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Of virtuous soul commuands not.
nor obeys:

Power, like 2 desolating pesti-
{ence. "

Pollutes whate'er it touches.

~SHELLEY (Qucen Mub ).
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Threepence

LEVERYWHERE in the world to-
** day rulers are commenting with
satisfaction on the armed strength
they have achieved. or pointing with
concern at weaknesses which require
to be filled in’ The U.S. Director
of Defence Mobilisation, making
his quarterly rteport to President
Truman, records “impressive pro-
gress in developing the military
and economic strength to oppose
aggression and™ (rather surprisingly)
“promote peace”. He warned how-
ever that “adequate strength is by
no mean$ achieved yet™.

*Although much has been accom-
plished. in enlarging the nation’s
industrial base and in raising the
flow of military equipment, the
\greater part of the defence mobilisa-
‘tion effort still lies ahead. Most of
he military goods authorised by
W ongress are yer to be delivered.”
The Times calls this “painting this
Pncouraging picture . . .7

N.A.T.O. Power in Europe
General Ridgway, Supreme Allied
ommander in Europe, had much
e same kind of thing to say in
ris on QOctober 6th: “There is
ilitary power in being, in Western
grope.” he said. “far greater to-
' than that which existed when
North Atlantic Treaty became
ective. Any assailant can to-day
sure of finding his path a great
harder and more costly should
& now assault us than would have
n the case at that time.”

ord Ismay had much of the same
nor to say recently.

Meanwhile, the recent air defence
ercise, said to involve a quarter of
million persons, is described as
he largest ever known.

In Russia, Too
It is needless to say that the
“peace-loving Soviet Union” is in
the same siate of readiness.
Marshal Vassilievsky claimed at the
Communist Party Congress in Mos-

eligious Leaders
Condemn
“ Apartheid ”

HE official doctrines of Dr.

Malan’s government recently
received further official condemna-
ion in this country, when the

INCREASING ARMED MIGHT

cow that “the new five-year plan
(1951-56) would create conditions
for a better supply of first-class
modern arms and munitions in
considerably greater quantities than
during the war.”

In Germany, armies are arising on
each side of the frontier with the
East.  Within seven years of the
ending of the war, arms production
is in full swing. every nation is
prepared not merely with vast
supplies of arms, but with shadow
factories ready for conversion over-
night to enormously increased arma-
ments production.

Drain on Human Wealth
Such “economic™ uactivity is an
appalling drain on the potential

wealth production of the world. In
such an atmosphere, with its anxiety.
its short-term perspectives, how can
any social progress attain to a wide
vision? No one seriously believes
that armaments prevent wars, and
it is becoming increasingly apparent
that their production provides the
means whereby wages are still paid
out, though wealth is not increased.
How few people believe that war
will not come? And how dreary
is the prospect of “peace™ devoted

to an armaments race which
strangles all schemes for social
improvement!

This is the “encouraging picture™
of the newspapers.

¢«“«MOB

\WHATEVER can be said against
s Herbert Morrison—and it is plenty
—there 1s no doubt that his attitiude to
his own defeat in the elections for the
Labour Party WNatioral Executive, at
Morecambe. earned him the respect of
the delegates who had just rejected him.

Morrison. of course, is the supreme
Party man. He has been through the
Party from bottom to top; he is the
committee-man, organiser and wire-
puller-in-chief, and it is because of this
that he kncw well enough how to react
to the conference’s decision. Bitter as
the pill was to swallow, he swallowed it
with relatively good grace—knowing, no
doubt. as everybody knows, that what-
ever the Delegate Conference may resolve
it is the Parliamentary Party which has
the final say in the actions of the Party
in Parliament.

The same compromise was not shown
by some other supporters of the
“orthodox™ Party line. Hugh Gaitskell,
for example. must have done himself
(and the anti-Bevanites) a considerable
amount of harm among the rank-and-file
of the Partv, by his bad-tempered refer-
ence to “mob rule”.

It is always amusing to see how. when
supporting their established leaders (and
established leaders are invariably re-
actionary) the membership of any organ-
isation are regarded as responsible and
right-thinking. But as soon as they begin
to criticise, or worse still, to act against
the Executive. they become the tools of
agitators practising mob rule,

Clement Atilee, too, leader of the
Party. emerged from his long silence
about the Bevanites, by bringing up the
well-worn phrase about “a Party within
a Party”. But it’s too late, Clem. To
go into the attack now looks too much
like being a bad loser. and if there is

hbishop of Canterbury and
iof Rabbi .

s and Jews,
rdlbishczg said
age had seen the growth of
new lerm, apartheid, meaning
I eparateness; the doctrine that the
ight way to deal with mankind in
eir groups was to keep them apart
om one another. One separated
ting dogs, it was the only thing
e could do about it, and, if men
re like animals then apartheid
s the answer, bul it was not a
imun remedy and certainly not a
e remedy. The Council of
ristians and Jews sought to rise
bove il to an atmosphere in which
might be tolerance; not a mere
ctive attitude, but a positive exer-
e of human brotherhood by
lerstanding between one another
a feeling for one another.”
e Archbishop of Canterbury
d by Chief Rabbi,

A nd the Home
i §1r_§G id Maxwell Fyfe.
s of good will were read
. Churchill and the Ameri-
ssador. ‘

anything the jolly sporting British public
does not like. it’s a bad loser.

Another ex-Minister, John Strachey,

ﬁc sense to see this, and gently
ugh Gaitskell for his remark
abo rule. The democralic de-
cisions the conference, said Strachey,
mus! be carried out, Strachey has been.
up to now, more or less a supporter of
the Attlee “orthodox" leadership. By his
rebuke of Gaitskell he has at least moved
lo a centre posilion—a more convenient
position from which to jump on lo the
Bevan bandwagon when the time comes.
This would be right in the tradition of
the man who in the past has jumped
from the Fascists to the Cominunisis Lo
the Labour Pariy when he has seen which
way the political wind was blowing.

But what of Bevan himself? In my
opinion, Bevan has done no harm to the
Labour Party at all. In fact, quile the
contrary- -he bhas done it a world of
good. Since their friumphani eatry into
power in 1945 the Labour Party has
undergone 2 sieady decline w the sup-
port il received {rom its rank and file.
The inspiration and enthusiasm for the
Welfare State that swept the Party to
power has withered away in the face of
the reality. It has loag since been
realised by the rank and file that things
were nol going to by so radically dif-

ferent after all—troops were still sent
into the docks to break a strike—
dockers could be prosecuted for en-

couraging their fellows to go on strike—
wage f could be introduced—

After Morecambe

RULE?”

conscription made permanent and the
period of National Service extended—
export drives and rearmament pro-
grammes, resulting in harder work and
sacrifices for workers—ail these went on
under the Labour Government just us
they would have done under the
Conservatives.

So nawurally the rank and file was
getting fed-up. The 1950 election, leaving
Labour with only a tiny fraction of its
1945 majority gave the- warning signal.
And Nye Bevan was that much ahead
of Attlee and the rest of the leaders to
see and take heed of it. Labour was
due to be slung out in 1951 whether
Bevan had resigned or not. He lost only
a few months' pay at Ministerial rate
(part of which he recovered by having
the time to pay a visit to Yugoslavia
and write a series of articles on Tito for
the Tory Evening Srandard!) and in
return has steadily built himself up as
the next leader of the Labour Party.
while bringing back to the Party a liveli-
ness. appeal, and support such as it had
not had since 1947.

Once again there is a sense of mili-
tancy within the Party. By continually
talking about socialism, the Bevan group
are bringing back many Party workers
who had drifted away from the deadly
dullness of the Cripps-Bevin-Attlee
leadership. The ups and downs of the
Bevanites' paper, Tribune, gives a reliable
guide to all this. At about the same
time that FREEDOM was becoming a
weekly, last year (a very short time be-
fore Bevan's resignation), Tribune fell
from a weekly to a fortnightly. It has
now gone back to a weekly with a
new formal, with, it tells us, a bigger
circulation than ever before.

The Bevan group has revived support
for the Labour Party—and if at the next
election Labour gets back into power,
they will have “the ambitious demagogue
who called one-half of his fellow coun-
trymen ‘vermin’,” as Churchill called
Bevan, 10 thank for it.

Of course. in the process, heads will
roil.  Just as Ernest Bevin kicked out
George Lansbury when he had served
his purpose, Aneurin Bevan will kick out
Clement Atilee when the time is ripe.
It is the inevitable process up the ladder
to power,

But for the rank and file? No change.
A change at the top does not aflect the
relationship  between the top and the

bottom. There is no such thing as mob
rule. A mob s always ruled by some-
body, When 1he working-class becomes

a collection of thinking and responsible
human beings they will cease to be ruled
by anybady. And they will ccase to

follow leaders, whether orthodox or
heretic. Right. Left or Centre.
Then it will be the turn of the

Bevanites, or their fulure equivalent, 1o
howl aboul “mob rute™, PS.

