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El Salvador

THE indignant trumpeting of the media
concerning the viciousness and brutality
of the El Salvador government has been
ringing in our ears for several months now.
The simple whining of the bourgeoise
press when presented with something as
unequivocally evil as the filth perpetrating
these brilliantly publicised crimes is a
wonder to behold, the moral posturings
contemptible. There is no need to docu-
ment these events, nor the similar and
more cold bloodedly ruthless butchery
taking place in nearby Guatamala. And
there is nothing more that I can say that
could express my profound disgust and
furious hatred of this bitter oppression.

What is significant, what we must each
look critically at is both the form of opp-
osition which we are urged to support
and what we can do independently of the
vacuous ‘solidarity’ offered by the left in
the face of this concrete misery.

Like most forms of libertarian struggle
the opposition movement in El Salvador
is a heterogenous mix ranging from the
‘theology of liberation’ espoused by rad-
ical catholics (a desperate attempt to re-
coup their lost domination) to the Lenin-
ists and coup d’etatists of the left. Driven
to arms by the cretinous fascistic mental-
ity of the right in El Salvador the situation
has turned mediocre leftie bureaucrats
and catholic jesuits into apparent revolut-
ionaries, who seek to monopolise opposit-
ion and colonise people’s struggles against
the authorities while the conflict is con-
tinually reproduced on a level that only
organised, militarised ‘freedom fighters’
can engage in. The form of opposition has
thus been chosen a priori: the question is
not one of creating opposition, but of
joining the opposition, that is joining the
armed party. This encourages the desertion
of young men to the liberation armies,
passivity in the remaining population and
because of the attitude of the establish-
ment, the slaughter of the defenceless left
behind.

If the example of Nicaragua is anything
to go by we are beginning to see that the
removal of Somosa has left in control a
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government of national unity masking
a petty local corporation which woos and
accommodates itself to the arch capitalists
of former regimes and asks, because of a
war damaged economy that the population
tighten its belts another notch (the sort
of belt tightening that cuts in two) so
that in effect there is little bloody change
and the same heap of rubbish must be
discarded. To remove the army of Som-
osa only to replace it by a Popular Army
or Popular State, an internal dominator,
is no less an obstacle.

That the seeds of revolution are present
in the struggle to national liberation is in-
controvertible, providing the ideologues
of left and right cannot co-opt the auton-
omous struggles of exploited people to
ride them to power as the next in a long
line of oppressors.

In El Salvador the FMLN (the united
opposition parfy engaged in guerrilla act-
ivity) is already talking about mixed ec-

a-

onomy with private capital. The whole
organisation must present itself in the best
possible light to attract moderate and lib-
eral support in Europe and elsewhere,
while on another level promising to fulfil
the dreams of the people of El Salvador;
the two are fundamentally incompatible.

We must (from the very moment the
struggle begins against the State and its
functionaries) refuse to undertake any
compromise on the principle of dictator-
ship of the proletariat or revolutionary
minorities’ management of the State app-
aratus, and put the local bourgeoisie in
their class position as lackeys of the est-
ablishment. We cannot ‘use’ the state app-
aratus. There must be no government of
national unity, no liberation armies, no
attempted ideological usurpation of the
struggles: no ‘intermediate stage’. The
answer is the generalisation of the con-
flict, a general insurrection, an unconfined
revolt.

In Britain, to state the obvious we have
no direct relationship to the struggles in
El Salvador, but the miserable poverty
and banality of the traditional response
of the left is something we must go beyond
if we are to show an effective solidarity.
We live in a country at the vanguard of
the development of the capitalist project.
In order to aid the people in El Salvador
we must break the domination of capital
here, at this most advanced point, to
loosen the grip of the domination in turmn
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of those oppressed in Central America
and elsewhere. It is the interests of the
machinery of capital in El Salvador in
this country that we must discover attack
and destroy. Those in political sympathy
with the establishment there and the dip-
lomatic functionaries must be put at dir-
ect risk. This applies not only to El Salv-
ador, but to all oppressive regimes and all
economic or political interest in them. We
must put them at risk.

