



























































book about a single event in what was
Australia’s largest and most sophisticated
environmental campaign will inevitably
be a little out of context. It’s easy to
overlook the office work, lobbying etc
amid the glory of confrontation

Nuclear-free Defence, edited by Louis
Mackay and David Fernbach, Heretic
Books, London, 1983, 223 pages,
$11.95 (soft cover).

Reviewed by Phil Shannon

Not many people, let’s face it, like
nuclear bombs, or have much relish for
the prospect of nuclear war. They might
be entertained by war films and buy war
toys for young Billie but they would
rather see the end of all war, nuclear or
conventional. For that we should be
thankful and hopeful.

One belief, however, that inhibits the
translation of this feeling into action is
that armed forces, nuclear weapons and
military alliances such as NATO and
ANZUS are necessary, if regrettable, to
protect ourselves and our country (if not
for God and King these days, then for

<~ Don’t get me wrong though, the
book definitely has its redeeming
features; together the design, photosand
many of the lively descriptions capture
a sense of what was without doubt a
powerful experience for most who
participated. So, despite my criticisms
of the book, believe it or not, I still
enjoyed reading it. And if you’re into
recalling last summer’s heady adventures
on the Lower Gordon, I’'m sure you will
enjoy it tuo.

Linda Parlane was an NVA trainer and organiser
for the Franklin blockade. She is currently
working on a project entitled ‘Evaluating the
Franklin blockade: non-violence in action’.

our Davis Cup team). The military, the
arms trader§, and local and imperial
capitalists bank (literally) on people’s
fear of the Russians and anything to do
with them. It is thus easy for the peace
movement to dismiss people’s fears of
foreign invasion, fostered by cold war
anti-communism, as groundless and ir-
rational. It does so at a great cost to its
further development because this fear
impels many people towards a tenacious
support for the defence status quo —
with nuclear weapons, militarist values
and a role as an enforcer of injustice,
privilege and profits.

If the anti-nuclear war movement can
give a credible answer to the common
question of how we defend ourselves if
we ditch nuclear weapons, and if the
peace and socialist movements more
generally can offer alternative defence

strategies to the existing system of mili-
tary defence, then the prospects for a
broader mobilisation of people are im-
proved.

One of the latest peace books from
England, Nuclear-free Defence, attempts
to address the peace movement’s atten-
tion to these questions. The editors want
to prevent peace activists from being dis-
armed through lack of a theory and
strategy on non-nuclear, alternative
defence.

The book is the result of a question-
naire covering a broad range of defence
issues which was sent to over twenty
people (some well known, some not),
who ‘are representative of the diverse
peace movement in Britain. They in-
clude members of the Labour, Liberal,
Ecology, Socialist Workers, Scottish
National and Welsh Independence parties;
people from CND (Campaign for
Nuclear Disarmament), END (European
Nuclear Disarmament), the Greens,
Greenham Common, anarchists, inde-
pendent socialists, feminists, pacifists,
academics; and activists from black, gay
and other community movements.

Such diversity is both a strength of
the book, in demonstrating the breadth
of the peace movement and its openness
to ideas, and a weakness, since each con-
tributor was allowed only 3000 words to
answer seventeen questions. This results
in more assertion than reasoned argu-
ment, too much repetition and no inter-
action between often strongly opposing
views. The style lapses into cliches and
slogans. These defects are frustrating,
but despite the lack of rigour the book
will be of some value to peace activists.
The following are some of the issues
dealt with.

e Where might a military threat come
from?

The idea that Russia, stretched as it is in
supporting arms production and con-
taining internal dissidence in its Eastern
bloc neighbours, would want to invade
Britain is attacked by the more realistic
thinkers. The greatest military threat to
Britain comes, in fact, from its nuclear
weapons and its NATO membership,
making it a target for Russian nuclear
weapons. USA Cruise missiles in the UK
are a bigger threat to national security
than the supposed expansionist desires
of the USSR. Although it is Russian
weapons which are targeted on Britain,
it is the USA military/imperialist strategy
and the UK’s independent nuclear
‘deterrent’ that make it so. Russophobia
is the real threat — ‘we have to live with
the Russians or die with them’ (Frank
Allaum, Labour member of parliament).

e Do alternative defence strategies
necessarily involve the ideology of

militarism?

