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' FOREIGN COMMENTARY Conscription for Another 5 Years
> . d HE Goverament considers the inter- for part-time or annual training during
. \ national situation warrants the ex- e Perio_d-“ _ :
. ‘ ' / ‘L tension of the National Service scheme The Bill will also provide _thm the
l —for calling up 18-year-olds for two lmbl}ll)_-‘ of “Z" and ‘.‘G" l'Cstil‘\'ISth shall
g . . . o s vears military training—for a further be limited to recall in a nulitary emer-
. ’THO\\L people who may still have  the province went into mourning. high. and the local councils have period of five years when it expires this SCPCY and shall ccase at the age of 45.
1] cherished the illusion that the the pre-war autonomist movement threatened token strikes, and the : Some 330.000 “Z" reservists and about

' trials of war cruminals stilt taking
place. eight years after the end of
the war. have anvthing to do with

| justice. have sutferad a serious set-

I back over the Bordeaux tedat of

| German and Alsatian soldiers who
i ware involved in the massacre of

Oradour.  In 944, &42 inhabuants

including 200 childrenr) of this vil-

age were shot by members of the

8.8, Division “Das Reich” as a

prisal for a number of German

oldiers who had been killed by

SIS en.

Now this trial would have pro-
ed as so many others. but for
he fact that along side the German
bldiers in the dock were a group
M fourteen Alsagans, all of whom,

th the exception of one Sergeant
0s. had been conscripted into the
berman Army. Indeed. after the
apse of Frunce in 1940, the
povance of Alsace was annexed by
he Germans and 133.000 Alsatians
pere obliged to fight s members of
¢ German Army. In the course
the war. some 33.000 were killed
' are missing.

The men standing trial, both
Berman and  Alsatian, were the
mall frv in the Oradour massacre.
They did not give orders, but, as 1s
xpected of all soldiers, carried
hem  out. However. they were
und guiliv and sentenced 1o terms
of impnsonment: their officers, in-
cluding former S.S. General Lam-
merding, were sentenced to death in
their absence.

What has made the Oradour trial
an intemnational 1ssue, has been the
violent reaciion in Alsace to the
equal treatment of the German and
Alsatizn prisoners. As a protest

AMNESTY FOR
WAR -TIME DESERTERS

TH“E Government's proposal for a
Coronuation amnesty for deserters
of the last wur—esumated at
10,000 men—comes several years
after the merits of such an act were
pressed by the Freedomt Defence
Commirtee (copies of the F.D.C.
pamphlet 20,000 Outlaws,” by .
Jacobs, are still  available from
Freedom Press at 3d. post free).

Such an amnesty relieves the law
of the need to proceed against every
deserter who is detected, or of

winking at such detecuon. The
overnmeni. presumably for face-
saving reasons, assert that most

deserters have left the country and
settled ubroad, the remainder having
ound themselves positions in
ociety under assumed names. Very
few are believed to be enguged in
me.

~ What has happened is that the
I processes have simply failed
ope with the volume of de-
. and an amnesty is the
way of udving things up und
dgnising an established situation,
our exposing the law 1o con-

the terms of the proposed
sty show that. if they had
d the same face-saving reasons
ave been brought forward
more years ago. The pro-
“oronation amnesty is long

but it ates  that
ants can find the explana-

llr'l Q

suddenly sprung to life again in
Mulhouse and the whole question of
French “unity” was threatened. The
Government weighing up the ad-
vantages to be gained from granting
an amuesty to the Alsatians, and so
galuing  Alsatlan  support. against
the disadvantages such action would
have in the Limousin where it
would appear that anti-Alsatian
feeling is as strong as anti-German
feeling. decided that they could
face the wrath of the latter if it
meant having peace and support
from the former, a province whose
loyalty has never been very secure.

On February 19, the French
Assembly voted by 319 to 211. with
83 abstentions. the Bill granting an
amnesty to the thirteen Alsatians
who. as wrongfully conscripted
German soldiers, had been present
at the massacre of Oradour. Later,
the Council of the Republic ap-
proved the amnesty by 174—79.
The thirteen men have been released
and made their way back to Alsace
by night to avoid manifestations
both of hostility and of welcome.
And as the mourning flags and
black crepe have disappeared from
monuments in the towns and wvil-
lages of Alsace. so in the S. West
of France, where sympathy is for
the victims at QOradour, feeling runs

erection in Oradour of a large board
with the names of all the Deputics
who voted for the amnesty.

But not only in S. West France
has the amnesty created unrest.
Acording to reports. there has been
a “wave of resentment” in the
German Federal Republic, where
the amnesty is considered—rightly,
we think—as a “political act”
which makes a mockery of justice.
The German press is also unani-
mous in its condemnation. and
be summed up in the words of
the independent Dusseldorf Nach-
richten: “What has now happened
in France is that the State has
revised the law—not n favour of
all the accused, but of some of
them. We do not ask that anyone
who has committed a crime should
evade the penalty. But criminality
is not an exclusively German
characteristic. In Bordeaux the law
has played the part of the blind-
folded goddess of justice, but the
dectsion of the National Assembly
has allowed her to distinguish
colours through the bandage over
her eyes—national colours.”

To complicate matters further,
the British authorities are also be-
ing involved in the Oradour con-
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year. 1t will ask Parliament to approve
this extension while giving assurances
that the power “will be so exercised as
to restrict the burden to the minimum
that safety demands. 206.000 vouths will
be affected by the Act in the vear 19334
Bills will also be introduced to modify
the Hability of Reservists. It will provide
that men called up for whole-time service
between Jan. 1. 1949, and Dec. 31. 1933,
shatl, after completing whole-time and
parti-ttme service under the Act of 1948,
remain registered for a further period
of five years as liable to recall in a
military emergency. The White Paper
adds, “It is not intended to call them up

11.000 “G™ reservists {oul of a total of
several millions) were given fiffeen days’
refresher training during the past two
years.

It has also been announced that the
Defence Estimates for 193534 provide
about £630 millions for production, £200
millions less than would have been spent
if the “Aulee” programme had been
carried out—and well over £100 millions
for research and development. The cost
of tescarch and development is some
40 per cent. more than that in the cur-
rent year, and the cost of atomic
research 15 excluded from the Defence
Estimates.

BOYS IN THE SERVICES

THERE have always been boys of

fourteen and upwards in the Services,
but the information early tast year of
the Infantry Regimental Boys’ Battalion
drew public attention to the fact. Bovs
are recruited for the Baualion at the age
of fifteen. and were to serve from the
age of eighten for twelve years. four of
which could be in the Reserve. Discharge
may be purchased within three months
of enlistment. as is the case with all
volunteers. but discharge by purchase at
any other time has been suspended since
the beginning of the Korean war. [ts
reintroduction has been promised for
September. 1953. Recruitment of bovs
was recommended in April. 1946, and
between that date and June. 1952, the
Army enlisted 11,924 bovs.

Bentley Execution Protest Meeting

T the Freedom Press protest meeling

hetd in March of last year against
the shooting of nine anarchists in Spain.
Dr. Bronowski said: “1 do not belicve
that what 1 say will move the Spanish
Government; it is to me that it matters,
it is to yewu that it matters.” 1 tn fact
we want {o keep our self-respect and
our respect for others we must indi-
vidually protest against tyranny and
injustice wherever they occur.

At the Sl Pancras Town Hall last
week. @ meeting was held to protest
against the hanging of Derck Bentley
for what the chairman described as
technical murder., It may be that since
this incident occurred nearer home and
there is a generai fecling of injustice in
this case that this ecffort will not have
been in vain.

The speakers, including a Christian, an
anarchist. a pacifist, a politician and a
free thinker, expressed from their various
standpoints their horror not only at this
particular hanging but at capital punish-
ment itself.  Whatever punishment the
speakers individually felt ought 10 be
administered for anti-social hehaviour
all were agreed at kast, that the only
way to prevent a hanging of this nature

AL

occurring  again - was 1o remove  the
punishment  entirely from the Statute
Book.

