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Threepence

THE proposals for a cease fire in
Korea' are naturally welcome: if
isticcessful they will put an end to the
pilitary loss of life, and that is a lot
0 have gained. But one should not
tical mopping-up which
§ follows any war. Often
s are scarcely less bloody
asteful than nuilmn
they are conducted in

flling in |
3 biood

ENor should pacifists and anti-mili-
rsts delude themselyes with the idea
“the governments have now real-
e that war does not pay.,” We have
ady pointed out in these columns
B advantages which the powers have
gwn from the mere fact of conduct-
g a4 war, quite apart from the major
5 alleged to be in dispute.

¢ 7-point terms tentatively put
in Washington can be regarded as
. Most of them are

matters of mutoal
s e ides of establishing

Bn international body, mot necessarily
ier Umted Nations supervision, 1o
that the truce is being observed
is a clear recognition of the

»

Balance of Power

=cognizing the facts: however,
derlines the position which
has stressed throughout the

: that it is not principles
dictates policy. And

the whole stalemate position endorses  or the land of Korea,
those interests.

this view. Power is balanced more
or less along the 38th parallel; the dis-
advantages of war are beginning to
outweigh the advantages, In short,
there is nothing more to be pained
from the Korean conflict, so the time
has come to fold it up.

Te state the position thus, is not.
we believe, to be too brumal. Most
people would concede thar that is the
way national Srates carry on their
business. But to see the reality of this
minor war in hard terms is to condemn
absolutely, the conduct of national
States. The operative factors in
Korea have been the interests of the
Western Bloc and those of the Com-
munist Bloc. No question of princi-
ple, no humane concern for the people

welcome a
the question of cease-fire,
an approach reflects also the non-
moral qualities of international rela-
rions.
war ending is mixed with disgust at
the calm consideration of pros and
cons after
have lost their lives; and the devasta-
tion of a country.

AFTER THE DEVASTATION -OF KOREA

Power Makes Policy

has influenced

From one point of view one can
“reasonable” approach to
But such

Relief at the prospect of the

more than a million men

And the most that will have been

gained will be a return to the pre-war
position.
social
scarcely be more shamefully apparent.

of the
could
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AT THE YORKSHIRE MINERS' RALLY

How is Your Digestion?

al rally of York-
sipuct recently,

emphasised Two
I"I‘]'HI'.- of present Labour

Party policy.
First, he said, was the need to con-

gest’” the hesvy and
matic legislative, econnmic and social

changes hwu:,ht about by the Govern-

ment during the 1945-50 Parliament.

Second, the need for the Labour Party
itself during this period of change—"and
it is the revolution,” he stated—io inten-
sify its efforts in the feld of moral and
spinitual education and regeneration, with-
out which the Secialist cavse would stick
in the mud,

Now, digestion is the process by which
the body extracts from what it has con-
surmed that which iz of value and passes
on for eventual expulsion that which is
of no value, And if we applv this process
to the achievements of the Labour Govern-
ment in the body politic, what should we
keep ond what should we get rid of?

For the life of me I find it difficalt to
point to more than one thing that the
present Government has introduced that
is worth having—ithe National Health
Service, And that v the very firsy thing

anil

“No wonder the anarchists, with m
have invented the ominous phrase:

AN English judge once remarked that,

“We are all supposed to know the
Law, and nobody does.” This wis not
true, apparently, in the Identity Card case
gince the findings of the Mugistrates
against the Defendant were upheld by the
Appedl Court.  But to determine who had
correctly dnterpreted the Law, the Lord
Chief Justice felt it necessary to coll in
six additional judges. And for two days

The
of Tshekedi Khama,
without charge or trial
in Bechuanaland, was
detail in Freedom for
no new facts have
1 last week’s debares in
o I‘.{rhmem What the
is the
nature of
Although
ding up the debate
in the House of Commons. said that
it was not a party matter, the *“Whips
were on”" and with only four voluntary
abstentions, the Labour members
voted with the Government. This,
despite the facr thar as Lord Chorley
said the following day in the House
of Lords debate (when the Govern-
men: was defested), and as Mr. J, P.
W. Mallalieu said in Trfbrne, "an
averwhelming majority of the Labour
Party would have been for Tshekedi.
One also had the specacle of a great
majority of the Tories, including the
most imperialistic Blimps voting for
the motion 10 rescind the order of
banishment. “We saw,” says Mr.
Mallalien, “Lennox Boyd, the friend

parliamentary
Mz, Artlee,

of Franco, ivanting s @ progees-

sive and defending the rights of man”.
. Tmmxm.mu l:tth
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power to ses that me =

Tshekedi

Case

been poisoned  ngainst
before the House a
just received” from the Resident
“There is. # great deal of
" ogaid Mr. Gordon Walker, “of
hJPPJDC‘\- f the tribe and their co-
operation with the adminisiration. The
u-\ LU“I.L'IDH has this year reached a
ord.” 8¢ has it in Britain!

