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magazine of the Class War
Federation.
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PO Box 1QF, Newcastle Upon Tyne
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The views expressed in signed
articles are the views of the writer
and not necessarily those of the
Class War Federation.




With this issue of The Heavy Stuff
the Class War Federation has a new
editorial group, and we've made a few
slight changes to the format of the
magazine. We have introduced
‘Question Time' - thisis precisely what
it says: you, the reader, write in with any
nagging doubts or questions you have
about our politics, and we attempt to
answer them. In this issue we answer
questions on the Poll Tax.

We have also introduced a ‘Letters
Page’ where you can take issue with
any of the articles or letters that appear
in ‘“The Heavy Stuff’. In this issue Sean
Riley, the author of ‘The Middle Class' in
Heavy Stuff 3, faces criticisms such as:
that by using crude generalisations, he
is in danger of stifling further debate.
Whilst both the letter and the reply are
very long, we ask readers to use their
common sense when writing - if not, we
will edit them accordingly.

Last, but not least, is another new
feature, ‘This is Class War', by our
National and International Secretaries -
just to let you know what we've been
doing. We wouldn't want you to be
misinformed!

While the editorial policy of ‘The
Heavy Stuff’ remains:

“The views expressed in these
articles are those of the peoplie who
wrote them and not necessarily
those of the Class War Federation”,
we would like to break down the
distinction between reader and writer.
The best way to do this is to create a
feeling of ongoing discussion. The
reader should be considering the argu-
ments and then writing what they think
of them. This can be done with “Letters
Page', ‘Question Time', and more effec-
tively, articles can be made up from
many people's contributions.

We recognise that not everyone has
the skills and confidence to write com-
plete articles. The thoughts behind our
anger need to be documented and
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communicated. Thiscanbe doneby
interviews with groups or individuals,
recordings of discussions, semiwritten
articles or scribbled notes. In some
ways it makes our job harder, but it's
much more interesting. The article,
‘Mutual Aid and Community Care’
was the first of many that we hope to
publish, using these methods.

We return at a time when interest
and enthusiasm in the politics of the
Class War Federation is overwhelming.
We do, however, apologise to our read-
ers for the gap between issue 3 and 4.
Having spent much of our time and
energy consolidating our success, we
now have a paper that is not only en-
thusiasticallyread the length and breadth
of the country, but is influencing the
growth and direction of political move-
ments East and West, hence our Inter-
national Conference.

While our disagreements with the
Leftusually centre around the role of the
revolutionary party (and, as promised,
we continue our series on class), Jon
Barr questions Marx's analysis of class
and economics in'Question Marx', and
asks what happened to the inevitable
collapse of world capitalism (or is it just
around the corner?).

Propaganda is one of the things that
Class War is most successful at. Neil
Warne looks at the relationship between
theruling class, Language and Power.

- HANAN M o
SQUADS (ks

We believe language is power and
we must smash the power of those who
use it to oppress us.

With high unemplaoyment, a healthy
working class is no longer required.
Witness the downgrading of our NHS,
coupled with the poll tax capping of

local councils, councils implement-
ing cuts to avoid capping or facing
potential bankruptcy due to uncollectable
poll tax. Dave Franklin, in *Mutual Aid
and Community Care', looks not only at
the way disabled people are discrimi-
nated against, but outlines the duty of
our communities to those whose needs
for care and consideration are greater

than ours in the present prerevolu-
tionary society.

What's on the End of the Stick,
Mick? was originally a letter sent to
Class War in response to letters that
appeared in Class War, concerning the
IRAArish issue. With the cooperation of
the author, Micky McGuinnes, we have
turned the letter into an article. We
welcome further feedback on the sub-
ject, but please keep it constructive.

Let it be known that the Class War
Federation's theory is not dogma, we
are not writing the one true gospel. Our
ideas are in a constant state of devel
opment and reassessment. Nor is our
theory the creation of a single mind or
ruling clique. It is the product of all our
members and, of course, new members
bring new experiences and new ideas.

Eventually contributions will come
not just from members but from the
class as a whole. Once a theory is
developed from the majority, the revo-
fution will take place...Simple!

Please note...all correspondence
should be sent to the Tyneside address
(notthe London address). Limited stocks
of Heavy Stuffs 1,2 & 3 are still available,
all priced at £1 + large SAE.

RAGE ON...

THE HEAVY STUFF POSSE
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Glass and all that Jazz

A class is a group of people in a
similar position, whose interests are
similar economically, politically and
socially. Since World War It we've been
told: “We've never had it so good”, that
we'll all be rich, thanks to the “white-hot
heat of technology”, that “we're all middle
class”. Yetinour lives we arewellaware
that the class nature of society remains.

. In Britain class is often portrayed as
aBritish disease, yet it exists across the
world. Class is not only about a set of
manners and a particular accent: it is
the product of economics and politics.
The last 400 years has seen the rise of
the capitalist ruling class. Before this
there were two main classes. In this
feudal period there was an aristocratic/
church ruling class and a peasant class.

The development of trade and factory
production saw the rise of a new class
drawn from the artisans, merchants,
and parts of the old ruling class. The
new class controlied and developed
industry. They controlled the means of
production and distribution. This
entrepreneurial middle class fought to
become the ruling class.

The nineteenth century and the
industrial revolution saw its final rise to
world power.

Alongside the victory of the new
capitalist ruling class, the peasant class
was pushed off its land and forced into
the factories of the capitalist class. It
developed into the working class. A
class without access toits land, forced
to sell its labour.

The increased competition between
capitalist entrepreneurs guaranteed an
expansion of capitalist production. If
the capitalist did not invest, and cut
costs by economies of scale, theninthe
long term they would be forced out of
business. This meant a growing working
class.

The Ruling Class’ Statge

Every ruling class requires a State.
A State is a body of organisation needed
to control those who the ruling class
rule, to ensure the smooth running of
the class society. In feudal times this
involved an army and tax men etc. The
rise of the capitalist ruling class, the
increased complexity of life and
increased working class resistance has
seen a greater need for State control.
The State is now a major employer.

Within it are the forces of control:

the police, the army, politicians etc.
Useful organisations to sugar the bitter
piil of a class society: a health service,
dustbin men etc., and groups with dual
roles involved in control, and providing
needed services, such as teachers and
social workers,

Class and Struggle

Inthe nineteenth century, as the new
ruling class imposed its capitalist
economic system upon much of the
world, a period of bitter class struggle
developed. Thewarking class attacked
the capitalist class. Prior to capitalism
the peasant class had attempted to
overthrow its controllers, the aristo-
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-cratic ruling class, eg the peasants
revolt of 1381 in Britain.The
development of the working class made
such an overthrow appear more likely,

Although the working class were not
serfs like the peasant class, they were
slaves to wage labour. Factory work
saw the growth of large cities and large
working class communities who suffered
similar conditions.

Mass printing and the need of industry
to develop an educated working class
saw a working class with more access
to new ideas and more able to spread
their ideas. The working class, from its
experience, saw it had a common
experience and a common interest in
destroying class society, and, most
importantly, the ruling class.

