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RISING TENSION IN AFRICA

ACIALISM continues to be the altar on which lives are sacrificed in

Africa.

The French policy in Morocco—described in the last issue

of FRELDOM-—consists in the last resort in the defence of European suprem-
acy and such a programme must in its nature fan all the fires of Moroccan

nattonalism.

Reactionaries of the right support the whites against the

blacks and browns at all costs, while left wing oppositionists support nation-
alism as being a “‘progressive™ force against imperialism without consider-
ing what a hydra-headed monster nationalism is. (Aggressive nationalism
was seen in Nazi Germany. subject-race nationalism in Indian “self-rule”;
both of them, on any human view. in their different ways depressing

enough).

There can be no resolution of such a conflict:

it can only raise

new and bloody problems, and block the way to positive solutions which
contain progress for the populations concerned.

Exactly the same deadiock is be-
ing enacted in Central and Southern
Africa. The white settlers in Kenya
claim to have “overcome” the Mau
Mau crisis. But the Kikuyu's land
hunger remains the same. the race
1ssue remains the same. with a new
bitterness and disilusionment added.

Nyasaland
“Disorders” which began last
week in the Cholo district of Nyasa-
land are spreading. The native popu-

lation has launched a non-co-opera-
tion campaign against Central Afri-
can Federation and additional griev-
ances over the land rights of tenant
farmers on the estates of the white
settlers have added to the state of
tension.  African peasants have
blocked roads with road blocks and
by felling trees. and have also des-
troyed bridges. presumably to hinder
the movements of the police and
troops who have been brought in.

American Aid Strengthens Franco

\V7ITH the passing of the years. and
Y¥  ihe erowing political opportunism
that is fostered by the unrelenting West
versus East propaganda. the general hos-
tility that existed in the world to Fran-
co’s regime has been slowly but surely
undermined. This is particularly the
case in America where the only qualifica-
tion for an ally is that he should be
opposcd to Russia and “Communism™.
The coup d Eiar in Iran, which among
other things is considered as a potential
blow at Russian influence in that coun-

try, is viewed by America, according to,

the New York Herald Tribune's Wash-
ington correspondent, with “undisguised
relief”. And for his part the new Iran-
ian Prime Minister Major General Za-
hedi realises that if he is to solve some
of the urgent economic problems, and
thus prevent a general revolt against his
régime in due course, he needs Anglo-
American backing. Accordingly one of
his first acts has been to order the police
to clean-up what “Red influence” exists
in the country. Last week. for instance,
it was reported that the police burned
thousands of captured Communist pub-
lications in a vacant lot in the capital.
And according to the newspaper Dad
“*Gen. Zahedi's government has decided
to widen the antli-Communist drive by
ring known Communists from govern-
ment jobs. Under the Mossadegh ré-
gime, Communists infiltrated the Educa-
on  Ministrv. and  particularly the
nance, Post., Telegraph and Health
dinistries.

The Zahedi dragnet also scooped into
jails 16 brewery workers. three spinni
I hands and 15 others as p_oleﬁ
ces of trouble for the new chieftain.

estimated at well over 300.”
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Aid; that however corrupt the adminis-
tration might be some, at Jeast, of the
food and fertilisers would find their wav
to those who needed them and the real
poverty of the Spanish peasant would at
least he relieved.* But it it is only real-
ised that neither Franco nor the Ameri-
can Government are interested in the
condition of the Spanish peasant’s belly
(if they had been would 1thev have made
him wait eighteen months in deciding
how to fill it for him?) but in much less
personal and human matters, and this 1s
clearly shown by the reported terms of
the agreement published in the New
York Times (August 26):

The spokesman for the State Depart-
ment indicated that the two governments
had come to terms on basic principles.
but he added that 1here were “still some
wrinkles Lo iron out.”

The agreement consists of three parts:
the use of Spanish military bases by
United States forces, United States mili-
tary aid for Madrid. and. separately,
United States economic assistance.

A reported bul unconfirmed outline of
the forthcoming agreement indicated that
United States mlhtary aid might reach
as much as $132,000,000, ro0 be spent pri-
marily for improvement of Spanish mili-
tary equipment.

Additional financial aid, bringing fotal
assistance to something more than
$200.000.000, would be made available
for Jm vemenl of industrial and trans-
portation equipment essenrial to the de-
fence efforr. In general. the economic
aid agreement would follow the lines of
standard mutual assistance pacts with
other friendly governments,
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The police have used tear gas to
disperse crowds and in some cases
have opened fire on them. several
deaths being reported. The govern-
ment of Nyasaland has appeuled to
Southern Rhodesia for police assis-
tance. and reinforcements have been
duly flown into the territory from
Salisbury. As a result of the state
of emergency a police display which
was to have taken place at the week-
end during the agriculturai show at
Salisbury has been cancelled.

The Observer's correspondent
concludes an account of the distur-
bances in Nyasaland with the omin-
ous remark: “The cvents of the past
few days serve to emphasise how
tense race relations have become in
what had been Africa’s most peace-
ful colonial territory before federa-
tion began two years ago.” (our
italics).

A correspondent described in
FREEDOM a few months ago the atti-
tude of white settlers and of the
natives in Nyasaland and showed
what Central African Federation
meaunt in terms of the economic sub-
jection of the latter by the former.
There can be no doubt at all that a
government which disregards the
unanimous protest of six million
Africans and thrusts through un-
popular legislation to suit a few
thousands of white settlers is simply
provoking violence. They are still
apparently banking on the philo-
sophy ridiculed by Hilaire Belloc’s
rhyme:

“....We have got
The Maxim gun. and thev have

not!”
¥ Continued on p. 3
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Electricians

]«OLLOW]NG last week’s strike
action by nearly 1.500 electri-
cians at selected works throughout
the country. conciliatory measures
were taken by the Ministry of
Labour to get the two sides together.
The employers’ organisation, the
National Federation of Electrical
Associations, agreed (o meet spokes-
men for the Electrical Trades Union
last Monday to discuss further con-
sideration of the E.T.U’s wage
claim. The E.T.U. agreed for the
strikers to start work again on Mon-
day morning as a gesture of good
faith.

