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MORALITY HAS always been the prov-
ince of the worhng class in art and
sex, and in the matter of race relation-
ship it is the working class who have
'been called upon and have had to, reluc-
tantly, put into practice all those good
solid christian ethics of the liberal-
minded middle class. Despite the Nat-
ional Front, despite the vicious behavi-
our of Rachmanite landlordism in evict-
ing the kith to make way for the over-
crowding and higher rent paying of our
kin, the working class have managedó to
come to terms with the race situation
if it is no more than a sharing of the
misery that makes us companions in
misfortune. Thirteen Asians arrived
in Britain as citizens of this country
and their misfortune was that they did
not make their way to the overcrowded
semi-slums of one of our major cities
but that they trod ground at Hillingdon,
a rich residential area, and the burgh-
ers of Hillingdon found that they had a
legal responsibility to house these two
families.

Hillingdon is a rich residential area
and the only accommodation that could
be found was i.n the luxury Airport Hot-
el in rooms costing Ã117. 00 a night.
The Sun newspaper broke the story and
within editions the whole of the sewer
press jumped on the lavatory seat and
these unfortunate Asians found them-
selves the victims of a cruel and vici-
ous act of organised race baiting with
the, pre-war fascist, Daily Mail giving
the matter front page news in the com-
pany of the National Front and the
breakaway National Party.

It is a mean and evil matter perpetra-
ted by men and women sitting in Fleet
Street offices miles away from the ac-
tion and like so many of these news-
paper witch hunts it is usually directed
against men and women who do not have
access to the organs of mass commun-
ication. With a banner-waving mob of
local working class dead beats to give
visual and vocal support to the hate
campaign, Hooley the Chief Executive
of the West Sussex County Council
quickly 'winkled' out the Asian families p
and planted-them in a Midhurst 'ex'- .
workhouse. Now the National Party
can preen itself over winning two seats
in council elections and jeer at the
failure of the National Fr'ont who in-'
creased its share of the votes without
gaining a seat and the Daily Mail and
and the rest of our "free press can
continue to keep us informed asto
whether a leading politician did or did
nbt have a gay relationship without tel- 0
ling the newspaper staff. -

What have the working class gained
in this organised display of racial big-
otry apart from making bloody fools oiô .è
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themselves for the readership of the .0
sewer press! The one simple question
they should have asked themselves was
why i.n a time, of alleged national sacri-
fice when wage rises are to be less
than the cost of living, hotel accommo-
dation outside Lpndon is a Ã 100, 00 a
week and more and who in this siege
society is paying this, and what has
been gained by bounding out these two
unfortunate families i.nto the local
workhouse. Surely commonsense dic-
tates that every immigrant family
should be housed in high price luxury
hotel space if it is available rather
than i.n the overcrowded working class
areas of our cities; and this is not
sophistry comrades, for I would pray
to see the Ritz and the Hiltons used as
half-way houses rather than the local
workhouses of the wealthy dormitory
suburbs.

Alderman John Bartlett of the Lab-
our controlled council has warned, and
I love the word, that 4,000 more Mal-
awi Britishers are on their way to Hil-
lingdon and he has stated that "they
needn't think Hillingdon is a soft touch".
And if they come and when they come,
and let us bid them welconra , whe re
must they be housed? As rent bait for
any scum slum landlord in another
overcrowded working-class street ó?
No, comrades. In the name of good
housing and good relationships let us
demand loudly and clearly that these
newcomers to these islands shall be
housed in all those rich and fashion-
able hotels and after that then all
beautiful vacant mansions and houses
from Edinburgh via Bath to Park
Lane and if the rich residents protest,
then let us know how they can dodge
the pretended Healey tax axe by pay-
ing Ãl00, Ã200 (or more?) a week
rent -- and just once let those who
dictate our liberal morality practise
it themselves.

