may not know 
what they are doing.

One way out for the system is to let 
inflation rip again. But this time the old 
belief — money never lets you down — 
must go. With it to the phoney security 
of pensions, life insurance policies, the 
professional’s hot air and the rest. The 
few who can still ‘do’, mostly women, 
will get by but the rest of us will be like 
deflated balloons, happy to seize on 
anything that might blow our minds.

Our reaction to drops are widely 
depicted by our authorities as additive, 
leading to destitution and death. There 
was a time when frugs might have been 

recognised equally for their enabling 
qualities. The professional acumen of 
Conan Doyle’s Sherlock Holmes was not 
diminished by his addiction to opium. 
In Er manno Olmi’s recent film ‘The 
Legend of the Holy Drinker’ the hero, 
Andreas, faces up to responsibility and 
involvement with the help of alcohol. 
The use of such aids to achieve the pure 
spirit of giving love (Andreas) and satis­
faction (Holmes), without expecting any­
thing in return, count for little in our 
milieu.

The drugs our authorities abhor are 
not in the hands of the big corporations. 
They happen to originate from places and 
people (e.g. Columbia, Vietnam, Pakistan) 
whose assets industrial societies have 
stolen. In exchange we leave them our 
excrement — financial debt, plastic baubles, 
piles of concrete and iron, machines that 
don’t work, tons of professional hot air 
and the inevitable culture of poverty. 
Through the drug trade they have a chance 
to repay our generosity.

The threat to Western barbarism of 
the drug invasion is the temporary 
escape it offers. Vast numbers now find 
the slavery of materialism and the gilded 
cage of employment too much to face. 
All schooling — a compulsory, legitimate 
drug — is geared to preparing us for this 
insanity. The way there is through a life­
time devoted to over-valued, meaningless, 
ritualised activities. Doing jobs whose 
dignity technology (capital) has usurped. 
Making polluting products and providing 
dis-services we are manipulated into 
communing ourselves. If the drug invasion 
can help to pull down this pack of cards, 
the cost may be worth enduring. One 
thing is for sure, we in the West are not 
going to make life more meaningful and 
hopeful without going through a lot more 
pain and suffering in the near future.

Denis Pym

Science and Anarchism

such work provide a basis for

used for totally undesirable

Norman Albon 
——————

legally permitted. Since then, large 
farmers, food, agriculture and chemi­
cal companies with positive help from 
government have reduced standards a 
lot.

Returning to butter, when in New 
Zealand Alan obtained interesting 
details about Anchor butter, produced 
by a long established farmers co­
operative. This type of organisation is 
clearly of interest to anarchists. The 
literature had details of how to keep 
the milk as clean as possible, low bacte­
rial levels being vital for good flavour. 
Perhaps the major requirement for this 
is an ample supply of pure water — 
does this exist at all in England now? 
I suppose that butter was originally 
made from milk as a way of preserving 
it longer and became a delicacy. There 
are now frequent warnings of the 
dangers of eating too much fat, but the 
warnings, for commercial reasons, 
have got blurred into telling us to 
eat their product instead of reducing 
excessive use of one food component. 
There are ‘spreads’ and low fat 
products or, in other words, pay butter 
prices for water.

Instead of eating butter, margarine 
is pushed which will be at least as harm­
ful, does not taste as good and has the 
cheapest fats, processed by methods 
of doubtful nutritional value such as 
hydrogenation.

Then, more recently, we are told to 
consume lots of polyunsaturated fats. 
These are essential but may do harm 
in excess.

Advice on healthy diet is outside the 
scope of this column, and there are 
some members of the medical profes­
sion and other organisations who do 
give sound information about food. 
The purpose of this article is to give 
details of an important aspect of life 
that could certainly be dramatically 
improved in an anarchist society, or to 
coin a slogan, ‘eat well — become an 
anarchist'.

This column is about topics involving 
science and anarchism. These could be 
accounts of some evils of our present 
system or possibly roles of science in 
anarchist societies. There will be 
no attempts to justify anarchism on 
scientific grounds.

Science is a method of exploring the 
world which involves developing 
theories and testing and improving 
them by experiment. The writings 
about 
future advances. This knowledge is 
often
purposes, what may be described as the 
pyramid syndrome of rulers.