“WHO WILL DO THE DIRTY
WORK ?”
IN response to readers’ requests,
the recent FREFDOM article by
Tony Gibson on “Who will do the,
dirty work?” has been reprinted as
a twopenny leaflet.

AFRICAN

MAU MAuU:

AFFAIRS

SYMPTOM OF A SICK SOCIETY

The old chicf prayed: “In your hindness you gave our fathers this beautiful

land : do not let it pass from us now.

There are those who came as friends but

naw they H'JMIJ_ take our land: look down and do not ler it pass from us now.
We were born in this beautiful land: our fathers and mothers were born in this
beawtiful land: our children were born in this beantiful land, and their children

were born in if. 100.

in mercy. God, and hear our praver

Do not let it pass from us now.
lead us as you led your servant Moses out of hondage to freedom.
vou should keep us under vour protection and guard us from our enemies.
again we pray for our lund for our land is the blood of our life.

We pray that you should
We pray that
And
Look down

There was nothing more 1o say then: there is nothing more (o say now,
except that 1 left Kenva feeling there was desperately little time left for God to

grant the old chief's praver.
*

IT is very difficult to get reliable 1n-
A formation about the actvities of the
Mau Mau secret society in Kenya. Te
the popular press secret oaths to drive
out Europeans and the beheading of
headmen loyal to the British are a news
story likely to bring out all its powers of
sensational misrepresentation.  The New
Statesman on the other hand. teils us
that, “"When the press in Kenya began to

publish hysterical speeches and Ieute}:'s
<

about the danger of Mau Mau. t
African members of the Legislative
Council, with the Chiefs and leading

figures in the Kenya African Union (now
recognised to be the most represenaiive
African organisation), called a meeting
of thirty thousand people not only to
denounce violence but to warn Africans
against participation in secret and sub-
versive activities, and to appeal to them

Shops to Stay Open

Later

T'HE Home Office has anonunced that

shops will soon be allowed to return
to the pre-war closing time of 8 p.m..
and one night a week they may stay open

till 9 p.m. Great news for shop
assistants!
Mr. Alan Birch, general secretary of

the Union of Shop Distributive and
Allied Workers (membership 350.000).
last night commented: “The union op-
poses any atempt to extend present
shopping hours.”

But it is.undoubtedly true that present
shopping hours are very inconvenient—
especially for single workimg pezople who
find the shops opening and closing at the
same times as they have to go to work
and to lunch.

_ Nevertheless. the shop assistants are

right to resist extension cf working hours.
The only answer at the moment seems to
be a shift system.

The real answer. of course. is the
abolition of the money, wage and price
machinery, then customers could help
themselves to what they wanted and
shops could be left open all the time!

PETER ABRAHAMS, in a broacast last August.

to discipline themselves against any pro-
vocation (0 break thz law.,

It can be stated beyond doubt that the
significance of Mau Mau has been fan-
tastically exaggerated by a group of
European setilers. small in number but
influential. who are conscious of the
instability of their domination of Kenya.’

Miss Elspeth Huxley, a well-informed
observer of African affairs, does not be-
lieve that the mainspring of Mau Mau
activities 15 political. She says:

“Discontent arising from other causes
is. 1 believe, being cleverly manipulated
by a small group of politically-minded
men. who stay behind the actual scene
of politics and whose director, a subtle,
clever and possibly even diabolic man. is
well-known to  everyone but eludes
implication. These men have watched
over and encouraged the growth of the
Mau Mau for several years and are now
quite cynically using it for their own
purposes. It seems likely, however, that
a movement fostered in its earlier stages
by the more sophisticated has now got
out of hand,

“The roots of the Mau Mau spring
from a maladjusimzat of society, Bore-
dom. | am sure. is one of the major
causes.  Briush rule has brought many
benefits and they are real ones; but also
it has taken much away. M has taken
most of the colour, excitement and open
satisfaction of the passions which tribal
lime amply provided for. Gone are the
cattle raids. the tribal wars, the prospect
of loot, the sacrifices. the public execu-
tions. the numerous festivals and the
dances condemned by Western opinion
as indecent; gone, too. in large measure,
tha secret socicties which were so much
a part. in many regions, of tribal organi-
sation. Almost everything that made life
exciting. unexpected and stimulating has,
in fact. disappeared.”

This may very well be true, but the
political conditions for an outburst of
trresponsible  terrorism., Mr. Mbiyu
Koinage said in London last January,
“The Africans are knocking in a peaceful
way al the door of co-operation, and that
door is not even open.” He was speak-
ing at the press conference called by the
Kenya African Union after its delegation
had been refused an interview by both

8" Continued on p. 3

THE WEALDSTONE DISASTER

HE train disaster at Harrow had

all the horror of such catas-
trophes in a machine civilisation.
One feels just the same sense of
the appailling as with mining dis-
asters or when large ships are lost
at sea.

Over and above the horror of the
accident itself, however, is the way
in which such events are received.
On the spot there is an immediate
manifestation of mutual aid, and
all the social virtues immediately
show themselves. But beyond the
immediate  vicinity there is all
the distastefulness of an obsessive
interest in horror.

Dwelling on Details

The newspapers treat such events
as the most important happening of
the time. No detail is too small to
be brought out in relief. Already
on the day of the accident it was
realised to be the worst disaster
since 1915. But as the number of
the dead began to rise, the news-
papers almost seemed to be hoping
that it would surpass the former
disaster and become the worst
accident on record in the history of
railways in Britain.

Although one cannot fail to be
repelled by the attitude of the news-
papers, there can be little doubt that
they do no more than reflect the
attitude of the public. At the
cinemas, the news-reels were show-
ing the latest pictures of the tragedy,
with enormous announcements out-
side.

Abnormal Response of Society

Once again, therefore, we have the
spectacle of a ghastly human dis-
aster becoming a source of increased
income to the newspaper organisa-
tions and the cinema. We see a
public evincing an altogether too
avid interest in it—an interest which
testifies to an abnormal attitude
lying only just below the surface,
ready to seize on an occasion like
this for respectable and legitimate
manifestations of interest.

To an-objective observer, the res-
ponse of the public to death by
violence whether in such accidents
or in the murders of women or
children is plainly abnormal. 1t is
clear evidence of the abnor_mal
pathological nature of our society,
and cannot be overlooked.
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Point of View:

THE efects of a gencrous and regular

allowance of punishments—expensive
Ones. too—are conveniently apparent in
the case of the old lag. It is a waste of
time¢ and money to go on punishing
someone in the same old way for some-
thing he 1s going to go on doing. The
recidivist looks on society as his enemy
and every fresh term of imprisonmcnf
contirms this impression. Why should he
put himself out for an institution which
dislikes him so much?

A similar frame of mind. as parents
know to their cost. can sometimes de-
velop in children. Prof. Richard Ellis,
in his Blackader oration to the Canadian
Medical Association this vear, pointed out
that the response of a child to punish-
ment depends, in the first place. on his
relation with his parcots. Where the
child is secure in the knowledge that the
predominant feeling his parents have for
him is love. where the parents are at one
with cach other. and where the child is
able to express his own affection for
them. punishment is likely to be most
often effective and least often necessary.
But the child feels for his parents
hostility as well as love, and rtightly
opines that they feel much the same for
tam. f at some moment he fears that
their hostility outweighs their love, he
may go on provoking them to punish
him. in order to prove to himself that
they are not as dangerous as he fears,
and—more important still-—to make cer-
tain there wiil be a satisfactory recon-
ciliation afterwards. He is seeking re-
assurance and love, though his behaviour
often gives the opposite impression. But
if his fears are wecll grounded—if
he believes with some justice that one
or other of his parents 1s rejecting
him—punishment assumes a much more
frightening and damaging réle. 1t 1s no
longer an incident imposcd on a back-
ground of affection: it is an expression
of enmity; and every time he is punished
without satisfactory reconciliation he be-
comes further estranged from his parents
and more convinced that at bottom they
hate him. Punishment then loses its
effect on his behaviour: and of coursec
this may lead to excessive punishment.
From being defiant the child assumes a
“don't care™ attitude, which is the despair
of parents because it makes him in-
accessible. Really it is the child’s de-
fence against his “intensely painful and
damaging” sense of Dbeing unloved.
Punishment is now an incident against a
background of hostility. which the child
feels powerless to change. Professor Ellis
might have added that the parents, 100,
may feel powerless to change it. Love
is not to be commanded. and some
emotionally disturbed children, like some
normal children, are harder io love than
others, The very utmost their parents
mav feel able to offer them is kindly
treatment; but very few disturbed chil-
dren are taken in by the counterfeit. In
such circumstances they may well be less
harassed. and less harassing, with others,
anvhow for a time. than they are with
their own family: better tepidity from a
stranger than dislike from one’s own flesh
and blood.