Byt the whole discossion itseli carefully
evades the real isste in another way, The
whole discreditable affair arises from the
marrisge of Tshekedi’s nephew, Serctse
Fohama, to & white woman, and because
of the susceptibilitics of white opinion
in South Africa this must not be brought
debate, As Tshekedi says, “The
¢ reasop of racial intolerance is oo
elicate for (any public discussion or
assertion; hence individugls have been
ruthlessly q,cnl‘md for the ‘unexplained
‘public g

Tehekedi in discugsing the implications
of his own cise, Jinks the issues imvolved
with the current proposals [for o new
Daominion of Dritish Central Africa in the

gumosphere hod
him, and by wavir

il'ih_\

Rhod and Nyasaland, In discribing
these proposals in our Haet jssue, we ques-
tioned the value of uujeiahorm stem
f safeguards (un or the African
4 nlcmu p K-H Tahekedi says:
“The nrfulll aI the ernment 1o
allow the British public 1o get the facty
sur the 5;1 ﬂm m&
BYUmIEs AR even ter cance
this i ching

r moment when
of

‘Incinerate the documents!’
wreck this world tworse than an uur.r."rqua
Lewrs Mumrorn: The Meropolitan Miliew.

ore generous modes of life in mind,
T hat wonld

the most eminent interpreters of the law
spent their time secking a definition of the
term “Emeérgency”. That they found it
such an exclusive term to define is no
excuse for us laymen to plead that we
thought it meant something else: “Ignor-
ance of the law excuses: no man. Every
man must be taken to know the law.”
But let us start from the beginning.

ik

AST December, 1 Mr. Willcock: failed
to produce his identity card when re-
quired to do so by & Police Consuhle who
was in uniform. Mr. Willcock was driving
o ear ot the time.. It was contended on
behalf of Mr. Willcock before the magis-
trates that the “National Registratior Act,
1939, was 1o continue in force until such
date as the King might by Order in
Cotned]l declare to 'be the daté on which
the emergency, which was the occasion
of the passing of that Act, come to un
end and should then expire except as res-
pected things previously done or omitted
to be done: that pursuant to the Courts
(Emergency Powers) (End of Emergency)
Order, 1950, it was declared that Oct. 8,
1950, was the date on which the emer-
gency which was the occasion of the pass-
ing of the Courts (Emergency Powers)
Act, 1939, came to end end, and that
the emergency: which was the occasion of
the passing of the Courts (Emergency
Powers) Act, 1939, was the same emer-
gency  which was the occasion of the
pagsing of the Nationa! Registration Act,”
The defence's prgument was therefore
that a policemun no longer had the lagnl
t o request the production of an
Tdentity Card, The justices’ view was
that section 6 (4) of the National Registra-
tion Act had pot been repealed and ac-
mrdl.ngly convicted Mr. Willcock. This
retation qu upheld by the Court

ng the aj
n:s Gnmpg?htsm ‘hia |udam=nl by
nﬂng that the guestion was ol very greut
Im-pamnm 18 Wao in:ll-ahed by ‘the fact
that o Court of seven judges had been

?‘h pf piliuter dul with it, In
it vy esventinl

o members of the
Iy a question of con-

The Law and identity Cards

struction. It was common ground that
some Order in Council was necessary
terminate the Act and that no Order
existed expressiy dealing with the Act.

It wos argued on ome side by Mr.
Marshall that there could enly be one
emergency and that must be deemed 1o be
ended for all purpeses from the time the
first Order in Council was passed stating
thot the emergency had ended. On the
other hand, it was argued that thére could
be different forms of the same emergency.
On the true construction it ‘Wias contem-
plated that to bring any of these aspects
of the Acts o anend thers must be an
Order in Council dealing with that par-
ticular nspect

This particilar Act had not been
terminated by reason of the first Order in
Council passed as long ago as Feb;
1946, and se there had been no Order in
Council terminating this Act it could no:
be said to have terminsted,

x

© much for the Law, How this con-
trasts with morality was d:tdy TE-
vealed' by comments made by
Goddard himself during the hu.n.ng of
the Appesal
Mr. Marshall (for Mr. Wﬁllmck}

to ke fat the lawnching of the re=
artwtent dri

For the rest of Labour’s achicvements—
we readily grant the “dramutic” legislation
the Government hss handled, Feor the
indusirial worker, 1J05 was 2 most
dramutic piece of legislation—not, it &8
true, introdiced by Labour, but they
would have been delighted to comtinue
it if the workers had pot up with their
use of iL. Making wnulpuun permanent
extending if, too—was “dromatic” from.
a sccialist point of view.

And nationalisation—how are we o
digest thiss Whik only Anacchists and
Syndicalists opposed it, it remiined only
the wrget of a militant minority. But now,
outside of Government citcles und the
mesting places of the National Boards—
who defends nationalisstion?  Certainly
nol the workers!

Miners, doclzrs, rallwaymen, transport
workers, gasmen, power workers—Ilarge
proportions of all these key industries arc
becoming more und more dinlllamd
with the o
equality and lush-hnnd:d methods d
th&ir mew bosses—and, of course, in
cases, the bosses are not new—ijusy the old
anes working for the Siste imstend of the
shareholders,

As for the social changes Morrison
mentions—where ore they? There has
been absolutely no change whatsoever in
the relationship between the ruling class
and the working class. The workers, out.