Lumpenproletariat.

itself a justification of Ulrike Meinhof s
decision to break with her former car-
eer and as sociationsl But the tactics of
confrontation, rather than subversion,
that she adopted, led her as vanguard
actions do, into a kind of weird and
sterile no-man's-land in which ideals
are fought for through the partial or
complete suspension of tihatjcompassion
which originally inspired them. Her
tragedy is not principally as they would
have us believe, of one who has strayed
from the strait and narrow path, but of
one who saw all too clearly where it
ended up -- then followed a strait and
narrow path of her own, not very differe
ent after all.

EDITORS.
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THE DEATH of Ulrike Meinhof, wheth-
er by her own hand or another's, has
led inevitably to much comment in the
press and to a wealth of speculation
about her last days and last thoughts.

Now that she is dead it is easier for
the establishment hacks to sound a little
sorry and condescending about it all. A
classical tragedy, says The Times
which, like its competitors, cannot re-
frain from indulging in a Balzacian ac-
count of the fall from idealism and
worldly success to degradation and des-
pair . . . what a waste! The talent, they
say, that could have served society that
was then open to it, thrown away on
young fanatics and on sordid adventur-
ism I

It has been tempting to ascribe her .
suicide, if suicide it was, to the recent
arguments that are said to have embit-
tered relations between the RAF lead-
ers (but they don't mention the rigours
of long, long isolation and confinement).
Like the British Amnesty chairman,
Oestreicher (who lets no-one forget he
had met them, and who still glories in
the unconvincing and ambiguous role of
father confessor) it has been tempting
to ascribe it to her growing isolation
from the rest of the group and to inc-
reasing doubts about the actions and
philosophical base of the RAF.

Unless she had completely succumbed
to the intellectual safety of fanaticism,
it would be strange if she had remained
immune to the criticisms of left-wing
radicals and anarchists who, while oft--
en not condemning armed struggle per
se, reject the necessarily elitist and
militaristic structure and concepts of
such "urban guerrilla" groups. We
shall probably know more of this at a
later date from Ulrike Meinhof's own
writings.

But though many of us may share
these criticisms, the comments of
those who see the failure of the Baader-
Meinhof group in their direct or indir-
ect encouragement of overt state rep-
ression, are splendidly fatuous I
Ulrike Meinhof withdrew from "suc-
cess" when she realised that capitalism
enjoyed her anger -- was fascinated
and entertained by it. And those who
think, like the writer of The Times ed-
itorial, that dissidents should be grate-
ful for a "hearing" without pushing the
state too far, have wretchedly failed to
understand the real significance - or
resilience - of the state, just as they
have already forgotten, if ever they
knew, the significance of its manifest-
ation in Vietnam.

The ignorance and superficiality of
such "liberalism", which reduces ser-
ious contestation to the level of a deba-
ting society (and, moreover, without
the advantages of such societies). is in



PAYING Hlll lllt BIIISIS i
IF WE as anarchists, unlike those
who form the many varieties of ósoci-
alistó, had any faith in leaders and
leadership we would be joining in their

chorus of óbetrayalô on hearing of the
TUC and the government agreeing on

óthe next year's pay limits. Saying
"We told you so" gives us little com-
fort. For there can be no óbetrayalô
when it is plain that the members of
the TUC and the government have the
very same basic interests at heart.
They are concerned that the profits of
the employers should be maintained
and increased. For without those pro-
fits the whole edifice of the capitalist
system starts to crumble. It is this
prospect that the trade union bureau-
crats and the politicians want to avoid
at all costs.

However, when it does come to costs,
it is the working class who will have to
pay. It is the very people and their
families who by hand and brain actually
produce the real wealth who will have
to make the sacrifices. Our trade un-
ion leaders, as leaders always do,
have different interests and life style
from those of the members they are
supposed to represent. They are con-
cerned with the óeconomyô and the óbal-
ance-of paymentsó, and the survival of
'a Labour government.

