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HE Committee of 100 demon-
stration which began on 11th
May, 1963 has not yet ended, so
this report is only an introduction

The Marham demonstration was
organised by the East Anglian Com-
mittee of 100 as a sort of sequel
to the Honington demonstration last
October. On that occasion, we went
to plough up an RAF V-bomber
base and bring the land back into
cultivation; on this occasion, we
went to auction an RAF V-bomber
) base and claim its contents for scrap.

The same part-symbolic, part-satiri-
~ cal. part-serious intention lay be-
o hind both demonstrations.

. We arrived at Swaffham, a small

||‘:h town in west Norfolk about 80 miles
i north of London, at about 2.0 on
W Saturday afternoon. The aucion
- of RAF Marham was held in the

recreation ground by Ken Browning,
a member of the East Anglian Com-
mittee. We made bids for the base,
item by item, and paid a few shil-
lings or a few pounds for each lot.
The proceeds of the auction went to
famine relief, and we went to claim
our purchases.

thnﬁ.m) unsthetm-nottheuauonal
Union of Railwaymen.
The terms of the settlement are as
follows:—
I. The Board accepis the principle
that a man who transfers to a
lower grade will keep his old pay

; rate indefinitely, instead of for anly
= five years.

- 2. It agrees to allow men who transfer
i travelling facilities for an unlimited

:f period instead of five years.

(& 3. Lodging allowances for men work-

ing & long way from home are to
be raised. The union has asked for
present rate of £3. 10s. per
to be increased to £5, and be-
oﬂ.eredscompro-
10s.
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Strike Off. What Next.

We travelled by coach and car to
the village of Marham, passing the

base on the way. The WValiant
bombers and Bloodhound missiles
were clearly visible. The police

sabotaged our assembly at Marham
by diverting our vehicles. and the
East Anglian Committee failed to
give us any clear initiative. But we
formed up somehow, and walked
round through the village and up a
hill to the houses where the RAF
personnel and their families live.
A large number of RSG pamphlets
were distributed to anyone who
would take them.

When we got to the RAF houses
we broke up into several groups
and made our own way towards the
base itself. There were hundreds
of civil police and airmen of all
ranks both inside and outside the
base.- but it is such a huge area
that they couldn’t possibly defend

INDUSTRIAL NOTEBOOK

mtnd at z,ono- during
ending September next year.

Mr. Green has said, “The improve-
ment in resettlement amngements will
encourage more men to move Lo rail
jobs away from home and will therefore
reduce the number of dismissals. How-
ever, we must face it that some will not
be able to move or will not want to."

Yes Mr. Green, what about these
men? They are in a union for their
own protection and for job security.
These closures will also mean less jobs
as stated in the L.F.A. and SW.F.
leaflet—"Marples claims that redun-
dancy will not be so greal due to the
natural wastage, retirements, etc. Even
if this is true, on his own figures there
will be thoussnds fewer jobs available
when the ‘“plan” has eventually been
implemented.” In this the leadership
has failed miserably.

What has happened to the campaign
againust line closures which the N.U.R.
was conducting long before Beeching
made his report. With assets of £6
million a lot more could have been
done to make the public aware of what
¢ ling closures will mean not only

- railwaymen but also to them-

. The railwaymen called for strike

on to prevent cioaum and ncknm,

rely on !lld.l"ludm thnu' fot seems (o

l\htuu and bsu‘ayn

it properly. They fiud put up some
barbed wire neaf e main gate,
and dozens of nolies warning us
that the base was @ prohibited area
under the Official Stirets Act.

