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Euro 2000 gives an opportunity for the Brits to show that we're a ...

Land of hope and boozers

ew things excite the Englishman
more than sport, particularly
football. The French and other
Latins may have their passion for food,
but the English will get more worked up
about backing a horse or arguing over
some off-side decision.

When I was young the question ‘Do
you want tripe for tea?’ was met by ‘A
can 'ave’. In England you always seem
to get massive understatement about
matters like food or issues of aesthetic
consideration. Like the lady who said to
Coleridge ‘Yes, i1t’s the prettiest thing I
ever saw’ about some waterfalls the poet
considered ‘sublime’.

But in relation to sport, and especially
football, the English can get really
carried away. Commenting on the
development of sport between the wars

the historian A.J.P. Taylor wrote: “Sport,
or rather the watching of professional
sport, mounted steadily. Horse racing
continued to provide the main outlet for
gambling. £200 million 1s said to have
gone on bets 1n 1929. The pools -
betting attempts to foretell the results of
football matches — expanded steadily
during the 1930s ... Greyhound racing,
introduced 1n 1926, gave the masses a
more public, cheap version of the green

- tables at Monte Carlo.”

Even during the slump, rather than
reading books the English ran after
public entertainment. And George
Orwell claimed that “professional
footballers, boxers, jockeys and even
cricketers enjoy a popularity that no
scientist or artist could ever hope to
rival”.

Strong drink and the law

Last week the newspapers were full of
reports that up to 520 England fans were
arrested in Belgium and deported back
to the UK. Editorial columns echoed to
the tune of the sermon of the ‘shaming
spectacle’. The Independent listed
“alcohol, testosterone and tribal loyalty™

-as obvious causes for the violence,

while the Observer declared that
“society 1s to blame — football thugs are
made, not born”.

It has long been obvious that
Englishmen can’t handle strong drink in
any quantity. For this the curious
English licensing laws introduced
during the Great War has a lot to answer
for. At that time Lloyd George cut down
on the hours of drinking and even
watered down the beer by government
order.

For donkey’s years it always seemed to
me one couldn’t go in a pub with a
group of friends or workmates without
feeling that you were 1n a race to get as

much beer down your throat before
closing time. It was called boozing and
the result was drunkenness. Belgian
beer 1s not watered down and is
notoriously strong and tasty. To a people
like ours, who unlike most Europeans
don’t have a grown up attitude to
drinking strong liquor, the terrain of the
Grand Place in Brussels and the
surrounding ginnels were bound to offer
themselves as a battleground.

Deranged by drink and overwhelmed
by victory over the Germans, the
English fans set-to on a bunch of
German supporters. Perhaps we are
better losers than victors, as there was
no trouble when later we lost against
Rumania and were knocked out of the
competition.

John Bull: our ‘heroic demi-god’
Someone once said that ‘sport 1s war by
other means’ — that sport 1s an unfailing
cause of 1ll will. It goes without saying
that Anglo-German relations will
now be a bit worse after the Brussels
skirmishes.

Gazzetta dello Sport, betore England’s
defeat by Rumania and next in line to
face our team, declared that “in the
lunatic mind-set of these fans, there’s no
bigger thrill than routing the Italians
after the Germans, the two defeated
enemies of the Second World War”.

Wyndham Lewis argued that by
exaggeration we could lay bare “a sort
of subterranean ideologic stream whose
presence 1s usually only revealed by a
sort of misty snobbishness”. Mr Lewis
thereby suggested that “the nineteenth
century John Bull ... was the proud
aristocratically minded person he was
because the migratory Achaian or
Dorian was of divine race, or imposed

himseltf as such on the subject
(continued on page 2)




|
1

Vol. 61 No. 13

— ——

1st July 2000

fortnightly

50p

Taking from the poor and giving to the rich makes the Labour Party ...