It was at this point in Europe (where
the rise in the capitalist ruling class first
appeared)that the working class evolved
new ideas and beganto test its strength
around the working class struggle. The
new ideas of Socialism, Anarchism and
Communism were born.

While in previous societies, the
peasant class had fought to overthrow
its rulers and build a classless society,
only at this point in history did these -
ideas gain coherence and various
strategies.

It was at this time that a new middle
class began to be formed out of the
working class. A class of clerks,
(managers, bureaucrats, shopkeepers
etc.) who enabled the ruling class fo -
ensure a smoothlyrun society, and also
develop a mass consumer market to
supply back to the working class the
goods they had produced.

Around this class, and from dissident
elements of the old aristocratic ruling
class and the new ruling class, a set of
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mm does not: mean that
eated the ingpiration. e‘centrals
parts Of these- ldeas :

His hooks came from the: inspiration .
of his experiences in the Paris Commung:
and his contacts: with working class
p_lgaple and their lives. o

: ince the nineteenth

warkmg class. has become by far the
gest. Alongwiththe remaining peasant

"e dISQOSS ‘sad class_e-si

centres ggF Brltain 'USA i
c[a : rown 1:{1 midd

Especially In hig
countrles thn :

Instead of an mcreased ‘polarisation .
into 2 classes, we have a pyramid
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French Revolution. Similarly in the
Russian Revolutuon::”f”the working class
was ultimately pushed. back from
achigving the classless society it had
attempted to create

In the main, ‘th(a‘ middle class sides

with the established ruling class. As a -

class, ina revolutionary situation, it may
move towards the working class. Until
its class privileges dre destroyed, it is
always possible that the middle class
will try to become the new ruling class.

The Working Class

The development of capitalism
means that the definition of of the working
class as the proletariat, the wage
labourers, is redundant.

The working class is a section of
wage Jabourers. ‘It is the vast majority
who have no power in this society, who
are excluded fromcontrol. ftincludes all
those in the reserve labour pool (the
unemployed) and those who keep the
workers alive to guarantee afuture labour
pool (wives, partners, mothers and
children).

The working class had wide

differences within it, but remains -

potentially united, as it has no guarantee
of maintaining any of the limited gains
that part of the class has made. One
part of the working class can only ensure
to keep its gains if it can guarantee that
the rest of the class can keep theirs.

If the working class is divided, as a
whole it is weakened. One section can
be played off against another. It has a
common interest, worldwide, in
displaying solidarity in its fight against
the ruling class, Therefore it has no
interest in supporting one nation State
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and its ruling class against

~ anotfier.Many, when faced with: talk
. about the ruling class, cannot bel
“there ‘is a conspiracy between .

lieve

Gorbachev, ICl, George Bush, BP oil,

John Major etc. Or previously between

Ford Motors, Hitter, Stalin and Churchill.

The important thing to rerember is
that the ruling class is united in one
thing: its wish to control the working
class and ensure the smooth running of
its continued domination, i economics
(World Wars | and 1) or politics (The
Falklands/Malvinas) require war, then
the ruling. class will.happily send its
working class to die, to defeat a weaker
part of the ruling class.

The Working Class
Has No Couniry
The rise of Fascism: in the 1930s
gives a clear example of this: the
attempt by the German and Japanese
ruling classes to become the dominant
part of the world's ruling class was

unacceptable to Britain, a dying world
power, and the USA, the dommantwoﬂd

_ power.

For that reason;, the Fascists were
fought and defeated. Many. working
class people believed they were fighting
to save the Jewish working class. They
fought for that reason, the rufing class

“did notl
l ; !?\1{ ‘.‘f‘ v:llk
o

There are many parallels thh
1y 3~t
an lragHex ‘
mass slaugh'tar ofwhola actrons of ’che
dlr

Butwhen economlc powérwas ot stake,
the guns came out.- Lo

There are 3 main classes in the
present capitalist society. Some embers
remain of the past feudal society (a
peasant class and an aristacratic ruling
class). The peasant ¢lass will, over
time, be swallowed up into the working
class: it will be forced off its land and
into waged labour. lts: m'ierests lig with
the working class.

The working class is the main
revolutionary class, as its interest is to
overthrow all dominating classes and
to forge a classless society.

e .
i i



) or at
guaran‘teed the means of surwval (the
Welfare State). '

The State also allows major figures
inthe ruling classt egula’cethelrra'nonal
parts of the market économy: the most
extreme forms. of this were seen in the
USSR, fascist Germany, and Britain
durlng World War I: in such times,

ruling class, within the State, guarantees
a s‘mc control

The StaLe changed- wrth ‘me end of
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feudalism Gngmally, “the ansmorats
forged a State based ‘diid

such Waﬂdw;de :
orgamsatuonwouldntresembie anyform
of State

Those who want a ‘workers’ State’
are follow'mg the same: path as we have
seeninRussia, Cubaand Nicaragua: As
we've ‘seen in Russia, this brings the
emancipation of the ng.class no
further forward. It has been forced to
change one boss for another. The
command economy of the USSR seems
rio more communist than Britain during
theWar, Leaders maycallus ‘comrades’,
but we continue in waged labour and all
important decisions are made for us,
not by us.

No state structure will wither away.
It fias nothing to offer the working class
but the spectre of a new ruling class. It
must bé smashed along with the ruling
class who created it.

Question Marx amﬁ
Spap Suds
Qbviously, class society is, in the
main, based on economics. Sowhatis

economics and how does the capitafist
conomlc system wc)m?

Mar)usm remalns )

sorts of valué' It has a usevalue. ftean-
be used {6 do somethmg ie food can
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feed people. Italso has anexchange
value - it can be sold at a certain price.
A commodity can only be used if it can
be exchanged.

intheory, a bar of soap can be used
to clean something. Under capitalism,
it can only be used to clean if it is sold
at a price. If it can't be sold, it will
provide no use. There is also no
guarantee that it will be of good enough
quality to do what it's supposed to. To
capitalists, it is enough that it is sold.

Over time there are occasionsinthe
world economywhenthere aretoo many
commodities to be sold at a profit.
Prices fall and some useful products will
be destroyed if they can't be sold at a
profit. It doesn't matter if there is a
need for these products ie they have a
use vaiue, but without an exchange
value, they won't be used.

Marx claims that to exchange
commodities, they have to be seen as
equal. Clearly, as objects with different
uses, they can't be seen as equal. They
are seen as equal in relation to price.

What Price Qur

Labour?
Marx asked what determined price.
He claimed that the only basis onwhich
a Ib. of feathers could be equal to half a
lh. of iron was the amount of work to
produce both commedities.

Therefore:
LABOUR TIME =VALUE=PRICE.

Obviously, different types of useful
labour aren't equal. They can't be
measured in any way. They have to be
treated as if they are equal, as ifthereis
nothing to distiniguish one type of labour
from another. Marx added that the
labour time that determined a
commodity’s value was the average a
worker would expend.

If one-worker is slower than another,
it does not increase the value of the
product. The relativevalues of different

commodities are determined over time.

The average-labour time can change
without the amount of useful labour
changing eg Hand loomers found that
when machine fooms wer_e_mtroduced
what they produced was half as valuable
as it had been.