There is no debate that militarism (in
journalist April Carter’s words: °‘the
jingoistic nationalism, extreme glori-
fication of the military or political and
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cultural domination by the military’) is
anti-democratic, anti-social and anti-
socialist. Views differ, however, over
whether opposition to militarism means
opposition to all types of military organ-
isation. David Widgery (Socialist Workers
Party), for example, doesn’t see things
military as necessarily bad: ‘the anti-
militarism of the abstract utopians
doesn’t require you to do very much,
just “be” and hold the odd jumble sale,
it manages to be simultaneously moral-
istic and ineffectual’.

As well as some rather unconvincing
simple opposition to anything military,
some contributors see the best hedge
against militarist values in having demo-
cratically run defence units as an integral
part of the community, sharing in
socially useful community work. Inter-
nationally, Ann Pettit from Women For
Life On Earth, would like to see the
armed forces acting as a United Nations
disaster relief force and development
body working on projects such as desert

reclamation, irrigation programs, malaria:

eradication, illiteracy campaigns and so
on. This role would also alter the mili-
tarist consciousness of the people in the
armies.

e Alternative defence strategies: what
practical proposals are offered?

First the worst. David Selbourne (aca-
demic and journalist) argues for more
conventional armed forces and the ex-
tension of national service for a non-
nuclear Britain. He argues, soundly, that
‘a Gandhian moral politics of passive re-
sistance and ‘‘satyagraha’ cannot be
seriously recommended to a British
people which has just celebrated
‘“victory” in the Falklands’ But this is
a one-sided, simplistic reading of the
conservative side of public feeling.
Certainly the British left was reluctant
to fully recognise the reactionary, mili-
tarist, nationalist and racist sentiments
that exist in the old imperial core of
many Britons, but recognising this
reality should not blind us to the com-
plexity of people and politics. The
widespread and deeply rooted desire for
peace, justice and cooperation that
fuels the large peace and anti-war move-
ment also exists.

Jelly-kneed ‘objective’ independents
like Selbourne do not want to see beyond
the momentary ascendance of people’s
backward attitudes since it would force
them to adopt a radical position and
perform the hard counter-hegemonic
work of mobilising people and building
progressive movements.

In opposition to Selbourne’s status
quo proposal are more radical strategies.
There is general agreement that political
resistance and mass non-cooperation
such as strikes, economics sabotage and
non-compliance against an invader are
essential. Some go further and see some
form of armed popular resistance as
necessary to back up the non-violent
registance, ‘mass resistance at the pit-
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ead, the primary school and police
station is only going to succeed if there
is also a machine-gun under a good many
pillows too’ (David Widgery).

Peter Tatchell’s (left Labour parlia-
mentary candidate) proposal for ter-
ritorial defence by a Citizens’ Army
offers the best basis for widespread,
popular support. It is practical, it can
counter people’s fears of invasion, satisfy
their need to feel secure, reduce the
need for nuclear arms and alliances, and
ease international tension.

Territorial defence would involve the
defence of Britain from within its own
borders and would be purely defensive,
the military hardware would consist of
‘coastal mines, surface-to-air missiles,
interceptor aircraft and anti-tank guns’.
A Citizens Army would involve the
mobilisation of the entire population in
a system of ‘total war’ — guerilla war
and mass civilian resistance. It would be
far more democratic, less militaristic
and less reactionary than a professional
standing army. These revolutionary and
democratic changes to the armed forces
would of course require the extension
of democracy into other areas of
British life, ‘the defence of democracy
requires a democratic system of defence’:s

® s there a role for civil defence?