Supporters of excelience

n Wednesday 7th June 2000 Tony

Blair told the Women'’s Institute that

the class war was over. “Let’s hear
no more about class war ... We are un-
ashamed supporters of excellence” (whether
by excellence Blair meant such triumphs of
the fusion of commerce and aesthetics as the
Millennium Dome and the Bridge of Light
wasn’t clear). “Gordon Brown and I believe
passionately in extending opportunity for all.
But neither of us will have any truck with
old-fashioned egalitarianism that Ilevels
down.” The levelling-up Blair 1s committed
to was manifested soon after in the
publication of a report by UNICEF, which
revealed that Britain has one of the worst
records on child poverty in the industrialised
world. Nearly 20% of young people live in
families which are below the official poverty
line (judged as household income below half
median earnings). The UNICEF report states
that Britain fails with regard to five key
indicators of childhood._poverty. The child-
hood poverty rate 1s high; the number of lone
parent families suffering from poverty is
high; the number of workless households is
high, as 1s the number afflicted by low
wages/benefits. New Labour, having failed to
implement any of the key recommendations
of the 1998 Acheson Report on Inequalities
in Health, has simply held to the concept of
egalitarianism developed by the Thatcher and
Major governments — taking from the poor,
and giving to the rich.

New Labour’s use of the high pound as a
means of shaking out uncompetitive
industries meanwhile continues to reveal the
extent of Gordon Brown’s real commitment
to the notion of ‘full employment’. In the last
week Dunlop has announced 1,100 job losses
at 1ts tyre plant in Wolverhampton; the steel
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firm Corus has axed 1,400 jobs; BAE
Systems has cut 3,800; the closure of C&A
will cost 4,800 jobs; and the Observer on
[ 8th June 2000 forecast the loss of 35,000
jobs in the car components industry.

The class war, though, 1s, we're told, well
and truly over. In one sense, this is true. A
war 1s only a war if there 1s a clash between
contending forces — otherwise it’s really a
turkey-shoot. The trade union leadership i1s
begging to join the euro (even though, as the
TGWU’s Bill Morris points out, the euro
gives New Labour an excuse to oversee
further job losses and deny moral culpability,
as Morris notes, New Labour could “if it so
wished, ameliorate unemployment”.
Monetary union removes the power to do so
“to nowhere”, putting the economy “outside
democratic control” (EMU and the
Democratic Deficit by Bill Morris,
Macmillan, 2000). We're expected to cheer
when Stephen Byers announces that the
minimum wage will be linked to rises in
average earnings, so that “two million poorly
paid workers keep pace with those at the
top”, even though the minimum wage was set
so low that it did nothing to alleviate low pay,
but merely became a statutory maximum in
many workplaces. The link to the rise in
average earnings 1S an empty promise given
that New Labour policy 1s to keep wage rises
down by increasing the pressure of the
reserve army of unemployed labour to drag
wages down, through the combined use of
job cuts and the creation of peacetime
conscription in the war against decent wages,
through the New Deal.

[t 1s, though, the case that a substantial
number of us refuse to accept the Blairite
contention that “We’re all middle class now’.
[t may well be, as the Office of National
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Statistics recognised recently, that none of us
any longer pick coal or throw timber, but, as
the Office of National Statistics make clear,
the fastest growing sector of the labour
market belongs to those who clean, shop,
child-mind or garden for the professional
classes who lack the time or inclination to so
act themselves. As the Guardian’s Charlotte
Denny recognised: “It is the new upstairs-
downstairs economy for the cash-rich, time-
poor, though nowadays the servants do not
live in. Big companies are out to make
money out of the service economy. Unilever
has launched My Home which promises to
take care of household tasks.” Further,
despite the constant assertion by everyone
from Peter Mandelson to Anthony Giddens
that the knowledge based economy has
brought the notion of a ‘career’ to an end, and
that “most people must expect more jobs in a
lifetime or to have to switch vocation”,
permanent employees represented 81.7% of
the workforce in 1999. The proportion of
people who have held the same job for more
than ten years remains around 30% of the
workforce. The imposition of ‘flexibility’
across the board remains, all propaganda to
the contrary, a battle yet to be won.
According to Nick Burkitt of the Institute for
Public Policy Research (IPPR): “New
technology i1s creating new jobs 1n
professional and routine occupations and
destroying some others but some of the
biggest growth areas are in old tfashioned
personal service jobs such as waiting, bar
work, cleaning and especially care work.”
The IPPR notes that the biggest single
occupation groups are administrative or
secretarial workers among women, and
skilled trade workers among men. The
majority of us are still employed in ‘routine
B occupations’

' — working
class

blue or

white

collar

jobs.