NDr. DONALI SOPER expressed his

regrel that he was unable 1o present the
meeting with a pronouncement from the
leaders of the Christinn Church (lew of
us were surprised) more so since parl of
the Christtan ethic was a reverence for
humun life.  He went on to say that
the fest of a real civilisation was the
atttiude 10 those who were apparcntly
worthiess in terms of economics and
usefulness, and that some of the money
spent in the preparation for war could
be uscfully directed to the rehabilitation
uf such people as Bentley. He further
made the very unportant poimnt that if
the pumishment of hanging were to con-
tinue peeple would soon  become  ac-
customed 1o such brulalities and would

1I cease (o raise Lhelr luu::a n wotest, M hs
| " ; ) g wtld  pe e
at’ 8 umply

e . W

G . d

us some astounding facts about the
judicial system. One example was that
a hearing before a civil court of appeal
averaged three hours for each case, but
that it was not unknown in the criminal
appeal court to have as many as 37
cases in one day averaging about 44
minutes per person. The distinction is
obvious. Civil courts usually deal with
property and moneiary matters. but in
the case of one’s liberty or even life
4} minutes is devoted io the considera-
tion of justice. Another revealing in-
sight on criminal cases taken to the
Hight Court is, that the Judge has in his
possession. before the case even starts,
the evidence for the prosecution plus the
full record of the person charged. We
are then asked to believe that the Judge
makes an impartial decision.

SIDNEY SILVERMAN, who, when it
comes to an issue like this, strikes us
as being among the minority of politi-
cians witling to follow conscience rather
than political cxpediency, was next. He
enumerated the reasons why in this case
clemency was the obvious course. It was
4 surprise to most of us to lcarn that
Bentley was an epileptic as well as being
backward and totally iiliterate, and that
his last letter to his parents had (o be
written for him by a prison warder. The

The following resolution was passed
unanimously at the meeting: —

THIS meeting iy profoundly  dis-
turbed by the execation of Derck
Bemley.

It deplores the fact that in ad-
vising the Queen aguinst a reprieve,
the Home Secretary ignored both
the overschelming pressure of public
opinion and the Jury’s recontmenda-
fion (0 mercy.

It believes the death penalty 1o be
a survival from our barbaric puast,
and that its abolition is essential if
we are (o deal with the social prob-
lems of our time in the light of
modern knowledse, and resolves o
nake every effort to - bring  (this
about.

other reasons were: his age, no other
criminal charges, no act of violence of
any kind, the attitude of the Jury. and
even the Judee. and the fact that the
policeman was Kkilled 15 minutes after
Bentley had been arrested.

Mr. Silverman was of the opinion that
the failure of the Home Secretary (who he
assured us i1s a Kkindly man) to zdvise
the Queen to grant the prerogative of
mercy was an indication that pressure
had been brought to bear from an un-
known source.

F. A. RIDLEY was the next speaker.
His opening quotation expressed what
many of us felt. that “Society prepares
the crime, and society should go with the
criminal into the witness box™. He
rightly pointed out that if we continue
to glorify and sanctify murder during
war and make heroes out of soldiers
we must be prepared to take the res-
ponsibility of the Bentleys who are but
products of this society.

SYBIL MORRISON.
plea for our continuous support for
the abolition of capital punishment
rather than getting indignant about one
particular case, was followed by FRANK
DAWTRY whose figures must convince
even the most conservative that capital
punishment has no connection with the
number of murders commutted, in fact
in the countries where hanging has been
abolished there has been a decrease in
violent crimes.

Our comrade, PHILIP SANSOM. con-
cluded the meeting, and left us in lil(lL
doubt as to the real causes of “crimes™
vialent and otherwise in our sociely.
In his opinion, there was only one source
which pressure of this nature could have
come—the police. Someone had to hang
for killing a policeman and since Craig
was bevond the law it had 1o be
Bentley, even though he did not fire a
shot,

Kitty Lamb, the chairman and or-
ganiser. who is to be congratulated on
her efforts, read messages of sympathy
with the aims of the meetng from
CHRISTOPHER  FRY. KINGSLEY
MARTIN. CHARLES DUFF. H. N.
BRAILSFORD, and WILLIAM DOUG-
1.AS HOME. R.M.

who made a

A Select Committee of the House of
Commons, appointed 10 make recom-
mendations for the revision of the Army
Act and Air Force Act, considered the
terms of boys' engagements, but were
informed that the Army Council desired
to maintain the present arrangements.
They have, however. been made “more
flexible™, although the total period of
service after attaining the age of eightcen
15 still twelve vears for both the Army
and the Air Force. The terms for the
Boys' Battalion are now six years with
the colours and three in the Reserve (so
that a boy who joins at fifteen is com-
mitted for 1welve years). Boys in the
Air Force, other than apprentices, serve
twelve years full-time from the age of
eighteen.

The Select Committee had before it a
proposal that a soldier who had been
eniisted as a boy should have the right
to apply for dlschan.e on the ground of
conscientious objection on reaching the
age of eighteen. Draft clauses were pre-
pared. following closely the machinery
of the National Service Acts, and pro-
viding for discharge. relegation to non-
combatant duties or assignment (o
civilian service. The proposal was sup-
ported by Michael Stewart, Geoftrey
Bing and other members of the Com-
mitiee. There was no suggestion that
the machinery was unworkable. but the
Committee was informed that such a
contingency (as a boy C.O) had never
arisen in the Army or the Air Force,
but that a bona fide case would cer-
tainly be dealt with by discharge or by
restriction to non-combatant duties. The
Admiralty were 1n full agreement with
this,

“After long consideration,
view of the compiexity of the new
clauses required.” the Committee re-
commended that any such case should
be dealt with administratively.  The
Manchester Guardian of 10th December
published a letter from the Board re-
ferring to kaown cases of boy-C.O.s, and
expressing the hope that Parliament would
not accept such a solution. (The Com-
mittees report will come before the
House in a few months’ time, when the
Acts are due tor renewal.)

War Office anxicty to avoid the em-
barrassment of a conscience clause in
Army  Act manifests iself in a new
Queen’s Regulation.  This provides for
the re-atlocation of a boy if he is not
suited to his particular work, and. if
that is not practicable. for his discharge
“services no longer required”.

—The Objector {Bulletin of the
C.B.C.O.. Feb. 1853

and in

FOOTNOTE ON “LIMELIGHT™
Of course. Chaplin’s incomparable

gifts as an artist have nothing to do with
his private life or his opinions. His
private life may not be exemplary, and
his opinions not very diffierent from those
of Henry Thoreau, an anarchist who,
perhaps becausc he is safely dead, is
considered a great American. But for all
his oddities and peculiarities. this non-
American, Chaplin. has raised (o the level
of eternal arl the human stufl of which
Amcrica is made.

—The Reporier (New York), 6/1753.



27, RED LION STREET,

HIS cvening 1 am going to talk about

education. In case any of you are
wondering what position [ occupy in
society, so that you can gauge the force
and authority that I am told this gives
to my ideas, and as | have several times
had the morttification of being told that
I look like a teacher. | want to make it
quite clear that my only qualification
for giving this talk is that | am one of
the multitude who have suffered i1he
horrors of our educational system. It
is as one of the viclims, not as one of
the practitioners, that I am spcaking to
you this evening.

I should like first of all (o dispose
of the dcfinition-mongers and those
metaphysicians who delight in specula-
tions about what a word *“ocught” to
mean. ‘“Educate” is derived from the
Laun “educere”, which means *“to bring
up from childhood™—a metaphorical
cxtension of the word’s primary mean-
ing, which is “'to draw forth™. as a sword
from a scabbard. The Shorter Oxford
Dictionary gives these definitions:

Educate: (1) To rear, bring up (-1818);
(2) To bring up from childhood, so as
to form habits. manners, mental and
physical aptitudes.