As we wrote in FREEDOM vol. 37
No. 8, the Chancellor's wage limit
Budget offer was pitched low, with
alternatives, to ensure óroom for
horse tradingó. All this has meant is
a 1%"/Iè increase oh the offer of 3% with
the promised tax concessions. This
will give people earning up to Ã 50 a '
week a Ã2.50 increase. For a mar-
ried man with two children earning the
princely sum of Ã30 a week this will
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bring, with the tax concessions, Ã3. 16
extra. With inflation at around 15% a
year, it doesn't take a genius to work
out who is at the losing end of this
deal. The government rejected TUC
requests for some price controls and
the only thing they gave away was an
extra Ã 50million which had already
been budgeted for from public expend-
iture funds. This money will prevent
school meals increasing by 5p and
will give help in making extra jobs and
training.

One of the provisions which could
have helped would have been for the
increase to be consolidated into basic
rate. This would have created what
is known as ówage driftó, in that both
overtime and bonus calculations would
have been affected. There are also
no exceptions like productivity agree-
ments. Like the Ã 6 limit, it is a pay-
ment for the basic hours worked in
the undustry, but unlike the Ã 6 it will
not be an entitlement but will have to
be negotiated. (On this point the TUC
and the government seem to disagree,
but the Chancellor has said that some
firms might not be able to pay the full
increase.

The ,_;_ègmment comes 50 years after
 

SPEED-UP AT

BRITISHò MYLAND (provide one of
today's instant headlines and their
Triumph plant at Canley, Coventry has
recently provided a situation of interest
to us. Nine months ago an agreement
was made concerning ótrack speeds. Un-
til recently pay rises had been negotiat-
ed on a year July-July, whereas most
of British Leyland worked January-
January. It was agreed that if product-
ivity (that word!) was raised by 5% (one
extra car per hour), then Ã 6 per week
rises would be brought forward to Ap-
ril. A similar deal next year would
bring them into line with everybody
else, negotiating January-January.
However the Government (who are ru-
moured to have some influence in Brit-
ish Leyland) will not allow this ; Ã 6
rises can only be given annually. So
no money is forthcoming and of course
in July they won't be able to have Ã 6 e
due to revised pay coded, shiny r-new
social contracts and all the other para-
phenalia of modern life.

Naturally the men were 'nt pleased
about this and said that they would re-
vert to the former 20 cars an hour.
The management, shedding crocodile
tears, claimed that 21 cars was the ne-
gotiated level and must be maintained.
So -- a 'disputeó. Various harass-
ments culminated in the men saying

óthat they could run the place on their

the General Strike and is -an appropriate
reminder that trade union leaders do
not want a confrontation with the eonsti.
ófated-"authority of the state. Indeed,
now that the state is administered by a
Labour government, such a deal had a
better chance of being achieved. Like
in 1926, the trade unionist of today does
not distrust leaders enough. They ac-
cept decisions made over their heads.
It means that the working class, as i.n
1925. W511 have to pay for the present
crisis.

While we have a system of exploita--
tion and injustice, workers will haveto
pay for any crisis that comes along. .
The system is built to exploit every as-
pect of our lives in order to create a
profit. The wages we receive are no
payment or recompense for what people
suffer and put up with while at work.
Higher wages, like the óright to workó,
are a part of our continuing wage slav-
ery. Wage increases are only dem-
ands, and if exploitation is to end then
people will have to take control of their
work places. This cazmot come from
the statutes of government but only
from the actions of working people. A
working people which distrusts leaders
and is convinced that it can organise pr
production and distribution for them-
selves on a basis of solidarity and
mutual aid.

PI TI

own (cried of "I told you so" from the
anarchists on the sidelines) and they
locked the foremen in their ofýce and
proceeded to do so. (These foremm
are a sore point anyway; there's 12
new ones appeared in the last year,
largely to supervise the extra car per
hour). The foremen, being human,
were aggrieved at this and refused to
collect and distribute the wages, which
-is apparently the only useful thing they
do anyway. .

