
IQDEE__ 

pmmmmmwmmmmmmmmmmýg  Bk

EEÔEfGS

I___

Hmag MYñmaml ñWHagmDmmmmmm__Q

2

WHm

 % DG% 

WX:mDm%W$ý\Tmj%@%wMNiWQTHUEGMmN

QGm

MyDÄ%UsmMmJ_w%mi%

GU_H_Dm3b\1L\m3%3%_J@3132&3

WQWGS



-.- ð"--Iu.;=._;- '

/"I
/

 ANARCHY 20

CONTENTS

STATE TERRORISM
IN EIRE 1

CHILDREN ARE A
REVOLUTIONARY FORCE 2

CASUALTY OF WAR 8

FASCISM IN BRITAIN
TODAY (part two) 9

THEY'RE READY, ARE WEó? 15

This issue was typed, cut up, stuck down
and printed with childlike simplicity by.

' the Anarchy Collective, and published by
Anarchy Magazine, 29 Grosvenor Avenue,
London N5.

HOW TO GET ANARCHY
By subscription mailed to you at excitingly

irregular intervals.
U.l<. óÃ1.50 for 10 issues
incl. p&p. Send cheque ,
postal order or money order
kJ.S.A. $3.75 for 10 issues

1991- P&P= (That is by sea-
mail - air mail is too
expensive to talk a_bou1;_)

OTHER COUNTRIES send
either sterling, cheque ,

money order or p0[a[0e3_

HOW TO SPREAD ANARCHY
BY bundle U.K. 75p for 10 copies,

sent to you post free on
sale or return - you pay
the return . ð

MEET ANARCHY

Meetings are held on WEDNESDAY at about
8pm. If yonwant to come along, and more
importantly if you want t o put in some work,
write or phone first to make sure we
haven't all þed the country.
We're at 29, Grosvenor Avenue, I
Islington, London N5. O1-359-4794

WRITE FOR ANARCHY
We would like some articles from you.
Possible forthcoming topics for Anarchy
are Ireland, Mental Health. If there's some-
thing you want us .to print go ahead and
write it. We can't use articles that are too
long or academic and we don't usually print
poetry. Articles accompanied by illustrations
are very welcomei We would welcome more
feedback.



TATE
TERRORISM

in EIRE
NOEL AND MARIE MURRAY HAVE BEEN
SENTENCED TO DEATH BY A SPECIAL
CRIMINAL COURT IN DUBLIN. RONAN
STENSON IS STILL UNFIT FOR TRIAL -
HERE ARE THE FACTS AS WE KNOW
THEM . . . . . .

New Earth was a loose and informal group
in Dublin which included both anarchists and
situationists. They got together to produce a
libertarian paper, to be called New Earth.

Police raids and arrests of a number of the
group disrupted these plans.

In Easter I974 Des Keane, Columba Long
-more, Bob Cullen, Noel Murray and Marie
were arrested after a petrol bomb attack on
the Spanish Institute in Dublin, during the
protests over the garroting in Spain of
Salvadore Puig Antich.

Des Keane was sentenced to 5 years,Columba
Longmore to 4 years, Bob Cullen to 7 years,
Marie Murray got a 2 year suspended
sentence, and Noel Murray jumped bail.

Ronan Stenson was an activist within the
Prisoners Rights Organisation, which has
become an embarrasment to the government
for persistent exposure of prison conditions.

On llth September I975 the Allied Irish
Bank, Dublin, was raided by at least three
people and Ã7, OOO was stolen. The robbers
were followed in a car by an off duty police
-man, Garda Reynolds, who was later found
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in St. Annes Park, shot in the head. (Foren-
sic reports indicate that he might have been
shot in the course of a fight at close
quarters.)

The Evening Herald ran headlines that the
policeman had been shot by anarchists, while
at the time the police were saying they didn't
know who was responsible. A reward of
Ã20, O00 was offered for information.