The emotionally disturbed child is, of
course, likely to get into conflict with
more than his parents, and to make him-
self a nuisance Lo society at large; and
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FREEDOM BOOKSHOP

People of the Deer Farley Mowat [5/-

This book describes the life of
the Ihalmiut Eskimo of the
Canadian Arctic.

“It is st once a confession
of regained faith in humanity by
contact with a remnant of its
most primitive and hard-pressed
elements, a notable teld study
in human ecology and anrhro-
pology, #nd a sombre crusade
against the decimation of Aretic
natives by the fluctuations in ne

fur trade. The author traces
with a beautiful _clanty the
material and spiritual  bonds

between land, decr and people,

" and the precarious ecological
balance which had been struck
between the forefathers of this
handful of men and the antlered
multitude.’’ — Times [Literary
Supplentent.

Ravens and Prophets
George Woodeock
Anaother wravel book from Canada
m which George Woodcock des-
cribes his journcys in  Hritich
Columbia. Alberin and Southern
Alaska, and gives en account of
the old Red Irdian civilisation
and of the life of the Doukhohors.
The Big Tree of Mexico
[ John Sleaping
A sculptor tells of his life
Mesienn Iadian villoges.
Must Man Wege War ?

F.A.E Crow 1/6
Must we figh 13 id Le

15/

16/~

the eflects of 2 )

What can we d -
These are o
discussed by a
this new Thyi

Sexual Life of

Reprint of t
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the part which punishment should play
in helping him 1o adjust himself necds
consideration, Professor Ellis recognises
five types of punishment—vengeance,
deterrent punishment, puni§hmcnt 'by
restitution or atonement. vicarious punish-
ment., and  self punishp\cnl. Whl‘c
vengeance notoriously relieves the ‘fc'e]-
jngs of the bystanders. public opinion
has gradually rcacted against it. We no
longer favour public cxccutions, or the
pillory; and wc are, he thinks, slowly
turning against the usc of corporal
punishment in schools.  Whether or not
a given punishment will acl as a deter-
rent. cither of the offender, or of others
minded to commit his fault, will depend
on the attitudes and relationships of the
people concerned. If a boy'at the gang
age feels more loyalty to the gang than
to the society he has offended. the deter-
rent citects of punishment may well be
small. Punishment by atonement is a
function of self-punishment: a lively
conscience demands that the wrongs done
lo othcrs are made good. Vicarious
punishment went out with whipping boys.
In the last analysis, punishment by a
parent with whom the child is on good
terms is reassuring, enabling him in time
to take over the cthical standards of
the community he lives in, and also the
responsibility for seeing that he maintains
them. Those who have te deal with
maladjusted or delinquent children have
thercfore 10 remedy the underlying defect
rather than to concentrate on the super-
ficial manifestations of emotional dis-
dbrder. Their first task is to ge the child

1o’ realisc that adults are not funda-
mentally hostile. and to provide the
background of affection and security

which the child lacked in his own home:
for, unlike the old lag. he has seldom
acquired an irreversible belief in society’s
hostile intentions. But it is both uscless
and harmful to persist with methods
which have already convinced him that
he is among encmics,

This constructive view of punishment,
so plainly stated by Professor Ellis. is
aiso implicit in a London County Coun-
cil pamphlet, “Punishment in Schools,”
intended by the council’s ecducation

foster harsh standards in pupils. and that
corporal punishment should be reserved
for special cases which threaten the well-
being of the school ar class and then
used only after other methods have
failed. Even then, the pamphlet says, is
corporal punishment likely 10 succeed?
The staff, in some schools are so doubi-
ful of its results that they have given
it up altogether. Criticism should be
good-humoured. sarcasm discarded, deten-
tion ordered sparingly. The children
should share in the task of maintaining
discipline, and be encouraged to take
responsibility for their acts and 1o control
their desires. “To be lasting, conformity
must come from within, not imposed
from without,”

—The Lancet. 11/10/52.
*

The foregoing is not taken from
an anarchist paper or, indeed. from
any political adherent of radical
social change. 1t appeared as an
editorial-comment in the Lancer of
11/10/52, a medical paper which
for more than a hundred years has

THE LIBERTARIAN

"T'HE North-East London Anarchist

Group has issued a duplicated
bulletin. “*primarily for the purpose
of bringing the ideas of the group to
a wider audience™.

The first issue of The Libertarian
contains an article on “The Meaning
of Anarchism,” an extract from a
talk given to the group by Arlhu.r
Uloth on “Sex and the Colour Bar.”
and from a talk by Edgar Priddy
on “The Myth of the Superman,”
an account of the life of Errico
Malatesta, and the first of a series
by Pecter Green, called **Round the
World.” which surveys the world’s

USES OF PUNISHMENT

maintained an attitude of radicalism
and humanitarianism. The outlook
it expresses on the question of
punishment shows how far advanced
ideas have progressed towards the
anarchist point of view.

FREEDOM, or anarchists generally,
will not agree with all the views
expressed above, and would reject
punishment even more radically.
But it must be remembered that
even advanced ideas see punishment
as a necessary, though dwindling,

FILMS

FREEDQ M

adjunct 1o un education which aymg
at fiting a child to take 1ts place
in society—society as we know it
Anarchists are concerned to fit
society and social institutions 1o its
individual members and so have
much less use for punishment than
the more orthodox progressives. But
the conclusions of the Lancer
article are an important indication
of the extent to which well-informed
people tind themselves in sympathy
with views expressed and fought for
by anarchists, even when they are
unawiare that such convergence is
occurring.

Men at their best & their worst

“KON-TIKI” & “"STRANGERS
IN THE HOUSE" (Curzon

Cinema, London)

AS a general rule, the double feature
programme js a (hing 10 be avoided,
for it seems it was invented 10 solve
the problem of how 1o get people out
of the cinema after having seen the pro-
pramme once. However, with “Strangers
in the House™ and “Kon-Tiki" it can
be truthfully said that either alone is
worth secing and that the programme as
a whole forms an organic unity.
“Kon-Tiki” is a cine-film record of the
expedition about which a book was
wrilten. The book was a best-seller and
it is always interesting 1o observe what
books arc best-sellers. The present run
Is on cscape books and adventure books;
there was at one time a doctor phase
(The Citadel, San Michele), an animal
phase (Owd Bob, My Friend Flicka), a
sheikh phase, a South Sea lIsland phase.
These books are clues to the public feel-
ing of the time. The present phase is an
admiration of (or an assent in) the ecfforts
of an individual, or a small group to
attain an object by defeating authority.
In prison camp escapes, it is the authority
of the prison guards. Therc is the re-
markable narrative of the prisoners who
escaped to climb a mountain, and the

over scientific pundits who said it didn’t
happen like that” and “you can’t do
that”. These men of the Kon-Tikj
proved that it did and you could. Such
a film and such a book restores one's
faith in the powers of individual men and
in the values of human relationships alter
mass warfare, power politics and welfare
stares.

“Strangers in the
us with another facet of the same
phenomena. T is a detective story and
the detective story is another guide to the
sickness of our time. Simenon, the
author is not just a detective story writer
but shows in this a deep psychological
awareness. The climax of the film comes
when Raimu. as Loursat the defence
advocat, delivers an attack on the parents
of the voung gangsters and the lack of
sacial Iifc in the French provincial town.
He lists the café-bars and brothels and
notes that there are no swimming pools
or recreation clubs in which tHuse
children can work off a craving fo
excilement,

Loursat’s criticism is a little too limite
and specialised, but he does make th
point that we live in a delinquent societ
{i.e.. onc that has failed in its duty) an
it is socicty that is in need of refor
and not the young gangsters,

With “Kon-Tiki" to show us men

House” presents

inspectorate. who are responsibic for the
suggestions in it, 1o stimulate discussion.
They nole that punishment in schools is
declining. that harsh methods by teachers

BY giving pride of place to the Communists as the

spearhead of the counter-revolution in Spain, we do
not in any way wish to minimise the responsibility shared
with them by the Socialists and other “anti-fascist”
parties. Nor does their action in any way detract
from the often counter-revolutionary policies of the
C.N.T.-F.A.l. leadership. We propose to deal with the
rale of the Communists in order to dispose of the myth,
that dies hard. of the important réle played by the C.P.
in the struggle against Franco and which has been spread
far and wide by millions of books and pamphlets pub-
lished during®hose eventful years and since, both by the
Communists themselves and by the fellow travelling
writers of the time. These were completely taken in by
the stories of Communist “efficiency”, of the “dis-
interested™ aid given to Spain by Russia, and last but not
least. by the Popular Front tactics of the C.P. Perhaps
it will also explain how a party insignificant in wnfluence
and numbers, was able to play the dominating role that
the C.P. did play in Spain, not for unity and victory over
Franco. but as the architects of disunity, counter-
revalution and defeat.