Yes, no, and maybe. Tatchell’s defence
system requires it but Carole Harwood,
from Greenham Common women’s peace
camp, is not so sure. She found it easy
to be tempted by the ‘old mentality of
fear and mistrust; to begin again to pre-
pare for war’. Civil defence in a nuciear
age creates illusions that nuclear war can
be survived and leads to an acceptance
of war and a complacency towards
working to remove the causes of war,
‘until the world is safe for all human-
kind we have no right to dig ourselves

holes in the ground to retreat into, and
when it is eventually safe we shall have
no need to’.

e Women and the armed forces

April Carter’s comments reflect the con-
tention on this issue. She accepts that
the principle of equal rights for women
should include the right to join the armed
forces if they wish. To argue, as some
feminists do, that women have no place
in a fighting organisation because they
are naturally nurturing and pro-life is as
sexist as arguing that men have no place
in non-violent protest or caring and
sharing groups because they are naturally
aggressive. But, Carter believes, ‘going
into the armed forces is an extreme
example of claiming the right to act
like men, rather than challenging male
aggressiveness’. !

As I see it, ‘To what ends, equality?’
is the real question in the women and
armies issue. Equality is a principle not
isolated from the real, messily political,
world. Equal rights for men and women
in democratic armed resistance in El
Salvador is a kettle of fish far removed
from equal rights to be a member of the
subjugating, anti-people standing armies
of capitalism.

For a book about alternatives, on all
the above issues and more, its greatest
weakness is a failure to specify tactics
for achieving a non-nuclear defence, and
to identify the political levers we can
use to transform defence policy and the
nature of the military. Such a task is,
admittedly, not easy. It is inhibited by
recognition that defence reform can
only take place alongside a more general
reform of society.

Essential to any change in Britain is
a Labour government which, despite its
attempt to out-Thatcher Thatcher on
the Malvinas, is the only avenue for
legislative change. For the Labour Party
to engender wider support for their
recently reaffirmed commitment to
unilateral nuclear disarmament, it must
be able to offer a credible alternative.

For the extra-parliamentary dis-
armers, reform of the armed forces
from within, by peace moles, is hardly
on. As Lisa Foley, a socialist-feminist,
puts it, ‘it has proved hard enough trying
to democratise the Labour Party, let

alone the Army, Navy and Air Force!’.

More debate, education and pro-
paganda are needed. Nuclear disarma--
ment and cuts in defence expenditure
are, in the long view, not enough. Better
books on alternative defence strategies
than this one will undoubtedly be pro-
duced but, in its defence, it is a pion-'
eering work that shows the absence of,
and need for more, rigorous thought in
the area. The royalties, too, go to peace
movement organisations.

Phil Shannon works with the Social Welfare
Policy Secretariat in Canberra and has been
active in the anti-uranium movement for the
past eight years.
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Continued from page 3
nationalism and classism. It is
the thread of male exploitation
and domination.

When man (especially Indo-
European man) set himself
outside of and against nature
centuries ago, he killed the
‘feminine’ part of his spirit.
His desire to be master of all
life set up a perpetual cycle
of conflict. Not only must
he dominate/subdue all of
nature, but any people that
he perceives to be ‘other’ —
usually people of other races,
cultures, religions or classes
— but always women, for
women are perceived by men
as being closer to nature and
therefore threatening as well
as inferior.

With no recognition of his
place in nature or his relation-
ship to other living creatures
and humans, man is adrift in
a cold universe. The patriarch-
al institutions he has created,
from religion to nationalism,
reflect that alienation for
they are based on fear, power,
distrust and dominance.

He has created a split in
human consciousness — a
division between male and
female, mind and heart,
society and self, ideology and
lifestyle, nature and human,
the spiritual and temporal.
Our society is dangerously
out of balance and thus veers
toward self-destruction. It
can be rebalanced only by the
development of a total
consciousness, an ecological-
feminist consciousness.

Feminists demand more
than reform or what has been
called revolution. Issues like
childcare, equal pay for equal
work and the elimination of
sexist legislation are obviously
necessary, but such reforms
alone cannot change the hearts
and minds that maintain this
death-worshipping system.

