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COMMENT from an anarchist point of
view is necessary on the recent electoral
success of that group of professional and
media based politicians known as the
Social Democratic Party. It must be said
that in spite of all the ballyhoo a substan-
tial part of the electorate still failed to
vote. The recent election for the GLC in
North St Pancras, where the previous
Labour councillor Anne Sofer resigned
and stood as an SDP candidate is a case in
point. The electorate was never so
flooded with leaþets and yet only 38% of
the electorate recorded a vote.

In the present SDP campaign all the
defects of the political system are re-
vealed. The appeal to peopleôs basest
instincts and short term interests shows
the difficulty of introducing innovations
of even a slightly radical nature. The
depositing of supplementary rates de-
mands on the mats of the electors ob-
viously had quite an influence on the fact
that Anne Sofer was elected. Even a
mildly radical act like reducing transport
fares in London using a system where you
have to pay the transport users by
robbing the rate payers produces an ad-

verse effect, by an appeal to sectional
interests. Yet if London is not to become
like New York, a concrete jungle, in the
interests of all who live in it something
has to be done to make an efficient and
free transport system, pollution free and
pleasant to live in. This would make real
economic sense from every point of view.
This can only be done by getting people
to ditch the whole crazy financial system
and understand that self-management has
nothing to do with putting a cross on a
piece of paper. This is not the way for-
ward.

Apart from the political obstacles to
change we also have the legal ones.
Denning and company have given legal
assent to the practice of political parties
of promising a course of action and doing
something else. In spite of the fact that
direct action is the only thing that makes
for change the noble law lords naturally
reject even the most nonviolent of actions.
The law and politics are in the same
business of preventing you and me from
bringing order out of chaos.

ALAN ALBON
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2 FREEDOM

MOST of the readers of FREEDOM must"
already have noticed how thin-skinned is
democracy, how fragile are the benefits it
confers upon us, the lucky people who
live under a government whose first con-
cern is the defence of our liberties.

It is this concern for our way of life
which justifies governments in their deter-
mination to destroy us all rather than let
our way of life be tampered with.

óBetter dead than redô is a slogan from
the first round of the peopleôs struggle
against nuclear lunacy, when our then
leaders were quite prepared, as they are
now, to see us all dead rather than that
they should be replaced by óredsô.

For this is what óthe defence of our
way of lifeô really means. It is their way
of life which has been defended by us in
every war and the only new factor to
have emerged in the nuclear age has been,
as we have said before, that they stand to
go up in that indiscriminate mushroom
cloud along with us, the common herd.

Incidentally, perhaps we should make
the anarchist position clear on this. We
have not, in fact, gone along with the
common herd in the defence of their
leadersô way of life, for we have seen the
identity of governments across the fron-
tiers and recognised how stupid it is for
the exploited of every country to be
fighting and killing each other in defence
of their respective ruling classes ð which
in fact, earlier through aristocratic dynas-
ties and now through multi-national
companies, has for centuries been the
same truly international ruling class,
squabbling among themselves just as
families will quarrel over the will of the
dear departed.

And if you think that all this has been
altered by the emergence of óworkersô
statesô in Eastern Europe, and particularly
Russia itself, then explain away the
massive loans from Western banks which
have now so put Poland in hock that the
Soviet Government is reluctant to keep
its grip upon it, or indeed the equally
massive amount of óbusinessô and invest-
ment from the West that goes into Russia
proper: the óVodka-Colaô economy.

What the state-capitalist regimes of
Eastern Europe have provided for the
ófree-enterpriseô capitalist regimes of the
West is precisely what óPrussian Militarisrnô
and the Kaiser provided in the early years
of this century ð the external threat that
all states need to keep their peopie perpe-
tually under a fear of foreign domination
and thus amenable to -domination at
home. All forms of domination need
óoogeymen to keep the masses frightened
and in need of protection; remember the
role of óGoldsteinô in 1984ó? When govern-
ments are in charge it is known as nationai
defence, whereas when Chicago gangsters
do it, it is more honestly known simply as
óthe protection racketô.