L . L]

Figures for the membership of the C.P. in Spain before
the February 1936 elections are consistént among non-
Communist observers at 3,000, but even pro-Communist
sources admit to only ten times this number. The fact
remains that during the fifteen years of their existence
as a Party they had not succeeded in building up a
solid working-class following except in Seville and
Asturias. Until 1934, faithfully following the Comintern
line, their policy was one of Left extremism and of
opposition to all compromise with the bourgeois state.
But at the time of the signing of the pact between France
and Russia the Comintern dropped its Left extremism
lactics in favour of support for Popular Fronts, and
mnfiltration in the once despised bourgeois parties. The
programme of the Popular Front in Spain was of such
a mild nature that even the Socialist proposal that the
land should be nationalised was dropped because it was
not acceplable to the republicans. But this did not disturb
the Communists with whose ability to switch poiicies
without cven the slightest biush of shame, we are all too
well aware. Moscow was. at that time anxious to prove
to the Weslern Powers that it had ceased to be revolu-
tionary and was a desirable ally. This twist of Russian
foreipn policy explains the swing to the Right by the
C.P. in Spain as well as in other countries and the
reluctance with which Russia took any part in the
" Spanish armed struggle. 11 was nol the first occasion that
the Russian fcaders were prepared lo sacrifice revolu-
tionary situations, including those in which their own
- supporters were concerned. where such struggles conflict
ith Russia’s foreign policy.

e elections of February 1936 which resulted in
or the Popular Front, the Communists were
arliamentary seals as against one in the
nent., an increase out of all proportion
in numerical sirength. During the
anco rising. the Communists had

nd means for increasing their

ir membership remained
[ imposing their
spite of their
the basis
gel

he

anarchist movement.

The Libertarian costs threepence
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mountain duly climbed,
prison again,

British foreign policy, with equal success! In Spain
their tactic was no exception to this rule.2? The reader
may recall a reference from Gerald Brenan's Spanisih
Labyrinth, quoted earlier in this study, in which he
pointed out that in those areas where the anarchists
were strongest the socialist movement was most re-
actionary, whereas where the anarchists were In a
minority they succeeded by their militancy in driving the
socialists to the Left. 1t was natural, therefore, that the
Communists, once they had dropped their revolu-
tionary intransigence in favour of bourgeois democracy
and popular frontism, should seek to infiltrate the
socialist movement in those areas where the anarchists
were strongest. And in fact their first success was in
Catalonia. There, the weak Socialists under the leader-

In “Kon-Tiki" there is the asscrtion of
the supremacy of a small band of men

Lessons of the Spanish Revolution-=14
Spearhead of the Counter-revolution

ship of one of the most sinister figures of Spanish

Socialism. Juan Comorera y Soler, “'were more 0 the
Right than any other section of the Spanish Socialists.

In Barcelona, where the labour movement was anarchist, :

they saw their chief task in fighting anarchism”
(Borkenau, The Communist International). Only four
days afler the Franco uprising. the Communists merged
with the Catalan socialists to form the P.S.U.C. (Catalan
Unified Socialist Party). It was the first example of a
socialist party merging with the Communists, and repre-
sented a move most favourable to the Communists who
had no more than 200 members in the whole of Catalonia
at that time. The next step was to win the support of
the other opponents of the anarchists such as the shop-
Keepers, certain sections of the intelligentsia, the white-
collared workers and bourgeois republicans. Little
wonder then that the membership figures of the P.S.U.C.
rose by leaps and bounds during those first months.
But its revolutionary content was nil.

The next step by the Communists was (o exploit
the split in the ranks of the Socialisi-dominated trade
union U.G.T. Their lask was made zll the easier by the

merging of the Socialist Youth Movement (with 200.000

members, according to Breman) with the numerically

weaker Communist Youth to form the J.S.U. (Unified
Socialist Youth).

But clearly, before ithe Communists could impose their
reactionary policies and tactics on
workers, Russian support had to be forthcoming.
Russia’s adhesion to the mon-intervention pact coupled
with the Spanish Communists’
aclivities (in oppesing expropriation of the landed estates
and the factories by the workers and the creation of
workers’ militias; in helping the government to restore
its authority. and supporting the formation of a regular
police force and gendarmerie) did not foment communist
influence among the workers.

Russian intervention in Spain, when it did take place,
was dictated nol by revolutionary motives or Sralin‘s
love for the Spanish people, but by the need for
strengthening Russia’s position in international politics.
According 1o General Krivitsky—who, in his book,
I Was Stalin's Agent (London, 1939), claims to be the

27 “Ar Seville the more militant sections of the workers, the dock
hands and the café waiters belonged to them [the Communists].
The situation here was one of perpetual war with the C.N.T.

with smal! sections of the U.G.T. looking on. . . Fven
allowing f{or the fact that the atmosphere of Seville . . . was
not propitous to the formation of a disciplined proletarian

movement, it must be agreed that the Communist penelrariuu
had destroyed all possébility of working-class solidarity. The
consequences of this were felt when in July General Queipo de
o was able to capture the city——one of the kev points of the

Var—with a (Spanish
k, pp. 306-7.)

andful of men. [Qur italics.]
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counter-revolutionary .

, what he was seeking.

returned to  their best, and “Strangers in the Hous
mankln(_.l at is worst, the reflective mi
can derive benefit from this program
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“sole survivor abroad of the group of Soviet official
who had a direct hand in organising Soviel interventio
in Spain”—ever since Hitler's rise to power in 193
“Stalin’s foreign policy had been an anxious one. He wa
driven by the fear of isolation™. Only when he wa
sure that Franco would not have “a quick and easy’
victory did he decide to intervene in Spain. ‘“His idea
was—and this was common knowledge among us whe
served him—to include Spain in the sphere of the Kremlin’'s
influence. Such a domination would secure his ties with
Paris and London, and thus strengthen, on the other
hand, his bargaining position with Berlin. Once he was
master of the Spanish Government—of vital strategic
importance 1o France and Great Britain—he would find
He would be a force to be
reckoned with. an ally to be coveted”. This may seem
a somewhat far-fetched explanation viewed in a present-
day context, but not so if one recalls that up to 1933
“there was no a single country outside Russia where the
Communists counted as a political force”.28 And again,

'according to Krivitsky, Stalin “Jaunched his intervention

under the slogan: "Stay out of range of artillery fire!’
Fewer than 2,000 Russians were in Spain at any time,
and they were military experts and technicians, political
agitators and members of the O.G.P.U., the notorious
Russian secret police. So far as the fighting was con-
cerned, the Russian’s organised the International
Brigades, composed of men of all nationalities except
Russian.

Not only did Russia see (o it that no Russian soldrer
would be involved. but also made quite sure that
intervention was paid for in advance to the tune of
500 tons of gold from the Bank of Spain which were
transferred to Russian following the result of a secret
arrangement made between the then Prime Minister,
Largo Caballero and the Russian representative in Spain.
At the same time, Stalin sent one Arthur Siashevsky to
manipulate the political and financial reins, and General:
Berzin to organise and direct the army. The Russians
had no doubts that whoever controlled the economics
of a country controlled it politically, and Stashevsky
immediately set about “exerting all his efforts to gather
into Soviet hands the control of the finances of the
The hostility of the Communists to the

.industrial and agricultural collectives was undoubtedly
' politically motivated, linked with the aims of the Russian

controlled Negrin government to centralise all the
economic life of the country so as to bring the workers’
arganisations under its control. It had nothing to do
with the alleged reasons. advanced by the Communists,
that land was being collectivised by force and that
industry was not being operaled in the interests of the
armed struggle,

The Russians also saw to it that not only were the
International Brigades controlled by them but managed
after only a few months™ intervention in Spanish affairs
to ensure that 90°, of all important posis in the Spanish

. War Department were in their hands. and that most of

the political Commisars with the Republican Army were
Communist stalwarts. :

The heroic struggle of the Spanish people tn July 1936
had acted as a powerful magnet in drawing hundreds
of militant anti-fascist exiles from ltaly and Germany,
as well as anti-Communist revolutionaries from all parls

8% Continued on p. 4
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SCRATCH A RUSSIAN

NE of the effects of the risc
of the nation States— - pheno-
menon, after all. of only the past
four hundred years of history—has
been the attribution to indtviduals
of supposed national chyractenstics.
“Scratch a Russian,™ they used to
say, “and you find a Tartar.” In
wartime such conceptions are used
to an enormously inflated extent
as hysteria-propaganda.  “The oaly
good German is a dead German.™
Jerry will always do . . . this, that
or the next thing—uand so on. For
propaganda to foreign Communists
and their dupes it is true that Stalin
claimed carly on in the Nazi-Soviet
war that the German people were
not to be identitied with the Nazis,

how easily the bad habits inculeated
by education and propaganda can
viiate discussion.  With increasing
isolation of nations and suppression
of independent news. it becomes
ever easier for ordinary people to
forget that the ordinary people over
the frontiers are very much more
hike themselves, than their rulers
(who take little account of their
wishes- -for  peace or  otherwise)
represent.