Finally, a comment on the presentation
of the images of brutality the bloody im-
agery to which we are subjected each day.
by the media. These images induce indig-
nation and yet encourage passivity. It is
horrible that we can endure what should
be unendurable and sit and do nothing;
there can be no excuse.

SPARE THE CHILD

IT was ironic that the European Court of
Human Rights made a ruling on corporal
punishment in British schools on the very
same week that the media were going
mad over a small school in Toxteth, Liver-
pool, where some of the children had
‘gone on a rampage’ and inflicted some
damage on some school property.

We have used the word ‘some’ more
than somewhat because, once the dust
had settled, and the children returned
after their half-term holiday, plus another
week for ‘cooling off’, it transpired that
the damage was not nearly as extensive as
had been thought. The local vicar is rep-
orted to have said that he doubted if
more than £200 worth of damage had
been done.

Biters Bit

Lawrence, Blake and Homer Lane, once
healers in our English land:

These are dead as iron forever; these can
never hold our hand.

Lawrence was brought down by smut-
hounds, Blake went dotty as he sang.
Homer Lane was killed in action by the
Twickenham Baptist gang.

— W H Auden: Poems, 1930.

In 1930 I was going to school in a North
London suburb where the children were
regularly beaten by the teachers. Some
teachers were worse than others; one used
to cane children for every mistake. He
was an extreme example of the general
practise that passed for education in
those days. One day some of his pupils
visited the local grammar school and beat
the daylights out of the son. Sad to visit
the father’s sins on the son, as the father’s
behaviour wasn’t improved.

Many backwoodsmen would dearly
love to return to this system faced with
the crumbling respect for authority. Bri-
tain is one of the last bastions of corporal
punishment in the schools. There are, of
course, more efficient ways of maintaining
authority, but the ultimate sanction is of
course force.

The events at Toxteth are only the last
of a series of events in which children have
responded to a more relaxed attitude to
life and education by a series of people
from Homer Lane to A S Neill. The crunch
comes when the needs of a still powerful
authoritarian society have to be met and
children find themselves in a society which
is at the risk of sudden termination and
where the insecurily of life is increasing,

The events of 1968 had a marked
effect on educational institutions every-

where, and one such incident occured in
that well known college in South London:
Dulwich College, where one of the first
school childrens’ unions, the South Lon-
don Schools Action Union marched to
Dulwich College on June 21st on the
school’s Open Day — where the school
was not as open as they thought, for their
entrance was barred by the police.

The movement for children’s rights by
children themselves was to flourish in the
years after 1968. The films Kes and If also
reflected the times. An interesting, true,
episode was when a principal of a free
school invited a man who advertised canes
for sale to visit his school — whereupon
he was beaten with his own wares by the
pupils.

The fact that many adults who cam-
paign for civil rights for themselves deny
them to the young, is instrumental in the
continuation of our authoritarian society.
Much of the violence in schools is done to
pupils which is more acute the more auth-
oritarian the school and the home back-
ground. The attack on the symbols of
authority in St Saviours in Toxteth, is a
change, if an imperfect one, and one which
in my days at school would have been
thoroughly deserved by the staff.

In an article in Anarchy 107 Paul
Goodman wrote:-

It seems to me that, ignorant of the
inspiration and grandeur of our civilis-
ation, though somewhat aware of its
brutality and terror, the young are
patsies for the ‘‘inevitabilities” of
modern times. If they cannot take on
our world appreciatively and very crit-
ically, they can only confront her or
be servile to her, and then she is too
powerful for any of us.

One does not have to be apprehensive
about the free. Freedom from fear or
anxiety is the gift that parents and real
education can give the child.