We would not be so silly as to say that
there is nothing to choose between the
totalitarian system of Russia and that of
this country or the other ódemocraciesô of
the West. That is to say, in the comforts
of every-day life and the degrees of
licence we have. Because the West was
more advanced along the capitalist road
than Imperialist Russia was in 1917
(whose backwardness, after all, was one
of the reasons for the revolution) that
advantage has been maintained, while in
Russia the backwardness of technology
(until very recent times, and then ad-
vances have been made only in areas
which benefit the state) has been further
aggravated by the dead weight of centra-
lised bureaucracy. Capitalism, it must be
admitted, has come up with the goods ð-
ie, the material trivia that keep the proles
happy; masses of second-rate food which
keeps their bellies full, and mass enter-
tainment to dull their minds -ð while
decent housing (at least in Britain) dis-
appears and any sense of involvement in
their own destinies is just as absent as in
the totalitarian USSR. (Unless you claim
that newspaper Bingo is óinvolvement in
your own destinyô!)

At the same time the degree of licence
and access to real information we have,
erode so slowlyythat nobody notices their
gradual disappearance until some bomb-
happy politician drops a clanger and
shows the joins in his big wig.

This happened last week, when Minister
for Defence John Nott (our equivalent of
the USAôs Defence Secretary General
Haig -ð and thatôs a name that brings
shivers to the spine of old soldiers in
Britain) blew his cool on a radio pro-
gramme* in which he said that criticism
of the Governmentôs nuclear weapon
policy was an abuse of the freedom of
speech that is one of the glories of demo-
cracy.

His claim that a campaign for nuclear
disarmament was óplaying into the hands
of the Russiansô is hardly new, and in it-
self would not have made news ðbut his
extension of the argument was sufficient-
ly new to the ears of liberal democrats to
draw fire from a Guardian leader and of
course its readers ð though hardly novei
to anarchists.

What Nott said in effect was that free-
dom of speech is one of our most
precious possessions, but that its use can
embarass the Government and encourage
the enemy (iike who?), who does not
allow freedom of speech like we do.

-It is therefore irresponsible to use our
most treasured possession, which is too
precious to use, and anybody who does
use it is virtually a traitor and an agent of
Moscow. We must have freedom of
speech because we are a democracy, un-
like that beastly Soviet Union, but we
must never use it to contradict our

freedom 0 speech
Government, of which Mr John Nott is
such a distinguished member ð- and
powerful to boot ð because that would
make the enemy think that our Govern-
ment does not have the support of the
people and thus the country is ripe for
conquest and takeover.

Yes, of course, we must jealously keep
and defend and fight to the death for our
right to freedom of speech and even
yours, too, though we disapprove of what
you say, but really, chaps, we mustnôt
actually use it, must we, because anything
that is really using freedom of speech and
thus may actually lead to speaking the
truth instead of what we want people to
believe unquestioningly and may lead to
the undermining of the Stateôs right to
speak for the whole of the people with-
out consulting them or listening to them,
must be wrong and must in fact be an
abuse of freedom of speech.

Thus, you see, in a democracy, the use
of freedom of speech can so easily be-
come an abuse, and obviously, the proper
government of the country, democrat-
ically elected, cannot allow the people to
be subjected to an abuse of one of its
fundamental freedoms.

In order to defend that freedom, there-
fore, the properly elected authority must
prevent its abuse, and even, if necessary ð-
and clearly it is becoming more necessary
every day ð its use. By anyone, that is,
except the properly elected (or not, as
the case may be) authority. QED!

Did someone say thatôs how it is in
Russiaó? Well, even the Soviet Government
canôt be wrong about everything, can itó?
Or can it Nottó?

P S

*The World at One ðRadz'o 4 9.11.81

NICHOLAS II, Czar of All the Russias
and about 8,000 other victims of the
Revolution have been canonised as mar-
tyred saints by the Russian Orthodox
Church.