The next development is that the
management, screaming about anarchy
(a more perceptive analysis than they
probably realised) started to picket the
gates to prevent entry of materials,
which, of course, stopped production
entirely. Faced with this a meeting
was held on Friday 23 April, a show
of hands was too close to estimate and
a ballot was held which gave a hairline
majority in favour of giving the 21 oars
per hour. Now, with 75% of the rise
being dangled, everybody has clammed
up and won't discuss the matter.

Further points are a statement that
Triumph cars will cease to be made at
Canley, only engines, gearboxes, &c.
8,000 people work at Canley. And as
usual the unions are i.n there ýghting.
Eddie.McGarry (TGWU convenor and
chief shop steward) has appeared on
television and wafþed. Informed opi-
nion tells me that Brother McGarry
considers himself in line for 8 Seat 011
the Board. Still it was fun in there
for a while, with the men organising
production, the foremen b&1óI'i0þ<1ed 111
their office and the management picket-
ting the gat®s to cripple production!

Correspondent.
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AT BRADFORD

ON APRIL 24, the National Front
marched through Manning-ham, a large-
ly immigrant area of Bradford. A
counter-demonstration organised by
Bradford Trades Council attracted
5,000, including anarchists from-
groups in Bradford, Leeds arid War-
wick.

The organisers of this cou.rrter-dem-
onstration, in collusion with the police,
provided a merely token protest :
marching towards the town centre and
away from the immigrant area where
the National Front were meeting. Many
of the rank-and-file of the anti-Front
march thought it more important to
stop the fascists marching through
Manningham ; it was not question of
denying the National Front free speech
but of stopping a provocative parade of
white supremacism deliberately staged
in a predominantly immigrant area to
intimate and divide local people. An-
archists and gays took the lead i.n try-
ing, at least three times, to get the
counter-march to stop and block the
road but although the marchers often
wavered the stewards were always able
to get them back in line.

When we reached the city centre ral-
lying point, however, and the marchers
realised they were in the city centre
while the fascists were in the undefend-
ed Manningham area, about a 1,000
people broke away and raced back.
These people tried to block, the Fronts
path by sitting down in Mamiingham
Lane - a mai.n road. The police mov-
ed in with horses and the Leeds Anar-
chist barmer which was in the front
line was completely destroyed. The
anti-fascists threw up barricades of
police barriers while local kids, immi-
grant and native, began to pelt the-
police with stones and bottles. The
police horses charged, the anti-fasc-
ists were driven all the way up the
road and eventually the racists got in-
to their meeting place, a school, 85%
tof whose pupils are Asian.

Over -20 anti-fas cists were arrested
including one anarchist. At the back
of the school a crowd stoned the police
guarding the fascists, overturned a
police van and car, attempted to set
ýre to these, demolished a wall for
ammunition and put in a couple of shop
windows. The intensity of the violence
was undoubtedly caused by previous
police harassment in the area. The
local kids, black and white, seemed to
regard the police as fascists in their ._
own right. This isn't surprising :
one policeman told our arrested com-
rade that he hated 'niggers' and thought
all bus conductors (our comrade being
a bus conductor) ought to be beaten up
BIIYWþy,

The most positive aspects of the af-
fair were the bad press the Front re-
ceived and the way the local people A
both immigrant and_na_tive were united

óin opposition to the Front and partici-
pated in the counter demos. The fol- I
lowing Saturday the Front called off a
motorcade through Leeds and Bradford
when a sit-down in Marmingham Lane
was threatened. The sit-down of 60 or
so people, including Leeds and Brad-
ford anarchists, went ahead anyway.
The carnival atmosphere of the dem-
onstrators. who wore paper hats and
false noses, didn't prevent 12 arrests.
A ftmd has been set up to .help those
arrested. Send any financial donations
to:

Manningham Defendants' Fund,
p 41, Athol Road, Bradford 8.

l'lil\|MI EYE
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OR PUBLIC SCH OOL ?

IT IS WITH no hint of sour grapes that
one confesses no strong lildng for Pri-
vate Eye . There is some envy of its
80, 000 circulation, but if circulation is
a guide_to worthiness we are indeed in
a parlous state with the _StE and the
News of the World . leading the field.