Therefore, average labour does not

& i E

reflect each workers' real labour,
only the general, socially necessary
labour,

We have already talked about
exchange value: It can have 3 forms;
commodities readyfor exchange, money
for exchange and capital to produce
more commodities.,

One commodity can express the
value of many eg money and gold.

Overproduction and
Profit
Capitalist economic arganisation, for
the ruling class, is not just about money.
Money is invested as capital to generate
profit. The working class sells its labour
power (a commodily) to gain wages
(money) to buy goods {(commodities).

Incontrast, the capitalist ruling class
has money (in the form of capital) and
uses it to buy labour power, to make
money. The capitalist doesn't spend
money to get back an equal amount:
he/she expects PROFIT. The money
after the investment must be more than
the money before. This is SURPLUS
VALUE. This profitis both personal gain
and to get (accumulate) more capital.

Marx pointed out that, for the
capitatist ruling class, capitalist
organisation is not just about becoming
wealthy - (the accumulation of
commodities), but also about gaining
greater. means . to. produce more
(theaccumulation of

Selling Us the Fr
of OQur Labours -
Where is profit made? Itis m
the expense of consumers -
Is the capitalist trying to buy
sell dear? Marx claimed that if thi
the basis of value (therefore p
profit) then capitalists would be 1
each other off. To make suchprofits
buyer would be paying more th
exchange value of the commodit

Marx said that competition wolld




stop this overcharging. The rivalry
would, in the long term, bring prices o
the value. This is what was meant when
we said that over time the refative values
of commodities were fixed. He claimed
that commadities tend to sell for what
thair costis interms of average, socially-
required labour.

Wage Slavery
If profit is not made in the exchange,

then it must be made at the point of
production.  The working class, as

stated before, was forged when the
peasant class was forced off the land
and made to sell its labour power: its
ability to work.

In the capitalist economic system,
the warker is dependent upon on the
ruling class for employment, and is
exploited as the ruling class has control
of his/her labour. This is the ‘freedom’
withintheruling class’ capitalist system:
You either sell your labour power or
starve.

The capitalist class and the working
class are supposed equals. Both are
owners of commodities. One owns
capital, the means of production. The
other owns labour power. Yet with the
sale of iabour power, working class
people lose all contral over what theydo
and how they live.

Just as exchange value is not the
same thing as use value, so useful work
(for the worker) is not the same as the
work we experience in the capitalist
system. There is a difference - an
alienation between the two.

Getting Ripped Off
All the Way Down
the Line

As earlier said, profit seems to be
made at the point of production, But
how?

When we sell our labour power,

we sell our ability to work for a given
time. K may be, for example, that to
produce enough useful valie to live
on, we would need to work for 8
hours for 2 days. This is the labour
necessary for us to survive, We have
sold our tabour power for 5 days of 8
hours. These 3 extra days are
surplus labour.

The capitalist will pay us the
amount necessary to keep us
working. This is made in.2 days. The
value created in the other 3 days is
surplus value. It is the result of
surplus labour.

Profit and Variables

if the labour produces less than
the average, then profits fall and the
ruling class entrepreneur goes
bankrupt.

The capitalist needs workers
with average skills (VARIABLE
CAPITAL) and up-to-date technology
(CONSTANT VALUE). Marx claims
that capital (technology) can't
increase surplus value. |If the
capitalist buys the machinery for what
it's worth, in terms of socially
necessary labour time, it can't
produce any more than the value
given it by the labour. The rate of
profit is therefore the surplus value
divided by the cost of variable capital
plus constant costs.

The Collapse of
Capitalism

This is the basic Marxist
explanation of working class
exploitation. Marx, filled with the 19th
Century obsession with science,
wanted to explain class struggle and
capitalism scientifically. His theories
led him to predict the inevitable
collapse of capitalism.

This was due to the “organic
composition of capital” - capitalists in
cafmpetition are forced to lower costs.
This means increasing more new
technology: a process Marx saw in his
time. More products canbe produced
for less.But if constant capital .is
increased there will be no change in
surplus value. The rate of profitwill fall.
The only way to maintain profit wilt be to
attack the working class by reducing
the cost of variable capital, and




worsening their conditions.

This poverty will increase
resentment in the working class and
increase class struggle. The process
of capital accumulation will see the
means of production in fewer hands
as small businesses fail. Therefore
more and more people wil be in 2
classes: working and ruling. Class
antagonism could only get more bitter
until the inevitable overthrow of the
ruling class and its economic system.

The ruling class in one area
may put this crisis off by war.
lgnoring the fall in profit, the ruling
class may set its heart on expropria-
tion rather than change. Alternatively,
the worker may be forced to work
more hours {increasing absolute
surplus value), or the work rate may
be increased (increasing relative
surplus value).

So When's the
Revolution, Karl?

The clarity of Marx's theory,
and its ability to counter all criticisms
are at first very attractive. It seems
to explain working class experience
and many of his pbservations seem to
hold true eg the accumulation of
capital and crisis through overproduc-
tion.

But why in the last 100 vears
hasn't the working class seen much

io B g

It seems ridiculous to dismiss all of
Marx's theory and observations, butis it
necessary to accept them all as gospel
truth or a new religion? Isn't the struggle
for a classless society, where each
gives from their abilities and receives
their needs, more important than
hanging on to one man’s theories?

Why can't technology, with
labour, create increase added value?
The answer, for any Marxist, is that it

can't. Itis an assumption based itself
on the theory that labour power alone
creates all value,

There is no reason to accept
this assumption apart from the fact
that it's central to Marx's economic
thinking. What does it mean if you
accept that technology can increase
the amount of exchange value
produced by a worker's labour power?
It means that there is no inevitable
long-term fall in the rate of profit.

Therefore, there is no
inevitable revolution. It cant justify
the fact that a ruling class controls
the means of production and the
mass of people are excluded from
economic control. The revolution to
end that is for the working class to
create.

fMarx and Value -
Abstract Theories

Is exchange value a fixed
amount determined at the point of
production? Is it necessary to be able
to ‘scientifically’ say how much each
worker is being exploited? s
exploitation an amount? Exchange
value, as Marx stated, is not the same
as use value,

Clearly, the working class produces
all use values, things we canuse, Thege




use values can't be priced. A

toothbrush is a toothbrish and it has a -
use: cleaning teeth, Alb of butteris a

Ity of butter and it's good to eat. - No

amount of cleaned teeth equals butter .

eaten,

Exchange values are totally different.

They are ABSTRACT values related to
the make or determined by State bodies
through subsidies, rationing etc. There
is no reason to suggest that they have
any basis in reahty outside capitalism.

One capitalist is not s ripping off another
ifthey set a certain price. This isjustthe
price that supply and demand has
determined.

if that price does not cover fixed and
variable costs the capitalist will not sell,
as he/she can't make a profit.

The important fact in this class
society is that those who produce all
useful commoadities have no controlover
what they produce and how it's
distributed. This is exploitation, not
some fanciful equation determining a
rate of exploitation.