Trade

union membership has begun to rise. TUC
figures show that unions carried out 983
ballots for industrial action in the year from
last June, compared with 464 the previous
year, producing votes for strike action in
95% of cases. Of last year’s ballots, led to
strike action, while 155 led to strikes from
this years votes. Of the remainder, the ballot
in and of itself led to improved deals. The
Communications Workers Union (CWU)
conference at Bournemouth voted to refuse
to increase funding to the Labour Party, on
the basis that such an increase “would
effectively endorse the 75p a week rise in
pensions and £1,000 per year university
tuition fees” (Pete Boswell, CWU
Oxfordshire).

If New Labour weren’t so concerned to
consign to the flames all history prior to the
Coming of Blair in 1994, this latter might
cause them particular concern. The election
of the Wilson government in 1964 mirrored
in many ways that of Blair’s 33 years later.
Wilson, like Blair, sought to embrace the
‘white heat of technology’, and railed against
those working class ‘forces of conservatism’
who felt job security and higher pay were
worth preserving against the ‘white heats’ of
ruling class prosperity. “We shall be frank in
condemning all those who shirk from their
duty as a nation” Wilson railed, targeting
particularly “the professional fomenters of
unofficial strikes.” What the Wilson
government offered, as Leo Panitch and
Colin Leys observe, was “a foreign relations
orthodoxy grounded in Atlanticism
symbolised by the Government’s support for
American policy in Vietnam and by its
readiness to blame strikes on communist
influence” (*a tightly knit group of
politically motivated men” as Wilson
described the striking Seamen’s Union
workers”) (The End of Parliamentary
Socialism by L. Panitch and C. Leys, Verso,
1998). The baton of anti working class
politics was picked up by both Heath and
Callaghan in the governments which
followed. As Jeremy Seabrook and Trevor
Blackwell put it: “The public admission by a
Labour Government that the only thing
wrong with Britain was its 1rresponsible
working class set the tone for the 1970s, and
indeed furnished them with their leitmotif™
(A World Still To Win, Gollancz, 1985). As
significant, though, was the response of
working class Labour voters. In 1970 a
substantial portion of the working class vote
deserted Labour, with manual workers
support falling from 69% in 1966 to 58% 1n
1970, falling still further to 50% in 1979,
“after a second experience of Labour
government”, as Panitch and Leys explain.
Eric Hobsbawn argues that “the workers, and
growing strata outside the manual workers,
were looking for a lead and a policy. They
did not get it. They got the Wilson years —
and many of them lost faith and hope in the

(continued on page 2)
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(continued from page 1)

mass party of the working people” (Eric
Hobsbawn, The Forward March of Labour
Halted, Verso, 1981). That ‘loss of faith and
hope’ took two forms: a loss of belief in class
identity as having any bearing on politics at
all (manifest in the working class vote for
Thatcher in 1979) and a rise in extra-
parliamentary militancy which led to the
upsurge in a community based politics which
directly challenged the values and priorities
of the status quo (squatters groups, the Irish
Civil Rights Solidarity Campaign, prisoners
rights, through to the extra parliamentary
orientation of a large section of the labour
movement, shown in the violence of the
clashes with the state in the 1972 building
workers strike, the mass picket of Saltley
coke depot on 10th February 1972 and the
mass picket of Pentonville prison in support
of the docks stewards jailed under the
Industrial Relations Act.) Linked in with this,
Panitch and Leys observe that “throughout
the late 1960s, it was common to see reports
of branches voting to disaffiliate from the
Party because of the actions of the Labour
government’” (the most significant instances
of disaffiliation took place among the
railway, miners, textile and sheet metal
workers unions. The number of individuals
who contracted out of the political levy
portion of their dues also increased). The
purpose of the neo-liberal policies pursued
by the variety of governments which
followed on from Wilson and Heath was
precisely to re-discipline the working class —
to ensure that the terrors of Saltley and
Pentonville were never repeated. It is to the

shame of the left that their response to the
extra parliamentary militancy of the late *60s
and early *70s was to direct it towards a
campaign to transform the Labour Party, at a
point when that party had begun to collapse
(the Labour Party lost 150,000 members
from 1964 to 1969 and Ken Livingstone has
estimated that the Party lost half its

membership during this period). In an
interview with Big Flame in 1980, Raymond
Williams commented that “if you say the
channel for our aspirations i1s the Labour
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Another new title published by Freedom Press