Educarion: (1) The process of nourish-
ing or rearing (-1616); (2) The process
of bringing up (young persons); the
manner in which a person has been
brought up (obs. exc. with notion of
3); (3) The systematic instruction,
schooling, or training given to the
young (and by extension to adults) in
preparation for the work of life. Also
the whole course of scholastic instrue-
tion which a person has received.

Lexicographers, let me remind you, are
not legislators: they do not decreec how
a word shall be used; they mereiv record
instances of the use of a word by dif-
ferent writers and abstract from these
the meaning that seems common to ¢ach
instance or group of instances. Just as
you cannot walk through the same river
twice 50 no word can have exactly the
same meaning in two different seniences:
its reference is modified by its context.
“Education”, like other abstract words,
is particularly difficult 10 pin down. Be-
fore I try to do so ] want to read you
what the Encyclopacdia Britannica has
10 say. “Many definitions,” it informs us,
“have been given of the word ‘educa-
tion’, but underlying them all is the
conception that it denotes an attempt on
the part of the adult members of a
human society 1o shape the development
of the coming peneration in accordance
that sense 1hat I shall be using the word.
I know that many persons use it to de-
note the acquisition of knowledge,
cither for its own sake or for what usc

WHOSE ?
Richard Dimbieby (interviewing Chief

can be made of it, but 1 see no reasons
to confuse what 1 consider (o be quite
unrelated concepts.

For most of us, education meant going
to school. We had to go whether we Jiked
it or not—and, if we are truthful, I think
moslL of us will admit that we did not
hike 1t.

This state of affairs, where everyone
goes 10 school, is comparatively modern.
At one time school was only for those
whose parents couid afford to send them,
and the children of the poor received
only such instruction as their parcnts
gave them. When a school education
was a privilege of the rich there was
inevitably a feeling of loss on the part
of those who did not reccive any. It
was thought that the gentleman owed
his superior power and position at least

as much 1o his education as to his birth.
Knowledge is power, and knowledge was
one of the things the rich scemed to
derive from their education. But cven
those who cmerged from their schools
in a state of ignorance barely distinguish-
able from that in which they entered
seemed to possess the same self-assurance
and approach to life as the others. The
educated man semed never to be at a
loss in any situation. So it is not sur-
prising that many should long for the
schooling that was denied to them.
Throughout the nineteenth century

there was a crescendo of agitation by a
growing number of persons who believed
that everyone, regardless of his position
in society, should go to school. Their
motives were mixed. Many were muddle-
headed philanthropists who confused
education with learning and wanted to
give cveryone the key to the treasure-
house of intellectual delights. Some
were devout Christians who saw in the
board schools an opportunity to combine
Christian charity with the indoctrination
of their beliefs. Others were Platonists
of varying hues who wanted to make the
schools an assembly-line for the produc-
tion of as perfect copies as they could
achieve of their ideal types. At first the
government made grants of money to the
various church and other schools for the
children of the poor. The grants grew
larger as the years went by, and it was
not long before the State began to feel
that as it was paying the piper it was
time to start calling the tune. The
Elementary Education Act of 1870 first
made the schools available to all, though
it did not compel attendance or provide
completely free education. In 1876 came
universal compulsory attendance. The
Education Act of 1902 consolidated the
State’s grip on schools and made the
County or County Borough the authority
with its own ideals of life.” It is in
for every form of education below the
university. For many people this was a
great step forward, another manifestation
of the “progress” that seemed at the lime
so inevilable and so exhilarating.

DOWN WITH EDUCATION!

(A Lecture delivered to the London Anarchist Group)

There is an old English proverb that
tells us we should not look a gift-horse
in the mouth. The Trojans, however,
who had an unfortunate experience with
a certain gift-horse, had a different
proverb. They said, “Beware of Greeks
bearing gifts™—a useful warning to have
in mind when the State offers you some-
thing. “The gifts of the State,” Mala-
testa warns us, “are poisoned fruits that
bring with them the seeds of slavery.”

It is time we took a good look at the
gift of free compulsory education. It is
time we took a good look at all
education.

The English educational system reflects
the English passion for compromise.
Although everyone goes (o school, and
although there is a pretence that school
for all means an equal chance for all in
the competition for the best jobs (and
you will remember from our dictionary
definition that education can mean the
training given to us to fit us for our
work in life), in fact the schools are part
of the pattern of class distinctions that
is such a feature of our society to-day.
In the private schools, whose fees are
such that only the comparalively rich
can afford to send their children to them,
there is a iradition that their function is
to train the leaders of the nation. They
really believe that the battle of Waterloo
was won on the playing-fields of Eton,
and the ambition of the less famous of
them is to be as much like Eton and
Harrow as possible. The elementary

S

THE THEATRE IN
NEW YORK

A CRITIC in the Third Programme,
in a talk given recently on the
New York Theatre, complained that
there were no new plays of promise and
the two successes of the season (apart
from the curiosity value of Befte Davies
in a revue) were seven revivals of “The
Male Animal” by Thurber and Nugent,
and “The Children’s Hour” by Lilian
Hellman.
It is significant that in the present

schools—or primary schools, as | believe
they are called nowadays—make no such
claims. Even if their pupiis succeed in
satisfying the examiners their social back-
ground still puts them at a disadvantage
when they try to enter one of the pro-
fessions. Class distinctions are deeply
ingrained in most people, and those who
stand a little higher in the social scale
than their neighbours tend to be jealous
of the superiority they feel their posi-
tion gives them and feel a contempt for
those beneath them. ] had an early
introduction to the snobbery of our
educational system. When | was five or
six I asked a little girl I used to play
with whether she would not rather have
been a boy. She replied that, although
it would be a great convenience not to
have 1o sit down every time she went to
the lavatory, her mother had told her
that if she had been a boy she would
have sent her to a counci school. As I
was attending a council school at the
time [ was too crushed to pursue the
matter,

Another compromise concerns religion.
The various churches, although quite
willing to let the state pay for education,
want to control the schools to the extent
that their beliefs shall be taught in them.
Most of them are not content with
ensuring that children of their own mem-
bers shall be indoctrinated with the tenets
that distinguish their own denomination
from the others: they insist that all
children shall be taught to believe the
rather nebulous body of doctrine that all
Christians hold in common. The most
vigorous of these bodies is the Catholic
Church, which has secured- large State
subsidies for its schools and, by means
of all kinds of pressure and threats,
manages to get most children of Catholic
parents into Catholic schools, where their
minds can be vaccinated against the
dangers of thought. (As I went to a
Cathotlic school myself perhaps I should
point out that in my case—as in some
others—the vaccine was not very effe-
tive) On the whole, this compromise
works fairly well. Most religions teach
obedience to the State: their members
render to Caesar the things that are
Caesar’s. And the State is not averse
to having its work done for it at cut
prices. E. PEERE

(To be concluded)

FREEDOM
THE DEADLY NORTH

E commented in our issue of

January 3rd on the Registrar-
General’s Statistical Review for
1950, which illustrates the very
much higher mortality rate in the
north of England compared with
the south. The Registrar-General’s
review has led Dr. Metcalfe Brown,
Medical Officer of Health for Man-
chester to ask why this is so and
what can be done about it. On his
report, which has much bearing on
FREEDOM's recent articles on atmos-
pheric pollution, the Manchester
Guardian remarks:

Dr. Metcalfe Brown gives a striking
illustration of the rising rates of mor-
tality and of infant deaths as the railway
line runs from Hale to Manchester; the
degree of atmospheric pollution rises, too.
We pay the penalty of old housing, ofd
factories, and wastefully consumed fuel.
For any great improvement we must
look to better and less congested housing,
more modern factories, and the use in
home and industry of smokeless fuels.
There is also, of course, the human side.
If we have abolished acute poverty we
have not abolished low living standards,
which are nowadays by no means wholly
the consequence of low wages. As Dr.
Metcalfe Brown points out, a section of
the population has “a lack of sufficient
knowledge of the art of healthy living.”