The idea of nation characteristics
is really only a respectable presenta-
tion of such vulgar habits of thought
as are enshrined in such words as
“Boches™.  “niggers™,  “dagoes”.
“eooks™, and so on: words specifi-
cally designed to obscure the human
individual who disappears under
such labels. Internationalists and
socialists have long discarded these
repellent words. They now have to
discard the whole concept which lies
behind very much wider areas of

but that was only for external con-
sumption_ In Russia itself 1t was
always “'the Fascist beast™.

So deeply ingrained is this habit
of idemifying individual men and
women (and even children) with
“their” nation and its supposed
charactenstics that great efforts were
made after the defeat of Germany
10 prove that the population as a
whole were responsible for what
their rulers had done. Victorious
governments and their ruling circles
seemed unable to discard the con-
Cepts convenient to war hatred after
heir usefulness had passed. The
act that the German Government
had had to employ the most ruth-
ess and thorough apparatus of
error in order to get their popula-
1on to accept their rule simply was
nimpaortant to this trend of thought.
Fortunately. the common sense
iew soon prevailed and the men
women and children who
ppen to have been born in
germany were soon recognised to
no different from other folks.
But it prevailed at least partly
pecause there were people who
never had accepted the “national
haracteristic”  line, were pre-
pared to point the common sense
way, and were not drowned by a
totalitarian propaganda system. It
1s obvious that anyone who believes
in internationalism, or the brother-
hood of man, or whatever other
name the idea of mutual co-
operation is clothed in, cannot pos-
sibly swallow the “‘characteristics
of nations™ view of men and women.
Internationalists must  think in
terms of individuals and not of
nations.

But it will not do to under-
estimate the extent to which this
idea of national characier has bitten
into educated thought. In the fol-
lowing example it makes complete
nonsense of his logic, but the
writer is quite unaware of it. Here
is O. M. Green writing in the
Observer about. the new China :

“It is a delusion to think of the
Chinese us a peace-loving race. No
doubt the ‘stupid people’ who make
up mnc-tenths of the nation want
peace, but what they want has
never counied with their rulers.
From the remote days when the
Chinese were spreading out zll over
China from the basin of the Yellow
River, they have been warriors and
empire builders. Bvery new dynasty,
while it was young and lusty, fol-
lowed the same course. That Com-
munism huas made no difference to
the essential imperialism of Chinese
nature is indicated by the fact . . .
eic., etc.”

The passages italicized show
clearly the contradictions. Of course
he contradictions disuppear if one
ontinues to insist on the dis-
inction between (he “stupid people”
who want peace) and their
rulers. “The essentiul imperialism”
hen becomes an altribute not “of
“hinese nature™ but of successive
hinese governments. We are back
the Nazis and the German people.

his distinction is of vital import-
to clear thought on world

contemporary thought on  social
affairs.
UNESCO & ILLITERACY

*“ Half the World Cannot Read
or Write "’

HE United Nations Educational.

Scientific and Cultural Organisation
having. as the Times says. “set out on
a broad front to capture a rather un-
responsive world,™ is now concentrating
its efforts towards development of the
vast backward regions. “lis role, or its
chief one, now seems to be (o do what
is directly in its power to introduce
fundamental cducation schemes into the
swarming areas of illiteracy and technical
incompetence. and. since ils power (o
assist directiy is limited, 10 awaken the
conscience or self-interest of the more
prosperous nations until they, too. shall
“refuse to take evil for granted.”
Unesco’s newly-published Report 1o
the United Narions 1951-52 (H.M.S.0..
135s. 6d.) declares that. *No less than half
the population of the globe—more than
120.000 million—are unable to read and
write,”  Much of the report is taken up
by an account of Unesco's cfforts to
remedy this situation.
“lliteracy.” savs the report. “is not
merely the absence of schooling. 1t goes
together with bad sanitary conditions,
a backward economy. undernourishment.
and a lack of social organisation. 1t ts
both the cause and the etfect of these
circumstances. but the vicious circle
thus created must not be accepted as
something pre-ordained and inevitable.”
Fundamental education must break in.
1t is “a prerequisite for the realisation
of all programmes of technical develop-
ment.” Concerned not only or chiefly
with literacy but with hygiene. techniques
of cultivation, and social organisation, it
is yet “essentiallv locally inspired and
always respectful of traditional customs
and attitudes of mind."”

THE DIVERSITY OF HUMAN
COMMUNITIES
HOUGH it is essential to Professor
= Macbeath’s argument to show that
primitive people, however limited their
attainments and however extraordinary
some of their ideas may seem. do in fact
approach the same sort of social prob-
lems in the same sort of way as the
civilised. he only does so in the latter
part of his book after describing in detail
the wavs of life—the social structure and
moral ideals—of the Trabriand Islanders.
the Bantus of the Tonga tribe. the Crow
Indians and the Australian ahori\gines
A short summary can do little justice to
the ‘amazing variety of these cultures,
each of which is shown to be a single
elaborate and coherent structure.
No doubt anvone who has reflected
on the contrast, say. between ancient
Athens and Sparta ought not to be sur-
prised at the fantastic diversity of human
communities: but Athens and Sparta were
long ago. and have almost the aura of
a fairy-tale. To find small primitive
peoples of to-day displaving to so intense
a degree outward dissimilarity and inward
homogeneity is almost disconcerting. To
take one small example. the Trobrianders
(to whom 1we full chapters are Jevoted.
based. necdless to say. on the classical
studies of Malinowski) allow complete
sexual freedom to their youth, yel they
have frequent contacls with the inhabit-
ants of two neighbouring islands who
have developed “as sirict a code of
sexual morals as the mid-Viclorians™,
And how is one to cxplain such pheno-
mena as that the Tgobrianders have no
laws, courts or police at all. while the
apparently more primitive Bantus have
developed an eluborate system of criminal
and civil jurisdiction? Or the fact that
by some tribes many or most of their
rules of life are regarded as having a
supernatural sanction; by others. none?
Professor Macbeath devotes a special
chapter toa this last question, and con-
cludes thut “marality is in origin and
authority independent of religion™,
—The Times Literary Supplement,
reviewing Experimenss in Living.

The example quoted shows

by A. Macbeath (Macmillan,
/).

COMMENT

A

THE UNTAKEN HARVEST

N this column a few months ago,
newspaper

1 quoted from a
remarks of an Itahan peasant girl
who came to work in this country
as a servant and was amazed at our
complaining of our need for more
home-produced food while we
made, in her opinion, little attempt
to bring unproductive land iato use.
I met recently another Italian who
made the same comment. He was
on a Visit to hts parents in Southern
haly from this country where he had
come in 1943 as a prisoner of war.
He had married here, had two chil-
dren, and worked in a bakery in the
Midlands and spoke derogatively of
the flour—"a bit of British, a bit of
Canadian, a bit of Australian and a
lot of chalk,™ he said). But he also
rented some lund. had a cow and a
pig and a lot of chickens., and kept
his family in vegetables. He had in
fact the small-holding that is the un-
fultilled dream of every bank clerk.
Of course, he spoke very warmly of
his adopted country, but on one
point he had very emphatic views.
England. he declared. was so rich
that 1t wasted everything and Italy
he said was so por that nothing was
wasted there.

This was a very sweeping state-
ment, but Mr. Noel Armstrong of
Norwich would agree with it. Mr.
Armstrong was the founder of the
Norwich and District Food Produc-
tion Council which held its annual
exhibition Jast week. He came back
from the war, the paper says,
“deeply impressed by the thorough
use foreigners make of their land
and appalled by the way the English
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waste it.”" His council declares that:
“Now that so much farmland is
being lost under new housing estates,
every council tenant must be en-
couraged to produce from his garden
at least as much food as the dis-
Possessed farmer produced from the
Same piece of land.”

_One of the fourteen clubs forming
his council claims that its members
have produced 211 different things.
including “such exotic items us figs,
raisins. tobacco and a fur coar’.
They urge that people who srow
vegetables and fruit should also keep
some kind of small livestock, thereby
completing the production circle.
The surplus vegetables feed the live-
stock and the livestock fertilise the

in human terms represents the food
rations and textiles for over [Ofty
million people annually.