;
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power of forcing subjects to be
to be numbered, and 10 carry ahmuvmh
them their card of idenuity, which, at the
request of some police officer or military
authority, has to be produced, is an un-
ususl  interference  with the subject’s
liberty which hay never previously opéra-
ted in normal times. I submit that the
puwer was given only for emergency

urposes.”
Lnrd Goddard: It never operated
fore, In the First World War we
registration, but we never hud
cards. It shows the danger of
Intlon passed for ooz p
\mllrtl} different purpose. T v
of an idemtity card i5 not being used
security purpases at all ]
On another  pecasion,
said to Mr. Vernon
policels “The Court mﬁ
can tell us Af the
matter of routine: that, ;
o person who hus not got hi lij
they want o know
hla e, addreds, sexy

Mr Gattle: What they wllli
Ity 18 his monmnnumhm
in’ May, 1941
Insned ‘1o the
ctirdy | of
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Machinism. = This is not a subject
to be dismissed In a
paragraph: it is perhaps the basic
problem of our ci\'ilizminp.‘ cmhru;:mg
war. famine, social disintegrauon,
moral degeneration, and 111clalpl1y5iFa;
despair. It is not a subject on which
anarchists have a clear _;’.nd coherent
point of view, Most of us, T think,
tend to distrust the machine: the
modern state could not exist without
it. and is in some undefined sense a
creation of the machine, We tend to
speak of the state in terms of the
machine—"the machinery of govern-
ment”,
Metaphors, no donb

“the bureaucratic machine”.
€LC.
15 not so distan: when Whitehall will

become or

, but the day

ne vast calculating machine,

'._:.-'_]". forms fed in 21 « and and in-
fallible statistics controlling our lives
com:ng cu er end. A new
word ha wented—cybernetcs
i m our most mech-

Urited States. It

f communication

nan and the
1y necessary for
d its implica-

cter than read

tions. We cannot

Dr. Norbert Wiene The Humean
Use of Humar Beings, a book on
Cybernetics and Socizry as its sub-
title more clearly indicates. Wiener

: thematics at the
Massachusetts Institute of Technology,
and one of the men responsible for the
development the “mechanical
brain”—"“which,” says the blurb, “can
do routine mental jobs better than-any
man, and which therefore make the
untrained mind a drug on the market”
(the book is published here by Eyre
& Spottiswoode, price 18s.)

s

sor  of

e

of

The untrained mind means, ap-
parently, the mind incapable of
understanding and controlling these
robots. “Any machine constructed for
the purpose of making decisions, if it

“KICKS AND HA’PENCE” by Herbert Read

MACHINISM

does not possess the power of learning,
will be completely literal-minded.
Woe to us if we let it decide our
conduct, unless we have previously
examined the laws of its acrion, and
know fully that its conducr will be
carried out on principles acceptable
to us! “Woe, woe, woe! The hour
is very late, and the choice of good
and evil knocks at the door.” Dr.
Wiener is a very frightened man, and
when he looks round for a principle
or a faith that might conceivably
control the machine for the benefit of
humanity, be finds only Voices and
Rigidity. His final remarks are ad-
dressed specifically to Americans, but
in this sense we are all Americans.
He slashes into Communists and
Capitalists alike, and into the Catholic
Church, and concludes: “It is again
the American worship of know-how as
opposed to know-what that hampers
us. We rightly see great dangers in
the totalitarian system of Commun-
ism. On the one hand, we have called
in to combat these the assistance of
a totalitarian Church which is in no
respect ready to accept, in support of
its standards, milder means than
those to which Communism appeals.
On the other hand. we have attempted
to synthesize a rigid system to fight
fire by fire, and 1o oppose Com-
munism by institutions which bear
more than a fortuitous resemblance to
Communistic institutions. In this we
have failed to realize that the element
in Communism which essentially de-
Serves our respect consists in its
loyalties and in its insistence on the
dignity and the rights of the worker.
What is bad consists chiefly in the

BOOK REVIEWS

A Colid War Novel

THE CASE OF COMRADE TULAYEY
by Victor Serge. (Hamish Hamilton,
12 [6d. net)

A LTHOUGH this bock is long and at
very tedious, and although the
reader in the end is more likely
ezl confused than satisfied, it is never-
weil worth reading. For, in spite
ne weakness as 2 work of art and
cument'—z preliminary pote em-

a ng: “entirely 1o the
domain of fiction”™—it is probably the best
of zll the cold-war novels that have been
published 1o date. Koestler has wniten
of it; “In this grest novel, Victor Serge
makes the dumb suffering of an enslaved
continent articulate”™. Ir is certainly a
cy from the heart of & sincere writer
whose theme is life under the totalitarian
Stete Capitalism of Soviet Russie. The pic-
ture, presented in the form of story, seems
on the whole 1o be convincingly suthentic,
which is the most that can be said of it
by ooe who, like this reviewer, has not
lived in the circumsances so vividly
depicied by the autbor.

The siory is s simple one.
official of the Communist Party,
Tulavev, is shot on sudden impulse by
a militant younger member of the Party
who disapproves of his senior’s repressive
measures. The suthorities seize on the
ingident for ® grand-ucale round-up of
all sors and conditions of suspects and

A high

the tricks with which we have been made
familiar (of which there need be no doubts
whatever) and then, when all the charac-
ters have been well rehearsed, a court of
law becomes the theatre for one of those
greal propagandist trials to which the
Russian political stage-management can
rise with greal dramatic art. As one reads
of the astonishing ramifications of the
investigators—they reach from Moscow 1o
Siberiz, and extend to fighting Spain,
taking in the between-worlds of exiles and
weak-kneed intellectuals in  Paris—one
feels very strongly that the author knows
at first-hand most of what he writes about,
In all this, the young Communist Kostia,
who shor Comrade Tulayev, is a mere
symbal behind the grand opern of trial,
confessions, snd what not. A delightful
turn is given to the whole story by the
fact that Kostia, the man who actually
used the revolver, is not caught in the
vast net! FHe gets away with it, whereas
many others who had nothing to do with
the crime are involved, some of them being
prison-conditioned into confessing o a
quilt which could not possibly be theirs.
That reads like good O. Henry.
reader may wonder whether such things
could happen; but there is no doubt of
the effectiveness of the story-telling. It
i iti tical

ruthless techniques to which the
present phase of the Communist

revolution has resorted. Our leaders
show a disquieting complacency in
their acceptance of the ruthlessness
and a disquieting unwillingness 10
refer their acts to any guiding prin-
ciples. Fundamentally, behind our
counter-ruthlessness there is no ade-
quate basis of real heartfelt assent.”