The worse the physical conditions,
the more difficult it is to exercise this
art. All too often bad conditions and
incapacity to cope with thesc con=
ditions co-exist.

This is the vicious circle into which
we are thrown by our inheritance
of nineteenth-century industrialisations
Studies like this of the Manchester
Medical Officer are an inspiration and
stimulus to social action—for the reso
lute improvement of housing, for th
lessening of congestion, for the modern
isation of industry, for more healt
education, and for drastic measures o
smoke abatement. Al these things ca
be translated into the saving of huma
lives, and that is their justification.

intellectual climate of America, “The
Male Animal,” which attacks the nebu-
lous concept of ‘Americanism’ and high-
lights Vanzetti's statement on ‘justice’
should find favour.

The second play is an attack on the
mechanism of denunciation so prevalent
in the Committee for Un-American
activities, Its author, Lilian Hellman,
not only refused to testify whether or not
she was a Communist but refrained from
naming other party associates.

It seems that however absolute the
conditioning of American thought, the
true feelings of the people will express
themselves, if only passively, in theatre-
going, J.R.

Canadian Censorship : The Public
intervenes

TN my last Canadian letter, I described

the banning by the courts in Ottawa
of two of Erskine Caldwell’s novels. The
same author has more recently been the
victim of a second attack, this time at
the other end of Canada, in Vancouver.

On the 16th January, the Everyman
Repertory Company was playing Cald-
well’s “Tobacco Road” to a packed
theatre when a morality squad of nine

Superintendent Miss E. C. Bather, O.B.E.,
of the Women's Police Force, at Scotland
Yard, in the Television Service, 13/2/53):
“Policewomen  havent always had
powers of arrest, have they?”

Miss Bather: “No, indeed—like every-
thung else in this country, 1t has grown
from volumary effon,”

R —
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FREEDOM BOOKSHOP

OPEN DAILY
New Books ., ..
Accid Toyntee
The World and the VWest 7/6
‘Reith Lagtog:!
Faderico Garria Losga
Lament for the Death of & Bull-
fighter and cther peoems 10/6
New Penguin Keprints . . .
Willom Foulsmer Senctuery 2/
Franz Katka The Trial 2/-
Angus Meaude end Roy Lows
The English Middle Classes
Eertrond Russed
Mysticium and logic
E. M. Fomtec A Pasiags to India
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Society and the

AM well aware that it is part of

the iraditional climate not only of
Oxford, but of academic teaching and
thinking in Great Britain, (o make the
State 1he point of focus for the con-
sideration of men in their social relations.
It is sometimes said that we derive this
tradition from ithe Greeks; but that, [
think, is quite unirue. Polis does not
mean “State”, and in translaring it as
“State” we ure twisting Greek thoiughi 1o
suil our own patterns of thinking. Our
precceupation with “the State” as the
central  conception in  the itheory of
society has, ! think, arisen rather in
this way. fIn the Middle Ages nobody
thouglt like that. Nobody could; for
all social thinking had 10 take account
of iwo main points of focus, of which
one was the Cluach and the vther—not
“the Siate” or even the Emperor, bt
the much more complex ser of institn-
tony  emthodying  the  secular  powers.
“The State” cimerged as a point (or rather
a seiriey of poinisy for the conceniration
of these several powers: and thereafier
grear bales seere fought, in the realn of
theory ws well as in tha of pratical
affurrs, between Chureh amd Snae. fu
the course of these battles the Church
was worsted and  broken; and firsy ju

Macliavelti  and [/} Iobbes,
Political Theory pe us  pre-
emifunentdy the Theop 1

Social thinking was

among the éullm*’
deterniinution (0 repel
Durkness”™ led 10 an
tion on the secular |
fury of .Sureqeilgmy and,
more drln,wlr.-fu- e, o
vill. The ]

as il ook

3

y it ri
dned

not only with the theories of nationalism
and national independence but also with
the economico-social theories of laisser-
faire. For the laisser-faire thinkers be-
lieved in an order of nature which would
shape all things (except a few) for the
best if nobody interfered with it; and
the only great exception they allowed was
the preservation of “order”, which in-
volved the regulation of the rights of
property. The State thus stood out, in
its police capacity, as an isolated instance
of the need for regulation in a world
otherwise best left 1o the “government”
of natural forces; and accordingly “the
State”’ called for a theory of its own
guite apari from any other forms of
Iuunan association or group action. In-
deed. other forms were api to be looked
on with suspicion, as potemtialiy ar least,
conspiracies against the “natural order”,
and therefore o be kept down and either
prevented or strictly circumiscribed by the
Stade as the guardian of order.

That world of laisser-Taire iy dead, and
so s 1the conceplion which wecomppanied
it of the gl hur oll-embracing narural
arder, which it was regarded as man's
iaffuir 10 obey and not o moukd 1o the
service of hiv ends.  The aparmesy of
the State from all other formy of liwman
grouping wud association dies with these
notions and  historical conlitions.  Our
century reguires not o anerely Political
Theory, with the Siate ay its cemiral
comcept and the conflice between the
Fdividual and the Stwate av its central
sroblest, but a wider Sociul Theory
within which these concepts and relations
cun find their appropriate place. We
frave 100 start out, nol from the contrasted
tdeus of the aromised individual and of
7”" ¢, biet from mun in all his com-
nd  relations, paviially

State

embodied in social institutions of many
sorts and kinds, never in balanced equili-
brium, but always changing, so that the
pattern of loyalties and of social be-
haviour changes with them. This brings
us back to a much more real kind of
mnan than the social atom of Hobbes or
of Herbert Spencer. It brings us 1o men
who are not isolated individuals, but
members one of another in a host of
different ways, and behave differently as
different loyalties and associations come
uppermost. It makes the stuff of society
seem much more malleable for good and
evil, and emphasises the diversity of
the influences by which society can be
moulded, as well as the innense import-
ance of all the means by which ihe
moulding can be done.

For this reason, it suggests to some the
totalitarian  conception—ithe idea that
everything must be caprured [or the
State-~hecause it makes plain thar all
forms of social organisaiion, and not
merely the political forms, are of vital
importance in naking a society what it
ix, and as driving forces in setrling
ity future. Bt it also suggests angi-
totalitarianism, which [ call *Pluralism’™,
ay o recognition of the positive value of
this diversity, and a repudiation of the
Idealist notion that all values are wlii-
mately aspeets of a single value, which
must therefore find embodiment in a
waiversal institution, and not in the in-
dividual beings who alone have, in truth,
the capacity 1o think, to feel, ro belicve,
and singly or in association to express
their thouglus, feelings and belicfs, in
actions whicli further or obstruct well-
being~-their own and others.

~C5. . H. CoLe (in a leciure on
in Sacial

“Scope und Method
and Political Theory.)

male and female flatfeet descended on
the theatre. Instead of giving in im-
mediately to fthe police, the company
proceeded to indulge in a game of hide-
and-seek in the wings, while stagehands
and newspaper and radio reporters co-
operated by getting in the way of the
police. Finally, at the beginning of the
third act, the police were forced to
march on to the open stage and make
their arrests. They were greeted by a
spontaneous burst of derision from the
thousand members of the audience, who
jeered, booed and shouted “Gesiapo™” in
chorus. As soon as the actors had been
taken off, the management asked the
audience to stay and await the upshot
of the affair. Poets, singers and enter-
tainers who were present as cusiomers,
went on the stage and kept things going
until nearly midnight, and very few of
the audience departed before the return-
ing actors, released on bail. came back
and finished the play in defiance of the
police.

Since then, the law has followed its
usual blinkered course, and the actors
and management of the theatre have
been fined. But the public fecling of
hostility to censorship which was shown
so effectively on the eventing of the
raid has continued, and the last has not
been heard of the matter. There seems
little doubt that with each clumsy move
the authorities and their puritan friends
are making their own position all the
more untenable, and that something like
a general revulsion against the censor
ship laws and their administration is
already becoming evideni. A further
annoying local incident in conneclion
with the censorship has been the banning
of that light-hearted and delightful
French film, "La Ronde™.