L8
At this vears Town DPlansing
Institute summer school. Mr. E. A,

Rowse of the School of Planmng &
Research for Regional Development
gave an address in which he dis-
cussed forecasts of the increase of
the world's population in relation o
the total amount of potentially cul-
tivable land and concluded that “we
should be turning our attention to
the biology and technics of seu-
farming—the cropping and stocking
of the continental shelves and ulti-
mately the depths of the ocean.”

ground. In his speech (after the The Manchester Guardian reports
homegrown luncheon to thirty that in (he subsequent discussion
guests), Mr. Armstrong declared his some speakers “found difticulty
hope that it would one duy be “a in taking his apocalyptic vision
social stigma for a householder to seriously.” But whether you believe

have an uncultivated garden or for
the local authority to have an idle
piece of land or for schools to be

in Mr. Rowse’s Malthusian night-
mare or not, it is, as the News
Chronicle says, “'surely the depths of

without well-cultivated gardens.™

*

A new book Uniaken Harvesr, by
151)-)-
describes a different aspect of what
it has become quite fashionable to
call the “battle for survival™. More
than ten per cent. of the world’s
crops, he says. is annually destroyed

worms,
fungi and bacteria. viruses, weeds
and mammals, but in some back-
ward countries, the figure rises up to
The average yearly
loss to British crops between 1939
1947 from insects and fungi was
of
nearly two million ‘untaken acres’
It is, however, not all gloom. for
according to Uniaken Harves:, the
measures taken for plant protection
in the last twenty years save to-day
at least £600,000,000 of crops an-
nually throughout the world, which five years’ time?

George Ordish (Constable,

by insects, molluscs and

forty per cent.

£80.000.000—the  equivalent

folly to stand idly by and watch
productive felds given up to the
sea.” This is what is happening on
the East Anglian coast where in
East Suffolk alone there are 10.000
acres of marshland grazings that are
either flooded or in monthly dunger
of being flooded. In some places
we have not repaired the damuage
from the intentional floodine for
defence purposes in wartime,

In Holland, two and a half years
ago, 1 saw the beginning of the
enclosing dyke for the South-West
Polder, in the former Zuyder Zee.
Two months ago I heard a broadcast
by Mr. Lionel Fleming who des-
cribed how he saw the sione facing

- being put on the dyke. In five years’

time that Polder will be land, 220
square miles of it.

What will T see in those muarsh-
land grazings of the Stour estuary in
C.W,

AFRICAN

the Colonial Secretary and the Minister
of State (see FREepOM. 2/2/32). When
the Colonial Secretary in the Labour
Government visited Kenyva last year. he
was told by Africans that “an economic
disaster faces Kenva unless more land is
provided.” and Mr. Jomo Kenvatta has
continually warned of the desperate
position resulting from his countrvmen's
land hunger.

Yet the autumn issue of The Times
British Colonies Review can open its
leading article with the bland words. “The
land problem in Kenva. of which little
has been heard outside that colony for
somie time. has started once more to
arouse interest in Great Britain.”

The Legislative Council in Kenya has
debated Emergency Acts because of the
existence of Mau Mau and because of
the “crime wave™ in Nairobi. The New
Statesman says, ‘'Severe restrictions are
proposed on freedom of speech. writing,
meeting, association and movement. All
printing presses are to be licensed; all
societies with more than ten members
are to be registered {except co-operatives
and trade wunions. alreadv registered.
and Freemasons); and Provincial Com-
missioners are given power to deport ‘to
a restricted area’ any persons who they
are satisfied are members of Mau Mau.
Al the same time the armed police are
being heavily increased. a curfew has
been imposed in districts adjacent to
European communities. and public meet-
ings have been banned. . . . Mr. St. Al
Davi2s, the Chief Native Commissioner
and member of the delegation which
recently visited the Colonial Secretary to
seek British endorsement of the new
legislation, has acknowledged that its
purpose is not so much to meet an im-
mediate danger as to safeguard society
against future subversion,

“The danger is, as Mr. J. E. Neep.
Q.C., urged in the Legislative Council
debate on the new Bills, that they will
be used to suppress activitics far beyond
those of the Mau Mau. There is
evidence from Kenya that an atiosphere
of hysteria is influencing many of the
Furopean settlers and even some Govern-
meni officials. Recently, for instance. the
police brought four boys. two aged 10
and 11 vears respectively. into the Courts
and charged them with having been
present at a Mau Mau gathering. The
magistrate was sensible enough to refuse
to hear the case against them.™

Of the “crime wave”, the Sraresiman
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comments: “Speaking in the Legislative
Council in July, Mr. Whyatt, Member for
Law and Order. said that in the first
six months of this year there had been
no increase of offences against the per-
son. and that the increase in offences
agamnst property had been 24 per cent.—
actually less than in the neighbouring
Protectorate of Uganda. Mr. Whyatt
himself had offered sufficient explanation
of this increase—a rise in the cost of
essentials out of all proportion to the
rise in wages of the very poor. But the
root cause is land hunger. particularly
among the Kikuvu tribe. Africans are
being driven from the land. their tradi-
tional means of life. just as the mining
population of South Wales were driven
from its valleys during the depression of
the Thirties. They are crowding into the
towns in thousands. homeless. without
work, without wages.”

*

Mau Mau. as Miss Huxlev says, is
a symptom of maladjustment of society.
It is a symptom of the war of colour
to which so manv African lands seem
almost inevitably destined. The popula-
tion figures indicate who is to be the
eventual victor: apart from its Indian
and Arab inhabitants. Kenya contains
30.000 Europeans and 5.250.000 Africans.

Mr. Peter Abrahams declares:
“Whether. in fact, people who locok on
the blacks as the white of Kenva do
can. at a later stage. readjust their atti-
tude is highly questionable. One thing
is ccrtain. Impercepiibly. a "‘master race’
mentality is in the makimg. It is the
casiest way of safeguarding and en-
irenching the position of privilege of the
whites. And many government officials
become, or plan 1o become. settlers at
the end of thzir term of service. so their
interests are. quite naturally, the same
as those of the white settlers, They call
lor co-operation from the blacks. They
talk about partnership. And many
oflicials have complained to me about
the unco-operative attitude of the black
feaders. 1 confess that. if [ were a Kenya
African. 1 would be as bitter as Kenvaua
and the other leaders of the Kenva
African Union against the genecral white
attitude that the only co-operation pos-
sible is on their terms. with ns tacit
assumiptiorn that my position must always
be that of a social, political. and
economic inferior. Like them. I would
says: “This partnership is a fraud.’ -
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of quthority and pewer to a loeal counci
be desirable; on the other
pose executive decisions by {oree,

wishes on a minerity.™
why not?

1 consider such action is desiqable.
For ingtange, if I sugpac:

aiherwise. 1 ther have the

shrink  from  acquiting  such-

sdering how 1 use 1t

IN view of the oduwenial comments on
my

1

ust auatn try 1o make my posiion elear,
In ceriatn circunistances, the granting

[

of some other execulive coemmittee mav
band. it is
alwavs wrong o grant auinority (o ime

“They were nevertheless imposing their
Certainly—and
I will impose my wishes on
others, by foree if necessary, whenever

lhat a man
clans te sheot m2 1 make no apelogy
for sequizing bhis sun by guile. foree or
power to
skoo! him or anvens clse. bur 1| de not
acy power.
Questions of principic arise ooly in con-

LETTERS TO THE EDITORS
GOVERNMENT AND

. ‘:-"!‘-“-lr'-r_\'. 0 this case, n minority was
;l‘; § l fachinery of the law to tnjure
E MOy, The mjority seized that
Machinery und prevented its use agninst
them. thus “imposing their wishes” on
the minority who wished (0 use it to
Imure them. They acquired the legal
authority 1o injure the minerity, if they
S0 wished. byt questions of principle
arise only in considering how that power
was used, '
The example given of events in Sonin
dpcs not affect my argument, A clear
distinction can be made between the nse
of power o abelish a law and its use
to cnfo:rcc a decres. between the use 6(‘
power L prevent ing i -
inthict m]url;'. AT
As it seems i
T 10 be so dificult for my
trate further.

A teach
to punish his cher has the power

pupils. By becoming o

appreciated. jet me illus-.

AUTHORITY

teacher, I acquire this power. which is
granted by law with the approval of the
vast majority.  But. in present Circim-
stances, 1 glndly accept this power be-
cnuse | cap use it to prevent any Other
teacher from punishing my pupils while
they are in myv care.

It the Editors are absolutcly opposcd
to the delegation of authority and
power, then they must divest themselves
of the nuthority gziven them by wus (0
cdit Fregnom, and abandon the power
—which they certainly use—of deciding
if and when this Jetter is to be printed.
But until 1 am satisfied that the Editors
do disagree with me, it would be unfnir
to call them “‘old-fashioned or scctarian
or unrenlistic™: it scems more likely that
they are being led astray by emotiopal
reactions towards such words as “govern-
ment . “power”. and “zuthority”.
Leicester. P. L. LEwIS.