The employers. however, had no
such good faith themselves. and in
the discussions on Monday the best
they could offer was that they would
bring an answer from their members
in 14 days' time giving a date for
further discussions at Nalional
level!

This of course was duite unac-
ceptable for the electricians. An-
other fourteen days’ work would see
the two big exhibitions—the Radio
Show at Olympia and the Marine
Engineering at Earls Court—well
open and under way, and would give
the employers time to organise their
labour so that all urgent work was
cleared up. and they could be pre-
pared for a stoppage of almost in-
definite length. Electrical contrac-
tors are able to stand off their work-
ers whenever a particular job has
been finished—and in 14 days quite
a lot of “‘sparks” would have found
themselves out of a job.

So the E.-T.U. has taken the only
possible course—immediate strike
action again—and on a bigger scale
than before. At mass meetings at
Earls Court and Olympia, all work-
ers were called out. This means
not only workers on the contracting
side employed by the N.F.E.A, but
also engineers and maintenance men,
so far not affected. have joined the

_ strike.

At the time of writing—

Qut Again

Tuesday morning—Olympia and
Earls Court are at a complete stand.
still as far as electrical work is con-
cerned.

And throughout the country, g
those who were oul last week—q¢
the oil installations, the atomic sga.
tion at Aldermaston and o.lsewhu-c
—are being called out again,

Now it looks as if the gloves ure
really off, und a long-drawn-out

battle may follow. The E.T.U.s
action however, may divide the em-
ployers, for firms outside the
N.F.E.A. are now being affected and
may bring pressure on the contrac-
tors to settle the electricians’ griev-
ances in the interests of the industry
as a whole.

This is that rarity—an official
strike. The E.T.U. is of course
Communist-led and we shall be in-
terested to see how this strike
develops.

When Black is White
THE LAW (is an Ass)

DURBAN. Aug. 23 (A.P)—A local
magistrate ruled yesterday that a Durban
man is both a white man and a coloured
man, while his wife. who has been regis-
tered for 20 ycars as a white voler, is a
coloured woman,

The case was one in which the man
was charged under the Group Areas uct
with having occupied premises in a dis-
trict set aside for white people, The
magistrate said the act was “most intri-
cate” and it was possible for a person to
be classified as belonging 10 onc race
group under one scction and to another
race group under another section.

The man before the court was oOb-
viously white, he said. and were it not
for a certain section of the act he would
have been discharged.

The section in question dealt with his
wife. the magistrate said, and she fell
within the coloured group, so her hus-
band must therefore be said to be in
that group.

He imposed a nominal fine of £1.
An appeal is to be lodged.

WE hope our readers will not

think it out of place if our
editorial column this week deals
with the problems facing us as a
publishing group. It is the first time
this year that we have used our
space to talk about our administra-
tive problems, and it is perhaps an
opportune moment since at this
time of the year a large number of
subscriptions are due for renewal.
Several hundred readers will have
received renewal mnotices this week,
and it is not an exaggeration to say
that the future regular weekly publi-
cation of FREEDOM is dependent on
these notices receiving prompt atten-
tion.

The publication and distribution
of minority journals such as FREE-
pOM becomes ever more difficult be-
cause of increasing production costs
and the limited demand which does
not make it “worthwhile” for the
trade distributors to handle such
journals. Such difficulties have in
the puast been overcome by enthus-
iasts in the progressive movements
who have undertaken theg distribu-
tion by selling at meetings and on
the streets. 1t appears that among
the present generation there are
fewer pioneers than in the pre-Wel-
fure State days. and FREEDOM in
common with other minorily jour-
nais has been made to feel the effect
of this new attitude. Our work has
also suffered by post-war emigration;
in Glasgow. for instance, an active,
lively group has been reduced to
one or two stalwarts who do what
ropagate anarchist

ontinued on p. 3

¢“Progress Report’’ on

LAWYERS NOW.

A MERICAN progressives who were
£3 among the initial supporters of the
political witch-hunt are now becoming a
little worried by the power of this
thought-control machine. And well might
they, for the real danger is not vested in
McCarthy and his Committees alone.
After all there must be ways and means
of removing them. What is the real
danger is that the McCarthy mentality
should spread throughout the population
and result in privaiec witch-hunts, And
this is what in effect is happening in
America to-day.

One example is provided by the de-
cision of the American Bar Association
o “clean its ranks of Communists™. The
report which was unanimously accepted
by the House of Delegates of the Ameri-
can Bar Association last week stated that
Communist party membership was in-
compatible with membership in the bar
and that “the hour of accounting™ by
these attorneys has been too long de-
layed.

In adopling the report, the House of
Delegates, which is the policy-making
body of the Bar Association. did not
even debate the issue. The report was
by a special Committee to Study Com-
munist Tactics. Strategy and Objectives,
headed by former Senator Herbert R.
O’Conor, Democrat of Maryland and
one-1ime chairman of the Senate Crime
Investigating Committee,

The committee was established in
February as the result of a resolution.
adopted at the mid-winter meeting of
the House of Declegates in Chicago, that
noted that some lawyers, “relatively few
in number,” had been members of the

Communist party cells,

the Great Witch-hunt
WHO’S NEXT ?

The resolution called on the Attorney
General to take action to determine the
fitness of Communist lawyers to practice
before the Federal bar and for local
associations to altack the problem at the
state levels.

The committee said that it had com-
piled a list of lawyers who had been
identified under oath as members of the
Communist party and who had invoked
their constitutional rights against pos-
sible self-incrimination to questions con-
cerning Communist membership or at-
tachment.

The report said that lawyers ander the
shadow of Communist connections
should be permitited to return before
Congressional committees and ‘“give
frank testimony.” What was sought by
this procedure, said the report, “is not
punishment for past deeds or mistakes,
but a determination of present fitness
and worth to be a member of an hon-
orable and a responsible profession.”