GEORGE WOODCOCK.

THE DILEMMA : HOUSES OR
FOOD

Of 178.321 families on London County
Councit’s housing list, over 69000 are
living in deplorable conditions, savs Mr.
G. E. Palmer, of the housing department.

He was giving evidence at an inquiry
vesterday into an order made by Ash-
ford, Kent. Council for the compulsory
purchase of 102 acres of farmland. Here
900 houses would be buill. somz for
the overspill population of London,

—News Chronicle, 1112/53
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' WAR & ECONOMICS

l FREEDOM bas for tong held the

view that the prncipal factors

I bringing War Nearcr are economic

ooes. Preparation for war in the

shane of rearmament or (as it is

| rosadavs called) defence, provides

! such umely easement of many in-

I soluble problems of peaceume pro-

ducnon that it became a prominent

feature of national economic pat-

teras almost without any interval

after the cessation of actual hostili-

tes in 1945, The experience of two

wars has provided a clear demon-

sraiton to industrialists of the

aconoaric aspects of war production.

We have frequently drawn attention

0 the economic repercussions of

the Korears war and the reaction of

stock exchanges to what has more

thar a few times been called. in all
sericusness, the “threat of peace™.

In one of his most recemt pro-
RRncements, Stzlin has  declared
D3t the divisicns znd rivalries in the
Tpenalist camp™ (by which he
pezrs the Stares outside the Russian
Smpire} are more important than
etz  hostuhity  towards Russia.
ence. he wishes his readers (o
sonclade, England and America are
pore likely to fight against each
fer thap a2gainst Russia. There
e oot lacking evidences of Anglo-
ETICAD rivak} oo the lmlxmlist
d. and oo the old conception of
ars as being due w0 increasing
dmeetition for markets there would
to be much in this point of

Bzt to accepx it without further
ection would be w miss the
ion of war 10 which we have
Fredad-—{1s  economic importance
& method of production. The
zdv=rizges of war from this point
of wew arz not confined to the
Asglo-Amernican bloc: they also are
peeded by Rosgz znd the supply-
iy of China’s war needs in Korea
e of cousiderable advantage to
Sovier ecomomy, just as the supply-
gz of the United Nations forces
IS 17 AMencan economy.
Awareness of this aspect of war
cizkes ooc less ready 1o get worked
gz about the wickedness of the
eeermy.  Instead of bhinding oneself
wki frar of the successor of
Kruger. the Kaiser, Hitler and the
oner Auct Sallies, onc seeks 10 re-
place a mode of economy which
aeeds war by ooe that does not.
Scch 2 point of view is not fan-
astic, The ecopomic origins of the
wery of the past are recognised by
Esorans 2lmost as soom as the
peace w sgned.  Ahlhough no
poiiucal panty seeks to eliminate
ixr 5y abendoming the type of
ooy winch makes it pecessary,
secms reasonable 0 suppose that
ople in graeral will gradually
me 0 cemand such ao abandon-

st the poleical climate of to-
ose of sedulously fostered
v —s most uafasourable o
b resonatle bopes and specula-
d.  Here i one of the Sunday
frical commeTHAIONS
“The Defernce White Paper rightly
5t oul that H the risk of war
as receded in past months, Lthe
= mh«nthc;mininrcngh
the Western nations.” and it
pobasries that this sirength must
furiper  developed and  maun-
over & long period of iension
ere is 10 be an cffective deter-
n War or [0 any extension

o |
xre 15 "a
"o fact
or no y
since ‘q
s instt pton.

g W
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Government  propagands  also
diverts attention from the economic
roots of war which are there who-
ever is the enemy, and concerns
itself with patriotism and fear and
hatred of the enemy of the moment,
Sir David Maxwell Fyfe, the Home
Secretary, in a speech at Liverpool
last week-end, said:

“Civil Defence preserves the base
from which the fghting services can
hold aggressors in check and then
seck out and destroy them. It main-
tains the morale of the civilian popu-
lation and of the fighting services.
Because these tasks were so important
Civil Defence ha¢d been made an
integral part of our defence system. It
was the fourth arm of defence.

“One or other of the Civil Defence
services offers a job to suit everyone
—young and old—whatever their
capabilities or lastes. Onc of my
wasks is to convince people that they
should join Civil Defence now.”

—Qbserver, 22/2/53,

However wuseful Civil Defence
may be from a strictly military
point of view, its cffects as a
creator of morale—that state of
anxiety and tension which accepts
war through fear of the apgressor
without looking to the deeper causes
—is far more significant. A Reuter
dispatch in the Times next day
(23/3/53) shows that Civil Defence
plays exactly the same part in
Russia:

An appeal to the youth of the Soviet
Union to join 2 mass defence organisa-
tion known as D.O.T.A. to co-operate
with the armed forces, was made
vesterday in Pravda.

“This all-Union wvoluntary associa-
tion of co-operation with the Army,
Air Force, and the Navy,” Pravda
added, “represents a mass defence
organisation called upon to educate
its members in the spirit of Soviet
patriotism, devotion for their Socialist
homeland and in readiness to serve it.
Taking an active part in the work of
D.O.T.A.. the workers of our country
thereby give expression to their ardent
desire to strengthen still morc ener-
getically the power of the Soviet Army,
and to increase the fighting readiness
of our Socialist country.”

If government propaganda uses
fear and patriotism for its own ends,
it cannot be denied that anti-
militarist trends have displayed
considerably muddied thought on
this question. The remedy of the
pacifists, non-resistance to invaders,
does not readily commend itself,
and ignores the basic economic
problem. Revolutionists have ap-
plauded the spontaneous resistance
of the people such as the people
of Spain displayed in 1808 and
1936, and not without cause. But
some of these have combined their
admiration with an acceptance of
patriotic feeling that has tended to
nullify their views. Many socialists
—among them George Orwell—
joined the Home Guard regarding
it as a potentially revolutionary
instrument, only to find complete
disillusionment.

For the humanist the problem of
what to do in the event of war
becomes an insoluble dilemma if
war 15 looked upon simply as a
struggle between more or less evil
contestants. We have discussed this
sterile choice of the lesser evil be-
fore in these columns. The recog-
mition of war s a busically economic
pattern w0 a considerable extent
releases one from this dilemma.
And it frees onc’s energies for
placing before one’s fellow war-
sufferers the conception of a rational
and humane economy in which war
W be a meaningless and point-
ity. = War to-day, is bar-
: but it is very far from
intless or without meaning

o s and markets und pro-
doction processes,
The

FOREIGN COMMENTARY

M- Gontinuved from g |

ORADOUR AMNESTY

troversy, hecause it 18 alleged that
General Lammerding i8 in hiding
somewhere in the Dritish zonc of
Germany and under the revised
Occupation  Statute  the  British
authoritics could still arrest him and
hand him over to the French after
convening a  special  extradition
court o deal with the case. To do
so will not help Anglo-Franco-
German “good will”?, for whatever
action is ftaken cither the French
or the Germans are nol going to he
satisfied!  Ag one correspondent
put it, “The documents sent hy the
French  Government are  being
studied therefore by the British
authoritics with some uneasiness—
for there is no desire to whip up
the ill-feclings already caused by
the Oradour trial,”

We believe that from any stan-
dards of justice it can be said that
justice has not been donc—if only
because political considerations have
permitted ethical arguments to be
used in favour of onc group of
prisoners which could have equally
been applied to the others but were
not. And in certain quarters in
France this has been recognised
with the admission that the younger
Germans accused scemed to have
been us little volunteers in the S.5.
as the Alsatians. The argument was
also put forward by an Alsatian
deputy that the French Generals had
acquitted German Generals  for
deliberately setting fire to the
town of Gerardmer because they
could prove that they werc obey-
ing orders, whereas the same argu-
ment had not been found valid by
the Bordeaux military court for
privates.