Basically it has gained circulation by
its exposeô methods. It has exposed the
Poulson and Maudling scandals which
other papers (with more to lose) would
not journalistically touch. It has sec-
ured much of its material from óinform-
ed sources' i.n and around Fleet Street
--who, one understands, are denied the
satisfactions of the expose in their own
native columns. At the same time, v
one cannot exclude the planted story -
for a City deal for example -, the pri-
vate grudge or the purely malicious
from finding its way into Private EE.

However, at its best, it has a salut-
ary effect in exposing corruption in
high places and giving a good satirical
treatment to the fads and follies of this
world. At its more consistent and
persistent worst it descends to the lev-
el of schoolboy humour and the love-
hate type of satirical treatment by Est-
ablishment parasites who despise the
Establishment from which they gain
their living and use P.E. as a purge
or a confessional.

_ Jonathan Miller (who has been the
target of some of P.E.""s satire, since
at times he sounds like sole proprietor
of Pseud's Corner) said on BBC radio
4's "Start the Week", echoing Tom
Hopkinson's criticism of its óschoolboyô
attitude, "It isn't just schoolboy, it's
public schoolboy - and associated with
minor public schools there's a peculiar
form of underlying Thirties country-
house fascism which I think can be
traced back to people like Chesterton,
a sort of Thames-side rural hatred of
the modern life of the great city. A
faint tone of antisemitism runs through
the magazine, an anti-intellectualism,
a hatred of homosexuals, and I think
that there are some features which
overlap with that rather regrettable .
magazine Action francaise in the
Twenties. I Dr. Miller, who had pre-
viously declaredhis interest, in that
he had been regularly lampooned in the

3
Eye , went on to develop his rather ex-
aggerated 'Thames-sideó theme but
concluded by saying that their ability to
"uncover corruption in the areas of
business and commerce is marvellous,
but they splatter themselves over a
much wider area and go into really
very ugly campaigns against people
like Jeremy Thorpe. " ~

With some of Dr. Miller's remarks,
allowing for some personal bias, one
can express agreement but at the heart
of Private Eye (if it has one) is a lack
of commitment toany cause whether
fascism, antisemitism, anti-intellect-
ual or anti-homosexual; there is
merely a nagging nihilism to bolster up
the commerical survival of Private Eye
itself : the means has become the end.

This viewpoint is further substantia-
ted by an interview in The Observer
(2. 5. 76) with Richard Ingrams (editor
P,E.ó) by Pearson Phillips in which _
Ingramscomments on the disasters
which confront Private Eye i.r1 the shape
of criminal libel actions. "Mr. Ingram
Ingrams,ñ Phillips reports, "sees this
as the outward sign of a change of heart
towards the magazine on the part of
what used to be called óthe Establish-
ment'. Richard Ingrams said, óIn
times of national stress, like a threat-
ening war or a worsening economic
situation the Liberal L sic_7 concensus
begins to collapse. People become
more settled and ceniented in their
views and attitudes. It happened to
Claude Cockburn's The Week magazine
in the thirties. The arrival of the war
finished it. There is a closing of the
ranks snd an unwillingness to tolerate
fault-fi.nding.FI detect something like
that now. A ter all, if this criminal
libel case had come up 10 years ago,
wouldn't there have been a generlal
outcry?ó "

One assumes that Ingrams' "liberal"
concensus should have a small '1' but
nevertheless this heartcry demonstrates
the flaw in the make-up and nature of
Private Eye .

Political ignorance is shown by the
reference to Claude Cockburn and The
Week . The Week was published up to
1940 and was probably banned about the
same time as the Daily Worker - in any
case the Soviet-Nazi pact killed it. As
Ralph Bates said, "It cleared the pinks
out of politics. "

On the other hand "a threatening war
or a worsening economic situation
increases the circulation of radical
papers which have a sense of purpose
and commitment. The wartime history
of War Commentary , Peace News,
Forward , etc. show the falsity behind
Ingrams' argument -- and his support.