Mr. O’Conor’s committee said that it
had concluded. as a result of its study,
that “no one who is presently a Com-
munist is fit or should be permitted to
be a member of any bar of this country.”
The report added that *it should now
be obvious that membership in the Com-
munist party is incompatible and incon-
sistent with membership at the bar.”

Read in conjunction with what we
know of the present witch-hunt mental-
ity the following suggestions made by
The committee take on a sinister mean-
ing:

At the same time the committee said
that some lay witnesses might have re-
fused to testify before Congressional
committees “on the advice of attornmeys

-"Conli‘nucd on p. 4
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-DAY the term ‘Grand National’
4 gignilics to thc average worker
aothing more than a fashionable horse-
ace but a 120 years ago it stood for
wmelhing morc impressive: the Grand
- national Consolidated Trades Union—
the first-ever One Big Union with the
avowed object of wresting control of the
justruments  of production  from the
hands of the capitalists and placing them
pnder the control of the producers. In
his latest book*—a revised version of a
gtudy first published in the Inferpational
Review for Social History, 1939,—~Pro-
fessor Cole retells, in more detail and
with more accuracy than previous his-
torians, the exciting siory of the British
workers' first attempt at a  full-scale
assault on the citadels of industrial
capitalism,

The story begins at Manchester in 1818
when. under the leadership of the Spin-
ners' Union. an attempt was made to
organise a General Union of Trades—the
Philanthropic Society. This organisation
was still-born  but it inspircd John
thefl_\. the most influential trade
unionist of his day, 1o further attempts
along the same lines, in 1826 and again
n 1830 when he launched the National

*Attempts at General Union, 1818-1834.
Macmillan,i6s.

Pages of Working Class History

THE GRAND NATIONAL

Association for the Protection of Labour.
As the name of the laiter shows, the
objects of these first general unions were
reformist: to prevent wage reductions
and 1o sccure ‘to the indusirious work-
man a just and adequate remuneralion
for his labour. The gencral union, in
short, was just a bigger and betler trade
union, Bul, the education of the work-
ers once begun, it could not be halied
at that point. If a general union could
win reforms, could it not also achicve a
revolution? Using the gencral expro-
priatory strike, or, as he called it, the
Grand National Holiday, could not a
general union smash the capitalist system
once and for all and establish in its place
a system of mutual co-operalion in
which the workers themselves owned and
controlled the new machines? So, at
least, many workers, men and women,
asked themselves and determined to find
the answer.

The ecarly 1830°s werc hectic days
The agriculiural labourers were in re-
volt, marching forth to destroy the
hated threshing machines and to burn

Freedom &

T is the fond boast of many people in
© this country that in no other nation
in the world is so much freedom enjoyed
by the individual. When pressed for an
explanation of what this freedom is
they uwsualiy say that it is freedom of
speech, of the writlen word, of political
assembly and so on.

Now. anarchists would be the last 10
deny the relative value of such conces-
sions—for that is what they are—on the
part of “the government. Nor do we
derogate the struggles waged by our
forefathers to obtain these ‘rights’. They
certainly make our propaganda easier
than if we werc living under a completely
totalitarian régime.  But, whilst we give
full recognstion to these things, we do
not Jail 10 point that ‘civil liberties’
such as these. are limited by the laws of
slander. blasphemy and sedition*, and
that during nime of war they can be

abrogated when the views expressed are
considered 1o menace the safety of the
State or its running of the war.

When such suppressions of legal rights
lahe place, hiberals. progressives and their
1k are dusmayed and often engage in
numerous paper protesis at our “dis-
appearing liberties”. Anarchists are not
surprised. We know thalt our boasted
liberties are regarded as mere salety

valves by a shrewd ruling class. We
know this because to us real freedom is
freedom of conduct, i.e. the right of each
individual to govern his or her own life.
Any frece aocviety must bhave this right
as its basis and without it people are
slaves who must submi  to masters,
democratic or otherwise,

It is this basic principle of individual
suvercignty which fundamentaily ditier-
entusles anarchism from all other philo-
swphicy. Those who do not believe in
the principle of liberty can only realise
their ideals by forcibly imposing them on
any who disagree with them, They are
authoritarians and the methods they use
are thuse of authority, of 1the submission
ol tne individual 1o the will of others.
The suthoritarians wani to foree people
into the struciure of their weai society;

e
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Free Speech

the anarchists want to abolish the ob-
stacles to human freedom, thus creating
the conditions for the construction of a
new society by means of voluntary co-
operation.

Viewing the gquestion of free speech,
the freedom of the press and so forth in
this manner leads one to the conclusion
that it is not necessarily a contradition
of the authority principle for govern-
ments 10 allow varying degrees of such
civil liberties at certain times in history.
Indeed, considering the slave-like aquies-
cence of the mass of the people to-day
there are some grounds for the suggestion
that the granting of these ‘rights’ at the
present time is a sign of the strength ol
authority rather than of its weakness. It
is true that these legal rights were won
for us by the struggles of our predeces-
sors, bul the modern state has come ta
recognise the value of granting at Jeast
a semblance of free speech to its subjects
as a means of syphoning off discontent
or political rebellion. (Even in Russia
one is allowed to criticisc one’s super-
iors—for not driving the workers to
greater production!)

A slruggle to retain or cextend
limited amount of free speech we
allowed bears the same relation to
siruggle for basic [reedom as do the
demands for ncreased wages to the
abolition of the wages system. It is an
action of relutive value within the frame-
work of the starus quo, but it should
never be confused with, or take the place
of, revolutionary direct action for thc
free society.