TALEQNG of óopen governmentô and the
value of a óFreedom of Information Actô,
the US dustice Department has
announced that it wili sue any present
and former Government officials,
including Presidents, for óunauthorised
publication of secret informationô.
THERE has been a fall in the number of
prisoners in Britain. The total prison
population in Engiand and Wales is now
43,900 according to official ýgures. It
was 45,000 in July. This heartening trend
has enabied the closure of the two mili-
tary camps used for the surplus.



THE new nuclear disarmament movement
is not only clearly larger than the old one,
but clearly more radical and libertarian. If
this wasnôt certain before the national
conference of the Campaign for Nuclear
Disarmament at Queen Mary College in
East London last weekend, it is certain
after more than 900 participants did their
best to express the views of more than
30,000 individual members and nearly
300,000 affiliated members.

The various debates and votes were
often confused and confusing, but the
main thrust of the conference was to
reject alignment with any political party
and to refuse association with any party-
political policies. Above all, the vigorous
and unscrupulous agitation and propa-
ganda of the Trotskyist sects was firmly
defeated over and over again. The new
chairperson is Joan Ruddock, a Labour
Party activist but strong supporter of the
non-aligned stance of CND, who defeated
John Cox, a former chairman who is a
Communist Pa1'ty scientist. The new
national council is more widely spread
among political affiliations.

DR Michael Parsons, of Durham Univer-
sity, is attempting to convert a computer
to Christianity. The programme will cost
Ã42,000 over three years. The computer
can be consulted from a remote terminal
by those too shy to seek human council.

WEôRE becoming fashionable. Recent
articles in the Guardian have described
the German youth movement as óamiably
anarchicô, young people in Britain as

The conference rejected the Trotskyist
motion to link the campaign for nuclear
disarmament with the campaign for full
employment, which would have had the
effect of making CND a Marxist front,
and adopted a motion supporting both
political and industrial actions against
nuclear weapons. Pat Arrowsmith argued
for selective industrial action against
vulnerable points in the warfare state, as
part of the work she has been trying to
do for 23 years. Perhaps this could hardly
be organised by CND itself, but official
support for such activity would help and
could not hurt it. Green CND, the section
of the movement interested in ecological
and radical action, is already getting both
official and unofficial support beyond
anything known in the past.

The conference almost unanimously
accepted a motion which takes CND
further than ever before towards a
serious confrontation with the authorities:

The Campaign for Nuclear Disarrna-
ment supports regional and local
groups in undertaking considered non-
violent direct actions in pursuit of the
British campaign, and would be willing
to organise and lead national direct
action if the occasion arises. This is
particularly urgent in view of con-
tinued Government rejection ofpopu-
lar demand to stop the Trident pro-
gramme and reject the basing of
Cruise rnissiies in this country. In
particular, Conference supports the
Peace Camps at Greenham Common
or elsewhere and actions against
Operation óHard Rochô next autumn.

ócheerfully anarchicô, Afghans as ótradi-
tionally anarchicô and Dusan Makavejev
(Yugoslavian film director) as óendearing-
ly anarchicô. This weekôs Sunday Times
has members of the Tory óRadical Rightô
wearing red ties and red socks óto indicate
that one is still an anarchist at heartô
(some colour confusion here). Mike
Harding, earthy comedian, described
himself as an óanarchistô on the Parkinson
TV show. He has brought out a book
called The ArmchairAnarchistôs Almanac
(Sorry Xtra ðð and after the Halifax stole
your banner too). By all means letôs stay
amiable, cheerful, even endearing. And
letôs see what these people think when we
become óforcefully anarchicô.

FREEDOM 3

This is probably as far as such an organ-
isation can be taken at such a stage, and it
represents a remarkable victory for the
various pacifists and anarchists and above
all new libertarians in the national move-
ment. Of course direct action is not
started any more than it is stopped by
passing motions, but this overwhelming
endorsement for some such action will
inevitably encourage current tendencies
in many sections of the movement in
many parts of the country.