Whilst simple systems can be fully 
understood, many processes are so 
complex that only partial knowledge 
exists, an example being living systems. 
When new discoveries do occur, the 
users of them often imagine in their 
enthusiasm that total knowledge is 
theirs. Great benefits are prophesied 
(religions are on safer ground in prom­
ising benefits only in the next world). 
Nearly all advances have both benefits 
and drawbacks so a full discussion with 
all affected is necessary, but this does 
not happen in our ‘democratic’ society.

Unfortunately scientists are bad 
at explaining their results to wider 
audiences, especially when they are 
not quite sure! Some applied scientists, 
like medics, often positively dis­
like questions, but it is difficult to 
improve on Moliere when describing 
the professions.

Turning to a specific topic — what 
better than the most basic that is so 
much in the news now — that is food. 
In general, we now have too much food 
in this country and it is of the wrong 
kind — stale, watered, polluted be­
cause of too little consumer knowledge 
and too much greed elsewhere.

My first contact with food, apart 
from eating, was in a food analysis 
laboratory in 1939. I remember that J

butter from Australia always had the 
same water content as the maximum 

Blinding Us With ScienceOne electrician (a communist) with 
whom I served my time as an appren­
tice in 1956, used to claim he was 
following a ‘scientific approach’! The 
idea of doing scientific tubing and 
wiring struck his more level-headed 
workmates as hilariously pretentious, 
even pompous.

Worship of science has a long 
history, one not just confined to 
communist electricians or the Marxists. 
Anarchists from Bakunin and Kropot­
kin down to Doctor Alex Comfort, 
have all made their pilgrimage to this 
particular Mecca. H. G. Wells held the 
view that if only the government of 
mankind could be left to a collection 
of the world’s scientific masterminds, 
suitably enthroned in their libraries and 
laboratories, then all the obstacles to 
the universal attainment of the ‘good 
life’ for humanity could be removed. 
Just before the outbreak of the 1939- 
45 war, Wells’ publisher Jonathan 
Cape complained bitterly to Malcolm 
Muggeridge about the fraudulent 
hopes Wells had boosted on the basis 
of the discoveries of science.

This week (16th September 1989) 
has seen the annual meeting of the 
British Association for the Advance- 
ment of Science and the publication of 
a poll in The New Scientist suggesting 
that scientists are now the third most 
respected ‘institution’ in Britain, after 
medicine and the military — nearly half 
the population believe science does 
more good than harm (more impor­
tant, only 9% believe it does more 
harm than good) and just over half the 
people believe that the government 
should spend more on research.

Is this faith in science well founded? 
It is interesting that the three institu­
tions in which the public is reported by 
The New Scientist to have ‘great confi­
dence’ — medicine, the military, and 
the scientific community — are all 
professions whose practitioners can 
most easily get away with murder. 
Nobody in their right mind would 
blindly trust an electrician, a plumber 
or a builder to be let loose on their own 
house without some supervision, but as 
yet the doctor and the scientist have 
not been subjected to the same 
rigorous doubt by the public. They are 
trusted just as the priest was once 
trusted. Paul Feyerabend, the philo­
sopher, has pointed out ‘. . . doctors 
give incorrect diagnoses, prescribe 
harmful drugs, cut, x-ray, mutilate at 
the slightest provocation, partly 
because they don’t care and have so far 
been able to get away with murder, 
partly because the basic ideology of the 
medical profession which was formed 
in the aftermath of the scientific revolu­
tion can deal only with certain 
restricted aspects of the human organ­
ism, but still tries to cover everything 
by the same method’. Ultimately 
amounting to what Feyerabend calls 
the incompetence of scientific medicine 
as a whole.

Though scientists make a big thing 
of their objectivity and detachment, it 
doesn’t hold up to examination. The 
profession has had its share of fraudu­
lent data, falsified discoveries, rigged 
accounts and plain toadying to politi­

cians — the Sir Cyril Burt scandal over 
innate intelligence, the midwife toad 
fraud, the Piltdown man hoax, Stalin’s 
tame scientist Lysenko, the German 
scientists who fell for Hitler’s ‘racial sci­
ence’. Even heroes of scientific discov­
ery like Colombus played to the politi­
cians to gain sponsorship of the Spanish 
crown, ultimately resorting to implied 
blackmail, and later had to manipulate 
the Spanish court to get Vatican appro­
val of the Spanish claims to the disco­
vered lands. Even Einstein is reputed 
to have fiddled his figures in some of 
his earlier research.