The ‘*freedom’ boasted of by the press
and its believers is merely a number of
civil liberties granted by the government
1o its subjects. These consist ol certain
areas of partial autonomy within the
structure of 1he legal sysiem, the gov-
ernnient always retaining ultimate con-
trol.  Anurchists recognise the necessity
to defend these “freedoms’ when they
are threatened since they are better than
nothing. Qur primary purpose, however,
is the struggle for real freedom, the basic
[reedom of an ungoverned humanity.
This freedom cannot be obtained by
legislative cnactments, constitutions, bills
of rights or anything which is by the
vrace of government.
it can only come from within each in-
dividual man and wonwn, from their will
10 be miasturs of themselves and servants

the
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of none. S. I PArker.
'Ajnilzut . Kecech, Inspector in Charge
ol Fraining, Kent County Constabulary,
g the hmu‘;c utvocal definition
ot ) i bis booklet “Public
Lu#,l' an & Som Lid, 1952):
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must be kept i vend that the Jaws of
eduion musl
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the ricks of unpopular farmers and land-
owners, The agitation for political re-
form, the results of which in 1832 werc
to be such a bitter disappointment to the
working class radicals, was rcaching s
peak. The eight hours day movement
was gaining momentum under the impact
of the idea of simply refusing to work
any longer than ecight hours. In the
trade union world itself, the repeal of
the Combination Laws, which Francis
Place engincered in 1824, had acted as
a pgreat fillip. The trade unions wcre
still hedged in by many legal restrictions
but, at least, the mere fact of combina-
tion was no Jonger a crime. Trade
unions, previously disguised as Fricndly
Socicties, came out in the open and many
new unions were formed in all trades.
Co-operative Socicties were springing up
everywhere and by 1932 numbered a
round 500: co-operative societies which
were not merely grocery stores but shops
started by workers with the object of
accumulating enough capital to establish
a communist community, or ‘Union’
workshops in which craftsmen, with the
same ultimate object in view, manufac-
tured their products for exchange in the
Labour Bazaars.

The inspirer of the co-operatives, both
productive and distributive, was Robert
Owen, one of the first of the great capi-
talist manufacturers but one who de-
nounced capitalism as the source of the
workers’ miseries and who taught that
labour was the origin and measure of
all value. It was Owen who attended
the Builders’ ‘Parliament’, the national
conference of the Operative Builders®
Union, in 1833 and persuaded the dele-

gates to (ransform the Union into o
Grand National Guild for the purpose
of taking over the entire building indus-
try of the country. Encouraged by the
reception which the building workers had
given him, Owen proceeded next (o a
national congress of trade union and
co-operative societies held in October of
the same year. To this congress he out-
lined a more ambitious plan, the forma-
tion of a Grand Natjonal Moral Union
of the Productive Classes of Great
Britain and Irefand to which all workers’
organisations, trade union, co-operalive
and propagandist, were urged to affiliate,
The plan was readily endorsed and
arrangements made for a further con-
ference at which formal rules were to be
adopted. This second conference, a
purely trade umion body of which Owen
was not at first a member. met in Feb-
ruary, 1834, adopted a constitution and
declared itself to be the Grand National
Consolidated Trades Union.

RULE XLVI of the constitution under-
fined the revolutionary objective of the
new body: ““That although the design
of the Union is, in the first instance, to
raise the wages of the workmen, or pre-
vent any further reduction therein, and
to diminish the hours of labour, the great
and ultimate object of it must be to
eslablish the paramount rights of Indus-
try and Humanity, by instituting such
measures as shall effectually prevent the
ignorant, idle, and useless part of Society
from having that undue contro! over the
fruits of our toil, which, through the
agency of a vicious money system, they
at present possess; and that, consequently,
the Unionists should lose no opportunity

- MU UUM
of mutually ¢ncouraging and assisting M
cach other in bringing about A DIF-
FERENT ORDER OF THINGS, in
which the really useful and intelligent
part of society only shall have the direc-
tion of its affairs, and in which well-
directed industry and virtue shall meet
their just distinclion and reward, and
vicious idleness its merited contempt and
desiitution.”  As the first practical steps
towards this new object, the conference
proposed a general scheme of co-
Operative production. Workers were o
be settled on the land, Union shops were
Lo be established for the employment of
strikers, and each Lodge was to have its
own workshop.

A period of intense activity followed
the formation of ‘the Grand National,
as the union came to be popularly called.
Many new unions were formed and a
large number of existing societies al once
affiliated to the new organisation. Ia a
short time over half a million members
were enrolled under its banver and an
equal number were organised in other
uaions, notably the Builder's (which had
not affiliated) and the secret "Yorkshire
Trades Union’. The new industrial pro-
letariat was marshalling itself for a full-
scale attack on the capilalist system,

But the attack never came. Before 1
the organisation could be built up and
before it had thought out a clear-cut
policy of action, the employers, aided by

the Government, struck back. The
counter-attack had begun before the
G.N.C.T.U. had formally come into

being. At Derby, where there was a big
trade union following, the employers in
November 1833, staged a lock-out and
insisted that all Union men should sign
the notorious ‘document’ renouncing
their membership of any union. One of
the first acts of the G.N. was to insti-
tute a shilling levy in aid of the Derby

D%~ Continued on p., 3

[NOTE. Bernard Shaw’s Fabian Tract, The Impossibi-
lities of Anarchism, 1893, is well known ro students.
Less well known however, is the fact that Shaw had
previously been associated with the anarchists. A friend
of Charlotte Wilson, who Tollaborated with Kropotkin
in founding Freedom, Shaw belonged to the anarchist
wing of the Fabian Society—before it became a ‘respect-
able’ and constitutional body in 1887. The article
reprinted below was first published in the opening
number of Henry Seymour's paper, The Anarchist,
March 1885, under the rtitle: ‘What's in a name? How