The direct action Began at about
4.0. when about fhree hundred
people tried to cnter‘RAF Marham
to reclaim it for pedeeful purposes
prejudician to the salety and inter-
ests of the Warfare Slate. We cross-
ed the low plain Wire boundary
fence, and walked ?owly towards
the Valiant bombcr& at the end of
the runway. For (B¢ first time in
the mistory of J' ommittee of
100, we were entefing a milifary
base—what we had failed to do at
Wethersfield, and Greenham Com-
mon, and Honingto

A few larks rose
and sang their he
RAF officiers ran a
hailers and shouty
We walked on ;
stopped by the RAS
about a hundred
two hundred
We stood th
waited until they
do wuh_ LV R

y into the'sky
s off. A few
ut with loud-

Il we were all
There were
up to about
de the base.
t there and
ided what to

they were t all. If they
had bee uscd, we Iﬁd aniseed buns
for _Lhm' The airmen dragged or
carried us back ta the fence and

dropped or threw us over. When
we had all been forced back out
of the base without any arrests
being being made, we spread for
about a quarter of @ mile along the
fence. A few of usemanagcd to get
back over it in various places at
various times, b ‘we were soon
heavily outnumber

By 5.30 we clearly been
checked, and we began to move
back to the RAF houses. The last

dozen people who got over the
fence were arres nd taken away

in a furniture van. We held a meet-
ing by the wire, at about 6.0
we decided to le We walked

% el human relations that have
alue are those that are rooted in
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mutual freedom.'

BERTRAND RUSSELL

In this Issue:

Controversy on
‘the People in
the Streets’-»

THE ANARCHIST WEEKLY -4d

BACK TO MARHAM!

back past the main gate, which was
heavily guarded, had a short token
sit-down, and then went on down
the hill to our coaches in the vil-
lage.

We had thought of paying a visit
to the court on the way home. But
by the time we reached our coaches
we were told that the dozen who
had been arrested had been charged
under the Official Secrets Act, so
our visit turned out to be a very
angry one. They had set up a tem-
porary magistrates’ court in a school
at Shouldham, a village about three
miles west of Marham, and the
prisoners were being held in a barn
across the road. About two hun-
dred of us occupied the road. argu-
ing about what to do, trying to get
our comrades released on bail, and
stopping the police taking them
away. The authorities were as un-
pleasant and unco-operative as they
could be. and there was nearly a
real riot on several occasions. The
East Auglian Committee again fail-
ed to give us any clear initiative.
and we began to drift away as the
coaches had to leave.

+ o

more thap
base :hat mght _
coach round to the side of the base,
and walked up an almost undefen-
ded path towards the main runway.
When they had entered the base
without resistance, they spread out
across the runway and walked up it
for several hundred yards. At about
10.0 they were finally brought to a

STOP PRESS

Back on Saturday !

ASWEGOtoPuﬂ.welmlhlt

the return to Marham has

arranged for THIS &A‘I‘URDAY (18th).
All possible support must be

given to ensure a mass entry.

Meet at Marham °

1 pm SATURDAY!

See ‘Mutual Aid Wnn.ted—pqap 3

They travelled '

|

hait by the RAF, and they sat down
right on the runway for more than
an hour.

The civil police were brought
up to warn them individually, and
then arrested them all. They were
taken to Shouldham. and 56 more
people were charged under the
Official Secrets Act by the time the
courts rose. A few more were
charged with obstruction or assault
for their activity outside the court.
All those charged under the Official
Secrets Act were remanded to ap-
pear at Downham Market, a small
town about fifteen miles west of
Swaffham, on Thursday, 16th May.
Most of them were given very high
bail with very high sureties as well,
and a few of them refused or were
refused bail.

The situation is ecritical. The
Committee of 100 has been in this
position twice before—at the time
of the Trafalgar Square demonstra-
tion in September 1961, and at the
time of the Wethersfield demon-
stration in December 1961. On the
first occasion the Committee of 100
rightly went ahead with the demon-
emmon hut on the

