
Vol. 63 No. 3 9th February 2002 50p

MEXICAN
CONFUSION

page 2

AN IRAQI 
ATROCITY

page 4

BEEN THERE,
DONETHAT 

page 5

turn violent

A
merican cops were accused of launch­
ing unprovoked attacks on protesters 
last week, during a heavily-guarded 
summit of world bosses in New York. The 

annual meeting of the World Economic 
Forum (WEF), which began on 31st January, 
was held in the city’s Waldorf-Astoria hotel. 
Around 2,700 WEF members, including Bill 
Gates, US Secretary of State Colin Powell 
and new Afghan boss Hamid Karzai, met to 
discuss prospects for the world economy.

Over 25.000 anti-capitalist activists took to 
the streets during the four-day event, which 
was being held for the first time outside 
Switzerland. Organisers-claimed they could 
no longer afford to hold the summit in the ski 
resort of Davos, because of the high cost of 
security in recent years. They said that the 
cost of countering protests there last year 
amounted to over £3m.

Fighting broke out between demonstrators 
and police on Saturday 2nd February, when 
cops moved to enforce an obscure nineteenth 
century law against the wearing of masks. 
There were reports of mace spray and batons 
being used, resulting in several minor injuries. 
Cops were enforcing a law passed in 1845, 
in response to attacks on landlords by tenant 
farmers in masks.

One protester, Sonia Sayers, said that cops 
began pushing protesters when a march 
organised by reform group Another World is 
Possible reached the junction of 5th Avenue 
and 59th Street in the early afternoon. She 
said she had been knocked to the ground by 
a police charge, and had to be helped away to 
avoid being trampled.

The march was allowed to continue when 
members of a black bloc linked arms and 
pushed police lines back. But an hour later, 
there was a second cop attack further down 
the route. Despite chants of ‘the whole world 
is watching you’, the police arrested nine 
demonstrators. There were a further 27 arrests 
outside Central Park’s Plaza hotel, allegedly 
for ‘disorderly conduct’.

Anarchists from a north American activist 
group, the Anti-Capitalist Convergence, last 
week explained why the protests were being 
held. “We recognise that the power of our 
rulers can only be maintained by terror. Both 
governments and terrorists are ultimately 
playing the same game - the manipulation of 
ordinary people’s sense of fear and insecurity 
for political gain. We, on the other hand, 
stand in absolute rejection of any politics of 
terror. That is why we are taking action now, 
here in New York”.

Editorial on page 7

T
he national rail network is in crisis yet 
again. Predictably, sections of the 
capitalist press have blamed ‘leftwing’ 
railworkers for the wave of strike actions that 

began last month. But ask any rank-and-file 
worker, and you’re likely to get a very 
different view.

The strikes are the result of the anger and 
frustration built up since April 1994, when 
the previously state-owned railways were 
privatised. The privatisation programme split 
a deliberately rundown rail network into 25 
private Train Operating Companies (TOCs), 
and effectively threw the railway system, 
and its workers, to the wolves.

The result has been staffing levels cut to the 
bone, and profit instead of safety as the over­
riding priority. In a deliberate ploy, railworkers 
have been played off against one another.

Train drivers, most of them members of 
ASLEF, have been given much-needed pay 
rises. Other workers, mostly members of the 
RMT, have been denied parity.

This has been done cynically, within a 
negotiating structure - continued by ‘New’ 
Labour - which pays lip service to collective 
bargaining while it repeatedly screws front­
line workers. This manipulation of workers 
is at the crux of the strike action by guards 
and station workers alike.

South West Trains, which serves routes 
round London, last year offered drivers an 
18-month deal, giving a 3.8% increase with 
effect from last April. This was followed by 
a further 3.8% increase in October. Other 
workers were offered half as much.

Then Scotrail drivers went on strike for 
equality with their counterparts in southern

England. Arriva Trains Northern gave their 
drivers an 18.5% deal, while conductors were 
offered 3%.

On First North Western, station staff were 
due to return their ballot papers this week, to 
decide whether to strike over demands for 
pay parity with guards and a 35 hour week. 
They are also deeply unhappy at bullying by 
management.

Meanwhile, the TOCs are trying to secure 
contractual deals which give them the right 
to force other workers, such as train drivers, 
to scab work when guards strike. The fine 
print of the new contracts should be read 
carefully, as the faceless fat cats continue 
their quest for profits.

Jones the Steam
• Malatesta on the General Strike as a weapon, 

see comment on page 6
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“Extreme indulgence may suit 
one person, extreme chastity 

another - though most 
anarchists feel that the world 

would be a better place if there 
had been a lot less fussing and 

a lot more fucking.”
Nicolas Walter in About Anarchism

Anarchists work towards a society of

mutual aid and voluntary co-operation.

We reject all government and
economic repression.

Freedom Press is an independent

anarchist publisher. Besides the
fortnightly newspaper Freedom, we

also produce The Raven quarterly 

journal and many books on all aspects

of anarchism. We also run Britain’s
biggest anarchist bookshop.

Our aim is to explain anarchism more 

widely and to show that only in such a 

society can human freedom thrive.
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T
he US Drugs Enforcement Agency 
(DEA) has suggested that the Zapatista 
Army of National Liberation (EZLN) 
and the Popular Revolutionary Army (EPR), 

both of which operate in the state of Chiapas, 
could be linked to the cultivation of opium. 
This has certainly been a characteristic of 
guerillas elsewhere, in Colombia and 
Afghanistan (where they now form the 
government). The strong implication in such 
a claim is that the Zapatistas are terrorists.