Editors’ Reply:

kim with @ gun. fte is imposing his wishes
on the other man. Me rhen goes on to
say that Baving acquired tihe gun re has
rhe power to shoot his would-be assailant
“or anvone else”. He uses rhis analogy
in order tec show that power IS not
dangerous if properly used. Actuaily he
confuses the issue by maeking no dis-
tinction berween the pewer thet cach of
ws possesses as thinking individuals and
the power represented by the man who
hoids a ioaded zun. In the first case,
that pewer is more or iess limited to one
of persuasion: in rhe second. persuasion
s beer: replaced by coercion. One is
only splitting hairs by objecting that one
qitempfs to perswcde the other man
before pointing a gur ar his head! The
hard realities of life show that the people
who have the means. and who are pre-
pared ir the last resort to impose their
wishes on others by “force if necessary,”
always become increasingly inipatient of
the power of persucsion. and find every
reaso: for justifying the use of coercion
Gs a short cut to whar is “desirabie”.

Comrade Lewis says that in that litdle
rown of N. Swedern {(which for con-
venfence we will refer 0 as X) the
minority was using rhe machinery of the
law to injure the majority. (/n passing
one skould poinr our that this is, in
genercl. the purpose of the law everywhere.,
and why therefore anarchists should
modify their attirude ro government in
this particular instance only, and remain
hostile to participation in goverament in
general. needs 1o be explained) The
majority  “seized that machinery and
prevented its use against them”. In the
first place. what comrade Lewis means
when e writes “seized” is that the active
members of the majority nominated their
candidaies and canvassed votes on their
bekalf ar the locai elections that took
place as some later date. Having been
clected they. then used. the machinery of
government in order to akbolish the par-
ticular local law (o whick they objecied.
Comrade Lewis says that there was

- Hothing objectionable ir. thar for prin-
ciples come in only when “considering
how thar power was used’. To our
minds the question of principle arose the
mament they decided to operate the
machinery of the law. By so doing they
have given moral approval to the in-
stitutions of government. How imporfant
this is carn be shown again with the
exarmple of Spain. Caballero  was

& (':onti:med from p. 2
of the world, to join in
(They did not form par

Spain towards the
vention, § transferted  pot
economic experts to Spain. byt
The Communist plan was o lguida
nents (especially ex-C
and to destroy the re
which had proved

@
16th December. 1936—:he purgi

(T OMRADE Lewis Is now saving thar
i preventing a rman from shooting

——

ihe resistance against Fraoco
1 : ~f the carefully screeped C.P. |

organised Jaternaticnal Brigades which only came zol
end of 1926) With Russian inter-
only mulitary and ;
also the secret police. | Yallmajor
: te individual oppo-
‘munists who “koew too nmmuch™)
utionary movement ia Spain
ormidable barrier 10 any

such

attempts by the Spsg.aw_ unist Party at political
hegemony. “As for lonia—declared Pravda of
the Trotskyists |
n;

anxions to  include members of the
C.N.T. in his governmenr. not because
lee thoughe thar the Anarchist ministers
were better ministers than the others, but
because in 5o doing the whole syndicalist
movemenrt was morally committed 1o the
authority and principle of government.
BY entering the local government the
syndicalists of X were consenting to the
principle  of governmenral authority—
cven if only 1o aholish a law. In acrual
fact they were also assunming the authority
for the existing laws. and for the ad-
ministration  of justice—as well as for
keeping the roads in & good state of
repair. The use of lcgal powers 1o im-
posc the will of the majoriry on the
minority is as immoral as the coercion
of the majority by a minority. There is
no principle involved in minorities or
majorities;: the principle is in the fact
of an individual or individuals being
prepared <o supplemens their power, as
workers or intellectuals, by having re-
course to other weapons (whether they
be the machinery of law or guns) to
coerce others.

The analogy of the schoolieacher is an
urtfortunare one, hecause comrade Lewis
is equating the useful occupation of the
schoolteacher with, from the ararchist
point of view, the uscless and harmful
instirution of government, and the power
which the reacher has of using the cane
with the power of government to coerce.
It iz an unfortunate analogy because
whereas the teacher can teach his pupil
by love and understanding (and in_many
countries the carne has ceased 1o be the
teacher's authority) no government has
ever governed without authority and a
police force at hand.

Having said all this, we must make
one further point to avoid misunderstand-
ings. We are not pacifists because we
are revolurionists, and though we think
thar a social revolution whick could be
achieved in its initial stage without
violence is the one which has the greatest
chances of a successful outcome, we
muast face the fact that the ruling classes
whicl maintain their position not through
persuasion but by force will not consent
to step down without attempling (o
defend their privileges by having recourse
to violence. That this violence is
answered with violence is inevitable.
whether we like it or noi. We
that for the social revolution to succeed
in such circumstances the first objective
is the destruction of those institutions
which are the basis of privilege and
whick give individuals legal and armed
power to coerce their fellow beings.
Not 1o capture them for one's own use.
How can we educate the people in this
direction while there are so-called anar-
chists who cannot resist the fempiation

Prison (one

his bosses.

it will be

think -

_with approval in the anarchist press

he describes his visits to the various prisons. but points
out that though supplied by the Director of Prisons and
[the Minister of Justice with a permit to visit the Calle

j ventoriums™) admission was refused, the official pointing
out that “he did not take any orders from the Director
of Prisons or the Minister of Justice as they were not
We enquired who was his boss. and he
gave us an address Lo the Cheka headquarters.”
headquarters permission was again refused. and not cven

_persopal intervention of the Minister of Justice,
Scfior Irujo. affected the issuc.

1o participate in these governmenial in-
Stirutions whenever it may suir their
inunediate purpose to do so?

As to the last paragraph of Comrade
Lewis's [eirer, it is news to wus that he
amnd others have given us “authority to
edit FREEDOM™". We have never presiumed
to speak in the name of anyone but
ourselves: our aim is to prduce a paper
which will incite people ro think for
themselves and which will, to the best
of our abiliry, express anarchist thought.
To this end, we welceme the collaborarion
of anarchists of all tendencies, as well
as non-anarclists who are free from
political party fetters and who can con-
tribute  something to the freeing of
people’s mind. It is irue tha: we have
the “power” to decide whar shall or shall
nor be published. But since we publish
FreepoM and take all the responsibility
for it—both in sceing that all bills are
paid as well as “1aking the can back”
when the authorities use their legal
powers to prosecute us for sedition—
we see nothing inconsistent in also de-
ciding what we print, the more so
when no one has vet suggested that some
mythical anarchist movement is paying
us to do this work!

On the other hand, the publica-
tion of FREEDOM is imade possible
by those comrades and readers who
subscribe and send donations to the
paper, fo those who assist with the dis-
patching and distribution (and Comrade
Lewis is most active in this latter respect)
and to those who contribute articles.
May we suggest—without being accused
of cynicism or of being influenced by
Max Stirner—that our readers and those
comrades and friends who support our
work do so not because they think we
are nice people (most of our readers do
not know us as personalities, which is
a good thing. since it allows them to
disassociate ideas from personalities) but
because they think FREEDOM is worth
reading and|or distributing. When they
cease to think this they generally dis-

appear or fail to reply to our subscription -

renewal notices! We have no authority,
1o “power”, fo oblige them to read our
paper nor they fto “authorise” us to
edir or publish @' If and when we
should cease to have readers and sup-
porters FREEDOM would automatically
disappear. To our minds this would be
a very clear indication that we had badly
served our aims and our fate would be
well deserved. So far this does not
seemt to fave happened: for the past
eighteen months we have been appearing
as a weekly, our articles are reproduced

throughour the world, and Comrade
Lewis has, at the time of writing these
words, sent us a large batch of new
subscribers obtained for FREEDOM during
his stay in Sweden'!—EDITORS.
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south Coast Building Progress

T is now mor¢ thap twelve years since g:o;zllc :aﬂfc‘\,:‘uwﬁi %!chigd"lﬂg':;?:h“:’::
the citics of Rritain were being syb-  RO3G siFoyed, during e MG

. o P N [c]y Je
ccted to nightly destruction from the  Gonipe ' el
‘fm.. 5 (is niou? cinht years since Lhe 18 proposcd 10 binld houscs and flats with

~ ., T
Iast flying bombs hurtied thejr terrjfy- 4 WCC"’Y’ (’cnm(lw?f ;""”[dcfm’,'!‘"”;:?i' ptl;;:
ing wiy over “South-Lost England” aod  fates. while T i %

~ . ) 14 W ore
“hombs were dropped a1 random™ by hit  Council arc gl ool l"ln.'«t’{’or ]mkq'a
and run raiders. at a lower reaf, but costing them js. Fd.

i , i1 fares to reach their work in
During the war great plans were pro- o day in farc

e ! [ v. [t is 1aking over two yoars to
duced for the rebuilding of our shattered l!;c C’,‘é['c 600 flats at Leigh Park.
citics. MoraJe was kept high hy the comp i - ¢ .
consoling thought that at least the clear- In the City of Portsmouth itself. where
ances Joft by the Luftwafle could he (e work js. therc arc practically 5o new
put to good wsc by giving opportunities  Couneil flats ot all.
for town planning and architectural
development. Thus we cun sec that there seems nlg

In two blitzed towns on the Sowth b¢ no difficulty in obtaining [!C?ﬂcggfaa'l_
/ Coast, the progress is not heartening, and  1*hour for commercial building. Bt the
as our industry is bound cver more 1€ EXeuscs are trotted oul to quiclen th
tightly to the neceds of export and re- patient peaple waiting for homes.