A vague expression—heartfelr as-
ient”, I suspect that Professor Wiener
means “mutual aid”, and that he is
one of our crypto-anarchists.

There are
two other
books which might be read with pro-
fit now that we are debating the
problem of machinism. One, a furious
onslaught on the machine and all its
works, has not been published in this
country. It is a translation of a book
written in 1939 (but not published till
1946) by Friederich Georg Juenger,
the brother of the more famous Ernst
Juenger, and is called The Failure of
Technology, and is published in the
United States by the Henry Regnery
Company at $2.75. It is a powerful
end persuasive book, and its thirty-
eight short chapters attack every
aspect of “technological progess”. I
will quote its conclusion: “The state
itself is now conceived by technology

Juenger and Mounier.

as an organization which must be
brought to perfection, which must be
controlled by a perfect automatism.
The technician asserts that the state
can properly fulfil its tasks only
when it becomes organized on a com-
pletely technical basis, when the idea
of the state and its purpose are
organized into a centralized func-
tionalism. an all-efbracing machine
which nothing escapes. But precisely
this definition annihilates the very
cssence of the state. For, indis-
pensable to the state is that which is
not state, and can never become State.
This something by which alone the
state can be a state is the people.
The people may well be conceived as
the carriers of the state; there are all
kinds of relationships between the
governed and the government, but
never can the people be the state
itself.. The very idea of the state is
null and void once this basis collapses
whereon the state is built. The
technical organization of the whole
people to the point where no sector
of life remains unorganised, in the
end brings the downfall of that state.”

Another crypto-anarchist?

The other bock that deals to a con-
siderable extent with the problem of
machinism is Be Not Afraid: Studies
in Personalist Sociology by Emmanuel

|
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THE SECOND OF THREE ARTICLES by GEORGE WOODCOCK on

The Pacific <Coast Indians

HE economy and social life of the

British Columbian Indians were in-
evitably disrupted by the arrival of white
settlers in large numbers, and the bad
effects of this contact were probably much
more severe than that berween the Indians
of Quebec and the French settlers in the
east during the seventeenth century. The
froquois of the east were an agricultural
people, and the gap between their customs
and those of the French peasants of that
time was sufficiently slight to make the
process of assimilation relatively easy.
The Indians of British Columbia, on the
other hand, were all hunters and fishers,
with almost no agriculture of any kind,
and there was a wvast gulf between their
life and that of the nineteenth century
traders and farmers who introduced them
to European life.

The first explorer to visit the coast was
Captain Cook, who established contact

TREEDOM PRESS
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with the Nootka of Vancouver Island
during the eighteenth century. He was
followed by a number of sea traders, and
then, in the early ninetcenth century, the
Hudson’s Bay Company and its rivals
pushed their fur-trading enterprises over
the Rockies from the prairies. These
first white men were comparatively few in
numbers, and they had no interest in
changing the customs of the Indians,
since they were seeking the furs which re-
sulted from a continuance of hunting, and
their arrival, paradoxically, resulted in 2
brief flowering of west coast art into its
most brilliant and abundant phase. The
early totem poles and other carvings had
been done laboriously with stone tools;
the arrival of iron axes and chisels im-
mensely increased the ease of working
wood, and the poles, which hitherto had
been available only to very rich chiefs,
were now carved in much greater abund-
dance and with an increasing wealth and
fantasy of design.

But already the contact with white men
began to show a disintegrating influence
on Indian society. The new demand for
furs and the competition of white trap-
pers _wl}a_ had come in from the east began
to diminish seriously the stock of game
and fur-bearing animals. FEuropean
diseases, such as smallpox and consump-
l[fc?i;nbeﬂ.:lm ta(k;] their toll of the

s. arge-scale prostitution traffic
began; the Haida and Tsimshian, as well
as the local Salish, would take their
women down to Victoria for the use of the
white men there, and there was a conse-
quent spread of venereal disease among
the tribes. Added to this, such organisa-
tions as the Hudson’s Bay y began
to buy up the land from ' Indians at
fantastically low prices. The whole site
of Victoria was purchased from the
Songhees tribe for just over £100; the
Indian chief who revealed the existence
of the rich coal measures at Nanaimo was
rewarded with a bottle of liquor.

By the 1840’s the missionaries had ap-
peared, and n 1o interfere with native
Indian life, It must be admitted that
they persuaded them to abandon some
unpleasant customs and helped to &: an
end to the ima;uyumndnt I:l:m r m
other hand, and the governmen
authorities broke up the Indian way of
Kfe by such measures as the banning of
the potlatch, and thus
wide open to the advance of a rapacious
form of exploitation against which they
were not at the time fitted to struggle,
The gold rushes to the Fumv.g
and the Cariboa the 50's and

it & m& cconomy

e B B NS T

ferent from Gill’s

sanctioned and should be developed
for the benefit of mankind. But only,
of course, within the controlling ethos
of a Christian ity. Mounier’s

{- 'l h’ _' - -._
of conwact with anarchism, and his
general principle, that 2 morally
healthy society could be trused 10

Mounier. -machines are
tension of the human hand
machines are agtomatic. A
is 2 good machine—"it is well 2
to the human body: the b
correspend to the arms and |
pedals to the feel, and it s
controlled by the hmn hod
motorcycle, however, isa bad

typewriter ! Itis a
decide, for though it
of “that measure O disorder K
the statistical mechanist as entr
it is the moving finger (or w2t

of them) that writes. :

-

onslaught of a new society whi
not understand. i :
were being used
better equipment
ened by disease
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n’s IDENTITY CARDS

el

:gg MR' WILLCOCKS lost his case in
Iy, law. but h_f.’ secured a moral
108 victory in creating the opportunity
s for the judges to expose the legal
arts anomalies of identity cards. And he
his has succeeded in bringing the whole
ly question of identity cards into the
to public mind at the same time. It is
e therefore timely 1o consider again our
- own artitude to the guestion of official

papers.

