
There cou Id be more than enough for everybody ...

It is possibly true that in the first half 
of the century ‘Tradition’ played a 
dominating role in the western world: 

socially, sexually, class wise, and not 
least politically, even on the left.

So far as the anarchists are 
concerned, we had our gurus from 
Godwin, Proudhon, Bakunin through 
to Kropotkin, not to mention a host of 
French, Spanish, German, Russian, 
Dutch and Italian comrades who 
made their names internationally one 
way or another.

But we are now living in a world not 
dominated by tradition nor, 
politically, by such personalities, but 
by capitalist technology (which is very 
profitable money-wise) and global 
capitalism which has adopted the 
nineteenth century workers’ slogan 
slightly adapted to ‘capitalists of the 
world unite’!

The anarchists alone, on the left, go 
on pointing out that the capitalist 
system far from being competitive is 
monopolistic and every day in the 
financial pages one reads of take­
overs and amalgamations galore. As 
we go on saying, capitalist enterprises 
only compete either to take over or to 
Join forces with their potential 
competitors. And needless to say when 
this happens a few jobs at the top are 
lost, but with a very handsome golden 
handshake. When workers lose their 
Jobs as a result of amalgamations 
they may get something for the years 
they have worked for the firm, but it’s 
peanuts compared with what the top 
boys have negotiated for themselves 
at the expense of hundreds or even 
thousands of jobs at the production 
level.

And what surely everybody should 
know by now is that global capitalism 
means that you invest in the 
countries where labour is cheapest, 
even if the labour force are children, 
as we know all too well. The media 
have actually pointed this out. What 
does the praying Prime Minister and 
his so-called New Socialist govern­

ment and overwhelming majority do 
to stop this slave trade? Nothing. 
Why? Because this government is 
with-it and accepts global capitalism.
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But of course we old fashioned 

socialists and anarchists still have 
nothing to say in favour of the 
capitalist system. It is rotten to the 
core, as we see daily, all the sleaze, 
not just of the Hamiltons et alia but 
in general. Capitalism by definition 
invites corruption. The very idea that 
you only ‘produce’ to make a money 
profit.

But what about human actions, 
starting with the expectant mother? 
All those years ahead of giving, but in 
return hopefully love and the same 
care for that mother in old age? This 
is not capitalism, this is the generous 
human exchange of love and 
humanity that makes life worthwhile 
and exciting and poetic.
Anarchists don’t mind being 

accused of not being ‘with-it’ in this 
age of the Internet and all the other 
machines that dehumanise relations. 
We are not opposed to technology. We 
are opposed to capitalism, which not 
only exploits our fellow beings for profit, 
but to the technology which is geared 
to making more profits for the Gates 
et alia, at the expense of more and 
more people being put out of work.

Far from living in the past and all 
that crap, we attack the capitalist 
system because so many of us are 
obliged, in order to live, to take on 
Jobs which are of no value whatsoever 
to the community. That’s another 
definition of the capitalist system: 
jobs that are of no bloody social value 
but pay you a living.

But when are the underprivileged 
going to realise that they spend most 
of the best years of their lives doing 
jobs they hate in order to get the 
money they cannot do without just to 
live from day to day?

If anarchists are being charged with 
living in the past when they go on 
maintaining that we all have only one 
life and that we should be enjoying it 
with love, leisure and all the 
amenities that are now available for 
everybody, then surely it’s the 
politicians - who are saying that we 
can’t afford a good education, a good 
health service, good housing, you name 
them - who are living in the past.
Anarchists are not only advocating 

a world society of the future where 
there need be neither first worlds nor 
third worlds, but are calling on you 
and me to realise that the future will 
be disastrous if we don’t decide that 
we, the ordinary people, the majority 
wo rid-wide, realise that the future 
depends on us and on our having the 
courage to fight and to determine the 
kind of life that we want now. And no 
governments will provide. Which is 
why we go on being anarchists and do 
not rely on governments.
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We don’t need to read Spengler’s Decline 
of the West or the current study of the 
Chief Inspector of Prisons into young 

offenders to know that there is public order 
trouble in our towns and cities and that the 
modem institutions are failing to tackle the 
problem. The evidence is before us on every 
street comer, in every suburban street and in 
every city centre.