The rumpus which surrounded the 
discovery of Pulsars at Cambridge in 
February 1968, was particularly 
instructive. This involved bitterness 
when the Nobel Prize for physics was 
awarded for the discovery to Hewish 
and Ryle in 1975. Accusations and 
counter-accusations were flung around 
about the real circumstances and 
sequence of events leading to the 
discovery. But apart from the jealousy 
surrounding the aura of the award, the 
fact is the group has been accused of 
undue delay about revealing their 
discovery and of secrecy.

Perhaps then it should not surprise 
us that press reports of the September 
meeting of the British Association for 
the Advancement of Science suggest 
that ‘far from advancing, science is in 
headlong and disorderly retreat. There 
is talk, as for several years past, of a 
crisis, while behind the scenes an 
uncommon amount of backbiting 

between rival administrators is taking 
place’. The problem is that since about 
1940, science has become more profes­
sional than academic, in that scientific 
research has become so expensive that 
it requires centrally located govern­
ment funds to back it. Science is now 
incorporated into the state as an ideo­
logy in the same way as religion used 
to be. Ideologies, as we know, tend to 
go corrupt when they become success­
ful and turn into dogmas — like, for 
example, Marxism. Bertrand Russell 
said that all ‘dogma’ belongs to theo­
logy and that all ‘definite knowledge’ 
belongs to science. To say, as some do, 
that science being a product of human 
effort has its faults, as individual scien­
tists have their faults, but that it is an 
ideal to be strived for through the scien­
tific methods, is rather like saying sci­
ence doesn’t depend on the scientists 
in the same way as Christianity doesn't 
depend on the Christians. Except in­
sofar as they are constantly complain­
ing that the state isn't paying them 
enough, the British scientists seem to 
be a pretty pro-establishment lot. They 
accept funds, state sponsorship, even 
the perks of capitalism — knighthoods, 
etc., but naively protest as Lord Dain- 
ton did this week about ‘over­
interventionism’ and management 
techniques by government in basic 
research. He also went on to moan 
about the luminaries of scientific 
societies who he said were ‘collabor­
ators’ protecting their own research. 
This is the closed shop syndrome which 
is prevalent elsewhere in British society 
— a series of scientific closed shops 
seeking government favours and funds,

continued on page 8
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UNDERCOVER ANARCHISM: a start

HEALTH: an Anarchist Perspective

Colin JohnsonBrian Bamford

Not all of us are equipped to accept doom. 
It is a futile exercise at a time when we are 
watching the gradual crumbling of the Tory 
cake and hearing loudly voiced indignation 
of some very ordinary people when it comes 
to the wrecking of the Health Service and

The cost of rubbish bins is’the subject of a 
price war at a time when we are supposed 
to be drowning under a sea of litter.

Then there is the overriding question of 
what the hell is going in up there in the sky. 
Like a giant French letter, the atmosphere 
is supposed to be leaking. The cosmic view 
is that it is too late for anything. Within 
fifty to a hundred years, when some of us 
will be reading Freedom in the last few caves 
for for habitation, there will be nothing left. 
Perhaps that will be a relief.

Contraceptives yo-yo in price. There are 
strong rumours that some French letters 
leak due to poor rubber quality.

Rather than theorising and dissecting politi­
cal trends, we should start flying our kites 
from new bases. There is no actual evidence 
that the broad humanistic anarchist philo­
sophy is totally inacceptable to others, 
especially when it is called by some other 
name. Admit that you are an anarchist and 
you are inviting some curious looks from 
most people. But when an anarchist 
thought is filtered into an existing organisa­
tion as an ‘idea’, it can gain support.

Granted, we are all proud of our indepen­
dent thought, but at Peter Neville implied 
in the September issue of Freedom, there 
is precious little we can do about it apart 
from making ourselves heard in trade 
unions and other organisations. Nationally, 
it is quite another matter. You do not see 
declared anarchists in the Sunday quality 
papers, nor do you discover what they eat 
for breakfast or what sort of music they 
favour. Publicity is not for us. Few people 
have heard of Herbert Read except as the 
author of a standard work on surrealism. 
George Woodcock is rightly celebrated, but 
only as the author of a Pelican book on 
anarchism. After that, silence.

If a group of anarchists were to start a 
company called Good Works Ltd., and then 
ask the bank for a loan, they would 
probably get it. If the much-hounded gipsy 
fraternity were to call themselves Green 
Land Surveyors Ltd. and had a registered 
office, they would probably fare better than 
they do at present. The gipsy as a conserva­
tionist has some attraction.