The phraseology of the motion reþects
these tendencies closely. The Trident and
Cruise issues are particularly sensitive
because they represent new developments
in the two main aspects of British involve-
ment in the Western nuclear alliance ð
the installation of new missiles in British
submarines and of new American missiles
on British bases. The peace camps are the
prevalent form of action against these
innovations. Operation Hard Rock is the
major nuclear defence and civil exercise
in Western Europe planned for next
autumn. Regional and local groups are
already considering various kinds of non-
violent direct action, and a series of con-
ferences and workshops is planned during
the winter by all sorts of organisations on
all sorts of subjects.

If winter comes, can spring be far
behind?. But when spring comes, what
will the nuclear disarmament movement
doó? The CND conference decided not to
revive the Aldermaston March, and
indeed not to have any national demon-
stration at Easter, but to concentrate
instead on regional demonstrations. But
the regional and local groups in London
and the South-East may well decide to go
to Greenham Common, the old RAF base
near Newbury (óand not far from Alder-
maston) which has been chosen as the
main centre for Cruise missiles, which
would in effect make it a national demon-
stration. And there is to be national
action at the time of the NATO con-
ference later in the spring. And then
comes Operation Hard Rock. So 1982
looks like being a busy year for CND, and
it will be particularly busy for all those
individuals and groups who will be push-
ing towards mass direct action without
pulling the movement apart.
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THE] P
IF Saturday ôs (October 24) CND-organised
London march and Hyde Park rally
achieved anything, it was to demonstrate
yet again the impotence of pacifist
methods to achieve pacifist aims. True,
CND organisers claim the demonstration
of popular opposition to nuclear war and
weapons as a great success ð though the
police estimated 150,000 marchers, CND
spokesmen put the figure at 250,000.

Only if we go beyond this quantitative,
óbums in seatsô approach and raise more
basic questions concerning the means and
aims of the Peace Movement, can we pro-
vide a more adequate óanswer to the ques-
tion of the success of yesterdayôs protest
demonstration.

The fundamental fallacy of the CND-
dominated Peace Movement is that Peace
and Survival in a world free of nuclear
arms and the threat of nuclear war, are
attainable by peaceful óprotestô and
demonstrations of ópublic opinionô. But
to whom does one protest and demon-
strateó? Clearly the answer in the case of
CND leaders and supporters is: the
wielders of State power in each nation
state. Since these HOIPSO-gúI1t1\ men own
and control nuclear arms, their deploy-
ment and proliferation, it ófollowsô Q5-'-it
peace-lovers must attempt, by the
methods of peaceful protest, to ópressureô
and óinþuenceô the State Powers That Be
to dis-arm and rule in a saner, safer, wiser
fashion.

Itôs hard to know whether itôs the
pacifistôs desire for peace and abhorrence
of violence which determines his/her
methods of peaceful protest, or the view
that only peaceful protest can achieve
the required changes in Business as
Normal which leads him,/her to posit

__ > .. I _ _ r-

LATEST scores for the Prevention of
Terrorism Act; between July and Septem-
ber 60 peopie were detained. Four were
then charged under the Act (two for
producing false documents and two for
support for a proscribed organisation).
Three others were charged with offences
under different laws. This is quite an
advance {11.7'?%- charges). Since the PTA
came into force in 197 8 there have been
5,251 detentions, leading to 365 charges,
mostly for óotherô offences.

-2. -I. J 7 " '-A 1"ó ó" . ô ' . 1

THE Metropolitan Police have carried out
an inquiry into the raids on premises in
Railton Road. They have decided that the
Metropolitan Police were justified in
staging the raids.

E 0!ó PAGIF C
inþuencing the Powers that Be to dis-arm
as the aim of the Peace Movementôs en-
deavours. In any case, it doesnôt matter.
Means and aims are always a single
package, standing or falling together.
Whatôs important is for opponents of
nuclear arms, militarisation and nuclear
war to realise that the aims of peace
cannot be achieved by peaceful protest
and similar demonstrations of ópublic
opinionô ð in the real world at least.