In the last issue of Freedom we reported 
neighbours on one estate in Rochdale, 
Lancashire, threatened by “roaming gangs 
damaging property and persecuting 
pensioners”. A local housing official claimed 
the ‘local bobby’ had not reported any trouble. 
Yet nationally, we are told in The Independent 
(20th November), that: “Up to eight jails for 
criminals aged 15 to 17 are to be established 
as part of a new approach to dealing with 
juvenile offenders”. That sounds a bit like an 
old approach.

But let’s consider the Castleton estate in 
Rochdale referred to. Two years ago I saw a 
pensioner harassed by kids who climbed on 
his roof - he ended up chastising them. Later 
a group of the kid’s older relatives drove round 
to the pensioner’s council house, smashed the 
glass on his front door, dragged him out and 
beat him up. The local police were impotent, 
but the matter was settled by the sons of the 
pensioner, who persuaded his assailants to 
leave Castleton.

Over a number of years a local thief by the 
nickname of ‘Blacky’ (no reflection on race, 
as he is white) tormented the working class 
families of our urban village. Terraced houses 
and council flats were robbed left, right and 
centre. House dogs were kicked and poisoned 
during the break-ins. Eventually the good 
people of Castleton became fed up and a group 
of lads went to Blacky’s flat and beat him up. 
Blacky has since left town.

This kind of rough justice is what is known 
as the vendetta, and is still used in parts of 
southern Europe. Years ago, I think the social 
critic Colin Ward suggested that anarchists 
could do well to look at the history of the 
vigilante committees in the USA, and more 
recently, in a radio phone-in, he has criticised 
the police for discouraging citizen 
participation in the discouragement of crime.

Certainly in some areas the situation is very 
bad, because a council workman told me the 
other week that on some council estates in 
Rochdale, like Grieve, the thieves are 
breaking into rows of houses at a time. The 
police performance is generally recognised as 
pathetic, and some claim they have given up 
on break-ins.

7H5 LAW: 'PROTECTOR OF VESTED 
INTEREST'
As I write this I am dimly aware that the family 
of Lesley Molseed are considering a private 
prosecution against the man they believe 
murdered their daughter 22 years ago. This 
case was another ghastly example of the 
incompetence of the local police in Rochdale,

'Martin, stand in the corner and 
be ashamed of yourself' 

(by Martin Kippenberger)

which led to an innocent man - Stefan Kisco 
- going to jail for many years.

Does this mean that despite New Labour and 
all its pretensions proffered by the eager Mr 
Jack Straw, Home Secretary, the modem 
institutions - including the law - are in 
terminal decline? Lewis Mumford in his book 
The Condition of Man, asserted: 
“Civilisations do not die of old age; they die 
of the complications of old age”.

Our fine English novelist Charles Dickens, 
who a recent critic has dubbed “a law 
breaker”, long ago detected a degenerative 
aspect to English law. Una Pope-Hennessy 
wrote about Dickens’s view of the law as 
expressed in the novel Bleak House'. “The 
fly-wheel of the story of Bleak House is the 
Court of Chancery; all cogs move in 
connection with it. Principal and lesser 
persons alike are all drawn insensibly into the 
machinery and are one by one lethalised by the 
monster operating as Justice and Equity. The 
villain of the piece is the Law, protector of the 
Vested Interest. The Lord Chancellor and his 
Court represent the apparatus of evil.”

At that time Lord Denman, Chief Justice of 
England, who disapproved of Bleak House 
because of its anti-legal theme, attacked it on 
a minor point. But the book-buying public still 
bought about twice as many copies of it as 
David Copperfield.

But what do Dickens and Una Pope-Hennessy 
mean when they say the law protects vested 
interest? Surely we are told the law protects 
the weak against the strong and powerful! It 
doesn’t often seem to work that way. Take the 
story of Stephen Binns, told in the last issue 
of Freedom. He took in the dogs of his dying 
friend, creating a public nuisance to his 
nearest neighbours, and the local authority 
came down on him like a ton of bricks and 
threatened to evict him from his council flat. 
This threat has now been shelved owing to the 

pressure of public opinion in Castleton.
Now consider a licensed and legalised public 

nuisance in nearby Heywood. Nearly two 
years ago the planning authorities of Rochdale 
Metropolitan Council approved a landfill 
operation proposed by Park Pit Landfill. This 
was widely opposed by the people of 
Heywood and their Gort Action Group 
because it would result in a massive nuisance 
to the local community. The council and their 
planners assured everyone it would be 
properly monitored and the company, a 
branch of the controversial Casey Group, 
would be forced to stick to the rules and 
considerations.