Donald Rooum
Twenty Year Millennium Wildeat

The cartoonist Donald Rooum is perhaps
best known as the political cartoonist of
» Peace News during its heyday in the
1960s. An anarchist since 1944, since
January 1980 he has been contributing the
Wildcat strip to the anarchist fortnightly Freedom.
The cartoons are copied and translated from
l\l Freedom (and the Wildcat books) by wvarious
|

anarchist publications in other countries.

had sent me a collection of anarchist cartoons to review. |
- | thought I'd find them unfunny, obscure and pedantic. In fact,
[ found them humorous to the point of laughing out loud.”

— Hilary Robinson in Society for Strip Illustration Newsletter

1 n " “I must admit that my heart sank when I discovered that Matt

“I enjoyed-this book; it’s original, different and funny. And it
makes valid points.”

“How his work will stand alongside that of Rowlandson.
Gillray, Low and others cannot be assessed in this present age.
but I suggest that it is outstanding and that Freedom Press
enjoy a rare privilege in being allowed to publish it.”

ISBN 0 900384 97 2

Available from your bookseller, or direct from the publishers (payment with order)
post free in the UK. When ordering from abroad please add 15% towards postage.

Freedom Press

o 34b Whitechapel High Street, London E1 7QX
(Girobank account 58 294 6905)

— Alex Noel Watson in The Jester

— Tony Gibson in Freedom

£1.95

EDITORIAL

Party and if you stay in that channel, the very
things which are necessary to correct the
Labour tradition of centralised experts and
directors of the economy, would be neglected
in favour of the centralised mechanisms
which again and again destroy local
autonomy and initiative” (Revolutionary
Socialism 1ssue 5).

r after his WI speech

Williams went on to state that he’d quit the
Labour Party after the seamen’s strike in 1966,
because “when i1t came right down to it, they
were more against the working class than
they were against the existing order”. The
tragedy of the New Left was that, in ignoring
Williams™ analysis, they rebuilt the Party
machine that put Blair into office in 1997.

With New Labour haemorrhaging, and the
first signs of that ‘autonomy and initiative’
returning to the stage, the heirs of the New
Left legacy are looking to repeat their errors,
albeit in a new form. In the London mayoral

(continued from page 8)

population”. He then adds that “the heroic
demi-god of the homeric saga was the distant
example of the ‘beer-drinking Briton; who
could ‘never be beat’.”

Addressing the problem of ‘Vulgarisation
and Political Decay’, Mr Lewis tackles the
issue head on: “The sporting training of the
Englishman and American makes him into a
fighting machine. Even his military training
is disguised as sport. This robot 1s
manipulated by the press. By his education
he has been made into an ingenious free-
looking, easy-moving, ‘civilised’,
gentlemanly robot. At a word (or when
sufficiently heated by a week’s newspaper
suggestion), at the pressing of a button, all
these hallucinated automata, with their
technician-trained minds and bodies, can be
released against each other.”

Curious, 1sn’t it, that Mr Wyndham Lewis
writing in 1926, and often thought to be a
reactionary writer, should now find his view
echoed in the editorial columns of the
‘liberal’ press such as the Independent and
the Observer.

Commenting on the football violence, the
Independent claimed that “the real causes of
such behaviour as social or cultural”.