ANARCHISM versus STA

(51VE a dog a bad name and hang him. Give a man
a bad name—anarchist, for example—and hang
him by all means. Anarchist is a very bad name in-
deed. The comfortable landlord or capitalist cries to
the coliectivist, “What you propose would land you,
not in Utopia, as you expect, but in anarchy.” The
collectivist retorts, “What have we at present but
anarchy everywhere?” But the capitalist knows better
than that. He points to the omnipresent “iron laws”,
which on other occasions the collectivist himself has
often pointed out, and presses for instances of anarchy.
The collectivist thus hard put to it, retracts his general-
ization, but maintains that thought there is a system and
socialization in production, there is anarchy in ex-
change. By which, as it presently appears, he means
that exchange is controlled by a few private persons;
that it is a monopoly; that, in short, what he is com-
plaining of is not anarchy at all, but despotism. But
he does not cease to use the word anarchy, nor will
he admit that he has misapplied it; for the collectivists
believe in the infallibility of their pope, Karl Marx;
and he said some hard things once for anarchism, as
indeed he did, in the exuberance of his talent for hard
hitting about every “ism” that was not unquestioning
Marxism. And so from both camps mud is thrown on
the name of anarchist. Then, it will be asked, why
oflend people’s sensibilities with it?  Why not drop it?
Simply because our enemies know better than to let
us drop it. They will take care to keep it fastened
tightly upon uvs; and if we disown il, and yet, when
challenged home, cannot deny it, will it not appear that
we are ashamed of it; and will not our shame justly
condemn us unheard?
No: we must live down calumny as many men, from
primitive christians (0 guakers, and from quakers (o
socialists, have lived it down before us upon less occit-
ston.  What socialists have done in England, anarchists

may do; for England is the fatherland of laissez-faire;
und Jaissez-faire, in spite of all (he stumblings i€ has
brought upon itself by persistently holding its candle to
the devit mnstcad of to its own footsteps, is the torch-
bearer of anarchism. 1 is easy for the collectivist to
jeclare that Adam Smith, with his inveterate mistrust

nt, and lis conviction that people can
1 business better than auny authority
was all o fool, and hall
ile classes: but the greatest
e cighteenth century
nor is their much

tly to (he advantage
ous allusions (o

an anarchist might put it.

judging from the eulogistic reference to ‘the great

form under its present title and distributed at meetings

ing—G.N.O.]

clever enough to be the first to profit by them. But

whether the great Scotchman was really such a fool

Seyniour was an anarchist
of the individualist school, as apparently was Shaw also,

Scotchman’, Adam Smith. After Shaw had abandoned
anarchism, the article was reprinted in 1889 in leaflet

where Shaw was lecturing against anarchism. Apart
from its historical interest, the first part of the article
deals with a question often raised by comrades who find
the label ‘anarchist’ a little too shocking and embarass-

TE SOCIALISM by G.B.S,

lessons would be held up to odium by professed cham-
pions of liberty because the oppressors of mankind were

the time has come for English socialists to consider

as some collectivists seem to take him for.

The compromise of liberals and conservatives on the
Franchise was really a coalition brought about by the
pressure of the growing democracy on two parties,
whose differences had long ceased to exist except as
factious habits. The monopolist is at least face to facs
with the socialisi; and it must presently appear to all
Englishmen that instead of two sorts of monopolists—
whig and torv—opposing one sort of socialist; thers
are really two sorts of socialists—anarchist and collec-
tivist—confronting one solid body of monopolists. The
collectivists would drive the money changers from
Westminster only to replace them with a central admin-
istration, committee of public safety, or what not. In-
stead of “Victoria, by the grace of God”, they would
give us “the Superintendent of such and such an Indus-
try, by the authority of the Democratic Federation™, or
whatever body we are to make our master under the
new dispensation. “Master” is certainly an uvgly word
for a “popular government”, the members of which
are but trustees for the people. “Trustees” is good,
but is not a father better than a body of trustees? Shall
the English nation be orphaned? The Russians have
a father in the Tzar: why should not we have a Tzar?
What objection would be open to that that does not
apply to a popular government just as strongly?—-nay,
more so: for should either misbehave it is easier to
remove one man than six hundred and seventy. Or is
there freedom in a multitude of masters, as there is said
to be wisdom in a multitude of counsellors (a2 remark
made long before the British House of Commons de-
voted its energies to proving the contrary)?

The sole valid protest against Tzardom, individual of
collective, is that of the anarchist, who would call no
nan master.  Slavery is the complement of authority.
and must disappear with it. If the slaves indeed make
the master, then the workers are slaves by choice, and
1o emancipate them is tyranny.  But if, as we believe,
it is the master that makes the slave, we shall never
gel rid of slavery uniil we have got rid of authority.

I
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In favour of authority, from its simple enforcement by
the rod in the nursery. to its complex organisation in
“the minor stage of siege”, there is much to be said
on every ground exceplt that of experience.  Were there
twice as much. it is the mission of the anarchist to
obstruct its coming and to hasten its banishment: 1o
mistrust its expediency, however specious the instance;
and to maintain incessant protest against all its forms

throughout the world.
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effort that can be made, there is, human-

bow to the “supremacy” of the
white setilers and their colonial gov-
ernments. From such an attitude
can only spring the twin evils of
nationalism and violence, each of

ly speaking, no hope of influencing the
present Government. Dr. Malan and all
his Ministers have made it clear again
and again that their policy is one of
White supremacy. This is not misrepre-

&

d would share with us this burden,
- and make light work of this “sterling
(or doliar!) gap” by their contribu-
tons to our Special Appeal and/or

“Let us make no mistake about it.
Since their overwhelming success in the
April election there has been a note of
such implacability: of such fierce deter-
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d figures!

- and partly in aid of co-operative produc-
tion. But the funds of the Union were

insufficient to cope with this and the
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National was torn by the internal dis-
sensions of its leaders. Owen, who had
joined it after the sentence on the Tol-

world” outside the confines of the old,
through a system of communist com-
munities. Other working class l[ecaders,
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AT our general optimism is not
* casily shaken however, is
own we think by the issuing last
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sirikes and lock-outs whkich had been
and were being declared in a number of
other large towns. Too many demands
were being made on the new body and
the result was a defeat of the men all
along the line. Town after town capitu-
lated—Derby after four months of bitter
struggle—and the workers were forced
to relurn to work on the employers'
terms. A Leeds Union feader drew the
correct moral from these defeats: “No
more separate strikes and no more
tinkling with liule hammers: on their
chains—the big hammer, a universal
strike, must fetch a blow, and then the

puddie Jabourers, was opposed to the
policy of militant industrial action advo-
caled by James Morrison and J. E.
Smith in their papers, The Pioneer and
The Crisis. Both Smith and Morrison
deprecated sectional strikes which were
frittering away the union's strength and
“instead urged greater unity and organisa-
tion in preparation for a rcally telling
blow by means of a revolutionary gene-
ral strike. Owen, on the other hand,
with his cxcessive oplimism, hoped that
the cmployers as well as the workers
would peucably collaborate in introduc-

despairing of industrial action, turned
towards political action and sought to
rally the workers under the purely poli-
tical programme of Chartism. When
both Owenile Socialism and Chartism
had in their turn been defeated, other
lcaders set 1o work to build up, painfully
and carefully, co-opcrative socicties on
the Rochdale model. The trade unions
themselves, after licking their wounds,
abandoned the idea of emancipaling the
workers from the wage system and in-
stead sought merely to defend working
class interests within the capitalist system.
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HEWETSON isivad, Wb an exantple o other Union-  which co-operative production was again
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_. . pricks of the new age of machine pro-
” duction.  “That they achieved what they
did, and not that they were beaten, s

remarkable.” says Cole.  And what they
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cloth 2s. 6d., paper Jw.