Despite this criticism of the weak-
nesses of Private EE it is important
that the freedom of the press be defen-
ded against the enlargement of the law
of libel that has been introduced -like a
steam hammer to crack this nut. Mr.
Justice Wien decided in the case of Mr.
Jimmy Goldsmith, the financier, ver-
sus the editors publishers and dist-

8 (550/16. $334 )



Q

POLITICAL TRIAL AS FARCE is
how Befreiung describes the proceed-
ings against Ralf Stein i.n Cologne from
30 March to 9 April. As stated in our
last issue, Ralf was sentenced to 18
monthsó imprisonment of which he had
already served 12 in pre-trial detention
in Ktiln-Ossendorf. But the arrest
warrant was suspended. He is there-
fore free, and was able to come to the
FREEDOM office during a few days-
visit to England last week. But the
threat of a re-trial, possibly in _a year
or so's time, still hangs over him.
(The prosecution had demanded 4 yearsó
gþol. )

As we reported in out issue of 3. 4. 76,
Ralf Stein was arrested on 14 April of
the previous year and charged with five
offences: 1) membership of a "crimin-
al association"; 2) illegal possession
of guns and ammunition; 3) offence a-
gainst the act controlling war arma-
ments; 4) illegally listening to the
police radio; 5) helping an escaped pri-
soner (Dieter Hartmann, who had been
cared for by Red Help).

The evidence for the main charges
was primarily based on the evidence of
Norbert Hofmann and Katharina May,
who during interrogation were alleged
to have confessed that "a certain Stone"
had helped them hide weapons. The
first three charged were, however,
known to lack any substantial proof be-
fore the trial began, and its political
nature fully emerged as soon as the " I

PRI'V'ATE'.ô.EYE OR PUBLIC SCHOOL?

(C0115-, f-Yarn /D. 3)
- , ..

ributors of Private Eye that the case
should be treated as one of criminal
libel, which carries with it risk of
imprisonment or at best a crippling
fine. Notably the effect of the immin-
ence of such a case upon distributors
who understandably fight shy of hand-
ling any issues of Private Eye for fear
of libellous involvement.

It will not have escaped notice that
Mr. 'Tiny' Rowland, a business rival
of Mr. Jimmy Goldsmith, has offered
to contribute substantially to Private
Eye's legal costs -- which may not be
an altogether altruistic act. It is con-
ceivable that Mr. Goldsmith may not
emerge untarnished or unwounded
from the legal affray.

Nevertheless even to fight a legal
action is financially crippling. Mr.
Jeremy Thorpe referring to a person
whose name escapes us said, "What's
the point in suing someone who's liv-
ing on supplementary benefit?" In-
deed. However when the shit hits the
fan few emerge from the Law CO1.1ñ|ZS
without a stain.

It is obvious that the ópermissive so-
cietyó and its hoorays that Private Eye
thrived on is gone. But the freedom of
the press is still worth fighting for.

Jack Robinson.

prosecution witnesses were questioned
in court.

From the prosecution's point of view,
of-course, their incriminating state-
ments were credible and their exonera-
ti.ng statements "clearly made under
pressure" - a charge which the defence
lawyer also made against the prosecu-
tion. (The systematic sabotage by pro-
secutor and presiding judge of the cross-
examination of Katharina May, when
the defence counsel suggested she had
been pressurised by the police, prompt-
ed a hot-tempered outburst from the
auditorium and the cry "This will cer-
tainly be hushed up" was punished with
three daysó disciplinary arrest!) But
the exchange of accusations between
prosecution and defence was possible
because of the clearly contradictory and
confused nature of the statements made
by all the prosecution witnesses, incin-
di.ng the two LKA (Landeskriminalamt)
officers, and sufýced to bathe the vsh ole
trial in an aura of rather bad farce and
third-rate ýction.