Possession is Power

If we ook at uncultivated land, here
is a comrodity that has had no labour
power used on it. It does have an
exchangevalue. It has avalueto property
developers who will pay the personwho
has taken it into his/her possession to
make a profit from selling it. It's the
process of capital accumulation, the
taking control of all the means of
production by a minority, that we need
to destroy. It is not a question of
whether the taking was fair or foul,

‘Consummate Theft
and Corporate
Control

What about when we consume? We
are sold back what we have produced.
We're being exploited to make profit as
much gt this point of the proceas as we
were at the start of production. Marx
could not have predicted the consumer
50ciety.

In the late 20th Century, when large
multinationals or State-controlled
industries distribute much that is
produced, competition is occurring. 1s
there such a thing as a fair price? Isn't
it as big a nonsense as a fair wage. We
are manipulated by advertising into
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feeling thatwe must consume certain
commbdities. We arg opentoincreased

~exploitation both, at the point of
"+ production and con_sumption.

- The Proletariat and
the Working Class

Obviously, the attraction of Marxism
to the working class is the central
position it puts class struggle in, in its
analysss of the rulmg class economuc

parts of Marx 3 eccmomlc theoﬂes eg.

the middle class will not wuther away as
Marx predlcted ‘

The prlétariat ae those who sama
wage for working, &re all wage earners; ‘

in the same class? :Marx was unabfe to
foresee the development of a large

middle ¢lass. His ‘economic theories

made such &thing seem:impossible. 1t

has happened - the middle class have

control and privileges, given them by
the ruling class. Their interests lie,
most of the time, with the ruling class.
Unless the proletariat includes onlythose
who have no control over the means of
production, then it's not the same thlng
as the working class.

Meet the New Boss
Same as the Old Boss
Maryx, at his point in history, couldn't

have been expected to predict the State
ownership of the means of production

AT

“Working ciasis
 towards ccsmmumsm and workmg class

- within capitalism. Such State cantrol
does not end the exploitation of the

. working class. The State, as earlier

stated, is the tool of the ruling class. The
riyth that a fair wage could. be paid,
fromwhich no surplus value would go to
the ruling class, is linked to errors in
Marxist theory. There is no fair wage
and a worker can't be compensated for
his/herwork. Onlyinaclassless society
where we are free to give from our

abilities . and. receive our needs, will

m’ca‘uoniba;‘ended «Prmatepr public
¢ little diifere
~Neither are a step

control

”@“h@ mm m @aﬂrs
We;_- ua‘st‘-N&mﬂ to

fdwomer: ma ke history.
In“his overwhelming wish to see ‘the
triumph of ac)mmumsm*‘he was willing
to believe that economic facts would

bel efthat mef

make: its. arrival ‘inevitable.  He was
wrong: - The. worklng class, if it
recognzses ltsmterests can create such
a society. - Sl

At cert‘ain:upzwifnts in histo‘riyfit; is.more
capable and: more likely to achieveits
ambitions.. Nmthmg aboutclass str
is inevitable. -

Jon Bary.” |



[nissues 42 and 43 of Class War
some interasting issues were raised
{in the letters page) on lreland and
the IRA, which have sither ignored
ot side-stopped i il knes-jerk
support for anti-imperialism.

The Class War Federatlon, and:in
particular the Heavy Stuff editorial group,
welcome correspondence on this
subject (and any other) and hope this will
openthe debate on Ireland to everyone,
not just Lefty intellectuals.

This article is notClass War's line on
fewquestlonsthat’the leftaratoo sc 'rad
to come to grips with for fear the may
lose a bit of credibility with their student
members. Anyhow, here goes..

“SURELY WE SHOULD SUPPORT
THE IRA BECAUSE THEY ARE
DEFENDING WORKING CLASS IRIS!
CATHOLICS? |

Not when it really mattered they

nationalist areas of Belfast in 196
IRA was nowhere to be seen.
In fact a piece of graffrtl on the



in the beginning the IRA recruited
large numbers of Catholic warking class
youths who had fought in defence of
their communities. It was this alone
which gave them credibility and support
in the working class- ghettos of West
Belfast and Derry. It's time the ‘myth of
the Provos, being 4 people's armywhich
rose'in defence of the Catholic working
class, was knocke | on the head.

“CLASS WAR SAYS IT SUPPORTS
ALL FORMS OF FIGHTBACK S0 WHY
NOT ﬁUP’PORT THE IRA"

Wwe support working class fightback
against oppression in all shapes and
forms, Inciuding the- right to bear arms
against an imperialist power, But we do
not support-the IRA: Their politics are
authoritarian and based on outdated
forms of socialist/commurist ideas
whichare provantmbewrong,oratbest

ive ¢ ti

nisi ,‘
duck - the events of the fast'1 00 years
have pmven that nc-one canbe trusted

JOULDN
GET ON WITH T

It's wrong to say‘that crmclsm uf the
IRA is a betrayau ‘

working class,
have no right to ‘
Irish situation.. These are the. arg
of the middle class left, used to stop us
thinking and acting for ourselves. We do
not give uncritical support to anyone.
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class is reinforced by thesr Contr
language.

of Caprtallsm that made a lot of senSe
He said that one of the ways in whnch thg

culture. The "Protestant work e"t_
the notion of Property  and
Purchase,workers and.bosses, th
wage-labour syst‘em,,jf?atrjio

get worling cEas' ﬂ
own agenda base

AN
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both at once. What I'm talking about
is the ability of the ruting class to control
language, control interpretations, the
abstract concepts behind the word itself.
And by that process to controf thought;
social control without coercion.The
media has an incredible power to alter
attitudes and perceptions.

More than that it alsc has the power
to subtly alterthe meaning of keywords.
It has long had the ability to remove
troublesome words that may be useful
to explanations of resistance or a new
society,

"WAR 16 PEACE"

George Orwellexpressedthese ideas
in his book “1984"., He portrayed a
vision of the future in which a new
official language, “Newspeak”, had been
introduced instead of English
{"Oldspeak”) as aform of thought control.

"It was intended that Newspeak
had been adopted once and for all and
Oldspeak forgotten, a heretical thought
...should be literally unthinkable, at least
so far asthoughtis dependent onwords.
lts vocabulary was so constructed as to
give exact and oftenvery subtle expres-
sion to every meaning a Party member
could properly wish to express, while
excluding all other meanings and also
the possibility of airiving at them by
indirect methods.

This was done partly by theinvention
of new words, but chiefly by eliminating
undesirable word and by stripping such
words as remained of their orthodox
meanings, and so far as possible of all
secondary meanings whatever. To give




troublesome word is “Anarchist” -the
densnon and mama almed at those who
aliti

stlce, morahty (Orwell s hbaral
leaking through hereY,
nafism, democracy, science
el _;on had ceased m 8xlst AII

T tomean anythmg from Thatcher-
ism o ‘Bakunin, from free-market
Capitalism to workers coungils.

vcom&mvmsvﬁ"

There is of course a question-of

A pnme example af o,

a rabld attack gn.the fact that the
o small 'c)is used to.
change" and: not;a_ :

association with ‘their consawatwe
allies” despite the fact that the Nazis
were National Sociafists.