ists, it prosecited s grovp ol agricularal
workers sl Tolpuddle, 1 Dorset, led by
Cieorge Loveless, who bad formed w

ludded as the pamacea, but by this tme
the Grand Nuatonal was e the process
ol dissolution.  To complete 1ts down-

1} MK s Priendly Seciely which was intended ay

or Chaos 28, 0. a brapch ‘ol the Grund National,  Their
e Land 6d. ‘critine’ was oot the lormution of o union,
Society (3:: for that was now legal, nor had they had

04,

the temerity to come out on strike or
even (o axk lor higher wages.  Their
‘came’ was the adnunistration ol unfaw-

1d.
Ia.

full, the Treasurer, James Hall, abscon-
ded with what temained of the central
lunds. “Thus™, says Coele, “the altempt
ol the workers, partly inspited by Robert
Owen's teachig and partly by the anu-
capitalist econonists such as William

did stifl remains to-day an inspiration to

all those who believe it is vet possible
to bring about “a ditferent state of
things™ in which the workers will control
and direct their own aflairs. The cen-
tury old lessons of the failure of those

Thompson and Thomus Hodgskin, bt
mostly by sheer hunger and revolt apainst

lio O ke it and National
ia a1 origivally passed workers who created the Gr

- : ; have not yet been learned by their

For  the compatition ol the new machine = ; . .
Lhe illlnll\;l'“hh‘ diset :lomnl' lllll1"‘d::[“:vs }mt‘ e T hghl offiHise great
L € MW T2~ mhilure of the British workers s still

v sistem, to ercale a ‘General Union
I Trades’, and make of it an instry-
of sudden and complete emancipa-

needed to illuminate the future.
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E animal body is often described in
iology text-books as a factory or
hine, and more often still in books
on nomics do we find labour descri-
bed and (reated as a commodity. Yet
the animal body choosing the modes and
purposes of its movements, repairing and
reproducing itself iS a very strange kind
of machine. and an even stranger kind
of commodity is the worker who differs
in nothing from his buyer, and holds
within himself the power of refusing to
he bought.

For the sake of his specialism and to
reach neal conclusions. the economust
nceds o absiract the productive function
which, characterizes a man as a worker.
and swdy it as a fluctuating quantity,
‘labour’, in conjunction with other quan-
tities such as cost of production, price
of an article, etc. But then the capitalist
and the State. who apply the findings of
the economist to practical purposes, try
“1{o the best of their abiilties to make
those men called workers behave and
reckon themselves as mere carriers of
that disincarnale power-quality, labour,
which is indispensable 10 all exploiters’
" calculations.

Marx tried 1o account for the pheno-
menon of exploitation on purely econo-
mie grounds, but however atiractive his
attempt might have been in calling for
unqualified condemnation of the capital-
ist system, jt was far from cogent and
successful. On the other hand, solu-
lions 10 the problem of wages based on
the principle of fair retribution cannot
escape the dilemma of being the less
ethical the more they are economical,
and wice versa. What is worse, they can-
oL exiend justice without extending
control, and lead finally to the identifi-
Q@uen of justice with the decisions of

the controlling power.

The concept of exploitation, and its
bearing on the problem and system of
‘wages. ought then to be studied in the
mital circumsiances that transform a
man into 2 unit of labour, degrading
Eﬂ’n mio a usable thing. while recog-

Zing 10 another the right of using him
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"WAGE-EARNING

_ Frec socicties. and even serf popula-
tions (orming a society within a society,
never made work a condition of member-
ship and [reedom. They scem to have
acted on the lacit assumption that
sociely is responsible for the well-being
of each individual born under its pail.
We had to wait for the disruption of
socicties to the benefit of a centralized
slate to see the breaking-down of this
universal assumption. Along with it
came the triumph of belicfs in imper-
sonal forces. which meant the end of
practically all the responsibilities that are
the moral” index of a society’s freedom,
Of course. full membership in a
society meant dependence of the indivi-
dual upon the customs and life-paiterns
giving it its particular form. Usually
also. the greater the difficulties and dan-
gers in which a society moved or was
formed initially the more rigid and
elaborate were iis bonds of customs and
taboos. But dependence is not a nega-
tion of freedom. except when society and
individual are contrasted. It is a matter
of political theory and historical fact
that whenever the rights of the individual
have been aflirmed to break some social
dependence the gain has been mostly
on the part of a third party, namely the
State. as the book by Nisbet | have
recently reviewed sufficiently illustrates;
Before capitalism started in any par-
ticular area, people living in that area
possessed both means of subsistence and
the particular freedom embodied in the
customs of the society of which they
were members. There were cases in
which compulsion was exerled as when
a feudal lord decided to turn capitalist,
but in general it is out of free choice
that a peasant became a wage-ecarner or
sent or sold his children to a factory.