Feminists do not want a
piece of the male pie. We
want a new pie. We want an
end to the myth of male
superiority. We want an end
to male dominance in all its
forms. We want an end to
the phallocentric worldview

— the rape mentality — that
permeates all of society but is
most obvious in the arms
race, the pillage of the environ-
ment and the pornographic
treatment of women. Men
must raise their consciousness
above their crotches — women
don’t want their balls, we
want our lives and freedom.

If life is to continue on
this planet, we must all take
responsibility for our actions
and intentions. Men must lay
down the power they have
stolen by exploiting the Earth,
women and other men and be
willing to challenge all of
their assumptions and beliefs
— from ethics to language to
social structures. Women
must dare to dream new
dreams and speak them
fearlessly.

We must begin a complete
critique of our society as we
withdraw our physical, psychic
and psychological energy
from the institutions that
oppress us. We will not find
pat answers to the vast prob-
lems that confront us, but we
can . develop attitudes that
encourage change without
fear. Attitudes that transcend
violence. Attitudes that
facilitate individual autonomy
while still contributing to the
welfare to the community.

There is much healing to
do ...the torn and plundered
earth, our brutalised spirits.
But the healing has begun.
The new world is forming in
the debris of the old.

May I recommend the
following books to those
interested in learning more:
Marilyn Ferguson, The
Aquarian Conspiracy; Marge
Piercy, Woman on the Edge
of Time; Susan Griffith,
Woman and Nature; Mary
Daly, Gyn/Ecology and
Beyond God the Father; Pam
McAllister (ed), Reweaving
the Web of Life.

Becca Miller
Adelaide

First class

First, congratulations on
Number 34, Chain Reaction.
Every article first class.

The article ‘Limits to
Growth’ by Ted Trainer is so
important that thought should
be given to how it can be
made available to a much
wider readership than those
who read your journal. May 1
suggest that Ted Trainer
should amplify it a bit with
some statistical figures and

issue it as a cheap pamphlet.
It should be possible to get it
out for, say, 25c and get it
out through uniens etc.
Overseas aid organisations
should be interested. It makes
the point I have always
thought most important that
we should be talking of over-
developed nations, not under-
developed nations.

On reading my letter in
Chain Reaction 35 I realised
that while the negative view
that nuclear power should not
procede was fair enough, the
positive side of fluidised bed
power stations as pollution
preventers was not given
sufficient emphasis.

CA Short.
Ryde, NSW

Allergic reaction

Chain Reaction is to be
congratulated on giving
considerable space in its
December-January issue to
the serious allergy illness
suffered by Maureen Magee
and her children following an
attack of flu (or something
like flu) in 1977. Many
people in Australia and other
countries have in recent years
suffered in a similar way, and
their plight has often been
made more difficult because
of the unsympathetic attitude
of some doctors — and often
of friends.

What needs to be better
known is that in addition to
the groups of people who are
studying and fighting allergies,
there are other groups: of
people who have made some
headway into studying the
flu-like illness which often

precedes the allergy symptoms.

This virus which, as Maureen
Magee states; affects the
immune system, is not recog-
nised, or barely recognised,
by many medical men [sic],
or else it is thought of as
merely a slightly different
form of flu. But its symptoms
are different from, and in
many ways more serious than,
those of flu in its: various
forms. Many Australians heard
of it for the first time when it
was described in an article in
the National Times of 23 May
1982, based on the experi-
ences of Maureen and Jacinta
Magee, but seeing these more
in relation to the virus that
preceded the allergies, rather
than stressing the allergies
themselves.

The article pointed out
that since the 1930s there
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have been throughout the
world about 30 outbreaks of
a ‘mysterious epidemic’
which causes ‘severe pains
and aches, mental changes
and fatigue and muscle

weakness and other symptoms’.