it is not sur.——lt is 68 who face the
risk of several years’ imprisonment.
The East Anglian Committee has
done all it can be expected to do.
The London Committee will pro-
bably be returning to Marham and
re-entering the base in the imme-
diate future. This could be- the
biggest challenge to the Warfare
State since the end of the last war.
It is up to us. Now is the time
for every anarchist and every paci-
fist and every unilaterialist to de-
cide where he stands. When we
asked the airmen who had prohibi-
ted Marham, they said: “We did.”
When we are asked who has refused
to acoept this prohibition, let us
say: “We do.” The demonstration
which began on 1lth May, 1963,
has not yet ended. . . . N.W.
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AAX MILLER was not a ‘greal’ of
the Music Hall world, but he was
one of its last artists {o survive pre-
cariously into our era. The classic
Music Hall age was from about 1860
to 1920: after that, you could see splen-
did wveterans in revivals (I heard Gus
Ellen, Harry Champion, Vesta Victoria
and Kate Carney in the 1930%), but the
Music Hall art was really dead. Partly
because of technical innovations like
film and radio, partly because musical
comedy and revue supplanted the old
form (Gracie Fields, for instance,
though she began in the Halls, made
her big name in Mr. Tower of London),
and mostly because the autonomous
working-class world from which the
Music Hall emerged was in decline after
‘World War 1.

For it was, initially, an authentic
creation of the working-classes: the
singers, song-writers and audience all
spoke the same language, and the songs
were about their world. Artistically, I
do not think one can make high claims
for the quality of the Music Hall songs:
as a ‘folk art’, they are in no way to
be compared "with contemporary fla-
menco or Southern American Gospel
and Work Songs of the Negro people.
The tunes are usually unoriginal—mostly
derived from Wesleyan hymns, debased
‘German lieder or Viennese waltz num-
‘bers, though there are occasionally
echoes of English folk ballads too. The
lyrics, though often wilty and astringent,
are m'ely profound: tragedy, for in-
stance, is entirely absent in the Music
Hall canon. The favourite themes are
sentimental or, more usuvally, sardonic,

Yet that this was an art of a kind,
and that it gave enormous pleasure to
millions of urban Englismen and women
in the Victorian and Edwardian eras,
cannot be doubted. And until the Music
Halls became increasingly commercial-
_round about the turn of the century,
into monster Palaces of Varieties for a
more ‘respectable’ public, the Halls
were a real vox populo: a shout of
mclmry, and of humane self-mockery,
by the dispossessed about their world,
world that was denied them.
Marie Lloyd sang

ﬂnlshc_bbmm
‘and

ThePraise
of Gheeky
Ghappies

personal experience. The Music Hall
songs were popular in that they re-
flected popular life and ideology; they
were not ‘pops' in our modern sense
which, however well and often bril-
liantly delivered, are synthetic in emotion
and their themes,

Max Miller, who was born in London,
reared in Brighton, and first learned his
art from the late G. H. Elliott (‘The
Chocolate-Coloured Coon’), preserved
into an age seemingly most unfavour-
able to his art, a large measure of this
antique spirit of subversion. His great
period was in the 1930's, when the
‘Cheekie Chappie’ lorded it—together
with the Houston Sisters, who queened

t—al the Hol
ished. Now bhe

n Enipire, now demol
e World War 1, the
English workjpqglasses, though despised
and plundereq the mighty, had the
vitality and gejpissurance of the injured.

But in the ]snn'g"l with 34 million un-
employed ang yet with the tre: acherous
pronise, from .mg Macdonald era on

wards, that "“H‘L&hmb should and would
bo done to brigeg them social justice
this spint af Ic_\;u". was weakened., Max
Miller, il on alsmall scale, helped to
preserve it,

If you didny see him, let me briefly
He appeared wearing
& tunic and pggsfours apparent made

describe hig acl,

oul of curtain ymaterial, with a white
fedora at a jaugly angle, and carrying
a guitar. He dlﬂﬂ'l play this much, bui
began telling Ialﬂ in a casual deadpan
manner. All mggc stories were so
loaded with jppuendo, usually sexual,
that Lennie Brjge would appear, by

comparison, a Jather obvious practi-
Max's great—or apparenl—as
sumption wah that he saw the world in
realistic terms, gnd his entire audience
in those of dirtysminded prurience, The
[aughter of the publlc at his devastat-
ing observationgton human folly and
venality seemed Mo astonish him com-
pletely. 1