On September 23rd the police started raid-
ing the homes of all known anarchists and
the friends and relatives of those anarchists
already in prison, and a wide spectrum of
people involved in community and welfare
organisations, including prisoners rights.
About 200 raids were carried out. One per-
son who "helped the police with their
enquiries" was released with several ribs
broken, anoþer they hospitalised for Zweeks.
They had ail been asked to "confess" to
knowing who was responsible for the bank
raid.

One of the people raided, interrogated, and
later released in these raids was Ronan
Stenson.

On October 9th Noel and Marie Murray
were arrested by 20 armed police as they
returned home. At 10. 30am that same day
Ronan Stenson was also picked up from
his home.

As far as we know there is no close
political connection between the Murrays,
who are anarchists, and Ronan Stenson who
is not (except in as much as if non are act-
ive in working on prisoners rights you will
sooner or later be likely to meet people
active in the anarchist movement, a number
of whom are in prison.)

The three were initially interrogated
seperately. Stenson was beaten with a

(continued on page IQ
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CHILDREN ARE A
' REVOLUTIONARY FORCE

Children arc the enemies of alienation.
They don't fit into schedules. Doctors and
nurses draw up timetables for looking after
babies and then parents feel inadequate be-
cause the babies don't conform. Child care
is a dra_n" on women not only because it's
done in isolation but because it always has
lo be done against the clock, to fit in with
shop hours, men's or their own job hours,
school hours, clinic hours, bank hours, post
office hours. SS hours, and it's impossible.
No matter how many creches they set up
and how much maternity leave they intro-
ducc. children's needs will be in conþict
with l1Lll.òLó8iiCl"dIH' and bosses' needs; chil-
drcn will always be an obstacle to achieving
those things which are so highly valued, and
often economically necessary, in this
society.

So it's no wonder that the anarchist move-
ment, which in so many other respects
mirrors alienated class society, should be
dominated by childless people and their
values. Where you do find parents, they're
likely to be middle-class, because middle-
class people find it easier to get some
freedom from the children (and because
they predominate anyway on the left); con-
versely, where you find working-class
anarchists they are usually childless young
people. Working-class parents, who carry
the greatest burdens of capitalist society,
are virtually unrepresented.

We all agree in principle that in the soci-
ety we want, child care would be valued as
work and children as people, not just as

future employees. And paradoxically, the
more you got away from alienated work,
the more feasible it would become for chil-
dren to be useful workers without harm to
themselves, indeed with benefits in self-
respect and social integration.

But whatever we think in principle, the
left joins with capitalism in rewarding
childlessness.

Capitalism really sentences you to prison
when you have kids. (I'm not saying this
wasn't so in former societies, only I'm
talking about now.) You often hear the
statement "Capitalism wants you to breed
so it will have factory fodder" - but this
doesn't mean it has any use for children
who can't be exploited yet. You don't ex-
pect the ruling class to be fair, do you?
It's not going to say "Some day these kids
will be making us rich, so the least we can
do is make them and their parents comfor-
table now. It dumps the burden onto
working-class families who live several
people to one wage, relieved by piddling
tax breaks and family allowance plus
means-tested benefits, the parents having
no rest and no independence - while child-
less people buy their Time Outs every week
to find out what to do with their excess lei-
sure and money.

Can you imagine anyone in a communal
society saying "I'm going to knock off 4
hours earlier than the rest of you because
I've produced no children, and by the way
I want 2 coats instead of one, for the same



reason"? S/he would at best be treated
indulgently as a lunatic. But under capital-
ism these privileges are taken for granted.
The assumption is that because you chose
to have children you must get so much joy
out of it that you don't mind living like a pig
for 10 years or more. They don't use this
dedicated-martyr argument against nurses
any more, but parents will always be vul-
nerable to it as long as there's a wages sys-
tem which they stand outside of in their
capacity as private parents rather than pro-
fessional childminders .