The Royal Society of Medicine
in Britain in 1978 concluded
that these epidemics constitute
a genuine disease, which has
been given the long-winded
name of myalgic encephalo-
myelitis, which naturally has
been shortened to ME.

The important thing is
that, to help sufferers in this
part of the world and to
get widespread medical
recognition of ME (and to
encourage study of the
disease and possible methods
of treatment), a body called
the Australian and New
Zealand Myalgic Encephalo-
myelitis Society (ANZMES)
has been formed. Through
meetings and a quarterly
newsletter it keeps members
in touch with the latest
research and medical opinion
on ME, together with
experiences of sufferers who*
have tried various methods of
treatment.

These include the concen-
tration on avoidance of sub-
stances causing allergies,
including limitation of diet
and fasting, but do not
exclude other treatments
which concentrate on the ME.

The symptoms, and the
responses to different methods
of treatment, vary from one
individual to another. But it
has certainly helped many
sufferers to join the ANZMES
and to understand better
their condition and what is
being done about it, and to
be in contact with fellow-
sufferers.

The address of the NSW
Branch is PO Box 1021, Crows
Nest, NSW 2065, and the
Victorian Branch is PO Box 7,
Moonee Ponds, Vic 3039.

Len Fox

Sydney
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You are invited to write
letters to Chain Reaction
with your comments on the
magazine or on other issues
of interest. Letters should be
kept within 300 words so
that as many as possible may
be published. Longer letters
may be edited. Write today
to Chain Reaction, Room 14,
Floor 4, 37 Swanston St,
Meltourne, Vic 3000,
Australia,

Announcing the latest poster from Redletter:
Declare Antarctica a World Park.

The poster features a crabeater seal, a royal penguin, an elephant seal and a

blue-eyed cormorant having their own treaty on ice.

Six screenings, 13 colours — ice blue, turquoise green, golden yellow, orange

pink, cream, purple, green, brown, black.
Size: 760mm x 510mm

Limited edition.

Designed by Wendy Black.

Declare
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Brunswick Work

Co-operative P/L

$5

Brunswick,
Vic 3056.

Retail Price: $7
Wholesale price (10 copies or more):

Send orders to: Redletter Press,
Brunswick Work Co-operative P/L,
178 Victoria Street,

For further information please ring:
Tel: (03) 380 9444

IT'S A MIRRYCLE

The first rear view mirror
designed exclusively

for bicycies

with drop style
handiebars.

AND ITS-

Free/:

What! Entirely ?

Waell aimost, INNER CITY CYCLES the touring specialists, have
produced a new 83/84 Mail Order Catalogue especially for the
cycle tourist and for every $100 worth of goods ordered we
will include a free MIRRYCLE.

The catalogue contains a range of tour proven cycle equipment
PLUS a fully iliustrated and detailed PANNIER SUPPLIMENT.

Send $1 To INNER CITY CYCLES 31 GLEBE Pt Rd
GLEBE 2037 (02) 660 8605
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fel y information

The Environment Studies
Association of Victoria presents

for the residents of
Collingwood and Fitzroy

® Household recycling education kit for residents

of Collingwood and Fitzroy.

e |[nvaluable reference material for teachers and
recycling activists Australia-wide.

® Detailed batkground information on the
recycling of glass, paper, cans, iubricating oil
and plastics; composting; employment

generation through recycling.

® Includes poster.

e See Earth News item — this issue of C.R.

""'"--"-"’-"""'-"‘

From: The Environment Studies Association of Victoria

285 Little Lonsdale Street,
MELBOURNE, Vic. 3000.

Cost: $3.00 plus $1.00 postage

Enclosure of this coupon with your order will entitle you to a 50¢

discount on the kit.
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RALLY 1pm
North—West: Cnr. Grattan Street and Royal Parade
East: Fitzroy Gardens,
South — Undecided — Phone PND (03) 663 2846

Radial Marches converge at 3pm, Bourke St Mall

YOUR SUPPORT IS VITAL
DONATIONS TO: PND, PO Box 21, Carlton South 3053