“While poor(l).-Mr. Gorbachev
struggles to soften the Communist
system, the extreme Hard line Commue
nists wha oppose are designated

conservatwes eed my

me, had thc)ught they were Com :
[Norman Tebbit].

sticks in his throat ss that cons
can be used to mean anything:

even be applied to orgamsatnons ‘Fabblt
doesn't like!..

By chipping away at little |ssueslrke
this, the Tories are gradually ¢ in
witl ‘

I - Head
language of |
and success,

For example, if its written like an encyclopedia then its meaning is
lost on ordmary people - you may well be able to understand the words
but you're simply not interested in wading through the bullshit.
i6 H B A Y Y 5 [

; Lyl
‘have a dlrect link to lta dccessibility |

" phrase "selfistyled " Anarchist to deseribe

rational about their politics, so that they can be dis
cranky bombthrowmg bunch of “terrorists'
established as a "genuine” manifestation of Anarchism.
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dislke.

In:the same way the Labour Party
attempts to Identify socialism
withSocialism, with the Labour Party so
that they become the sole
representatives of genuine Socialism.
The deliberate confusion of militant and
Militant benefits both Left and Right,
providing more scapegoats or more
'mermbers' depending on your viewpoint.

"COMMUNT

“Friends and strangers working,
thinking.and acting as one , and so on”
[Darren Ryan - Heavy Stuff No.1].

ldeas about “community” arevery
closetothe core of Class War's politicss.
The attitudes of working class unity and
fightback that are summed up in the
phrase “community resistance”, are
obviously not based on the same
concept of community that which the
Tories hold dear. Tory policy-makers
talk about creation of a Conservative
Community and the fact that Tories
“have, at the root of their instincts and
policies; a particular idea of community
which they wish 1o see fufilled.” Their
version of community has at its heart
the family, (" should not the State publicly
and systematically discriminate in favour
of families?’), and the “units of social life
which are the natural focus of people’s
- layalties”. This “Community” is
“populated by men and women of
property”, and their methods for
strengthening thisidea of a Conservative

Community include the processes

whereby “ Schools now have more
say over their own affairs; tenanis can
manage their own council estates;
hospitals will soon be selfgoverning;
Neighbourhood Waltch schemes are
bringing people together”

[Robin Harris - Centre of Pelicy
Studies].

‘Community Policing’ is the kind of

phrase at the roots of Tory ideas abomt‘

controb of society.

More thananastyvision of the future,
these ideas are a direct attack on
working: clags communities, part of a
sustained campaignaimed at splintering
and destroying working class fightback,
breaking the links of commonexpetience
and solidarity at each opportunity.

In-the pasi we had to suffer a whole
variety of weapons, from racism and
police attacks to yuppies, and we can
only expect these attacks to continue
until it becomes too dangerous to take
on our communities. The Tories have
made it plain how important the control
of communities is to those in power, in
their attempt to wrestle the word from
the grasp of working class culture and
to turn it into a mockery, a theme park
of grassing neighbours and jolly
Policemen.

IDENTITY CRISIS

Evil scumbag Lady Porter and
Westminster City Council have recently
tried (and failed!) to get a court to give
them permission to sell off a low-rent
housing esiate, the Grosvenor Estate,
which was built as “dwellings for the
working class and no other purpose”

The Torycounciltried to get the flats
sold off on the grounds that the term
“workmg class” has “no clear meaning
inteday’s saclety'[Evening Stendard 19/
3/901.

‘It has always been the aim of the
ruling class to confuse and divide the
working class people by planting ldeas
thatthereis nosuchthing as ’cheworkmg
class ar that particular groups of pecple
are. “no longer” working class. The
Tories are.constantly bleating about the

“end of the working class’ and the fact
that “everycm_ is middle class now”.

ltis obvnous that you cannot have a
united workirg class if mambers o_f ‘the

we are no threat to the bastards ‘i’
control.

By mampulatmg the meamng of
words like ‘class’ the rul
alter the 1dent|ty of whole
society, the culture and attitudes of
people become changed, and suddenly
their interests lie with the middle class
or some other seum who are actually
are their enemy.

Class—cunsmousness isan umpartant

who have

L & a ¥ ¥

3-Thereis no such thmg as an ‘underclass’, a seperate mass of ‘disenfranchised’. people The working class
has never had a “say". People who talk of an underclass are trying to divide working class paaple - the working class
mass, there have always been better off and worse off. The idea of an “underclass” is a Sociologist's wet dream.

M T U f F

f ¥ o 4



class at heart, and who want to
render"theworkmg class” meaningless
and voiceless.

"THE END OF COMMUNISM"

" Political theorists have talked since
thie 60s of “the End of Ideology”. This
has been updated recently, following
the events in Eastern Europe, to “the
End ‘of History" and “the Death of
Marxism”. What these “philosophers”
are actually an-about is the Yriumph’ of
liberal democracy over totalitarian East:
ernEurpoean-style Communisim (or State
Capitalism if you prefer), referring to the
way the systems of So-called
Communism are collapsing all over the
world, in favour of Western-style liberal
democracies. This doesn't necessarily
meéan people actually want liberal
democracy in itself (| mean that I'd
rather be poked in the eye than burnt
alive, but it doesn’t mean | want to be
poked in the eye.

As Communism becomes a dirty
word so Communist Parties all over
Eastern Europe are abandoning it in
favour of “Social Democratic Party” or
“Democratic Socialist Party” (and the
ltalian Communist Party are now “The
Democratic Party of the Left’). This
doesn't mean anything has particularly
changed (meet the new boss, same as
the old boss), it just goes to show that
the name is more than superficially
important. After all, the Communist
Party began life as the “Bolshevik” or
“majanty” Party, and how can you lose
if you've called yourself the majority?To
tat 'of the death of Communism before

of the middle class intellectuals who
come up with such theories.
Communism, as Class War would
describe it, has neverexistedon alarge
scale, only in shortiterm periods of re-
sistance, like in Hungary in 1956, orthe
like. in countries like Romania, working
class people began organising after the
revolution in ways that Class War would
like to see our revolutionary movement
developing, with street and factory
councils, very close to genuine forms of
Communism (as opposed o' Rissian-
style dictatorships), and at-the same
time their slogans signify their hatred of
what they have been led to believe has
been Communism, the system that has
kept them enslaved all their lives. That
these workers organisations were
crushed so quickly by the "National
Salvation Front"is evidence of the ability
of the Communist Party to fool all the
people some of the time,

You can argue forever about the
“trye meaning” of a word like
Communism, but you're on a loser right
from the start if you have to justify your
definitions before you can even talk
about the politics of the word.

DON'T YOU GET FRESH
WITH ME!

Words are ‘empty’ vessels, not
charged with eternal meaning. They're
not ‘sacred’, not to be scared of. They
are putty in gur hands!...No word has a
fixed meaning, and every word has a
multiplicity of interpretations4 There
have obviously been myriad changes in
words and languages, not least by
advertising, but these don't usually
change the meaning of the word eg

aw" are 5|mp|y

lies, they seem to think that if you
repeat them often enough someone
might balieve you! They don't alter the
meaning of the word:that they misuse.