Aggressive begging has become one of the 
new British industries at a time when the 
money brew ferments to escalate the 
bubbles from the bottom towards the top. 
What bigshots actually do with their amaz­
ing pay is never quite clear. Quite possibly 
they invest a lot of it in order to make more 
loot, and with the interest they create vast 
money-making networks. You never get 
close enough to any of them to ask for the 
price of a cup of tea. Even if you could 
manage this feat, they would probably tell 
you to belt up.

This manifests itself in curious ways. 
Matrimonial settlements in divorce cases 
are seriously affected when judges decide 
that houses must be sold and the proceeds 
split between husband and wife. Houses no 
longer sell.

Almost any subject can have anarchist 
interpretation. For instance, local super­
markets have surpluses, which are sold out 
of dump bins. Can they be persuaded to 
give these surpluses away to needy people? 
Can a local bakery produce twenty extra 
loaves a day for the same cause? Will the 
local council donate waste land to a small 
co-operative of people who want to grow 
food when no allotments are available? The 
clever adherent of our beliefs will see possi­
bilities in this sort of action, because the 
givers will acquire a publicity cachet for 
their actions.

What can we, on our side of this misty 
fence, actually do apart from the usual 
activities within trade unions and other 
groups and organisations? One of the 
neglected areas is local government in 
which patience is required in order to 
survive. If we assume that housing is a prior­
ity in many areas, there is nothing to 
prevent a local authority from setting up a 
housing association outside the constric­
tions of the government-dominated Hous­
ing Corporation. An independent housing 
association can start its own building prog­
ramme. Likewise, a local authority can set 
up a cheap cafe, like British restaurants 
after the war.

LET’S be clear about health; it is not 
simply the absence of illness, nor is 
providing money to service sickness the 
same as creating health. The problem is 
that our culture has produced an illusion 
about health; the very word usually 
conjures up thoughts of the opposite, 
of sickness and disease. Thus even in 
anarchist circles discussions of health 
usually centre on ways and means of 
dealing with sickness. While this may be 
necessary it has little to do with health.

What is health? The broadest definition 
is that health is the ability to fulfil 
potential. Any person or life form is 
healthy when it is able to do all that it is 
capable of doing, of becoming all that it 
may become. While that may be okay for 
most of the biosphere, for humans there 
are immediate problems; much of what 
we are capable of is unacceptable, and life 
is too short for all we can visualise. So for 
humans health is a conditional state; if 
our expectations of life are fulfilled we 
tend to be healthy, if they are disrupted 
we suffer disease.

Expectations fall into two classes — 
those which are inherent in our biology 
such as food, air and water, and those 
which are generated by our interaction 
with the culture which nurtures us. 
Cultural expectations vary and are subject 
to change depending on the nature of the 
cultural dynamic individual’s experience.

It is not possible to say which culture 
is best for people, what can be said is that 
all of the western industrial cultural

Here, at long last, is the grand solution to 
the Freedom Press Overheads Fund 
(September total £707.22) and the Maga­
zine Fund (£869.76). All we have to do is 
write to the gaffers of the 50 foremost 
companies, and ask them for £1,000 each. 
We could have five colour supplements, 
increase the print run, attract new subscri­
bers by the thousand. There is plenty of 
money about. After all, these top company 
gaffers all cam from £6,000,000 to £319,484 
each. A thousand quid must be fag money 
to them.

say. I was reminded of this recently 
during a lunch break on the shop floor. 
We were discussing the injection of rats 
with Parkinson’s disease, when one 
worker said ‘Don’t be daft, they [the 
scientists] say they are injecting rats 
when it's really chimpanzees and they 
say rats to avoid public concern’. Now 
whether this statement is true or false 
is not as important (chimps after all are 
more expensive than rats, though 
perhaps mental defectives may be 
cheaper still) as the healthy scepticism 
which is embedded in the attitude. If 
people have the imagination to see be­
hind the public utterances of scientists 
it might produce the kind of anarchistic 
antidote which Paul Feyerabend 
prescribes as a way of curbing the 
excesses of the scientists. That way 
both the road to Auschwitz and the 
nuclear holocaust may be avoided. If 
only somehow the commonsense of 
ordinary people could be brought to 
bear.

(Note: Fred Oughton frequently calls for 
action in his articles. It is true that anarch­
ism is probably about nine-tenths discussion 
and one-tenth action. On this occasion, 
however, Fred offers a suggestion how local 
groups or even single individuals can 
express anarchism in the form of redistribu­
tion. If you want to explore the possibilities, 
write to him c/o Freedom.)