Identty cards. working permits, all
L those pieces of paper which authori-
Eies can demand and scrutinize to see
Bt thev are “in order™, all derived
grom the period of Bonapartist re-
etion afier the French Revolution.
Bince then it has always been a com-
jonplace for men and women to be
opped and held by the polige on the
pntnen: because their papers were
Bt io order. The English liberal out-
ok which dominated the nineteenth
gninry always looked askance at the
[cuess nightly seeing it as a grave
RCursion on- political liberdes. To-
B8y, there are in most Continental

ITi

¥

S, comcentration camps for
have no papers or who have

ones—but who are

W have often pointed out that the
irdduoction of identity cards into this
EounTs 1939 was greeted with in-
fipnstion in fiberal circles. Indigna-
jon sufficiently powerful 10 make the

in

hen Home Secrerary, Sir  Jobn
fnderson, give the government's
Solemn word, thar they would be

gbolish=d ar the end of the “emer-

Mreedom

in the case of Mr. Willcocks. The
lesson is clear: they will usc these
measures, intrinsically unjust and
hostile to the tradition of freedom, as
long as they are not effectively chal-
lenged. But when such a challenge
is made, results follow.

It remains, therefore, as always,
with the individual to raise his voice
against injustice and adminstrative
anomaly. These two cases show that
the Government is not all-powerful
against informed public opinion.

God-fearing child in the school sports

might well multer an inward prayen,
“Oh God, let me win, and TNl pever pull
the cat’s il again, and 'l work hard in
arithmetic and keep my bicycle clean.”
This was the mood behind the mlk of
post-war reconstruction we heard so much
of during the later period of the war.
The feeling of guilt, contrition and aspira-
tion cnlisted behind it the tesumony of
technicians and experts to show that a
“better Britain" was possible. Some ad-
mirable reports and books were produced;

A New Party in India

Breakaway from Congress

A political convention meeting at Pdtna
earlier this month, under the chair-
manship of Mr. Kripalani, the former
president of Congress, has formed an
opposition party on an all-India basis,
the Kisan Mazdoor Praja (Peasants’ and
Workers’ Democratic) Party.

Mr. Kidwai will remain for the time
being as a member of both Congress and
the Cabinet, although the new party’s
constitution exludes members of other
Parties from membership. He will wait
until the next meeting of the All-India
Congress committee next month before
taking the next step.

The #bjective of the new Party is given
as the establishment, by peaceful means,
“of a free, democratic casteless and class-
ess society”. The party manifesto lays
stress on the overhauling of the adminis-
trative machinery, which is condemned as
“top-heavy, inefficient, and corrupt”, im-
posing the “heaviest burden on an im-
poverished and overstrained economy”.

Foremost among its demands is the
ruthless elimination of black-marketing
and other anti-social elements which have
flourished through the “complacency of
the present Government”. Devolution of
political authority and reasonable power
for local units is another feature of the
manifesto, which visualises a strong central
Government deriving from the mutual
understanding and voluntary co-operation
between healthy, and vigorous autonomous
units. Regarding natiopalisation the
manifesto, while conceding that some de-
fence and key industries must be nation-
alised, does not believe in the necessity of
the Government directly undertaking %Iéd

e

two that spring to mind are Sir B, D.
Simon’s Rebuilding Brirain—A Tweniy-
Year Plan (Gollancz), and Prof. G. D. H.
Cole's Building & Planning (Cassell). But
we have always thought it rather furile for
cconomists to computate the number of
houses that the available sources of labour
materials and finance can produce in a
year since when we descend from plans to
practice, ‘all sorts of political considera-
tions enter and make nonsense of the
hopeful stadstics. The limiting factors
in housing have been first the “export
drive”, and now the “rearmament pro-
gramme’. The first of these economic
fallacies is based on the curious notion
that we are still living in the 19th century,
and the second an absurd idea that the
way to get peace is to prepare for war.
So the great hopes, the plans for “rreat-
ing housing as a military operation” (a
strategic withdrawal?) have been reduced
to the Labour Party’s aim of 200,000
a vyear. (We ignore the Conservative
Party’s 300,000 as a cynical electoral
slogan, though it is small enough in face
of actual needs.) Mr. Gaitskell told Par-
liament in the debate on the defence pro-
gramme that the rate of house building
would be maintained at 200,000, but on the
basis of the returns for the first quarter
of the year it is already down to 175,000.
The Architect’s Fowrnal says, “Indeed,
Mr. Gaitskell admits that ‘if in a par-
ticular locality there is a great scarcity
of labour . . . it may be taken from
housing and put on to defence’ So
this target of 200,000 houses (it might
as well be faced) is just a pious hope.”
Incidentally, this is in spite of the report
of the Housing Sub-committee of the
Economic Commission for Europe follow-
ing it’s Geneva Conference in March,