MEANING-LESS-NESS

The pointis not to-fight for “wards”
(they're just a string of letters); it's
ideas, not words, that matter - butto
evolve farms- of struggle which can
leave no doubt as to their message, no
ambiguity; so that to;misinterprel them
isanimpossibility, to divert their méaning
would render them meaning-less.

The ‘point is that, ‘although they
control fanguage, it is still possible for
us to use it against the ruling class, to
subvert ‘and: unidermine; and we must
realise the importahce of:this.

8EIZ£ THE T!ME‘

The combatswty c;fthemderworkmg
class has seldom been so focussed as
it has been on the poll tax.

Heressapomtatwhlchthehegammny
of respect for the law g"j‘ds

must spread is the |dea
government could possibly fu
desires of the working class. Andifihe
dominant ideology within society
includes ‘the power of the working class’,
instead of “do what you're told”; then
the language canbecome ourlanguage,
and our culture, our words, aur
meanings, our time will come' v

Mell Warne

- Run DMC, 'Peter Piper',
18 H 8

4-lthas become apolitical cliche that one person's "freedom fighter" is another person's “terrorist”. Ag
reversed its rrieaning is "wicked", which has completely changed from "evil’ to meanmg ‘brilliant'.

'. 'Not bad meaning bad,



LETT

Dear Heavy Stuff,

“The Middle Class” by Sean
Riley(Heavy Stuff 3) was an interesting
attempt to describe the social and
political contours of the middle class,
except that anger and hatred replaced
analysis. Three statements, for me,
summed up what the article should have
explored: “the vast majority of the left
[arel middle class”; “the middle class
are not important from a revolutionary
point of view except in so far as they
hinderthe working ¢lass from becoming
a revolutionary class”; “[the middle
class] has a long history of producing
courageous fighters against Capitalism
[and in] any revolution splits and a part
of it sides with the working class.”

The most dominant and vocal of ‘the
left’ may be middle class; If literature or
public speaking is the main output,
middle class people are more likely to
have the education and confidence to
shine. But what is the function of the
middle class within revolutionary
movements? A guide to who is middle
class might be helpful, not just vague
hints about what someones job is.
Almost all low-level professionals have
nothing but their labour power to fall
backon. You're in danger of sliding into
generalisations.

In your sweeping statements about
alternative and single-issue politics |
agree with what you say about the
political effects af these movements.
Thaugh, itis ridiculous to suggest people
get involved because it is “the only thing
which threatens to fuck up their lives".
People see through single-issue politics
and move on elsewhere, and their
involvement may have been inignorance
of the real function of the alternative
middle class.

These criticisms are linked to the
strongest parts of the article - the
moralising of middle class people.
Middle class people see themselves as
standard human beings, anyone else
can be seen as sub-human. The
alternative middle class see themselves
as saviours of humanity. Those from
waorking class backgrounds, but now in
the middle class will need to deal with

] i A Y Y

feelings of loss and guilt, from what
they've lost, and what they've gained.

Feefings of superiority cover up such:

obstacles.

What about middle class people from
working class backgrounds in
revolutionary organisations? They
express their superiority by treating
their own perceptions as more
meaningful than those of others and
putting their own motives first. So
human rights really signify middle class
people's rights. The newly-fledged
middle ciass person has to find his/her
way around in this bourgeois culture
and ideology, and the reaction againstit
is what leads many into left groups.

Just dipping into the psychological
and social meaning of the middle class
shows how much more complicated the
picture is than the ‘middle class shite’
conclusions in Sean Riley's article. The
parallel | wanted to draw is between
those crude conclusions, and the equally
crude middie class perceptions of the
working class. If political analysis is the
aim, then gaps and errors in arguments
need opening up,not covering up. If the
motive for doing it starts to be shuffling
people from one side or the other of the
‘us and them' divide -quite arbitrarily and
to no other end than to make us feel OK
- then this needs to be distinguished
from trying to explain and change the

world. There is a danger of
generalisations becoming blunt
instruments which could stifle debate
on class.

TJ,Newensiie.

REPLY: DearTJ

Your letter on my Middle Class article
asked many questions and made many
assumptions. | don't have the space to
deal with each of your points; instead,
Il reply in 4 sections that cover some of
the main areas of your letter:

1. Youfind my article too superficial
and state that anger and hatred replace
analysis and being a ‘blunt instrument’.

There is anger in my article, and
rightly so. It sets out t0 demonstrate
the nature and functions of the middle

class in Britain, in straightforward




PV

terms, wrth passion and: clarity, ina
l“believe }-was alrly

{9/

the course @f tha article | eriticise a part
{and ex-) group in Class Warfor adopting
a Pal Pottype of attitude to middle class
pecople. | state in the “Class Health
Note" that the middle class have their
own honourable tradition of fightback
agamst capitalism and oppression and
that in any revolution, the working class
and split and take sides.

| mention the brutalising: affect of
middle class culture on individuals. |
even bemoan the fact that setf-destruc-
tion is all too often the end result of the
middlé class dropouts who suffer from
confusion and self-disgust.

But, much moreimportantly, loutline
the function that the niiddle class
perform for capitalism and their effect
on the working class |also siress their
separate interests and agendas as a
clags within capitalism. This is hardly
the rantings of some hateilled nutter!

twould suggest that the problem the
article poses for you is that it deals
directly with uncomfortable truths.

As for my article being a “blunt
instrument”, as you put it, you're quite
rightt A blunt instrument is. precisely
what's required to shatter the
accumulated ‘clinker’ surrounding the
subject of class in general and the
middle class in particutar. This'clinker
represents the work of genera'nons of
middle class thinkers and writers in their
efforts to mystify and obscure the reality
of capitalism and class, which | point out
in the article.

| could have chosen touse language
the way you ¢o; but I would have just
added to the problem. Anyway; | don't
agree with your (implied) view that the
able to und@rstand

eﬂﬁthat $éeks to keep
knowledge:and facts the exclusive
property of an tntellectua! ehte

2. You gwe a Iong hs’c Qf what my
article shouid have contamed

| agree wnth some of'_thi It could
have done with being more detailed and
longer, with & fuller analysis of middie
class identity. However, the main reason

a0 # E

behind;the article was to- descnba

workmg class

The rest of your comments here
seem concerned with exploring theinner
psyche of the middle class. fdon'tthink
this is a useful activity. | agree that
middle class life is miserable, brutal and
lonely. If youneed to describe this, then

youonly have to examine the novels,
poems, films, paintings etc. that the
middle class by..and large produce.
Alienation, angst, psychosis anomie
efc. ail f:gure large in their cultural

much to gain from the destruction of the
class system that caugesthem somuch
grief!

3. Youcriticise my.attitude to single
issue politics.

 disagree with:you completely. The
middle class are involved with single
issues for 2 reasons:

) It furthers their own interests as a
class in the role of ‘experts’;

i) It's merely a continuation of their
normal function within capitalism, which

¥ ¥ ] T

_production and sociat organisatio
ﬁ'iacaprtahsm ces. as it continues.

is to-salve the problems: of
t

ThIS i*s what'”CND feminisn ;
vegetarianism, ecology, therapy, are
all about. None of thern challenge the
social relations ofc
never will. Many ¢
are in fact deeply re
best dwert and divi

class, analysusfof tha
class and single issue pnlmcs Wi’thm
capitalism. L

The notion that mlddm class peame
work their way through . single issue
politics to semething better, or as you
say, “People see through single issue
politics and move on elsewhere." Where,
| would ask?: The yield of pe uple from
single issue politics gettlng involved in
class politics is exiremely low.