All the very valid arguments that
arc being advanced are in fact say-
ing that there is no justice. But it
also exposes the War Criminal
Trials for what they arc: the
revenge of the victors over the van-
quished; the seeking of scapegoats
for the real crime which is war
itself. 1f the réles had been
reversed, the Germans would also
have held their trials against War
Criminals among the Allies, and
they would have found no difficulty
in staging their Nuremburgs, and
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then Bordeaux. 1 the Atom bomb-
ing of Hiroshima und Nagnsaki, the
terror banbing of almost every city
in Europe any less o crime ngains
l'nununicy than the reprisal mas-
sicre of Orudour?  And were the
alr-crews on (liese flights atlowed
() leccl, their targets or refuse to
RO il they were not satistied (hat
civiliang would not nlso be among
the victimy?

War crimes have beeu committed
by ull the participants in the last
war.  The niceties of the “rulers of
warfare” are il very well when
your side is winning. They are
matters of less importunce when
ou are losing and desperutely try-
Ing 1o extricate yourself from cer-
tain death; then there are no rules.
And this is true of the armed forces
of ull countries,

War Planes for Middle East

"l"‘HF, (lc_h.'llc in the House of Commaons

“on the supply of et alvernlt 10
certain  countries i the Middle  Fasi
was o mixtuie of principles (by (he
Oppogition) and  opportunism  (by the
Government), Not because the Opposi-
tion wis Labour snd the Government
Conscrvative, but becnuse it iv alwnys
the case that the party in power slways
puts Torward the “practical realitics” of
n case and the Opposition the “moral
case”. As one Lubour man put it in a
nuishell :

Mr. H. N. Smron (Lab., Nottingham §.)
saied that a division on the issue would
be nauseating und he would not vote.
Neither party had clean hands in the
matter,  When the Labour Government
sold arms there was an element of hum-
bug in Conscrvalive criticisms. Now
therc was an clement of hypocrisy about
some¢ of the speeches made on the
Labour side. (Cheers,)

The practical issucs were given in
frank way such as onc only cxpects (O
hear from the lips of Amcrican politi-
cians. The Ministcr of State for Forcign
Affaies, Mr. Sclwyn Lloyd in putting the
Government  case  spid  there  were a
number of factors (o e considered.
“The questions we should ask ourselves
are: Is the export worth while finan-
cially?  Will it strengthen  productive
capacity at home? To what use will the
purchaser put these arms?  What will
the consequences be if we do not supply
them? Will the transaction constitute n
general increase in tension and the risk
of war? Two points should be made
clear as matters of fact. “The numbers
involved are cxtremely small. It is not
the practice 10 reveal the actual numbers,
Since this Government decided that we
had some jets available for sile, we have
sent 1o all the Middle East countrics
fewer than half the number sent by the
previous Government to Egypt in 1950,
When the deliveries now contemplated

are added 1 those already  sent, the
number sent fo the Arab States wall still
be less than the nomber supplied to
Egypt in 1950,

It cannot be denied that the Manister
put the vocal opposilion in its place,
amd  since to-day the magic word “ex-
parl” exoncrales one from any  crime.
one almost saw a halo forming over his
hecad!

The Minister offered further justitica-
tion hy pomnling out that:

“The real menace to security 1s the risk
of Sovict aggression and that risk only
recedes a8 we build up our strength to
face it. This 15 nol a short business. Qur
potentin] cnemies hiope we shall tire of
building up our defences. The andy way
(o ke that beeden tolerable and at the
same time maintain productive capacisy
and a skilled lahour force adequate for
an emergeney, if it comes. s to sell
part of our arms  production abroad.
The case is overwhelming for continuing
with these sales upon economic greunds.
But | agrec. of course, that there are
political considerations.” (Qur italics.)

This satement contains an important
admission, and leads o a2 conclusion
which is continually being stressed in
Freepon, namely that arms production,
through the maintenance of the perma-
ncnt cold war, hus become an integral
part of capitulist cconomy. 1t was again
stressed by the Foreign Under-Secretary,
Mr. Nutting. replying to the debate,
when  he said. "On  the whaole, the
Government consider that this decision
1o release these sales has been correct
and right, Wc¢ do not think these sales
will increase tension tn the Middie East,
we think they will assist us economically
and will help to maintain - both  our
cxports and armaments production. We
think they will be a contribution 10 the
defence of the Middle Eust ¢ountries and,
ns such, a contribution to peace and
stability in that vital strategic area.”
(Our iltatics.)

Permanent ¢¢

That the “cold war™ cconomy has
come (0 slay seems to be the pont of
view held by the halian Ambassador
to  France, Signor Quaroni, when he
addressed  the  Anglo-American  Press
Association in Paris quite recently,  He
said that N.AT.O. had done everything
possible 10 reach lis 1first objective--
readinggs [or o hot war, Now, ha said,
this “danger seems less imminent”, and
the Wesl should prepare itsell for the
many ycars of the cold war siluation,

This latter, he said, was much dilferent
from war since “ir must he balanced in
terms of both guns and butrer.”

To achicve bmpregnable “cold war"
solidacity, Mr. Quaroni siud that Nato
nationg, which joined together to form
u defensive alliance, should become a
community bascd on a “policy ol in-
ternul  solidarity  between  people  and
nations—a Nato communily with one
foreign policy internally and externally.”

Mr. Quarom sanl that “the logic of
the cold war nsks thut we organise our-
selves i this way.”

He added: “Stalin hopes (o win the
¢old war theough the reaction which
wight arise at the contrnsts of ceonomic
standards berween Nate nations, al the
contrasts of standards of living within
the nutions themselves gined on the fact
thut there v a shrinking of the marhes
which are still open ro the West”

Mr. Quwoni said that the Wostern
aatlons  “miest  make o cosordinared
effort” 1 find newe markets in the many
purds of the free world which were ver
undeveloped.  Me sird that his proposals
would be a “readuptation of the Atlantic
policy s0 thal il responds (0 1he peeds
of our tmes”™ (Our walics)

Mi, Quareni, coming from a hive-not
country, snaturally stressca the need for a
aharing  of mawekets which, af  ¢ourse,
inelndey the cold wir nuaket.

Pveryorie  ndmiity  that  the  world
nurekets are Rhrinking, a least so fue as
comsmor goods are concerned, And with
more capltal goods being wvailablo they

Cold War”?

will shrink ¢ven more as cach country
is able w0 produce its own consumer
goods, What would happen tamorrow
il all countries stopped producing arma-
ments? In this country alone 850.000
men and women arg engaged in o armas
ments factapics; (here must he more than
a million men in the armed forces. And
with all that, (he most reeent ungiisioye
ment figures show that nearly half u
million workers were out of a jok. If
we take the equivalent figures in other
industrial countries (beéaring in mind the
high unemployment figures in countries
such as ltaly (nearly 2 mitlion), Germany,
France, and the United States, one has
some dex of the cconomie chaos and
depression (hat - would  result—that s
from the point of view of capitilist
economics.  Tlus has clearly been seen
in America where an attempt is alrcudy
being wade to get roand the problem by
having  purallel industries, a permanent
WA ceanomy--with armament  factories
existing ulongside fuctories for the pro-
duction of consumer goods,

Lobour Shortage in Demmark?
l)l;‘RH.‘\PS Denmark is nat attected by
the problems of the cold war, At
least, that s the impression one gets (rom
the report Tast week that an atiempt was
bemg made 0 get lull-time  tramps to
carn their fivings!  The maoutaciurer
who had the idea, has. one must con-
cede i, a sense of humour as well as
prwetical wmind, He is a manutacturer
ul rubber seles and he wants o tost
them  our, ust as  (vee  manuiaciurers
lest the duvability of their tyres,  Whe
better (o carry oul a lest on rubker soles
than full-time tramps?  Bive have been
engaged ut a weekly wage of {18, to
which iy added o daly food allowance
of £1. The only conditions imposed are
that the trump nwst cover 20 miles &
day, and will face immediate dismissal
in the event of shirking! It sounds
nlmowt like the Tramp's Utopia come
e, i only one dide’t have o walk
20 miley n day! LiBUR IARIAN,



THE ANARCHIST REVOLUTION

“Andreas” on “The
= Anarchist Revolution™ sets out to
show a ‘“widening division™ between
Anarchists. This it did not do, for a
very simple reason. namely. that it dis-
cussed purely a bourgois conception of
Anarchism and such a guif as it des-
cribed i1s one solely Dbetween the
bourgeois pacifist conception and 2a
purely bourgeois-revolutionary attitude.