Arguing that 1t 1s English society that
produces slobbishness, violence and
xenophobia, the Observer editor hit out at the
“tabloid and right-wing broadsheet press”
claiming that “what has been constructed is a
daily infusion of poisonous, mindless
jingoism feeding prejudice and hatred”. The
editorial goes on to propose that “the drunk,
violent, bare-chested English football fan,

elections, the London Socialist Alliance
scored 1.6 % of the vote — less than the
British National Party. In the real world, such
a vote would evidence disaster, and a need to
re-examine tactics, to determine what went
wrong. In the latest (June) Red Pepper,
though, Tarig Ali daydreams of a “new,
inclusive party, an alliance that can contain
the likes of Livingstone and [Denis] Canavan,
as well as Liz Davies, George Monbiot,
Dianne Abbott, Sheila Rowbotham, Jeremy
Hardy, Darren Johnson and Candy Unwin”.
It 1s, perhaps, significant, that Ali envisages
such a party as being built around a self-
selected leadership of second rate media
personalities, failed comedians and occasiona
Guardian columnists, rather than focused
around the needs and desires of, say, Ford
Dagenham workers or Southwark tenants.
Doubtless Ali and his ragbag of cronies think
they know what’s best for all of us. Part of
the problem with initiative such as the LSA is
that they are based on the fixations of those
who claim to lead them, rather than the
everyday needs of those of us they see as
their constituency-of-right.

More than this, though; the nature of
parliamentary politics is that it sets up a
fiction convenient to capital; that power
resides in Parliament. The social power of
ordinary people — the power manifest at
Pentonville in °72 1s emasculated by
parliamentary politics precisely because it
denies the constituent power of those led to
believe their role in the political process is
only to elect their chosen policy makers once
every four or five years. As Rudolf Rocker
had 1t: “Political rights do not originate in
parhament; they are, rather, forced upon
parliaments from without™. Forgetting that
lesson bequeathed us the defeats of the
1980s. To forget again will allow New
Labour the chance to carry through its
agenda of egalitarianism-for-the-rich with
opposition confined to the one arena where it
matters least — at the polls.

Nick S.

tattooed with the Cross of St George, 1s the
product of a winner-takes-all society in
which he has little chance, but which gives
him the chance to ventilate his frustration by
identifying foreigners as the enemy.”

These editorials neglect the claim that
international sport inevitably inflames
nationalism, and by its very nature provokes
tribal hatred. The develop-
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A plain clothes officer arrests a fan in Brussels

ment of large-scale professional sport seems
to have historically gone hand-in-hand with

the rise of nationalism.
BB




n 14th July 1789, the people of Paris
stormed the Bastille. This French

Prison was a powerful symbol of
repression, which was torn down in the
revolution that followed. On 14th July 2000
diverse and independent groups will unite,
taking action against prisons and the
companies behind them.

Now 1s an important time because prisons
are being privatised. Private companies and
multinational corporations are building and
running prisons for profit. This allows more
prisons to be built and creates a huge
industry that protects the powerful and the
rich. Security Companies like Group 4,
Wakenhut and Correction Corporation of
America, construction firms such as Kvaerner
and Carrilion and even hotel corporations
like Sodexho are fighting for contracts to
build and run prisons. Hundreds of others
from Microsoft to The Ecologist magazine
are queuing up to exploit cheap prison
workers.

Prison populations are growing, but so 1s
our resistance. There are groups fighting
racist policing, private prisons, increased
police powers, the new Terrorism Bill,
clampdowns on political activity, prison
labour, tmmigration detention centres,
harsher sentencing and a whole range of
similar 1ssues. Here 1s an opportunity to
bring our struggles together.

The idea for Bastille Day 1s that groups and
individuals both on the ‘inside” and ‘out’ take
independent action around the same day.
This could be anything from prisoner strikes,
solidarity actions with prisoners, occupations,
disrupting prison building, sabotage, leaflets,
pickets, stalls — separate actions gaining

bout thirty people i1nvaded the
Aconstruction site of HMP Onley and
shut down work for the afternoon.

HMP Onley i1s the site of one of three new
prisons currently under construction. Group
4 and Carillon are building it next to a secure
training centre, for 12-14 year olds, and a
young offenders institute, for 14-20 year
olds.