What we really need is a proliferation of 
information based on local issues, probably 
in the form of simple information sheets. 
If it takes no more than ten minutes to read 
the Daily Mirror, then these sheets should 
occupy five minutes — the sort of thing you 
can assimilate while waiting for the TV 
commercials to come and go. We should 
also make the fullest use of the many free 
newspapers which are rammed through the 
letterbox every week. Most of these 
freebies carry editorial matter, and part- 
time reporters quickly gobble up points of 
view without benefit of very much editorial 
control.

the erosion of local government, also the 
chronic failure of the new social fund, due 
to social discrimination. There may be 
every reason to be optimistic about a future 
which can start in a couple of years. 
Kinnockism will not change everything. It 
will, at least, give us a new kind of 
optimism. It will be a turn in cycle with 
which we are all familiar — at least, those 
of us who are older than twenty. And if 
things do go wrong, we have, under Tory­
ism, learned how to invent methods of 
attack.

At a time when the country is groaning 
under the weight of new money, and people 
like Robert Montague, chairman of 
Tiphook, the container rental group, has 
received an 81% pay rise (he’s on £370,000 
now), it is time to take the flatulence out 
of the economy by demonstrating how 
redistribution can be made to work.

Fred Oughton

continued from page 7

built, as Lord Dainton concedes, upon 
‘an illusion . . . that government 
investment in science was bound to 
bring national dividends’.

Scientists tend to see themselves as 
something special, partly because 
generally governments see them as use­
ful and partly because the public has 
undue faith in science owing to the 
mystique with which scientists have 
been able to surround their craft. Their 
glory, as Lord Dainton said, owes itself 
to the ‘manifest success of science and 
technology during the last war’ and 
‘that thereafter British science fell into 
a trap of their own making’. That of 
establishment science — science as a 
tool of the state.

But prestige is an addictive drug, and 
The New Scientist (16th September 
1989) complains that ‘from the atten­
tion devoted to science and technology 
in the media, you would have thought 
that it was some cult pursuit, like 
karate, ham radio or knitting’. This

The Polish
Concert Party

Jawruzelski: (exist stage right, pushes 
Walesa and Mazowiecki — naive new­
comers — into spotlight with encourage­
ment from Glemp in fancy dress) “Your 
turn now lads, they are starting to throw 
things!” 

reeks of the God of Science demanding 
total worship! Science is great, every­
thing else — sociology, philosophy, 
economics, knitting — are cult 
pursuits, the activities of ordinary 
mortals. But ordinary mortals have to 
try to • live with the products and 
consequences of science. Balzac may 
not have been entirely correct in saying 
‘where you get the chemist you don't 
get wine’, but some of the practices of 
the scientists do give cause for worry. 
Perhaps the most grim example is that 
in Nazi Germany science operated in 
the service of superstition.

The answer lies in tough scrutiny by 
laymen (or women) of the judgement 
of scientists, in the way that juries may 
examine, and accept or reject the pro­
nouncements of ‘expert opinions’ in the 
courts of law. We need to know if some 
of their theories are as well established 
as they would like us to believe.

Fortunately, not all the public are 
taken in by the noble pretensions of 
modern science or what the scientists

variations produce matching variations 
in the disease patterns they generate. 
Modern killers, such as heart disease, 
cancers and immune system dysfunctions 
(how refined the concepts of diseases 
are!) are linked directly to cultural 
variations. Anarchists would suspect 
this, since none of the modern cultures 
provide cultural or socio-political regimes 
which satisfy what we believe to be 
the expectations of a rational way of life. 
Or put it another way, an unhealthy way 
of life will create unhealthy people.

While equality is not the same as 
freedom, it is true that those societies 
which are more equitable produce more 
healthy populations. The Dutch, for 
instance, who design. provisions for 
human need into the very fabric of their 
country, are actually reducing the per­
centage of GNP spent on servicing sick­
ness. Such a proposition is unthinkable in 
Britain; many anarchists believe NHS 
funding should be increased. They are 
wrong; we should not be buying more 
mops, we should be turning off the taps 
that create the flood.