“Andreas” hardly conceives of the
industrial strugegle in any way what-
soever. He dismisses without even
mentioning it the whole theory of
Anarcho-Svndicalism. but not oniv that.
at no point in his artigle does he
envisage the workers playing any role.
as workers. in the Revolution whatsoever.

While agre=ing. therefore, with his
critique of pacifism. 1 would go further
and point out that the disasirous effect
of pure-pacifism upon the Anarchist
movement has not been in the repudia-
tion of revolutionaryv action. since in the
war y2ars the attitude of pacifists and
anarchists has been parallel. but the
introduction of middle-class ideas and
arguments into the Anarchist movement
during the last fifteen years in this
country in which pacifists have found
anarchism by logic rather than by con-
viction.

“Andreas”, however. has clearly no
more conception of working-class action
than have the pacifists. and the very
fact of secing the argument of one¢ as
“violence™™ versus ‘‘non-violence” proves
this. A very revealing sentence refers
to the time (a few months ago) when the
“‘question of the political trials in Spain
was still a burning issue and not a dead
and buried cause, another paper protest
gathering dust . . . Are the political
trials in Spain any less of a burning issue
now than then? Only to one who can
stand outside the conflicl—the bourgeois
by conviction as well as by origin. His
conception of a crisis is a newspaper one.
For the working-class, struggles continue
perforce.

This question of revolutionary action
is one that does not occur every morn-
ing. When it does occur the workers
have always known what to do. They
have never neceded leaders to tell them
what was right or not. The essential
totalitarianism of the pacifist idea is that
a leader (such as Gandhi) should posi-
tively forbid them to act otherwise than
by passive resistance on such occasions.
Those who would form their own private
party to organise revolutions. whether to
act in one way or the other, are basically
not Anarchists at all. and, if they call
themselves so. mistake their convictions.

It is for this reason I have always been
convinced that Anarchism could oniy
take the Anarcho-Syndicalist form. As
the editorial of Feb. 14th points out.
there is an increased ferment and flow in
anarchist ideas. The manner in which
they can be put into practice to-day is
primarily by the syndicalist method.
which not only puts forward a plan of
immedate action (other than propa--
gandist) but clearly envisages that liber-
larian groups at the point of production
can not only intensify a wage-struggle
now. but can be the means whereby the
places of work can be taken over. At

HE article by
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such a stage there weli may be resistance
and counter-resistance. but this is by
no means a primary problem to those
not steeped in the bourgeois-Christian
morality that produces pacifism or
counter-pacifism as a sideline.

1 would like to add to the editorial
that as one of the group publishing
The Syndicalist—which will celebrate its
first anniversary as a monthy when
FreEpoM celebrates its sccond as a
weekly!—that I regard it primarily as an
Anarchist paper. just as | do FREEDOM.
It clearly has a specialised field in ad-
dressing  itself to workers as workers.
and if that editorial did not mention

The Syndicalist T know it is not for lack
of appreciation of the fact of its weather-
ing the storms of to-day in the printing
world, but rather to considering Anar-
chism and Syndicalism as ideas apart.
The Anarchist form of Syndicalism is
not, however, an idea apart from Anar-
chism, and if once one begins to think
that, then one falls into the illusions of
“Andreas”. who talks of a revolution
without considering the working-class
once, and refers to the Anarchist move-
ment as “little more than a debating
ground for dissatisfied intellectuals™
solely because. no doubi. there is nobody
clse he knows. A M.

Stalinists, Not

¥ HAVE only recently been introduced
A o FREEDOM and, generally speaking,
1 like it and look forward to the next
1ssue.

But an article on “Communists™ struck
a jarring note for me. They are not
Communists—they are Sralinists.

I can well understand the everyday
gutter press using this term. for obvious
propaganda purposes. but when you use
it—well! 1 am well aware how little
honesty there is in the political world.
Even Tito called Stalin's régime “A
Byzantine perversion of Communism.”
with which all advanced thinkers agree.

The same applies te the Labour fakirs
when they are described as Socialists.

So let's not fall into the same errors,
deliberate or otherwise, as the others do.

Sheffeld. D. HOULDSWORTH.
* * *

Editors’ Reply :

Our correspondent has made a valid
point and we stand corrected. with no
real argument with which to answer.

We can, however, assure him that we
dod not have the same intention as the
gutier press. which is obviously to debase
the very term *‘communist™ by making
it synonymous with Stalin’s régime—as.
we agree, they have debased the word
“socialism™ by tying it up with the
Labour Party.

To-day the Anarchists are practically
alone in their support for the ideas of
communism in its real sense. We do
advocate the decentralisation of control
away from the State into local com-
munes. to give people direct control over
their own environment instead of being
dictated to from the centre of power.
For us, the commune should be the basis
of social organisation, while (for most
of us, anyway) the workers’ syndicate
should be the basis of industrial
organisation.

But the unfortunate fact remains that
the Stalinists call themselves the Com-
munist Party—and so do the Titoists!
While the Trotskyists distinguished them-
selves (when they existed as a separate
organisation) merely by putting *“Revolu-
tionary” in front of it! ‘“‘Communist”
remains the generally accepted term of
identification for all these perversions of
communism and we can only say that
when the word is spelt with a capital
‘C’ it means the perversion and when
with a lower case ‘c’ it means the genuine

thing!

FREEDOM AND LIBERTY

HERE is much confusion in the

use of the words “freedom™ and
“liberty”, some innocent, some deliber-
ate. I think this is possible only because
while attitudes are always changing to-
wards the idea of freedom, the word
itself cannot change and has an in-
creasingly complicated load to carry.
Freedom in 1953 means our attitude to-
wards freedom in 1952 plus, to a lesser
extent. that of 1951 and before.

As a part of the drift of language,
compare the “liberty” of 1789 with the
“don’t you take liberties with me” that
is possible to-day. Since the war, the
word freedom has been amply made use
of: the “four” freedoms of President
Roosevell, somehow special sorts of free-
doms that were to become universal but
which are now admiited to need quali-
fications for their best enjoyment; the
*freedom™ of Coventry. Plymouth and
other towns badly damaged in the war
became a mystic rite bestowed upon
Eisenhower, Churchill and other war
leaders—a practice which seems to have
died out completely. Now we have
the “free peoples of the world,” meaning
the people lucky enough to be this side
of the Curtain. who will please not forget
to whom the luck is due.

These remarks are prompted by a
meeling the other week in which the
speaker, an anarchist, proposed “Down
with Education.” The denunciation in-
cluded all forms of education in any sort
of school (even for deal-mutes) “unless

the children wanted it.,” thereby raising
the whole question of freedom in-
escapably. For freedom without free
choice is a euphemism for compulsion,
and Marxist minds can play for hours on
this basis. [“All freedom means in the
West for the worker is the freedom to
starve; for the Soviet worker it means
freedom from starving.”]

Let us be clear, however, that certain
arguments derived from Marx are justi-
fied. Where there are not the means to
make use of freedom, freedom does not
exist. even though it may be guaranteed
in all good faith in the constitution. I
think it is realised by most politicians
now that a man using all his energy to
obtain food, shelter and clothes has not
the energy left to be as free as even
they would wish him to be.