Alan Albon

The worst damage, it would seem, had
been done to the mental stability of the
school’s headmaster, who vowed his was a
happy school and was so shocked that he
immediately asked for early retirement.
The school was a primary school and the
rampaging vandals had been all of 7 to 11
years old. Not even teenage thugs yet!

The school — St Saviour’s —is a Church
of England Primary, opened only in 1973,
and one must at once assume that the
opening ceremony then and the dedication
to all things was bright and beautiful some-
how didn’t get through to the Almighty
in whose name it must have been dedi-
cated. Unless, unless, there was something
wrong with the way it was being run in
His name?

Somewhere among the thousands of
words in which the pressand TV wallowed
thefe was an admission that, only a week
before the outburst by the ‘mini-mafia’,
as the kids were called, their gentle head
had caned seven of them —to be promptly
rewarded with some lovely pigswill over
his car.

The situation apparently rapidly de-
generated after extra teachers were drafted
in. As indeed it did in the town of Toxteth
— just a brick’s heave down the road from
the school, when extra police were drafted
in last Autumn. The close proximity of
the school to the site of the riots gave the
authorities a fine excuse for blaming out-
side influences, agitators and militants, if
not actual Militants from the actual Ten-
dency. It was, we felt, touch and go as to
whether Tony Benn, Peter Tatchell and
Ken Livingstone could not have been
found directly responsible for the infants’
mayhem.

St Saviour’s was not a Victorian slum
school — but it was obviously rapidly be-
coming a modern °‘sink’ school. Local
parents were dissatisfied with nearly
everything and it was clear — reading bet-
ween the lines — that the teachers and
their union were as pissed off with every-
thing as the kids and the parents and the
local education authority too.

Miraculously, after the cooling off per-
iod; after breathing fire and brimstone;
after threatening to weed out the trouble-
makers and generally promising to bring
down the whole weight of the State" upon
the mini-vandals, common sense began to
prevail. Somehow and from somewhere,
money was found to bring in teachers
who, it was thought, could cool the situa-
tion and even find better ways of dealing
with it than simply acting as police.

A new strong head had been threatened
— promptly labelled by the press as an
‘Iron Man’ — but in the event projected
himself as one who was going to play it
by ear, day by day, and was more inter-
ested in engendering self-discipline in the
children than imposing ‘order’ by the
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stick. His name is Mr Arnold Cowman
and he must have had many naughty cow-
boys as his heroes when he was a little
lad. Perhaps he is one of those extraord-
inary adults who can remember the frus-
trations of infancy and childhood; rem-
embers the injustice of being told what to
do by someone with the power to make
you do it — without ever being told why.

Which sounds very much like intro-
ducing democratic government as opposed
to despotic, doesn’t it? Well, it’s time for
a new wave of rebellion. In the 1960’ it
was the university students. Today it
seems to be the primary school kids.
Where will it all end, we ask ourselves....?
Meanwhile, back in Strasbourg, the Eur-
opean Court of Human Rights was writ-
ing the swan song for the beaters and
strappers in Britain’s schools. Our United
Kingdom has the distinction of being the
last major bastion (since Eire gave it up
last year) for the thrashing of children in

school. )
Only the odd canton in Switzerland

and a few local authorities in Germany
still give teachers the right to beat child-
ren, with or without parental consent.
The order has gone out to Britain: from
now on (or, as soon as the lawyers can
formulate their words in sufficiently
articulate a form to make their meaning
clear) children may be caned or thrashed
with the tawse only with the permission
of their parents. We mention the tawse
because this delightful instrument is still
used in Scottish schools. It is a strap of
leather, split at the end into two or three
strips, in some cases tipped with lead.
Applied to a bare bottom it can mark for
life, unlike the common cane, the weals
from which will usually fade in a month
or two — ready for the next time.