He was als0, in the great Music Hall
tradition, where §0 many of the artists
wrote their nwn:_ﬁngsl songs, a marvel-
lous lyric-writer® I invite any earnest
sociologist 1o yisit the Gramophone
Library of the B.B.C. They have dozens,

tioner.

literally, of songs of his, but all save
one are marked with an imperojus red
label ‘Banned for Broadcasting'. (The
only on¢ that isn't a dilated ve n o
his Mary from the Dairy—not the song

he sang on the stage).

Sometimes these songs are simply
funny—as the one about the Iwo young
cyelists, boy and girl, who set ol [
the country wearing shorts, and returned
wearing each others' (if I make myself
clear). But many ol these songs are il
in a not very radical] way, those of
social revolt. His Why dees the Dust
man Ger It All? (which The Alberts
have revived recently) is about the hift of
the rich seen—with mockery and resent-
ment but not venom-—by the man on
the outside looking 1n,.

It is hardly possible to write' about

the Music Halls,
without some grim someone
you are a backward-looking nostal-
giac, hating the pr because you
slavishly adore the past. Myself, 1 think
it possible both to sce that the
conditions which produced the
Hall songs were in almost every
revolting, and equally that no

art, since that Halls

and to praise their art,
telling you

esent

social
Music
respect
‘nljjl-lnll‘nllll.r
of the has been as

authentic and effe

decade or so we have had
a dozen or

In the pase
the whole 'teen thing,
o good songs, and acres of commer-
cialised daydream. We have had the
ballad-and-blues puritans with their un-
convincing ditties about building the
M.I—a bit of cultural slumming that

with

vould make Cecil Sharp like an
angel of Lght (as indeed in many ways
he was). We have had the l'm\um;)
contribution in the form of that nihilistic

scem

schoolboy programme on the B.B.C.
late Saturday

We have Mike Sarne, who
told a b And The Alberts
for whom—or Queen Victoria—be
praised. A place like Dan Farson's
pub where authentic local talents have
emerged that please the boys and girls
rom Bow and Hackney Downs, not the
}'|;1||';p-‘.c;1\: lot who come to have a
look. Also writers of rea] jazz songs,
like Kenny Graham

I believe popular song is a thermo-
meter of social health: by what songs
they like, you can in most ways judge
a people. There are signs, faint as vet,
that an anarchist popular art is now
emerging—political, funny, tender, real-
istic—not ‘artistic' in the least,

If this should happen, and grow
wider, as I hope it will, then we may

remember Max Miller as a pathfinder. He
fell out of favour in the 1940's—the
symbolic moment being when we went
long at a Royal Variety Per-
formance and displeased Mr. Val Par-
nell, Big-time commercialised show-biz
destroyed him—as it will almost anyone
who wants be a real popular artist now.
The answer o this threat is to sing real
stuff to real people aboul real things
on a humanly manageable scale. You
won't, of course, maks quite so much
money by it, CoLiN MACINNES,

on oo

More on,‘The;People in the Streets’

DeAr FRIENDS,

1 have sympathies with both sides to
the argument over the Aldermaston
finale and would like to attempt to
reconcile both views.