It is customary to lay all the responsi-
bility for the appalling man-degrading
and man-killing features of the industrial
revolution entirely at the doors of the
capitalist class, But it is well to remem-
ber that most members of this class did
not partake. in spite of superficial ap-

pearances, in the christian and humanist
culture still nominally prevailing. If
there is a moral point at issue part of
the blame must fall on the wage-carners
themselves, It was the samc profit-
motive and the same idea that money
meant power and could buy ali kinds
of satisfaction which fed both the capi-
talist to pay wages and the worker to
earn them,

In Europe it is clear that at the rise of
capitalism the centralization of political
power and the predatory nature of most
institutions had left hardly any of those
advantages to be enjoyed by being a
member of a society. But in Asia, if not
in Africa where physical compulsion had
generally to be resorted to, well-inte-
gralgd socicties were disrupted by the
coming of capitalism because capitalism
meant power of an unprecedentied kind,
and by introducing a new form of
power it also introduced a new form of
freedom: that freedom which by many
people in the West is believed (o be the
only possible and worth having.

This freedom is that of the unattached
and atom-like individual, a system of
desires to be managed and satisfied by

his buying power or by contracts with
other individuals. It should rather be
called independence as it is the opposite
of the other type of freedom enjoyed by
homogenous, corporate and custom-
bound societies. These societies are
usually fixed or grow like trees. The
social conglomerate based on capitalism,
instead, knows no growth but endless
accretion. It is in a state of continual
non-repelitive change usually referred to
as progress; by the production and in-
vestment of increasing capital it opens
ever new possibilities which tend to de-
value all previous achievements.

The question is not whether capitalism
was avoidable or not. The fact is that
it was not avoided, and that where it was
not acceptable it had the power 10 im-
pose itself by force. It lives and de-
velops by buying human [abour, and
seems almost invariably to find condi-
tions in which men are ready to sell
their productive power in order to
achieve independerce from restrictions of
societies not able any longer to offer
them adequate advantages and protec-
tion. All sorts of men become wage-
earners in order to acquire the buying

COMMUNITY

E. Nehms will be pleased to know that
our letter in FREEDOM and a similar let-
ter in Peace News have resulted in seve-
ral replies and constructive suggestions.
Until we have a more positive idea of
capital available and persons willing we
cannot formulate any definite plans. We
are suggesting however that a Freedom
Community Group be formed to explore
possibilities.

Obviously such a community would
have to be in marginal areas where land
is cheap. Where production for use
rather than profit is the purpose, mar-
ginal land can be adequate for the type
of agriculture suitable for a community
group. Where capital is limited, labour
power can be substituted in building
homesteads, farm buildings and work-
shops. In agriculture, labour is the

largest single cost of production and
where profit is the prime aim of produc-
tion the efforts to reduce this cost make
for high capital outlay and an emphasis
on arable farming. This can be avoided
by a judicious choice of machinery and
carrying a large amount of stocks.

We do not suggest for a moment that
the formation of a community on the
line suggested will not come up against
snags and difficulties both from the prac-
tical and emotional point of view. All
achievement requires effort and the social
climate will result in some compromise
but these difficulties are not insuperable
given application, honesty and concern
for truth.

ALAN ALBON.

JOAN ALBON.

Colchester

athing. It is in terms of lost human

Ein.’uy and freedom, and not of cheat-

robbery or unfair advantage, that
explontation has to be defined.

o other civilizations a man who was
‘wsed for the production of goods that
‘slisfied the needs and increased the
weaith of another was cailed a slave. A
great volatilization and transmogrifica-
ton of original values must have taken
place for a man in the same situation
sowadays 10 be called a free citizen.
sops beiween the slaves of
aouguiry and the wage-earners of to-day.
nusting on legal and material conditions
Jor Irying 1o access the difference accord-
ig 10 & common standard of happiness,
sualiy ouss the fundamental issue that
s both the siave and the wage-earner
=2 1o an alien end.

REFORM

TN many ways, the political climate of

to-day does not seem 1o favour the
Anarchist point of view. Centralist,.
Statist and totalilarian creeds in various
forms are dominating social and political
thought—all of them dangling their re-
‘formist bait for the poor fish to spap up.

But the very success of the reformists
will really be to the Anarchists’ benefit,
for there is nothing like the achievement
of a political goal to show the shallow-
ness of it. While the Labour Party was
struggling for power there was a fervency
and enthusiasm among its supporters
which began to evaporate very soon after

¢ inure concerned with aiding
nmenist party than protecting the
personal intereuis of the witnesses.”
gommiticc suggested that stale
ai bar associations “can and
ender o distincl public service”
ing, on reguesi, a panel of
a! such wincises or any for-
nber of the Communisl party
nsull and from whom he could
dential. dependable counsel
This would be  based
the proper interests of the
- report said.
1 nl lhist in the prc-war
sates lawsers t3 be allowed
% had 1o be nlim.ﬂn stooges ol
or the i panly, tht samc
the lron Curlatn wumdt. 10-
h |u#zuun is 1t poioied
conducied under suih con-
ery even of so-called
It secris Lo us that

Great Witch-hunt = continued fromp. 1

lawyers with anarchist sympathies, or
who were even openly identified with the
anarchist movement {Pietro Gori, for in-
stance. was one of the outstanding cases,
and 1o this day his name is affectionately
remembercd in his native Leghorn, as
well as respected by the legal profession
as one of Italy’s greatest advocates).
These men could only be briefed for the
defence, [or never would they, like such
“socialists’’ as Hartley Shawcross and
D. N, Pritl sccept briefs for the prosecu-
tion. And this pre-fascist tradition in
f1aly has been revived. When anarchists’
ar= prosccuted therc is always a panel
of sympathetic Jawyers ready to offer
their servives without payment. [The
moral victory wnd vistual acquittal of
ol nrades in Gienou Iwo years ago on
muting an  outsage on

o i . *,IJ' _:!i in

ue to the brlliant and
OLaCy their  lawyer
cd no
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the party’s policy began to be put into
effect.

Reforms do not—cannot—alter the
fundamental relationships in capitalist
society. They can slightly alter the dis-
tribution of the wealth produced by the
workers but they cannot change the rela-
tionship between the executive and the
producer, Reforms can iron out the
worst features of an unjust social system
but they cannot remove the injustice.