The reason is as simple as the problem
is difficult: the prevailing institutional
causes of the nuclear arms race, global
militarisation and threat of nuclear war
are impervious to peaceful protest and
cannot be prevented from carrying on
Business as Normal by pacifist means.
Indeed, the economically counter-
productive and increasingly dangerous
production of nuclear arms, the perma-
nent arms race and economy, with all
their dangers and obscene wastage of
resources, are essential for corporate and
State domestic and foreign domination
and exploitation, East and West. True, in
each nation state, the military-industrial-
State complex has a life and dynamic of
its own, and militarisation may result in
economic crisis or world war or both.
But without arms production and pro-
liferation, it seems clear that corporate
profit-making and State domination
would not be possible ðð on anything like
the present scale at least.

The point of all this for the politics of
Pacifism is that the institutional con-
ditions of Business as Normal require an
ever-greater concentration and centrali-
sation of economic, military and State
ownership and control ðð power -ð in the
hands of a dominant elite ð above all,
power over the production and disposi-
tion of conventional and nuclem arms. By
virtue of ideology, materiai self-interest
and the corruptions of the possession and
exercise of these fantastic concentrations
of economic, military and State power,
the Powers That Be in each nation state
are unwilling to cease Business as Normal.

Itôs this problem of power which the
CND and other Peace organisations are
ideologically -ð because of their pacifist
blinkers -ð- unwilling and unable to recog-
nise. This blinkered blindness to the in-
stitutional causes of war, violence and the
threat of nuclear catastrophe is the cause
of the impotence of the Peace Movement
to achieve its aims. Diagnosis and solution,
means and aims go together. Unwilling to
confront the problem of power, the CND
and similar pacifist groups are impotent
to solve it.

To the non-pacifist, itôs óobviousô that
the ends of Peace and Survival are attain-
able only if and after prevailing institu-
tional causes of State-caused death and

actual or potential military violence have
been abolished. And the key fact for the
non-pacifist is that there is no reason to
believe that the Wielders of economic,
military and State power in each nation
state will voluntarily accede to the
pressures of peaceful public opinion and
protest to cease Business as Normal, and
every reason to suppose that they will
not.

For the realistic opponent of Business
as Normal, for the rational (as distinct
from wishful) supporter of the abolition
of war and men-made violence, itôs clear
that only revolutionary socialist methods
are, in principle, adequate for the task. Of
course, principle is not practice. The
traditional ósocialistô movements ð-
Communism, Social Democracy -ð are
clearly bankrupt, part of the problem.
The libertarian socialist tradition ð-
denounced and dismissed by Social
Democrats and Marxists alike as danger-
ous Utopian nonsense ð remains for-
gotten and in its infancy. Whether an
anti-authoritarian, mass-democratic move-
ment which aims, not at the conquest but
the abolition of State power in favour of
a society of free human beings is possible,
is an impossible question to answer. It has
never been tried. What I do wish to argue
is that such a movement for libertarian
socialist change is necessary if the aims
of the Peace Movement are to be realised.

We can do nothing to solve any prob-
lem unless we have a realistic (non-
illusory) recognition of its causes and the
means or conditions necessary for its
solution. Because of its Pacifist blinders,
the Peace Movement is unable either to
understand or solve the problem. Con-
sequently, it can only collaborate in its
reproduction.

Saturdayôs march and Hyde Park rally
is proof of this. The politics of peaceful
protest reduce to the ritual production
of pseudo-events for the mass media. In
practice, one demonstrates to gain 20
seconds on the radio or a minute on the
teie. Informing or entertaining that
pseudo-entity óthe Publicô becomes the
aim of the exercise. For over a month
now, women from the Cardiff Women
For Life on Earth group have chosen to
chain themselves to the fence at the main
gates at the US-run RAF base at Green-
ham Common, Berkshire. Whyó? In pro-
test at the lack of media coverage of its
March for Peace from Cardiff.

We can only begin the task of building a
popular movement for the abolition of
the institutional causes of war, militarism
and violence if we abandon all illusions as
to the problem and its solution. To
abolish these profound evils, more than
wishful thinking is necessary

PAT FLANAGAN


