‘If those who take comfort in the
power of the masses to disobey police
instructions and take over the streets
simply regard this incident as a very
slight and temporary indication of what
might be done if sufficient people took
the same line, well and good. Someone
has said that Freedom js never given,
it is only taken. In a revolutionary
situation where the government was at-
to maintain a thoroughly un-

disobedience to spark off a chain re-
action. z . =]

If they regard it as a salutary educa-
tion to those who believe we live in a
society governed by consent and “de-
mocracy” to make the powers that be
employ force, and show the ugly facts of
machine-guns, tear-gas, tanks, shooting

-eur_vmnl.hman andthcrest to tear

away comfortable illusions; they are on

shakier ground but still to some extent

]muﬁgd They need sufficient disorder
to prove that the State rests on force
rlrhu than on consent, in that the forc

bey m'dm from above

a lesson and get home (o their Sunday
dinners, and those who themselves de-
plore the strain of living four minutes
from anmihilation ‘and find themselves
respecting the spirit, and the restraint,
of the demonsirators. The police them-
selves need their own image of them-
selves as the peaceable, dedicated, ser-
vants of the public wcal at least many

of them do. f
And is this image enrirely false? 1
think not. The police do help ragulate

traffic, they help ﬂIﬂI up the mess after
road-accidents, - often help people
find their way. ~do not spend all
their time bealing’ peo ple up or extract-
i nfession duq;s

aamst those beneath
rchy, they do identify!
shment” but at the same

-direct
them in the

time they dofact humanely and co-|
operatively in @ ny aspects of their lives, |
They are, as mMErocosms, just as divided |
and confused agin society at large.

What then do
clashes seek tol
they seek o ¢
authoritarian
and assert the
elements. In

our demonstrations and
chieve? [ suggest that
Kpose and ridicule the
ments in our sociely
-operative and rational
existing society they
0 less. If they attempt
more or work bn sentiments imported
in countries which do
terror they both lead
needless and useless
en their own cause,
lict their ranks to exhi-
‘to dramatize some per-
could care not less
ative society,
g wrong with a spirit
a boy who sets out to
in a canoe must either
d, or persuaded
his time until he
sea-going ship. And
hists as indi-
ng sense of self-
1l for themselves

wefr-graunded

who desire power.” This is not to say
that you want literally to be these people
or to deny what in fact they do, but
to ask what do you do with your own

hate? No wonder your philosophy is
destructive and your action violent.
T. Oxton is correct in pointing out

that many examples of co-operation and
comradeliness flourish in opposition to
an external threat. Any reader of that
Public-School-anarchist George Orwell
can see that it is a policy of dictator-
ships to whip up fear of a foreign men-
ace in order to weld its people together.

Can we not sometimes recognize this

. mechanism in ou:se!vc,s'?

lhr_- \wrkcrs or the

thﬁt
people, on account of their class origin,
have a monopolv of virtue, as it is to
ridicule a point of view because it is
put forward by someone who originated
' from the middle classes.

imagine

Lo

Pythagoras is said to have been
neurotically obsessed with the study of
geometry because of a triangular con-
flict in his personal relationships. His
theorem is nonetheless valid after 2,500
years.

Plato’s concept that the state should
bo composed of three categories of per-
sons, because it is in the original nature
of man to be cast in one or other metal,
was a more or less unconscious attempl
to rig a static authoritarian regime upon
his contemporaries and future genera-
tions.

The fallacy must be as obvious to you
as it was to Marie Louise (Journey
Through Utepia, p, 15). Why then do
you allew comparably rigid assumptions
to sway your judgment?

3. Pacifism and non-violence. Who
said that the ‘‘massive, entrenched,
built-in forces of privilege” would be
be persuaded by *pure reason™? The
alternatives however are not between
violence and passive waiting, like Boxer,
for a change of heart. Part of the
power of non-violence lies in the step
beyond an appeal to reason which, to
use Joan Bondurants words, “acts as a

\ shock treatment, a dramatisation, which

enlarges or alters the opponent’s field
of vision so that he becomes aware of
morality!” (Conguest of Violence, p. 227).

Most of us have been engaged in some
form of non-violent direct action of
which the sit-down, the strike and tax
[ are examples. Imprisonment for
civil disobedience is a sophisticated and
i prupmte form of pmtest in

because we call ourselves anarchists or
come from this or that class background.
We destroy the State when we, the
majorily, act in a different way. The
more violence the less revolution,
Tony WEAVER.