Carillon 1s the construction arm of what
used to be Tarmac before it de-merged. It
works 1in a Consortium with Group 4 to
construct prisons. As Tarmac i1t built
Cookham Woods, the first privately run
children’s prison, and it gained the contract
to build the new GCHQ with Group 4 and
British Telecom.

Group 4 1s the largest private security
company in the world — they do prisoner
transport and run cells at courts. Group 4 got
the contract to manage the first private prison
in the UK, Wolds Remand Centre. Group 4
now runs HMP Rochdale, Buckley Hall and
Altcourse. Group 4 also runs Campsfield
House Immigration Detention Centre in
Oxford.

On a sunny afternoon, Tuesday 30th May,
thirty people surprised security guards by
descending in two vans on the construction
site at HMP Onley. Charging into the site
people had to find their way through an
almost finished perimeter wall to stop the
work of about a hundred workers. People
climbed cranes and sat on machines, whilst
others invaded the offices and annoyed a
senior manager for three hours.

Towards the end of the period that people
were on site, the people on the crane
managed to communicate with the people
inside the young offenders’ institute, -who
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HMP Onley action

HOME NEWS
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strength by happening together in resistance.

As part of this CAGE will be organising an
occupation of a space related to the prison
industry. We aim to transform it into a place
where resistance can grow and groups of
people can meet, discuss ideas, plot and
scheme and promote their campaigns. We
also aim to provide some legal, technical and
moral support for other groups taking action
and hope to build on Bastille Day to create a
broad network of groups resisting the prison
industry.

CAGE 1s a network set up to support and
create resistance to prisons. Our roots are in
both the Reclaim the Streets and Earth First!
networks, and we organise without leaders to
take direct action against prison building.

1o contact us ...

By e-mail prison@narchy.fsnet.co.uk

For a bastille day discussion list see
bastilleday @narchy.fsnet.co.uk ,

By post at CAGE c/o PO Box 68, Oxford,
OX3 IRH, England (tel 07931401962)

Website at http:// www.veggies.org.uk/cage
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were playing football at the time.

The best part of the day was that we arrived
with out the police being present and left just
as they looked like there were enough
arriving to deal with us. With a well thought
out escape route, we all left with no arrests.
And so began the campaign against prison
building ...

Wiboni

So how would
anarchists deal with
immigration 27

How would you
deal with such

real problems 22

ﬂ
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about the minimum wage, but 1t’s vital

for less skilled workers who are penalised
for no fault of their own, but get a raw deal
otherwise. I have no illusions that the
minimum wage will ‘fix’ everything, but it’s
a step forward, providing everyone who's
entitled to it some security in the market place.

Idon’t know what other comrades think

Mass civil disobedience on tenth
anniversary of sanctions on Iraq

ugust 6th will mark the tenth
Aanniversary of UN sanctions on Iraq.

Sanctions have led to a humanitarian
crisis in Irag, with huge increases in child
malnutrition and mortality rates. Last year,
UNICEEF reported that there had been half a
million excess deaths of children under five
during the period 1991-98. Most of these
deaths were primarily associated with
sanctions.

To mark the tenth anniversary, and to
highlight our government’s complicity in the
ongoing suffering, voices in the wilderness
and other groups are organising mass non-
violent civil disobedience in central London
on Monday August 7th (see also back page of
this issue of Freedom). This will take the
form of a procession from Trafalgar Square,
culminating in a die-in to represent the
hundreds of thousands of people who have
died in Iraq as a result of sanctions. The
demonstration will be calling for an
immediate lifting of economic sanctions on
Iraq. Actions will take place on the same day
in Washington DC, and at Faslane, Scotland.