Should Housing St.nlhm ) .

and wherever possible 0 theis preses
housing “nmm". British dale-
gates have been withdrawn from the sabs
cCommutiee, or pather, & e gaveromwm
explaing, “ax things are at the nioment
they 30 MOt undertake 1o De presemt m
furure meelings”,

I we oy W .ﬁlisty houzing nedds op =

the budget allocared o them it bocomes a
guestion of tr,nns;n mk:‘uea':*a quaTt out
of a pint pot, and 3 people
sdvocating what they wake 10 be an
way out of the dilemina—building smaller
houses, and maore of Magy home
Jess familics, they twell vy, would prefer
1o have a lower standard of atoommods

tion than to wait for yoars for a homs.
And, of course; this is wue, bor as the
Marchester Guardian  @1/5/51) savs
“When the cheese mauon 13 Ot i &
period of searcity the loss o the consumer
is no more thap proportional w© the
amount and Juration of the cut. With
housing standards the case is different: a
substandard house remaint 8 social Ta-
bility for at least 1wo gencrations, and
there comes 4 point bevond which a soall
reducticn in space brings & much greater
fall in domestic wellbeing.”

g%

House building to-day is based on the
minimum standards lsid down in the
Ministry of Health’s Howsing Mannal
1949 (H.M.S.0., 3/6), of 900-950 feet
superficial area for three-bedroomed
houses, as compared with 300-900 feat
superficial area in the Housing Maonwal of
1944, and with the 750 sq. ft. of most
local suthority houses between the wars.
The increase in standards are the result
of years of agitation and persuasion from
voluntary bodies like the Housing Centre
and the T.C.P.A. As with controlled
prices, where maximums usually become
minimums, so with house sizes, pcfnmted
minimums have a way of becoming th;
general standard, and once a reduction is
conceded it will take years to re-establish
a higher standard. We do not suppose
that those building trade employers and
journalists who are glibly advocatng &
reduction, live in a family of five in a
house built o the old standard. The
value of space in houses depends, of
course, on the use that is made of it
Architects can devise ways of reducing
“drculation space” in halls and passages
as was shown by the recent Builder com-
petition for £900 to £1,000 houses. But
as Touwn & Country Planning (April,
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"SYNDICALISM

H1LIP SANSOM’S penetrating_series
“Syndicalism™ now appearing in
Freedom have prompted me to dig out the
sting abbreviated extracts

on

following intere
from: —

(1) “L’homme g
Man) by Victor Hugo

“What wou (
no one consented to serve it?

(1802-65):

Where would we be if everyone had
rights? 5
by its citizens?
team, and the team cannot be driver.

put to the vote is to throw to the winds.

As for me, 1 wish to enjoy myself;
to govern. A prince is a providence,
takes care of us all.

rit” (The Laughing

1d become of the state if
Would not
everything come to a standstill? To keep
his place is the duty of a good citizen.
Learn to sacrifice your secret preferences.

Can you imagine a city ruled
Why, the citizens are the

Truly the king is
generous to take so much trouble for our

morality. I am accused of sedition, T

these arc crimes, I am guilty.”

(3) “Syndicalism”, by ¥. H. Harley:

“It was in France that Syndicalism,
in the really modern sense, had its official
birth. The Chartist Movement of 1842
had its distinctly syndicalist accompani-
ments . . . But the arts of production
were not fgr enough advanced to make it
successful in its main ends and objects.
Its revolutionary programme occupied a
permanent place on the agenda of the
ordinary Trade Union meeting. The
leading British T.U.s were too reflective,
too cautious, too anxious for self-
improvement to stake their fortunes on a
single throw of the dice. The French
workman, on the contrary, is far less
deeply read in economics than are the
élite of the British Labour leaders. He is
inspired by the leaders of the Revolution

his

To

not
and

FREEDOM

Making Ends Meet k

OUR august contemporary the Spectator

has been publishing a series of
articles under the title “Making Ends
Meet”, in which members of the “middle-
classes” have been revealing their financial
plight in an orgy of self-pity. The fol-
lowing comment from Mr. F. Barber of
Dudley, recently appeared in that paper,
and is a salutary rejoinder to those whose
arrogant assumptions of superiority lead
them to imagine that their privileged posi-
tion in society is God-ordained and
eternal. .

———————— —

CASUALS

During the hearing of the St. George’s
Election Petition in 1896, a docker was
being questioned ‘as to. credit’ by Mr.
Samuel Cock, Q.c., “Oh,” said Mr, Cock
witheringly, ‘so you are a casual.” The
witness loosened the red handkerchief
round his throat, thrust his head forward

“I am an ordinary worker living in the
midst of an essentially working-class
district, and have read your very interest-
ing journal regularly now for ever ten
years. I should imagine that the great
majority of your readers belong to the
professional and middle classes, and I
should be very glad if any of them
could enlighten me on the following
two points which have always greatly
perplexed and intrigued me, to which
I have never succeeded in getting any
satisfactory reply: (1) Why are the
middle classes totally unable to ‘make
ends meet’ and apparently living in
direct poverty on incomes which are
beyond the wildest dreams of the wvast
majority of the ordinary workers of this
country? Neither my own income nor
those of my fellow-workers comes to one-
half of the figure of £800 after deduction
of tax enjoyed by the retired headmaster,
yet most of us ‘make ends meet’ without
undue difficulty or, at any rate, without
excessive grumbling and self-pity. (2) Why

sakt'_s. ‘lt’s his business, Peace, War, rather than by the pundits of Socialism.
Legislation, Finance—what have the He is full of grand projects of inter-
people to do with such things? Of nationalism and anti-military propaganda

course the people have to pay, of course
the people have to serve; but that should
suffice them. They have a place in
policy; from them come two essential
things, the army and the budget. To be
liable to contribute, and to be liable 10 |
serve; is not that enough? What more
should they want?