POARSRENE ) v i iR e L ]
DeEAr COMRADES,

The debate on the Easter Monday
demonstration has been [ascinating,
coming as a culmination to the corres-
pondence. on aparchism and non-
violence.

Before Easter | was able to agree with
the ‘non-violence’ faction completely. It
grieved me to have lo disagree at last
with the gentle Arthur Uloth but it
was insupportable for him to claim
(April 6) that commitment to political
non-violence didn’t mean commitment
to non-violence in oncs pcrsonal llfc

jtﬁ pre R

llfx.. “I'nch lead:. olherwmc klndly peop!e

to threaten to commit genocide.

In the same letter he said, “I don't see
how anarchism could be achieved by
violence”. Does this mean he doesn't
see the need for a personal commitment
to anarchism, either?

Middle class | may be, but I can’t
share vour editorial scorn of the advo-
cates of non-violence for *“wanting
policemen to stop behaving like police-
men, soldiers to lay down their arms,
business men to stop making profits and
politicians to stop desiring power™.
(May 4).

What sort of revelution would it be
if these unfortunate and miserable people
were not so changed?

Yet when all this is said, I do not
side with those who feel ashamed of the
anarchists part in the Easter Monday
demonstration. | can't see any point
to these interminable marches if there
is no confrontation of the authorities,
and to occupy the whole streel seems
a reasonable way of ensuring that this
happens.

That this provoked the police to
violence on Monday is true, but from
all reports their appressiveness was on
the whole parried patiently and with
good humour, and this response will
form part of their education and ours.

One might as well feel ashamed of
the Alabama negroes for the scenes of
violence shown on last night's television
news as police dogs were set among
them.

But the happenings of Easter Monday ! __

cannot be interpreted as an indication
of the possibility of revolution by the-i
exertion of physical strength. Just
outnumber and possibly outfight
police in the !’utm'a ‘cannot pasfihly
bring about real
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There is a tide in
the affairs of men

HE growing interest in anarchist
ideas which has been manifest
during the past two years, not only

in this country but in most other
countries with which it is possible
to maintain contact, should be, and
indeed for many of us, is, a source

of encouragement and an incitement
to redouble our activities as anar-
chist propagandists.

Everything is relative, we know
that; and readers need have no fear
that “success™ will go to our heads,

and lead us to call for our gallant
banner-bearers of Easter Monday,
and the people of Britain, to gather
in Trafalgar Squars next Monday
and declare the anarchist revolu-
tion] What we are calling for,
however, is an intensification of
anarchist propaganda activities by
all our comrades who declare them-
selves as something more than
simply *“philosophical anarchists”,
so that our ideas and movement
may go forward and grow.

The need for propagandists

VE must confess to a feeling of

impatience with ‘those anar-

chist writers who are for ever put-
ting forward complicated political
and philosophical explanations as to
“why anarchism progresses so
slowly” and completely ignore the
much more obvious and “simplest”
arguments (1) that the anarchist
movement (to its credit surelv?) has
always been a financially poor
movement compared with the min-
ority Left in general (the Kropot-
kins, Bakunins and Malatestas gave
away their inheritances as a matter
of principle, and while we think it
was 4 tactical mistake to give it to
the poor peasants—for the same
reason as advanced by old man
Ford: that if he distributed his
private fortune among all his work-
erS their lot would rf.-majn um-

no campanson between the nnpact
made on people and ideas by this
revolutionary trio and the protesta-
tions of our latter-day “millionaire-
socialists™: the Bernsteins, Samuels
and Strauss’ who dream of the soc-
ialist utopia, but in the meantime Jive
off the fat of the land!). (2) Equally
important is the fact that anarchists
do not belong to the self-sacrificing
do-gooding species of humanity (that
is in the, now generally understood,
masochistic sense of the word). This
“do-it-yourself”  anarchism, this
living- this by example- anarchism
is, to our minds, vital both for the
people concerned as well as for the
ideas they propagate. Unlike George
Woodcock (not the TUC GW, but
our ex-editorial colleague and
author of the forthcoming Penguin