It’s odd, isn’t it, that in freedom-loving
Britain the thrashing of adults has been
abolished for years, (except for the Isle of
Man — which is an archaic law unto itself)
while the battering of children has gone
on. Keep your ears open for the well-worn
phrases: ‘It never did me any harm’, or ‘I
was thrashed as a lad — and look where
I’ve got to now!’. Just take a look at where
the world has got to and you can see the
virtues of punishment. And now all we
have to do is to educate the parents.....

FIGHTING FOR OUR LIVES

‘WE’RE fighting for our lives.’ This is the
simple, powerful statement of a group of
women who have camped throughout a
bitter winter outside the gates of Green-
ham Common RAF/US Air Base in Berk-
shire. The women have shown great fort-
itude and commitment. They have dem-
onstrated that people who are normally
excluded from politics can be effective if
they only take a stand. For example, the
women have not lobbied politicians —
politicians, including Labour Party leader,
Michael Foot, have come to visit them.
They have overcome media indifference
to achieve a large measure of nation-wide
support from people in all walks of life.
The campers’ effectiveness is revealed also
by the fact that moves have now been
taken to evict them. The Newbury Council
meets from 22-25th February to discuss
if, how and when the campers will be
evicted.

I visited the camp on Saturday, 20th
February. The Greenham Common Base
is near Newbury, a prosperous town, set
in beautiful countryside. The high wire
fence of the base, some twelve miles in
perimeter, is almost unobtrusive amongst
tall trees. Behind the fence many large
concrete structures are visible. The base is
being prepared to house 96 Cruise nuclear
missiles by December 1983. The camp of
some twelve caravans and several tents
lies at the main gate, just off a main road.

The march was ignored by the media.
When their demand for a live televised
debate with national policy-makers was
rejected, four of the women decided to
chain themselves to the main gate of the
base to attract attention to their cause.
For a week, from 5th September, the
women, including a sixty year old grand-
mother, remained chained to fhe gate.
Still the media response was negligible.
Meanwhile word spread through informal
channels, and supporters arrived with
food, water, tents, gas stoves, chemical
toilets and caravans. Many were prepared
to stay. The march had become the
Women’s Peace Camp.

It was a very cold day when I arrived.
The women were sitting with a couple of

men around a small fire built in the middle
of the muddy floor of the largest tent. I
was received warmly; soon after, other
supporters arrived bringing supplies from
gardens, supermarkets and the local tip
which had provided some welcome bits of
old carpet. One of the women came back
from town with the mail — the campers
receive up to thirty letters a day expressing
solidarity and enclosing money. Four
women have stayed at the camp through-
out the winter and ten others have been
there most of the time. Most campers
have stayed for two or three weeks.

Initially men stayed at the camp and
the women have many male supporters
whom they welcome. However men have
been asked not to stay at the camp. The
women feel that they have a distinctive
contribution to make against the violence
which is created mainly by men. The
women’s practice throughout has been
one of uncompromising non-violent resis-
tance.

This committed non-violence has won
them the respect of some authorities. If
the Newbury District Council carries
through its threat to evict the campers,
finding somebody to evict them might
prove difficult. The Newbury police have
said that they are not prepared to partiei-
pate in the forcible eviction of the women,
who are determined not to be removed
from the site. If necessary, they intend to
call on women all over the country to
prevent the eviction with a mass sit-in.

Eighteen year old Shu-shu Al-Sabbagh,
who has been camping throughout the
winter spoke passionately about the need
for everyone, and women in particular, to
act: ‘It’s simple. It’s our responsibility. If
you know about something that’s wrong
and don’t take action to prevent it,you’re
as guilty as the people prepared to press
the button.’ The final Nuremberg Principle
says something similar. These courageous
women not only uphold this neglected
principle, but are prepared to suffer con-
siderable hardship in order to accept their
human responsibility.

Julie Southwood
SEE CONTACT PAGE
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Half the world starving and the City of London
builds a vast entertainment centre!’”

And somehow
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Ah, but wecallit an Arts centre.

that proves wedo care.











