Could this be the opening gambit of a more 
generalised campaign against perceived 
enemies of US interests in Mexico? The US 
State Department doesn’t list the EZLN as 
terrorist, and this isn’t just through political 
expediency (as it has been with other groups, 
such as the IRA) - the leftwing FARC in 
Colombia are named, but so too are the 
rightwing militias which are responsible for 
more civilian deaths than the FARC. It’s a 
sound bet that these are funded from some of 
the $1.9bn the US gives the Colombian 
military every year. Last October, the US 
government announced that its planned ‘war 
on terrorism’ did not include moving against 
the FARC. Indeed, they might consider this 
base to be covered. So what’s different in 
Mexico? Put simply, it’s the back door to the 
USA. The two countries already have a treaty 
of mutual defence, so a legal framework for 
the US to undermine the Zapatistas exists.

Luis H. Alvarez, the Mexican government’s 
peace commissioner, has expressed the view 
that the EZLN can’t be considered terrorists. 
Even the governor of Chiapas, Pablo Salazar 
Mendiguchia, has rejected the DEA position. 
Last year, he was quoted in a national 
newspaper, la Jornada, saying the Zapatistas 
“are not a group of armed terrorists, on the 
contrary they are involved in a social 
struggle, seeking a positive solution to their 
problems of marginalisation, poverty and 
exclusion”.

He went on, “the EZLN had the vision to 
vigorously defend their involvement in 
social struggle and distance themselves 
completely from any links with terrorism”. 
This is the same man who was named last 
September, on a leaflet distributed by 
peasants marching from Chiapas in Mexico 
City, as heading the politics of repression in 
Chiapas. So even if he’s an enemy of the 
people, he still seems to be worried about 
what the US might have in store for the state 
of which he’s boss.

Many in the US over the last six months 
have demonstrated an Orwellian instinct for 
when to cheer and when to boo, and their 
government wants to export this totalitarian­
ism over the border to little brother in the 
south. For Mexicans, it’s a case of realising 

they have to drink coke with their beans and 
tortillas.

The Mexican government’s alignment with 
the US over its war on Afghanistan provoked 
claims that the country’s constitution and 
peaceful tradition had been violated. But in 
published opinion polls, while three quarters 
of the middle class said they didn’t like the 
war or think it would improve the world and 
reduce terrorism, half those polled still 
thought it was right for Mexico to take the 
alignment it did. This pragmatism surely 
stems from the fact that most Mexican 
industry is foreign-owned with 80% of 
exports going to the United States.

There are remnants of pluralism still in 
Mexico, even if it’s mainly the pluralism - in 
mainstream politics, that is - of patronage, 
clienteeism and the hangovers from one 
party rule. But there is also the pluralism of 
collectivism, the market and insurgency. In 
comparison, the USA seems to be a country 
of one idea, where unknown ideas can’t exist.

Whether we accuse the ruling elites of 
doublethink or wickedness, whether they 
believe their own propaganda (as Blair in 
Britain seems to), we have here a funda­
mentalism of the most powerful. If the CNN 
worldview truly reflects the American world­
view, we’re looking at a nation that considers 
no argument in its determination to delude 
itself. There is simply no other way of 
organising a decent society, they’d have us 
believe, but by rights of property and profit. 
These rights, they tell us, need to be 
defended militarily. Even to think differently 
is wrong, as we saw from the frantic efforts 
of most commentators to precede critical 
comment on the Afghan war with declara­
tions of how the attacks on America were 
such a terrible thing. For or against the 
United States is the only choice.

Mexicans now find themselves between a 
rock and a hard place. The middle classes 
understand business and the way of the 
world, but they’re still dismayed by what the 
US is doing. People are responsive to the 
idea that the structure of things might be * 
wrong, but when I ask them what the solu­
tions to their own problems might be, they 
don’t have much of an idea. They understand 
what they’ve been told, that the market and a 
bigger economy is the best way to proceed. 
After seventy years of rule by the Institu­
tional Revolutionary Party (PRI), other forms 
of economic organisation mean bribery, 
corruption, patronage and stagnation.

On the other hand, liberalisation moves 
inaugurated by the ruling National Action 
Party (PAN) of President Fox mean rationali­
sation, efficiency, reduction in subsidies and 
more impoverishment before economic 
growth kicks in, and they understand this 
too. In order to deal with the contradictions, 
they can only depend on delusions. I’m no 
longer surprised, for example, when I hear 
people express opinions as facts. I’ve heard 
it said that the EZLN are funded by the 
mainstream parties, even by the PRI itself. 
That the poor simple indigenous folks are 
being bamboozled by Marcos, who isn’t even 
an Indian. That indigenous people are ignorant 
and that therefore their claims are wrong. 
That there’s no word from the EZLN about 
the widely reviled Indigenous Law passed 
last year, because Marcos is sulking. Why, they 
ask, didn’t Marcos make concessions to Fox 
when he visited him early last year? And so on. 

Ignorance and self-delusion are very useful, 
both for the rulers and the ruled. Over the 
border in the United States, they’re being 
tested to ridiculous levels. But there’s no 
impunity here in Mexico either.

Jo L.
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