I have a revenge fantasy of a society in
which it's the other way round: only parents
are considered workers while others are
defined as UNEMPLOYED, and are only
given secondary things to do like building
roads, growing vegetables, printing maga-
zines etc. ;- things which would have no pur-
pose if there were no people to do them for.
I mean, you can't call that kind of thing real
work, can youó? They would have to do it all
the time (including being on call at night) and
could only get out of it if they got someone A
else to fill in for them, usually some other
UNEMPLOYED person with whom they ex-
changed tasks. In order to subsist they'd
have to indenture themselves to a real
worker who would give them food and lodg-
ing and maybe a few extras if anything was
to spare; if they couldn't find a boss, the
tasks (which they would have to go on doing)
would be considered illegitimate and they
would be given charity and denounced as
burdens to society. If any of them com-
plained they'd be told "It was your own
choice - no one forced you not to have chil-
dren. We have free treatment for sterility
nowadays. " ~

At which point they would say what I say
ð some choicel

Then perhaps along would come a libera-
tion movement which would give the bNEM-
PLOYED a chance to mind children 8 hours

I
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a day in exchange for first-class citizenship
ð except that they would still have to do all
that other non-work in their off hours be-
cause it was their responsibility. A

Well, the left shares capitalism's view
of children. Its politics are recreational,
based on the male employee's schedule,
since it was men who started the left and
we follow the same patterns today despite
women's liberation - you go to meetings
after hours and on weekends and you do
things that cost quite a lot of money, like ii
printing leaþets, because your money is
yours to dispose of. So naturally even
though there are a lot of women in left pol-
itics today, they're mostly socioeconomic
men - they have jobs and no kids; and now
that men are assuming a fairer share of
child care, fathers play a secondary role
to the childless men. The issues concen-
trated on are mostly concerned with jobs
or with comparatively remote things like
frame-ups or foreign wars, seldom with '
the needs of families except as they relate
to the wage-earner. Parents who can't get
to meetings or do their share of the leaflet-
producing etc. or contribute money to the
cause are made to feel like passengers.
Creches are rare and badly run (how nice
of them to have one at all; it would be too
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much to expeci them to do it well) and the
fact that they're poorly attended due to the
dearth of parent s in the group is used as
an excuse for not having one next time.

Instead of the left seeing its childless-
ness as a weakness, it sees parents as in-
sufficiently revolutionary or just ignores
them altogether. One woman writes (in
support of abortion) "I don't think a single
woman with kids is in a good position to be
fighting the state". She offers revolution-
ary women the same choice as does capi-
talism - marriage/cohabitation or child-
lessness (she dismisses communal child
care as something we haven't got yet) - only
now it's imposed in the name of revolution.
She, like the rest of the left, doesn't know
what fighting is. A single woman with kids
is fighting the state with her very existence.
The state hates her like poison. It stigma-
tizes her children. degrades her at the SS
office, labels her a social problem, blames
homelessness on "marriage breakdown"
(society can't afford for women to have
their own territory), and sets up "contro-
versial" teenage advice centres whose sole
purpose is to prevent children like hers
from being born - and she still says an
uncompromising No to marriage, which is
one of the foundation stones of the state.
By contrast, the state loves nice young ladies
with jobs who go to meetings every week like
all our idealistic young people nowadays. It
can afford to liberate childless women as
they'll always be a minority. You don't
fight women's oppression by staying child-
less, you just evade it. Of course a woman
who doesn't want kids shouldn't have them
just for political reasons, but neither should
she tell those who do want them that it's un-
revolutionary to have them.

Here is the Anarchist Workers Associa-
tion's programme on women:

. .this conference of the AWA reaf-
firms its support for the women's struggle

a

for sexual and economic equality. This
includes:- '

(i) Free contraception for all regard-
less of age.

(ii) Free abortion on demand.
(iii) Equal access to training to enable

full participation in the means of
production and distribution.