Hofmann and May said they had not
recognised Stein. May said the name
"Stone" has been suggested to her by the
the LKA, and Hofmann that he had
heard the name from "May". The al-
legations of the LKA officials were
equally unsound. (One of them,
Bogertz, had been brought in at the last
minute to replace the shady witness
Jurgen Bodeux, who apparently feared
for his life and was refusing to make a
public statement.) Their assertions
about potentially dangerous electrical
equipment being found in Ralf Stein's
lodgings were contradicted by his land-
lady who said she had never seen than

Further evidence of the collusion be-
tweenprosecution and presiding judge,
Liptow, came when the defence lawyer
criticised the unsatisfactory procedural
methods of the trial, and unavailability
of certain information to the defence.
The judge said the matter could be
raised during the rehearing -- a pecu-
liarly clumsy error on his part, to say
the least. The lawyer, of course,
pointed out that this pre-suppos ed the
inevitability of a sentence, and thus
demonstrated the judge's clear partial-
ity.

Another aspect of the trial was the
way in which it brought attention to the
question of prolonged solitary confine-
ment - not in the case of Ralf Stein
himself but certainly in that of the wit-
ness Lothar Gend, who is serving a -
15-year sentence, of which the last
two have been spent in strict isolation.
For 5% monthshe has been on hunger
strike, and for 6 months has been so
ill with arthritis he has been unable to
leave his cell. Lothar Gend said at
the trial that he had not been told the
reason for his summons in advam e,
and his request to see his lawyer was
turned down. The doctor responsible
had explained to him that treatment was
ónot compatible with state security.
State security, in other words, was

INTERVIEWó 
ómore important than the life of individ-
ual detainees.

During the trial Ralf Stein refused to
make a legalistic statement of "guilt"
or 'iim1ocence" but described his politi-
cal background and work. In his con-
versation later with members of the
FREEDOM group, he described his
Prison conditions. The prison consist-
ed of ten blocks in rows and every
block had 67 cells. These were nearly
all one-man cells and there were only
3 four-man cells. The day would
start with a loudspeaker awakening
call at 6. 30 am and the lights would
(then be switched on. Breakfast was at
'7 am in the cell. From 7.45 to 8.45
was the exercise period. But on Sat-
urdays and Sundays only one half-hour
was given for exercise. During the
week there would be meeting groups
held each day for work, leisure and
_so forth. However, on Saturdays and
Sundays these were not available and
so 23% hours would be spent in the cell
which amounts to solitary confinement.
for 23% hours a day for those, like
Ralf, in the single -man cells.

Stein also mentioned several other
comrades (not necessarily anarchist)
such as the Turkish Mustafa Tutktm
and three other Turks who were in
jail and virtually in solitary for 22
months. (Apparently these have been
.released but they may be deported
which would mean their almost certain
death. ) I

Another comrade mentioned was
Gertraud Will, who was imprisoned
for apparently "supporting" the politi-
cal activities of her fiance Ruland
Otto. Many comrades imprisonediay
the authorities are not anarchists but
belong to the rate communists (councif
communists). He also spoke of
Lothar Gend who is mentioned above,
and of Wolfgang Untmannwho was
Placed in solitary confinement whilst-
wounded from a shoot-out with the pol-
ice and left untreated. Lothar Gend,
although suffering from arthritis was
refused permission to go to hospital
for "security reasons".

Ralf Stein was very concerned about
these and many other political prison-
ers who have been arrested, wounded
(e. g. Karl Heinz Roth) by police bul-
lets and so on.

However, even if Ralf's re-trial (ap-
peal by the prosecution against the
suspension of the arrest warrant) goes
in his favour and he is cleared of his
charges, there is always the pos sibility
of further charges from the inventive
German state prosecution. For inst-
ance, because Ralf Stein has sold var-

vious copies of the anarcho-syndicalist
magazine Befreiung which have been
extremely critical of the murderous
activities of the German police he
could be charged with offending the in-
tegrity of the German State (a ludic-
rous "crime" not yet invented in this
country).

a
It has been pointed out by other ob-

servers of the Stein trial as of the for-A
mer Turkish trial in Cologe, that the


