It is paradoxical that the means of 
creating health are totally compatible 
with anarchist philosophy and can be 
part of everyday life, yet it is far removed 
from the practice of many individuals. 
While accepting that we are contained 
within an unsatisfactory cultural structure, 
there is still much we can do to promote 
our own good health and in acting in our 
own best self-interest we would help 
change the culture. Eating organic food 
may lack the glamour of the barricades, 
but it hits the chemical companies who 
destroy both environment and health 
with chemicultured food. Pure air and 
water are rights we should fight for - 
still supporting BAT with your habit, 
comrade? And if an old fashioned revolu­
tion were to come tomorrow, how many 
anarchists are fit enough to cope? If 
you are serious about changing the world 
you have to be fit, or you just won’t last. 
Culture is that which is repeated: living 
in ways which are good for you would 
change the culture. Eventually the 80% 
of modern disease which is avoidable 
would be avoided; that is the primary 
way to deal with illness.

I must admit that when talking about 
health to anarchists who have high politi­
cal motivation I experience some despair. 
Quite often they are slobs, typically 
flabby unfit smokers. I am left with the 
thought that if they care so little about 
themselves, how can they seriously care 
about anything else?

At a time when Thatcher is demanding to 
know why a couple of British brokerage 
firms cannot be admitted to the Tokyo stock 
exchange, the social atmosphere in Britain 
is one of financial oppression. Everything, 
including all the well-shredded social issues 
such as the Health Service and local govern­
ment, is rendered down to questions of 
money. We all know that it takes money to 
run anything, but the stern government line 
has now successfully drained humanistic 
blood out of the veins of national life.
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Centre, 42 Queen Square, London WC1.
Forum people usually meet in the ground
floor cafe beforehand.

September 29 — Introductory meeting &
open discussion.

October 6 — David Dane The Future of
Anarchism
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‘Ideas and Action’
Anarchist-Communist Federation

Day School
on Saturday 2nd December

from 10.00am to 6.00pm
at Conway Hall, Red Lion Square

(nearest tube Holborn).
This is a day school organised by the
ACF, open to all those interested in
the ideas of anarchist-communism.

Workshops on struggles in the
workplace and neighbourhood, against
racism and sexism, the poll tax, critique

history of anarchist-of Marxism,
communism.

Creche provided. Disabled access.
Entry £2.50Light refreshments.

waged, £1.50 unwaged. Write for
further details or advance tickets to
ACF (London), c/o 84b Whitechapel
High Street, London El 7QX.

History Workshop 23
Salford 3-5 November 1989
This year’s History Workshop is to be
held at Salford University. There is once
again an anarchism ‘strand’ —
following programme:
Sharif Gemie: Charles Fourier

Politics of Harmony.
Rene Berthier: Can Anything

Said About the Bakunin-Marx Opposi­
tion? A Methodological Approach.
in Ward: Unexpected Relevance of the
Anarchists
id Goodway: The Anarchism of Alex

Comfort
Tony Powell: Rallying ’Round a Fading

Flag: Responses of the British Anar­
chists to the Spanish Civil War.

Caroline Cahm: Peter Kropotkin: Revo­
lutionary Action Past and Present.

Registration fees: £12 funded individuals,
£7 unfunded individuals, £1 unwaged
individuals. All registrations to (and
further information from): Helen Bowyer,
Working Class Movement Library, 51
Crescent, Salford M5 4WX. Tel: 061
736 3601.
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New and recent titles normally available
from stock and available from your book­
seller or direct from Freedom Press.
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age on inland orders, overseas please add
20%.
MURRAY BOOKCHIN
Remaking Society 200 pp £8.95
The Modern Crisis 194 pp £8.95
Toward an Ecological

Society 315 pp £8.95
Post-Scarcity Anarchism 265 pp £8.95
Limits of the City 194pp £8.95

NOAM CHOMSKY
Language & Politics 500pp £13.95
The Culture of Terrorism 269pp £9.95
Pirates and Emperors:

Terrorism in the Real
World 215 pp £8.95

The Fateful Triangle: Israel,
the United States and the
Palestinians 481pp £8.95

On Power and Ideology 146pp £8.95

ABEL PAZ
Durruti: The People Armed 323pp £7.95

ELEANOR MacLEAN
Between the Lines 296pp p/b £10.95

h/b £19.95

THE ’70s (editors)
China: Revolution is Dead,

Long Live the Revolution 247pp £6.50

GOMEZ CASAS
Anarchist Organisation:

History of the FA I 261pp £10.95

GEORGE WOODCOCK
Pierre Joseph Proudhon 295pp £9.95
Oscar Wilde: The Double

Image 260pp £9.95
Aphra Benn: The English

Sappho 258pp £9.95

SAM DOLGOFF (editor)
Bakunin on Anarchism 451pp £9.95

ISAAC RUBIN
Essays on Marx's Theory of

Value 275pp £7.75
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