We are asking you to spread the word about
this event. If you produce a newsletter, we

Abortion

ebbie Prinselaar would like to speak
to anyone about back-street abortion,
past or present, for a Granada

television documentary. Contact her on 0161
827 2635.
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So I for one will be helping to set up an
awareness group under the slogan ‘Are you
getting yours? Insist on a minimum wage'.
Any comrades who feel the same should
contact me at Tameside Claimants Party, 91

Manchester Road, Audenshaw, Manchester
M34 S5PZ.
Mick Vick

would be very grateful if you could put in a
listing about the day, or tell your members at
meetings. We are able to supply leaflets for
inclusion in mailings, or could offer a
speaker to talk about the 1ssues around
sanctions as well as the event on August 7th.
In addition to the civil disobedience on
Monday 7th, there will be a vigil in central
London (venue yet to be decided) from 1pm
to 4pm on Sunday 6th August followed by an
evening of non-violence training, action
planning and a legal briefing (accommoda-
tion will be provided). We would also
welcome your input at organising meetings.
Andrea Needham and Gabriel Carlyle
voices in the wilderness

COPY DEADLINE

The next issue of Freedom will be

dated 15th July, and the last day for

copy intended for this issue will be

first post on Thursday 6th July.

If possible contributions should be
typed using double-spacing between
lines, or can be sent as text files on

disc (with a print-out please).

[n anideal world, OK. Fifty-eightllegal ™ Tllegals employed as Economic migrants
But I'm asking about immigrantsdead () seasonalworkersat less posing, as refugees from
the real world. inasealed lorry. than thelegalminimum. | | political persecution.
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A Brief History of Free Schools
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EDUCATION

tate mis-education 1s not compulsory
and Freedom recently outlined a range
of free-schooling alternatives (20th
May 2000). Despite its absence from the
history and education books free-schooling
1S no new phenomenon in Britain and we can
trace the threads back through two hundred
years of experiment and development to

William Godwin.

William and Louise

Godwin was the first to set out the libertarian
stall with his Enquiry Concerning Political
Justice (1793) which presented a devastating
critique of state education nearly a century
before it existed! In The Enquirer (1797)
Godwin went on to suggest a practical
pedagogy for the organisation of liberated
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children were fully involved in community
life only Whiteway operated its own school,
whilst Clousden kids had to attend the local
board school. Two separate influences
stimulated the creation of new libertarian
schools in the early twentieth century, an
influx of politically-conscious Jewish

refugees from Russia and the i1deas of

Francisco Ferrer. In 1906 a 13 year old girl,
Naomi Ploshansky, began a regular
Anarchist-Socialist Sunday School in her
house at 163 Jubilee Street in London’s East
End. Though Naomi moved to America in
1917 the school continued to operate, under
the auspices of the anarchist movement, for
many years. Further, similar ventures began
in Charlotte Street (1908), Commercial Road
Cambrldge Road (1915) and

5
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Like the eponymous salnt the William Tyndale teachers were martyred by the state

learning through desire. “The true object of
education”, wrote Godwin, “like that of
every other moral process, is the generation
of happiness ... It 1s of less importance,
generally speaking, that a child should
acquire this or that species of knowledge,
than that, through a medium of instruction,
he should acquire habits of intellectual
activity ... According to the received modes
of education, the master goes first and the
pupil follows. According to the method here
recommended, it is probable that the pupil
would go first, and the master follow. If I
learn nothing but what I desire to learn, what
would hinder me from being my own
preceptor?” Godwin’s learner is motivated
by natural, healthy curiosity and supported
by the teacher not directed. Unfortunately
Godwin’s 1deas remained largely theoretical
until in 1890 Louise Michel opened an
International School 1n Fitzroy Square,
London. As an anarchist Louise had played
an active role in the 1871 Paris Commune
and was keen to carry the egalitarian,
freedom-loving and rationalist 1deals of the
revolution into the classroom. She left no
formal account of her distinctive pedagogy
but it seems the autonomy of the children in
controlling and organising their own learning
was considered paramount. After a couple of
years Michel’s pioneering venture was
closed down by the authorities on the pretext
of alleged involvement with the activities of
the *‘Walsall Bombers’ but her International
School was not forgotten.

Anarchist Schools

Anarchy flourished in that final decade of the
nineteenth century and libertarian communi-
ties were founded at Clousden Hill
(Newcastle, 1895), Norton Hall (Sheffield,
1896) Purleigh (1896), Ashingdon (1897)
and Wickford (1898) (all in Essex) and
Whiteway (Gloucester, 1898). Although

Fieldgate Street (1921). Each was modelled
on Ferrer’s ideas on education and indeed his
visit to Liverpool in 1907 prompted a local
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