I find it disappointing, however, that
an anarchist can speak. of a ‘*‘free”
choice being made by someone without
an understanding of
Does he believe a neurotic to be free?
Does he believe the creature of instincts
to be free? Does he think that anyone
without knowledge in a scientific society
can be free? By a person with know-
ledge 1 mean one who reads, writes and
thinks rationally, who is able therefore

to choose. 1 address these remarks to ,;

those who agree with the speaker re-
ferred to above. If they agree, why do
they agree?

London, Feb, 18. JSB.

the alternatives.

Communists !

But perhaps after ail it« would be
better if we tried to remember every
time to refer to Stalinists or Trotskyists
or Titoists. knowing them all to be per-
verters' of communism—and asked all
our contributors to do the same.

THE question “Why haven't anarchists

a clear-cut programme.” s one of
those hardy annuals we have come to
expect from critics and in answer 1o
which one is often tempted to shrug
one’s shoulders. :

None of these critics have ever put
forward a really irrefutable reason as
to why we should lay down blueprints
for our descendants to follow. They
seem unable to grasp the basic anarchist
principle that in the free society of
anarchy social forms will spring from
the nceds of men. not the nceds of men
be forced into pre-ordained forms.
We have enough Procrustean beds in this
society without ftting the futlure to one.

fut

The latest usherette of the social re-

volution. B. Gelstein, argues that we
cannot succeed in “reshaping™ society — movement has a programme oc¢ not has
without a programme (unspecified). To  litle 10 do with whether it becomes
suppert his contention, he states that  tolaltlarian or not. The creation of a
the basis of the Communist Manifesto  free society will result from a conscious
of 1848 was implemented in Russia understanding of our principles and their .

69 vears later.

Mutual Aid in the Flood

TN case you missed it. I am cnclosing
a cutting from Tom Driberg’s article
in to-day's Revnolds News®* 1t is just
one more bit of evidence that in timcs
of

of natural disaster, the doctrines
selfishness. cut-throat competition and
mutual distrust imposed on us by

capitalist civilisation go by the board
and man's first instinct is towards co-
operation and mutual aid.

Incidentally. 1 doubt if Tom Driberg
would be willing 10 accept all the im-
plications of what he has written.
Altrincham. Feb, 8. A.J.B.

[*“The floods have evoked one of
those manifesiations of the hunwn spirit
ar its best. which are all roo rare in
peacetime.

“In our part of Eseex ar any rate,
civilians and Servicemen alike have
worked and ‘mucked in" just as in the
days of the blitz, nnselfishly, giving all
they've gor. not worrying about property
rights or compensation.

“The attitude, refreshingly, is: ‘We've
got 1o have the siuff now—we'll sort out
afterwards wha's 1o pay for it’

DisaSter malic regimentation will not bring us

liberty only the imposition of [resh

“Most encouraging of all has been the  CFRIESSIONS. - A g
Finally, il the Gelsteins desire pros

responsc by the young Servicemen—ithe

lads of 8, and 19, only children when \
o

totalitarian
gramme characterised Hnler. Mussolini
and Franco. whereas the programme laid
down by Marx and Engels in 1848 has
triumphed in the régime of .
The nazis had ne programme and estab-
lished a
sheviks had one and did the same thing
... It would appear that whether a social

implementation by the people concernediS
in a manner determined by

ditions of
Ordercd mass movements and

grammes so mwuch, why do they appeal

FREEDVDOM |

In the next paragraph of his letler, he
cites Hannah Arendt to the efect that
“lack of programme is a characleristic
of totalitanian régimes
by implying that ualess anarchisis adops
a “clear-cut programme” {agoin unspeci-
fied) we could “easily degencrale 1owards
totalitarianism™,

So there we have il
claborate programmes we are doomed 10

and he concludes

If we refuse to

become
pro-

extinetion—ar W
Why? because

Ity and

nv

Stalin'!

totalitarian  régime; the bol-

the con-
situation.
program- §

the revolutionary

us for ene? Let rhem write what they

the war was on. who are sometimes . : !

written off as a delinguent and apathetic consndcrlls a suilable programme.  Whe

generation by their censorious elders. knows, it might contain something thal
“Those | have seen have been mostly 15 Dew ... Or will it?

i the R.AF.r and most of these have Lomlon, Feb. 8. S. E. PARKER.

volumteered for this job on the seu-wall. —

The work is arduous in the extreme,
monotonous, and Jdirty; the weather has
been bitterly cold. They start out for
the wall ar 6,30 a.m.—and, helieve it or
nat, many of them are reluciani to obey
the order 1o finish at dusk.

“They understand what they are do-
ing: they sce the gaps in the wall closing
as rhey fill and stack the sandbags.
Again and again | have heard them say:
‘It's nice to be doing sometliing useful
for a change.’

“f don’t expect the Air Minisiry—wheo
have been very good in releasing und
provisioning these men—rto accept all rhe
implications of those last three words:

EXTRAORDINAR\' we did not know

Office are really Sudanese.

Sudanese without a doubt, for Sudan
has achieved self-rule  through selfs
determination.

Ashstead, Feb. 14 M.G.W.

SUDAN SELF-RULE
v congratulate  the Sudanese oM
achieving self-rule wul self-determind®
tion”
—GEN. NEGuUn, quoted in  the
Manchesier Guardian, 13/2/53%
Foreign

of our

the Wykhamists

Neguib as well, has just found out he's

but there is surely a profound, vet simple
lesson here for all statesmen and all
who despair of ‘modern youth’?"]

HE front-page article of the
February issue of The Syndi-
calist declares, “People matter more
than money. Let’s have a flood-
workers’ scheme.” It is pointed
out that one ten-thousandth part of
the sum allotted for armaments
would have saved Canvey Island.
There are articles on Syndicalism in
Italy, on Industrial Unions, and an
appreciation of the late Frank Leech.
Among the industrial topics dis-
cussed are the miners’ wage award,
conditions in the baking trade and
amongst painters, and the treatment
of seamen arriving at “iron curtain”
ports.

An article, “Who will clean the
Railways,” sums up the perennial
press topic of our dirty railways with
these words: “It is quite obvious
where the solution lies to-day, and
that is in making the job of a rail-
way cleaner worth while. Itis a job
that lends itself easily to part-time
work and there are no lack of appli-
cants to-day for better-paid work.
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It is because railway-cleaners’ pay GROUP 1 .
is not such as to attract more people | OPEN AIR ' MEET[NGS
that the railways are less clean than Weather Permitting
HYDE PARK

they could be. And it is significant
to note how much more pleasant the
smaller stations are, where the staff !
has the opportunity for engaging in
a little gardening and where flower
beds brighten the place. For there
the workers have a little more free-
dom than they have in the larger
stations. Which suggests that a great
deal will be altered when the
workers take control.”

The article on seasonal unemploy-
ment in the painting trade has a
bearing on the subject of Workers’
Productive Co-operatives described
in last week’s FREEDOM. The writer
declares: “It must, I think, be ad-
mitted that the equipment necessary
to put painters to work could easily
be purchased by the painters’
societies and a drive made to take
over the work from the bosses. The
work could then be spread over the
year in a manner acceptable to the
men themselves. We all know how
the painter in hard times goes out
jobbing and, provided he has the
necessary materials, no boss is
needed to tell him what to do, he
gets his instructions from the cus-
tomer. Is it not a fact then that the
next step calls for: (1) organisation
to cut out the dozens of petty
tyrants; (2) for the painters as a
body to make direct contact with
the customers, and (3) for the
painters to prove that Workers’
Control is the only way out.”

The Syndicalist has now reached
its tenth month and deserves the
support of readers of FREEDOM
who care about the vital question of
industry. It costs twopence monthly
and postal subscribers to FREEDOM
can receive it for a year by adding
two shillings to their anrnual sub-
scriptions. And, by the way—is
yours overdue?

y Express Printers, London, E.1.

note that the London Anarchist Group’s
Tucsday evening mectings will be held
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