And that the organisation and its members
take an active part in any organisations,
including affiliation to the Working Women's
Charter, fighting for the raising of the level
of consciousness about these issues. . . "

Kids just aren't supposed to existl Not
even the usual demands for nurseries etc. ,
although it's true that the Working Women's
Charter itself includes such demands as
part of a reformist and statist campaign to
get housewives into wage labour. After
that, I wasn't too surprised to read in an
AWA leaþet that "People are not born ómenô
or ówomenô but made". Maybe instead of
holding day schools on Reich and Makhno-
vism they should concentrate on more ur-
gent educational needs, like you see, com-
rades, Daddy put the seed in Mama's tummy
and she watered it every day with orange
juice and it got bigger and bigger until one
day it popped out and someone had to look
after it. That's how everyone in the world
got here and if no-one had looked after us
when we were helpless infants we would be
dead and (this is the important part) all the
factories would have to close down, even
those under workers control.

I'm sick of hearing women who do much
less .work than I do calling themselves
"working women" and telling me I should
get a job. Of course it's mostly profes-
sional or highly skilled women who think
jobs are so desirable as to be worth drag-
ging babies to and from nurseries for - if
they had to work in a typing pool under a
supervisor, typing reports and things for
women like themselves, they would be less
keen. Working-class women are more

L-



likely to have babies in the hope of getting
away from their bloody jobs, and won't
thank you for making it easier to go back to
them. (Although "working women" fight the
sexist conventions which help to keep many
women in unpleasant jobs, never do they
attack the meritocratic hierarchy which is
the main cause of most women and men
having to take those jobs.)

It's not as though the wage-labour ap-
proach to women's problems were even
going to give us financial independence
from men. I I used to be enthusiastic about
that approach when I thought that such was
the case, but I abandoned it when I realized
that at my class level I could never hope to
earn enough to support my children. inde-
pendently. Everyone's real wages are
falling every day, and equaý pay (even with
all the loopholes closed) will only mean that
the bosses are demanding 60-80 hours a
week to keep a family in poverty, instead
of 40. Single parents will still have to rely
on SS . Women's independence would cost
money and the ruling class just isn't going
to pay for it except for the childless and a
few professional women. Equal pay is im-
portant for psychological reasons only.

When you read in a left paper what a
pity it is that they're not putting a nursery
in a new estate when so many mothers
have to go out to work to pay the increased
rent, you wonder just what "liberation"
means to some people.

The real reasonwhy housewives (inclu-
ding single parents on SS or men who stay
home while their wives have jobs) are dis-
missed by the left is that we are outside the
power structure. No -one in authority had
to approve us for the job, we require no
licence to do it (though plenty would like to
introduce it, and the state's power to re-
move children is a negative kind of licence),
we can organize our own work withou.t a
supervisor. As soon as you become a paid
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childminder your political status goes up.

I think we should be organizing more pri-
vate communal child care instead of pres-
sing for more state or industrial nurseries,
which are not the same as "community
child care" although some leftists talk as
though they were. The latter would mean
parents themselves plus childless friends
minding children on a rota without super-
vision. State or industrial nurseries mean
fullðtime licenced childminders serving the
boss class so that parents can do other jobs
for the boss class. Far from being con-
trolled by parents they can control parents
by complaining about their after-hours care
of the children or their life style. Far
from existing for the sake of children and
parents, they exist for the sake of em-
ployers, as a secondary service industry.
And although they do indeed move away
from the nuclear family they do so in the
direction of greater isolation, not in the
direction of communal life. The last per-
sonal, non-alienated tie remaining under
capitalist bureaucracy, that between full-
time parent and child, is whittled down to
a few hours and everyone, childó, woman
or man, has as their main relationship that
with persons in authority serving the ruling
class. Eve1ry<>nt2 is institutionalized. The
nursery staff are hard-working and kindly,
the nursery is run well, but it's still state-
controlled. I don't want the state to acquire
a monopoly on child care."

And for all this institutionalization you're
still expected to get marriedl - as is the
case in state canita.list countries which
brag about how women have equalio; because
they have jobs, equal pay and nurseries.

This isn't freedom for women or iinen,
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