“They are the military and financial
arm. A magnificent role. Taxation and
the civil list are the salaries paid by the
peoples and earned by the prince. The
people give their blood and their money,
iIn return for which they are led. To

rather
industries, or with the municipalisation of
gas and water.”

wish to lead themselves! What an absurd
idea! They require a guide; being ignor-
ant, Lh‘E'}' are blind. Has not the blind
man his dog? But why are the people
ignorant? Because it is good for them.
Ignorance is the guardian of virtue.
'th_ru; there is no perspective there is no
ambition. The ignorant man is in useful
darkness. He who reads, thinks; who
thinks, reasons. But not to reason is
duty. These truths are incontestable;
society 15 based on them.”

(2) The life and trial of Thomas
M_u:r. Advocate, of Hwntershill, Glasgow
(1765-98,) tried for sedition before the
High Court of Fusticiary in Scotland, and
sent 1o transporiation for 14 years:

“I consider the ignorance of the people,
on the one hand, to be the source from
which despotism flows. I consider, on
the other hand, an ignorant people, im-
pressed with a sense of grievances, and
wishing to have these grievances redressed,
10 be exposed to certain misery and to
complete ruin. Knowledge must always
precede Reformation, and who shall dare
to say that the people should be debarred
from information where it concerns them
so materially. 1 exhorted them 1o adopt
none but measures which were constitu-
tional, and entreated them to connect
liberty with knowledge, and both with

Curious ¢ Justice’

always

M AGISTRATES and judges

little mercy for anyone

show very
before them who has been found guilty
of violence against a policeman, and in-
deed the “cat” has been retained in this
country for only one “crime’”: that of

asseulting @ prison officer.

But it appears that not such a serious
view iz 1aken, at least by some arbiters
of the law when the processes are reversed
and the police officer takes “the law into
his own hands”, as the magistrates always
put it in such such.

A 34-year-old Barnsley man, Leslie
Rodburne, was recently arrested on a
charge of being found in possession of
cervain goods.

After being put in a cell at Cudworth
Police Station he was taken into the police
affice where there were nine police officers.
There, he alleged, he was tub}:::tgd 10 8
“softening-up process” to make him talk,

He had, however, no serious complaint
to make against any constable except
P.C. Holmes, who, he alleged, punched
him about the head and face and kicked
him in the ribs when mson:hcﬂm

leaded not guilty
L. o2 used an “offensive

than with the nationalisation of

Glasgow, 16/6/51. H. T. DERRETT.

SYNDICALISM — THE WORKERS’ NEXT STEP—8

Defence of the Revolution

YNDICALISTS, like Anarchists, do not make a virtue of occupation of the factories, those factories will Suffer if violence

necessity, and they recognise that the end does not justify
the means, but that the means are governed by the ends in
view. With this in mind, we have to consider now the Syndicalist
attitude to violence, for the argument is often put forward that
Anarchists and Syndicalists must be pacifists, since it is incon-
sistent to denounce the State for its violence if you are prepared
to resort to violence yourself.

Now, no reasonable person believes that the use of force
solves any argument, and, in spite of the popular misconception,
Anarchists do not “believe in” violence, any more than the
society they want to see is one where everybody rushes around
killing everybody else because there is no longer a police force
to restrain them. We denounce the State because it organises
violence, makes permanent institutions of its violent organisations
and forces its citizens to be violent at its command. If onme of
us murders another individual for motives of our own, we end
up on the gallows, but the State tries to force all its young
men to train for greater efficiency in mass murder for motives
they often do not understand or believe in.

We do not advocate violence as something we approve of
for its own sake, but we do claim the right to resist violence
by anybody else. Even in a Court of Law, the plea of “Self
Defence” is recognised as a valid defence against charges of
murder or manslaughter. Has the citizen, then, no right to
defend himself against the State, if the State uses armed force
against him?

Theoretically, the Social Revolution could be achieved peace-
ably and bloodlessly. The workers could take over the means
of production, and politely inform the employers, the police, the
lawyers and the prison officers, the Civil Service and the Armed
Forces that their services were no longer required in those
capacities and that they could come and do some useful work
for a change. And, theoretically, they could all accept it. There
is even a school of thought which maintains that all these
reactionary forces would melt away in the face of a majority
in Parliament opposed to their existence!

But, alas, this remains—theory. The history of the 20th
century alone shows us that reaction knows a thing or two better
than that. If a little tampering with the Constitution does not
do the trick, then there could be a march on Rome, a burning
of the Reichstag, a Franco uprising—a seizure of power ome
way or another. Either way it eventually comes to the same
thing: a direct struggle between the people and the State.

Where the people have the advantage is in the fact that
the State can only function through their acquiescence. The
forces of the State, after all, are manned by workers in uniform.
No longer does a regular army of mercenaries blindly serve
authority. The conscript armies of to-day are unwilling soldiers,
already with a grievance against the State which unwarrantably
interferes with their lives, Although revolutionaries are accused
of disaffecting the troops, it is seldom that affection exists in
the first place!