4. Your comments at the:end of your
leiter are irritating. My article‘dogs not
come to the conclusion ‘middle class
shite”. Inthe fact the “su S

“So that's ‘tjhe. midd‘le- clas

development of Caprtallsm and
future possubumes They are cru

come into confhct wrth‘the Boss
essentially they are on the same
From our point of vi‘@w thet

persuade us that the ;)resent s
affairs is permanent, ‘that we ca
change thinga so long as wework

jag
A : What are
you going to do?
Yours, : '
Sean “‘mmdgehammer Riley.
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the widespread use of these tactics.
Class congciousness has
o undoubtedly been reawakened as so
- many are identifying their real enamies:
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The first nart ofthis drticle is taken
from an interview with a man who is
paraplegic as & résult of a spinal injury
caused by a motorbtke accident. K
expresses his view of life and other
people’s attitudes towards disabled

DB0,0!E

“WHAT SORT OF CHANGES DID
YOU: EXPERIENCE ON BECOMING
DISABLED?”

“The first thirig that comes to mind is
people’s attitude towards you. There
are many types of attitude. One is the
patronising assumption that you're not
a normal person (whatever that is!) And

that people in wheelchairs or who
are otherwise disabled can't express
themselves and aren’t capable of volun-
taryfree expression.Forexample people
don't ask YOU the guestion, they askthe
people you are with. | think that's down
to people not knowing how to react to
disabled people. Awareness of the
reasons why you are disabled is
negligible. It's all very well saying that
it's a “lack of education”, but the only
time most people encounter disability is
when it's them, their friends or loved
ones who are disabled.

Anothertype isthe personwho knows
someone who s disabled, and I'm talking
from experience here. They tend 1o

22 H E

compare you, for whatever reason,
to the disabled person they know, no
matter know different the causes and
disabillty may be.

Or they compare you to the films, TV
programmes, books and adverts they've
seen and assume you're afl the same
and.can do the London Marathon!"

ONE IN EIGHT HOUSEHOLDS IN
LONDON HAS AT LEAST ONE
DISABLED PERSON, AND MOST OF
THESE HOUSEHOLDS HAVE AN
ANNUAL INCOME OF LESS THAN
£7,800. THE EXTENT OF THE
PROBLEM IS HIDDEN BY THE
NUMBER OF DISABLED LIVING IN
GERIATRIC, PSYCHIATRIC OR

"Thare are people who know, real
and are conscious of the needs,
reqmrements ancl problems of people

i %

with dlsabilmes "

W«Cﬁﬂﬂ@ﬁ

“CAN YOU %ﬁ@ﬁmﬁ SGME@@F
THE PARTICULAR ?R@BH&M"
msaamm PEOPLE FRCEP

“Most people take. ae:cess to nuhhc
places like shops, cinemas; nightclubs,
clubs;: swimmmg pools and even their
own place of work for granted. However
this is one of the first things | came 1o
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alise will p‘ose‘ ;d'ifficulties! .

) enin this dayand age when public
r \n ss‘_fo‘rdusabled people ist igher

“For example many clothes shops
are on more than one floor, making it
impossibleto visitthe ories that aren't at
ground.tevel. Even the clothes that are
available are often unsuitable for some
disabled people who are far from the

“ideal” shape.

Ao there are only three cinemas in
Bristol, where | live, that | .can get into,
whichcuts downithe choice offilms lcan
see* especialfy as two ofthem are ofthe

N‘UMBER“@F NEW 0 MNCIL
LETTINGS HAS FALLEN B ‘\HALF
SINCE 1879.

THE RIGHT TO BUT. P@UEY Is
NOT ONLY REDUCING COUNCIL
HOUSING STOCK. IT'S ALSO
CREAMING OFF THE BEST AND
MOST WEADJE.V MAPTA&&E

YOUR EXTHA NEEDS
PROVIDED mm THE MOMENT?"

At a basic level the legislatmn laid
down for, and the bodies governing the
day to day living of disabled people, are
shrouded in a thick haze of bureaucratic
mystery. So trying to get them to work
for me is virtually impossible.

Many disabled peaple need “carers”.
Voluntary organisations have in the past
taken the hassle out of getting the




necessary care or carers, but only
; rary basis, o that many
disabled people doriot get the continued
care thiey need. The disabled, amongst
others, are being forced to fend for
themselves as part of this governments
welfare cuts.”

Nobodywants tofeel sorry for them,
but it's hard nol "'feel sarry for the

. pe
h bastards drive
ople‘ haven’t got

government wan‘ts
the communrty it's

/e beenforce fed - but where
e people who need help to

Under State Socialism things
woutdn't have been much better. Our
needs assessed byfaceless, alpowerful
bureaucrats and handed down 1o us by
our beneficent masters. Fuck thatt we
make everything, and what we need
shotild belong to'us already. Everything
evercreated, everybuilding, everypiece
of machinery, every wheelchair, is part
of our common inheritance. And
whetheran mdnwdual is capable of
producing or not ‘they should get what
they naed

Dmabled people are neople hrst,
and disabled aﬂer, and we'll afl invalved

is plannad wnththey ung andf
that's where the cash is.. So whi
old; mothers with pushchairs; orpeople
in wheelchairs can't get in, it's not going
tohurt profits. We need everyone invoved
in our activities. We should
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start‘*listenmg to: people’s needs
actionto sorto th‘ problems.

Many peple do have extra needs
and may need help obtaining thern. At
st rely.on govemmeqt

clear that they’ll get allt
for when that governmen
function. -

orgamsatx :
that allow people to get what they nead

Don't feal sorry for. the dtsablad
feel anger: anger at ‘the system that
ime. 1t's all ours,

The ﬁrst thmg to do 5 to start
listening, to try to ‘the extr eeds of
people with disabilities’. Anyone with
knowledge or: expanence ofthesa naeds
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H ‘W OUT & voice for the
oﬁﬁhmm warker
-52Guild st., Aberdeen, AB1 2NB

Since the Piper Alpha explosion
where 167 men lost their lives, the
Offshore Industries Liaison Committee (
QILC ) has been working hard to keep
safety on the ofl companies' agenda.

Blowout { OILC's paper ) has the
potential to be the most boring piece of
shit ever committed to paper, but
instead...it's angry and informative in its
struggle to spread its message to all
offshore workers in the oil industry.

After 20 years of struggle, there is
no trade union recognition on the rigs,
people are killed and injured every day
in the most unsafe working environment
in Western Europe.

The OILC are trying to organise on
the rigs despite threats of violence and
sackings. They are fighting for safety,
fighting for job security, and fighting for
the right to organise themselves.