This has been made manifest by the
Labour Party's six years of power. The
nationalisation of Britain’s basic indus-
tries has led to a redistribution of the
profits, But the worker is still an under-
dog and those who do the least work
get the most out of it, just as they did
under private ownership. And the con-
sumer still has to pay for the upkeep
of hordes of middlemen beiween him and
the producer just as he did under free
enlerprise.

All that has happened is that a new
class is now seated squarely on the back
of the productive worker in the place of
the old one and this fact has not been
lost on the productive worker. His grow-
ing disillusionment can only lead him in
one positive direction—workers’ controi
along syndicalist lines.

To Go Forward

So 1hat although popular support has
swung away from Anarchism and Syndi-
calism, it can be seen that the ume 1s
nearing when one can confidently expect
a swing back. For alter all, what alter-
native is there?,

Now this swing back to revolutionary
thought among the workers will not
bring a desire 10 go back fram relorny
N to reaction, bul to go forward o
wards more social wdvances. We can-
not magime thal workers will want 1o
reatficm the principles of priviie owner-
ship, lor cxkamiple, however much the

i may pant la the virtues ol a

ed  ecominny.
ubts are pow being eapressed
on deaders abont the advia-
alisataon.
Yy,
=
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and file the inequalities and .injustices of
capitalism are still live issues—that have
to be fought.

And they can only be fought by the
methods of anarcho-syndicalism. Since
the reformist goals are seen to be unin-
spired, and trade union and political
methods inadequate. revolutionary ideas
as lo aims and methods will begin to
have special sigaificance.

Our Alternative

But in order to be effective, the work-
ers must see their significance. It is not
enough merely to say “1 told you so™ to
a worker disillusioned with reformism.
We have to show that our idecas on work-
ing class struggle will bear fruit in time
to benefit him. We have to present a
living alterpative with a recognisable
relationship to present circumstances.

Now if we are purist, ltke some social-
ists, and blandly maintain that since we
are opposed to the wages system, for
example, we should not agitate or take
part in struggles for wage increases, we
shall enjoy the moral satisfaction of
being theoretically right, but shall hardly
attract any militant workers Lo our ranks.

As an Anarchist. 1 am interested in
seeing the growth of an influential Anar-
chist movement as a necessary means
towards an Anarchist society. This
society will be achieved by a movement
which is not only aware of the sort of
society it waals, but has cvolved the
means to get it. Our ideas may be
thrashed out in discussion circles, but
the actual physical means of revolution-
ary struggle have to be worked out n
practice.

Now what are we (o practice on?
QObviously only on the nchievement of
limitedd aims w0 begin with, Tfor it we
annet hold out hope of winning smalt
isues, we are not going o be tken ser-
tously in our big talk about the social
revolution,

Therefore, ws 1 see it the necessity for
Awirchists to-day s not only to ake
their stand on theic prnciples, to atlirm
the necepsity  Tor a  completely  (ree
society, o constantly  demaonstrate the
sanity of Anarchy, but also 10 show that
we are nol content o sit and wait for
Anarchy to come through wishing for it,

We are not Marxists believing that
the historical process will ke cure of
everything for us—we arc  Anarchists
believing that men can mould their ca-

- viconmeat §F they are so determined.

we befieve we know (he means 1o

the environment  we  desire.

N is n n smething 1o fight
ng (o fight with.

FREEDOM

power on which the new type of freedom
(the so-called freedom of opportunities)
depends.  Capilalism, on the other hand,
would soon dic a natural death as soon
as men refused to become wage-earners.

The most pacific population may turn
bellicose when threatened by the aggres-
sive power of another. It may lurno
aggressive in lurn, but that does not
mean that aggression is betier than peace.
So the [fact that many socielies broke
their original structure in order to admit
capitalism when capitalism knocked at
their door does not prove that capilalism
was a better system. Yet in Europe,
in spite of all the nostalgia for the
‘ancicn régime’, it can be safely assumed
that dearth of material and meaningtul
content in the freedom of the family or
sociely to which a man belonged de-
cided him to become a wage earner. He
sacrificed his freedom in the hope of u
greater gain, under the lure of a greater
freedom. Bul as soon as all forms of
society had practically disappeared 1o
make room for the capitalist conglomer-
ate no choice was possible any longer.
Wage-earning, which first appeared as 2
condition of freedom. was then revealed
as the substance of sfavery.

It is mainly reactionary writers that
contrast the capitalist dispensation with
societies of the past to the advantage
of the latter. Refusing the communist
and other State solutions, some anar-
chists have Jooked for guidance and
inspiration in small so-called primitive
societies. It must, however, be realized
that the Locke-Bentham-Godwin concep-
tion of freedom is not compatible with
the culture-pattern of these societies. If
wage-earning has to be abolished, social
dependence would have to take its place
together with a cultural pattern in which
many assumptions and habils begotten
by the capitalist experience will find no
place. The problem of an anarchist
culture is more imperative than that of
anarchist revolution. With a fairly clear
idea of what an anarchist society is going
to be like people may feel ready for
action. Although we are perhaps enjoy--
ing a precarious respite between two
cataclysms, the thought of revolution
ought not to be entertained in the mood
of “aprés moi le déluge”.

GIOVANNI BALDELLL

LONDON ANARCHIST
GROUP
OPEN AIR MEETINGS

Weather Permitting
HYDE PARK
Sundays at 3.30 p.m.
TOWER HILL
Tuesdays at 12.30 p.m.
INDOOR MEETINGS
column for announcement
new meetings in September.

NORTH-EAST LONDON
DISCUSSION MEETINGS
IN EAST HAM
Alternate Wednesdays
at 7.30 p.m.

W. LONDON
ANYONE INTERESTED IN FORM-
ING A DISCUSSION GROUP 1IN
THE WEST LONDON AREA. PLEASE
CONTACT:

S. E. PARKER.

79 WARWICK AVENUE,
LoNDON, W.9.

BRADFORD

OPEN-AIR MEETINGS
Broadway Car Park,
Sundays, 8.30 p.m.

GLASGOW
OUTDOOR MEETINGS
from now uniil further notic:
at
MAXWELL STREET,
Sundays at 7 p.m.
With John Galiney, & others

Watch this
of
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