Pull the other one! It’s got bells on! The 
Casey company and Park Pit Landfill have had 
a free run and Rochdale council and then- 
planners are in the company’s pocket. Far 
from forcing the Landfill company to keep to 
the conditions, the planners now claim they 
haven’t the manpower to check up on the 
nuisance caused. Private Eye (August 1997) 
claims that the Casey Group has been giving 
“corporate hospitality” to councillors in 
Oldham, next door.

It seems like today a man like Stephen Binns 
who inadvertently creates a nuisance out of a 
spirit of altruism and kindness is to be treated 
more roughly than a company like the Casey 
Group which ransacks green areas and annoys 
residents and communities in the pursuit of 
commercial gain.

ANARCHISTS AGAINST ANARCHY
The anarchist position must be, I suggest, to 
look for justice within the community.

Commenting on the Andalucian anarchist 
influence in Spain, Julian A. Pitt-Rivers, the 
anthropologist, asserts “its insistence upon 
justice and order in the organisation of social 
relations, its refusal at the same time to tolerate 
any authority not vested in the community ...”

The nearest thing to this which is being 
consciously developed by the unemployed 
activists in Groundswell is the ‘Three Strikes 
and You’re Out’ tactic. The ‘Three Strikes’ 
tactic involves identifying abusive and bossy 
officers in the Employment and Benefit 
Agencies who bully clients. For this 
anti-social behaviour they are likely to be 
photographed and their portraits blown-up 
and distributed on posters around their 
community.

The jobless Groundswell militants in their 
relation to the community are the 
Anglo-Saxon equivalents of the Andalucian 
los obreros concientes or hijos del pueblo 
(sons of the people). Their use of scorn, 
mockery and humiliation against those who 
breach the principles of human decency in a 
community is an example of how anarchists 
can use moral force to alter conduct for the 
better.

Once the stocks were used to expose 
anti-social behaviour. Today it is the wielders 
of power who, through the ‘Three Strikes’ and 
the camera, can be placed in the stocks by the 
‘sons and daughters of the people’ - los 
obreros concientes. Social misbehaviour must 
be combated by social exclusion and scorn.

Let anarchists be against the anarchy of 
modem life.

Albert Shore

Three years
Anarchist editors

The first ‘Gandalf trial ended on 13th
November, when three editors of Green 

Anarchist - Steve Booth, Noel Molland and 
Saxon Wood - were found guilty of 
conspiring to incite criminal damage and each 
sentenced to three years imprisonment. The 
fourth defendant, Simon Russell editor of the 
Animal Liberation Front newsletter, was 
acquitted.

While anarchists are utterly opposed to 
prisons, we understand the argument that in 
present-day society some dangerous people 
have to be put out of circulation for the public 
good. This argument, however, does not apply 
to this case in which well-meaning, likeable 
people have been convicted of nothing more 
than publishing words.

By comparison with similar cases the 
sentence seems unusually harsh. In early 
1945, when civil liberties were curtailed for 
the war, three editors of War Commentary

were convicted of conspiring to incite 
members of His Majesty’s Forces to disaffection, 
and the sentence was ‘only’ nine months. It is 
pure coincidence, of course, that the judge in 
the ‘Gandalf case, Judge Sei wood, is the only 
civilian judge with a military rank, 
Major-General Seiwood. Appeals have been 
launched against both verdict and sentence.

Two other ‘Gandalf’ defendants, Paul 
Rogers of Green Anarchist and Robin Webb 
of the Animal Liberation Front, are still 
awaiting trial.

DR

Stop Press: Steve and Saxon have written to 
us from prison. They say they have been well 
treated so far, but find the routine boring. They 
would welcome letters. Steve Booth (CK 
4323) and Saxon Burchnall-Wood (CK 4322) 
are both at HMP Winchester, Romsey Road, 
Winchester SO22 5DF.