The chance to rehuild our eitics in

armarment, the “shortage™ of steed for
bulildin!_z is likely to increase rather than  gome pleasing manncr §s being com-
othcrwise. pletely thrown away, Ugly and ostenta-
By the end of 1944, Southampton had  tious commercial buildings are simply
been raided 57 times; 21 per cent, of the  heing pilanted back in position with no
property in thc port has been written  discernible regard for town planning and
off. The central area of Southampton  the inadequate housing that is being pro-
is 2 mess of temporary building and  duced js pfaced and priced withouot regard
gaping bomb-sites. mercifuly disguised  for the people who need it most,
We somctimes wish that some of the

by the willow herb and the yellow
rogwort,

: % greed and envy and jealousy which are
; Tkhcdmduslrml dockland has been well 9 to motivate all working-class aspira-
e o oo n aers bave besn re- Tons. would Tt how hereives
iy » - n it
built to welcome the travellers on the gl?c\:dvm::'jorlfcggm\:voul-gh?:akgcr:ﬁgstbtg':

Cunard Lines mighty “Qucens” and ; T ;
other great industrial buildings have Z?;:vg”;'é‘li:g‘;‘érfh:l;r;i;d;;c;lb mstgﬁ;i of
risen. But in the shopping and public - o el QU

amenitics and housing arcas the result is
practically nil.

About the other great South Coast port.
Portsmouth. a corrcspondent gives us the
following facts:

The commercial enterprises in Ports-

Have you?’
Thank you ?
You haven’t?

mouth are doing wejl. Among the

city’'s new  buildings since 1951 are: 52

Montague Burtons (muiltiple tailors). Then  please  send
Sandport Drapery Stores, Woolworths. your <ub€criptian

C. & A’s (multiple women's tailors).
Timothy Whites (multiple chemists), a
new Sailorss Home in Queen  Street.
Sailors® Rest in Edinburgh Road (500
rooms!). Odeon Cinema. Festing Road.
and many other commercial buildings
repaired and ecnlarged, including the
Transport Headquarters at Eastney.

All of these buildings are very large.
taking months to complete and using. of
course. vast quantitics of steel and other |

materials.
What about the housing progress? Of

renewal now with=

out further delay

EETINGS AMND,

"  ANNOUNCEMENTS
the orginal target of 1,000 homes by the = :

end of 1952. not 500 had been completed
in the City of Portsmouth by the end of
September. Private enterprise is build-
ing a small estatc of cottages for old

LONDON ANARCHIST

GROUP

OPEN AIR MEETINGS
Weather Permitting

EYDE PARK
Every Sunday at 4.30 p.m.

MANETTE STREET
(by Foyle's, Charing Cross Road)
Every Saturday at 6.0 p.m.

INDOOR MEETINGS

at the

IRVING THEATRE

Irving St., Leicester Square
Thursdays at 7.30

( Refreshments from 7 p.m,)

THURS., OCT. 23—Albert Meltzer
on ANARCHISM TODAY

DRAUGHTSMEN THREATEN
STRIKE FOR RECOGNITION |

¥T is not often that “white-collar™
workers take, or even threaten to
take. dircct action against their bosses. :

A group of 400 industrial draughtsmen,
however. in West Wales shipbuilding and
engineering trades, have threatened to.
strike next Monday unless their associa-
tion—the Association of Engineering and
Shipbuilding Draughtsmen is recognised
by their employers as a negotiating body.

The employers maintain that the
draughtsmen are employed as individuals
and do not need a trade union to
negotiate for them.

It seems that the draughtsmen have no

NORTH-EAST LONDON
DISCUSSION MEETINGS

imminent wage claims to make. It is IN EAST HAM

simply that they wish to be able to Alternate Wednesdavs

negotiate as a body. at 7.30 p.m. [
The strike would affect the big

Margam. Port Talbot and Trostre steel

works and the National Qil Refineries.

| LIVERPOOL
Llandarcy. . |

DISCUSSION MEETINGS ar
101 Upper Parliament Street,
Liverpool, 8.

=

Lessons of the Spanish Revolution-14

by seizing the entire edition of the organisation’s news-
paper. Cartagene Nueva. which carried a first-hand
account by a worker who had been taker there for
questioning.t
officers and Spanish members of the O.G.P.U. _

It is impossible in the space available to detail the
hundreds of cases of Communist i -
place following Stalin's intcrvention in Spain's destinies. 0
So successfully had Communist propaganda and fellow
travelling journalists succcedled in convincing liberal and

the COmmunist ‘*‘pre-

Al

progressive
And McGovern con-

{he spearhead of the armed struggle against Franco

Every Sunday at § p.m.

| GLASGOW
INDOOR MEETINGS

ar
CENTRAL HALLS, 25 Bath Street
Every Sunday at 7 p.m.

With John Gaffncy. Frank Leech,
Jane Strachan, Eddic Shaw,

Frank Carlin

Amongst those involved were police

terror that took

opinion in the democracies thal they were

and the Anarcho-Syndicalists has be
conducied with the same crergy with which it was con-
ducted 10 the USSR And i0 this end, organised
terror was institnted by the Commupists. They, who
protested Joudest against the "uncontrolled eclements™,
set up their own private prisons and torture chambers
which thev called “preventeriums™ No one. not even
with the authority of the Minister of Justice, was
permitted 1o visit thess prisons. Johe McGovern, an
Independent Labour Pariy M.P. at the lime, went to
pain in November 1937 as a member of a dejegation
which included Professor Felicien Challaye of the
Central Commuttee of the League for Human Rights, 1o
visit members of the P.O.L.M. who were held in prison
without trial as “Franco's agents™, at the instigation of |

cluded: “The mask was off. We had lorn aside the
veil and shown where the real power lay, The Ministers
were willing, but powerless, The Cheka was unwilling.
and it had the power. Wec realised that if we pressed
further. we ourselves would be in danger.™

The C.N.T. had osed these secret prisons months
before. On March 15. 1937. sixteen members of the C.N.T.
had been murdered by Communists in Villanucva de
Alcardete. To their demands that the perpetrators of
this crime should be punishcd, Murdo Obrero. the
Communist  mouthpiece. replied by justifving  the
murders, Subsequent judicial investigation had estab-
lished the fact that an ‘all-Communist gang. including
the mayors of Villanueva and Villamajor had bee
| opetating as a “Defence Commitcee”™ murdering political

he Communists. In ) 2 pamphlict published on his return®

T'-i

™
MP.: ror z"nJ Spain  (Landon.
; arcution in Republ: ai
‘;2' dE?ﬁbes‘E.v'risﬂ:"tS'a number
er 1937 and refens to the maay |

1918). | of
Spain

encmics, looting. levying tributes, and raping a number
W ive communists were scntenced to death.
ne > CNLT. reveale i

prisos 0 Mura, in
S i M
|

aided by Stalin. the only [ricnd the Spanish peeple could
look to for help. that thc voices of the revolutionary
groups appealing to the workers of the world to save
the lives of Stalin's victims in Spain went unheeded,
And when in May 1937 the Communist-provoked
fralricidal struggle took place in the streets of Barcelona,
in which hundreds of workcrs lost their lives. followed in
Junc by large-scale armed attacks on the agricultural
collectives in Aragon. the Commuunists were hailed as
the saviours of law aud order against the uncontrollable
anarchist terrorists who were attempling to seize power
in Barcclona and forcing the peasants to colleciivise their
lands at the pointz of anarchist bavonets! It was not
only Mitler who belicved that the bigger the lie the
more chances there were of it being believed!
(T'o be coutinucd) V.R

printed in La C.N.T. rn la Revolucion Bapaiiola, Vol. 2.
J r Astasting @l Large (London, 1931) i+ an account

£ nf b~ pmEeitihs outside Rusain oedered by the 00 PLU, Ooe
haptat deals with these nctivities 1n Spain,
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