Supposing, then, that workers began taking over industry on
@ large scale. A social general strike was turning into a social
revolution. Obviously, the Goyernment would take action to
defend the employers’ interests and to maintain their position
by force. (Remember that in the 1926 British
warships uppearced on the Clyde, the Thames,
~ What s the first line of defence

 the

and replied, “Yus, I get a job when I
can—same as wot yer does yerself.” That
concluded the cross-examination.

—Lord Stansgate, in a recent broadcast.

do the middle classes possess, or_imagine
that they possess, God-given rights to
amenities and services not enjoyed by the
workers and which, indeed, it is appar-

is used against them. Now every employer will hesitate—and
the State is just another employer in this sense—to sanction the
destruction of his property, even if he seems to be losing it.
He would rather take the chance/ of pulling a political or
financial trick after the trouble is over (as has been done so
often) and perhaps get back in control that way. It's up to
the workers to see that he doesn’t.

The second defensive measure is the setting up of workers’
militias. These differ fundamentally from the official army of
the State in that there is no intention of making them a per-
manent institution, and in the fact of their decentralised control.

Workers’ militias are formed by workers who take up arms
to defend their revolutionary gains. They consist of volunteers
only, any form of conscription being in contradiction to the aim
of the Syndicalists. The conscious worker-in-arths has only two
aims: to prevent the means of production falling back into the

hands of the ruling class, and to get back to his constructive

life as soon as possible.
In Italy, in 1920, the employers locked-out the workers to

enforce a wage-cut. The workers replied by taking possession
of the factories and beginning to work them themselves.
Peasant syndicates organised food supplies, transport syndicates
carried it to the towns, power workers got on with their jobs—in
a word, a revolutionary economy was being established.
Workers' militias were organised, armed from the armaments
factories, but—they were not used.

The State and the up-and-coming Fascisti were helpless igainst
the workers in control and with arms to defend themselves.

In Spain, in 1936, the story had the big difference that the
revolution there was an answer to an officer-class putsch by
Franco and his fellow-generals and fascists. There had to be
fighting from the beginning. So the workers, already organised
in strong Syndicalist and Anarchist movements, created their
militias. immediately. They raided barracks for arms, in some
cases having to overcome stiff opposition, in others bemg
promptly joined by the soldiers. They took over the arms
factories, and in fact created an armoured car industry where
none had existed before, o

Men like Durrutti sprang into prominence through their
extraordinary grasp of revolutionary strategy. His column went
to the aid of beleaguered Madrid, which Franco boasted would
be in Fascist hands within three days. It was nfarly three

year before Madrid fell, although long before that the workers® |

militias had been absorbed intb the centralised army of the
Fascist coalition, and had thus lost the striking-force
their early revolutionary enthusiasm had given
The Spanish militias were organised in small, mob
on an autonomous basis, but close co-operation and
of information bound them together. There was no h
of officers, all the men being equal, and free to
they wanted to—but they did not. In the rear, tk
workers were building a free society. They had sor

ently wicked and immoral of the workers
to expect?

“The most .annoying and infurieting
thing about these people with their hand-
some incomes and comfortable pensions is
the way in which they assume that they
are magnanimously ‘making sacrifices’ for
the workers. Are these retired profes-
sional people aware that their pénsions are,
a charge on production, and ﬂ“m
duction depends entirely on wi 3
who alone can give real value to the
money amounts of these pensions? That,
in fact, the workers are ‘making sacrifices’
for them rather than the reverse? Are
they aware, however, that no pensions
await the majority of these workers on
retirement other than the meagre State
pensions, and that these are only assured
to them by the Welfare State, at which
contributors to the Spectator never seem
to get tired of sneering?

“It would be interesting, for purposes
of comparison, to publish an article show-
ing how one of the many aged couples in
this district manage to ‘make ends meet’
on a weekly income of £2 12s. per week,
and how their budget compares with
of the retired headmaster with his
per year and the parson with his
But, of course, these people are inartics
late. They cannot write articles for ¢
Spectator. Therefore, presumably, th
just don’t count.” '

MEETINGS AND
ANNOUNCEMENTS

LONDON ANARCHIST
GROUP
OPEN-AIR MEETINGS ar
E ES . d 3.30
ar 3.30 p.m. .
INDOOR EriNes ™ -
E Sunday at 7.30 p.m. i
a:um PORCUPINE (corner Char
Cross Road at Gt. Newport Str
next Leicester Sq. Underground Sta,
LAST MEETING: :

JULY 8—Francis Tonks
SOME ASPECTS OF ANARCHISA

These Meerings are suspended for
the Sumer months. _ -
will re-commence in
SEPTEMBER.

Watch this column for future
Announcements.

NORTH-EAST LONDON
DISCUSSION MEETINGS
IN EAST HAM

ar 7.30 ¥
JULY 10—Round Tabl
ANARCHISM & MYSELF.
JULY 24—Discussion on
FUTURE GROUP ACTIVITY.
Enquiries ¢/o Freedom Press
SOUTH LONDON

Fortnightly meetings, sponsored &y
the S. London Anarchist Group,
are held on alternate Tuesdays,

ar 7.30 p.m. at the

-

fight for, and knew it was worth it. The workers'
the factory was matched by the militiamen's equall
field. The end—the free decentralised
reflected in the means, d

The very fact that Syndicalists are not secking poy
the answer to the pacifist arguments that

OCH

inevitably corrupts the revolution, “as has
pust”. Russia is quoted as the supreme exam
force took forms quite unconnected with the
wrian revolution,  The tercor against cou
Mor instance; which only created again
tion sought to destroy, was the work
‘uiming  consolidating their own p