Blowout is full of information about
strikes, sit-ins, lock-outs, and sabotage
- the best part of all is the letters page,
where what have got to be the ‘most
miltant industrial workers, make their
views on a number of topics, including
union bureaucrats.

The OILC is fighting sackings and
blacklistings, and struggling for safety
at work, Let's hope they succeed and
that their supporters don't let them be-
come yet another bureaucratic union,

& A ¥ ¥

REVOLVER
- The 2000AD Comics Group
(Fleetway Publications)

I've decided to do this. review before
readinglssue 7 and guess what? it's the-
last issue. Apparently they didn't sell

enough and the accountants closed

them down. “Which just goes to show-
what a crap system production forprofit’

really is!

Ingeneral, ‘adul comics and graphic

novels are reallyincreasing in popularity
at the moment, and | thought Revalver
was one of the best efforts. It worked
on many levels; humour, adventure,
pure fantasy, great artwork, and not
least, social and political comment.

Of course, many people will sneer at
the thought of a comic having anything
important to say but, although it didn't
pretend to give any answers, Revolver
brought up many important questions
and showed us new ways to look at
things.

To the artists at Revolver: if you
want your work published, and at the
same time want to join the movement {o
stuff the tunnelvisioned geeks who shut
youdown....... getittouchwithusat The
Heavy Stuff!
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“Thisis nota blueprintfor arevolution,
however. There are lmproba_me

"mccurrencesthatdon’tbearuptopoh cal
andlysis. Read as a story: it's.a vary

entertaining book.

Availablefrom; Attack\lntemaﬁanal,
B 6577, London WCIN 3%X
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they are bamg provnded wnth nothing
better than the Stalinism of Hoenecker
and Ceaucescu. They aren't going to sit
back and embrace capitalism, when all
it dois tamake a fast buck out of them,
just like their-previous ruling class did.

Just asinthe West, the.communist
and Tebtskylist parties, ranting andraving,
al faliowmg the old bosges ofithe East
own.:the -plughole -of history:
or‘gamsatlons hke Myhtant have sgen to
that. -

Butin stark contras‘t the black flags
of anarchism have surfaced in force, all
over Russia, Poland, Bulgaria,
Czechoslovakiaand: Hungﬁary, becoming
part of a vibrant and gignificant social
movement. We must do all that we can
to be a part of this current, and build a
truly autonomous class $truggle allover
Europe.
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share our politic

-'Cz hoslovakra.

In 1992, the. European Community
will declare the single market; but it's
irrelevant and:foolish of us to wait until
then to respond to the ruling class and
its desires - we need to-build and
defend a coherent class struggle
European movement, right now.

A movement capable of concerted
and lasting action across the continent,
East and West,

Class War delegates have already
attended conferences in Getrnany and
Frarice, while others are about to speak
throughout italy. We're concentrating
on qurilinks with European groups who
l:views: In Norway,
Finland, Denmark, Spain, ltaly, France,
Holland, Belgium, Greece, Sweden,
Turkey, Poland Hungary and

Class War groups ar appearing
faster than we car keep. trauk of them!
There are now 3 Class War groups in the
USAand the New York grouphas already
produced its own Class War paper,
whichwill become regulat. As far afield
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ccnferenta in Sept‘ . ‘
take th form of maa'tings, ralhea and

methods, and how all-of us ne'ed to
develop @ unified rasponse It looks as
though ‘minimum:of 75 people will be
din from Germany alone - sm get
your, bm:”ng in soon!

Wa welcome EVERYONE m'terested

R, HACKNEY,
D, SEPTEWBER



The Class War Federation
definitely put itssif on the map over
raecent months, both physically and
politically.

Three excellent conferences already
in the 90's have helped this along. We
discussed and agreed (among ather
things) an approved constitution, the
development of local and national
action plans and a ‘New member's
pack.’ Look out this summer for a new
publication, an in depth political
statement.

CROWING

MNationwide we welcomed new
groups into the Federation from
Redditch, Redhill, Grays, Doncaster,
Caister, Edinburgh, Leeds and
Liverpool as well as active contacis
from individuals elsewhere. But we
know there's more of you out there so
get in touch and get active.

As for those moaning doubters who'd
thought we'd turned into lefties or
would fall apart with our rigorous
approach: We see our principles
remain unchanged. That is how our
organisation thrives; without leaders.
Instead we rely on the input from sach
and every one of our members. We
work together to make a future for us
all.

Last year started off quietly but along
came Spring with a bang: on the 31st
of March rioting hit central London over
the Poll Tax. We at Class War were
over the moon, or national TV saluting
the working class heroes of the day.
(Where the Left were is anyone’s
guess aside for “Supergrass” Militant,
but that's another story.)

The Hotline started glowing white hot
with calls from ‘Clive Anderson Talks

Back’ to the Economist wanting a
comment / appearance / opinion from
Class War. You'd have had to be deaf
and blind not to have noticed us for
months after the riot.

In spite of an ‘Enemy within' media
campaign and rumours of a Met. cops
rematch, we refused to be intimidated
off the streets. As a result our
popularity has grown. Marly now see
our common sense politics as not just
an option but a necessity.

NO WAH BUT THE CLASS WAR

While the left were siding with
Saddam Hussein we made no
distinction between various sets of
world leaders. We said ‘Turn the guns
on the real enemy’ - Major, Bush, and
Hussein (Class War 44). Nationally our
stand against the war gained support
from many who had no time for the
radical vicars, peace marches and
loony lefties who, it seems have
changed sides yet again and are now
supporting self- determination for the
Kurds.

CLASS WAR

‘Britain’s most unruly tabloid’ has
really started to realise its potential.
First of all it increased in size by four
more pages, then with a technological
facelift, we produced a new logo, new
layout with extra colour. We didn’t mind
bragging about constantly getting
letters commenting on the paper's
improvement both in content and
appearance.

Qur new cenire pages ‘Feature
section’' being paiticularly praised.

Here we were able to feature and

comment more in depth on issues
such as The Gulf Wwar,

Strangeways siege etc. Certainly as |

The |

Federation members we are proud to
be selling Class War. In the future we
plan to publish the paper every month -
watch out the nationals!

We've also got a nice little sideline in
merchandise: Class War mugs,
stickers, badges, posters and T shirts.
Our Anti-poll Tax packs were
outstandingly popular. in total over
100,000 ‘Fuck the poll tax ‘stickers
were produced and distributed.

Much of this has been possible due
to the hard work of the Surrey group as
well as the Federation as a whole. The
paper collective, National and
international secretaries, Treasurer,
Regional organisers and all the
membership have worked hard to build
a solid platform for Class War to go
into the 90’s, and thanks to Tyneside’s
work we're looking forward to a new
and more regular ‘Heavy Stuff.’

In the ‘Run down Kenneth Clarke’
paper, last year we said “Our time has
come.” We still believe this, call us
arrogant bastards, we don’t care.
Class War is now the largest
revolutionary working class
organisation in Britain. The Leit's so
called leadership have shown again
and again that they are neither
revolutionary or working class.

So Get Active, Get
Organised, Get in touch.
CLASS WAR
NATIONAL SECRATARY |
PO BOX 39, SW PDO |

MANCHESTER M15,
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