Expand our horizons

THE smugness we refer 1o consists
in the belief that it is obvious
where the people’s interest lies and
liI.I;e‘yl:a'm-.»'tanl tolookandmeywill
it In first place there is
umption that the enlightened
a!ltho know

history of Anarchism), this writer's
éxperience of fellow anarchists over
many years would lead him to
describe them not as “millenarians™
or dreamers of the “millenium”™—
words which abound in Woodcock’s
history and blind his judgment—but
as unsentimental, sometimes cynical,
sometimes just “fough” realists,
impractical, in so far as they do not
conform to the values which are
today. in the event, surely wrongly,
considered to be the passport to
happiness and success, but practical
in that they manage to enjoy life
without having to pawn their future
to the “persuaders™ and the finance
companies, and are impervious to
the manufactured “crises” which are
the stock-in-trade of the organs of
mass communications, yvet without
being apathetic to the real, perma-

Where we would introduce a
critical note to this “profile” of
“anarchists-I-have-met™—and there
are a lot more of them than the de-
nigrators, and even some anarchists,
imagine—is of the anarchists as pro-
pagandists and proselytizers. To a
large extent their virtues as human
beings, and practitioners as well as
believers (unlike so many authori-
tarians who alleged to be but are
not!) in the freedom of speech,
assembly and the written word, in-
hibit them. They are, in our ex-
perience, reluctant, inefficient pro-
pagandists partly because of a smug
attitude to their “unenlightened” fel-
low beings. We propose to sub-
stantiate these “criticisms” which
are made with objectivity as our
goal and without rancour,

thinking . . . or at leasl, dreaming
and wanting, the “comunismo liber-
tario” to which the itinerant anar-
chist propagandists have introduced
them by word of mouth, and the
promise of work and liberty. In
1936 Franco’s military coup détat
was resisted and halted by millions
, unambitious, uneomp:l-
1 the Freudian if

120 DEMONSTRAT ORS marched through

Daver to hold & Public meeling near a
Rewional Seat o Government located
in the Castle. WHER stopped some sat
down in the road 88d others distributed
reprints of the SPS for Peace pamph-

lets, A smaller E¥OUD scaled the castle
walls where pol€€iwere in their usual
repulsive positions The Mirror's ac-

count of fights #0dof 'a blonde girl
who said she bel9nged to the London
Anurchist moven®lt and who tried to
scramble into METMORl were totally

fictitious, ThoustNds of negroes (adults
and children) were jailed for . breaking
a city ordnance BEAINSt parades in Bir-
ming ham, Alabam®  The democratically
unelected police chief Bull Connor is
reported as »u}'lﬂl. “"We ain't gOnna
segregate no m],bﬂ" and whites 1ogether
in this town.” While business-mien, with
experience of a siftWeek boycott of their
stores by colouféd, agreed on three

points.— Desegralion  of down-town
stores, including their luncheon counters,
rest rooms, eic.; iMproved employment

opportunities for ‘HEgroes; establishment
of a bi-racial commission which will
consider a time-table for desegregating
public schools, 80l ‘apening the city's
parks, golf coursesfand swimming pools
to both races. ‘BUll' Connor said this
agreement was thefmost dishonest face-
saving statement was ever issued.
Two bombs wete Mossed, one into the
motel headquartedfiof the integration
movement, and into the house of
Martin  Luther King's brother. This
sparked off fightingiwith the police and
at the timg of g Lo press President
Kennedy has sent Béderal troops to bases
near Birmingham. BFifty boys from a
North Paddington mprehcnsivc school
marched to the AMmerican Embassy in
London to protest yout the racial dis-
turbance in Birm , Alabama, . . .

Mutual Aid
Wantec

AS A RESULT of action at Marham
many of our comra
under the Official
more  will no dd
Saturday. H
Money will be

charged
ois Act. Many
join them this
¢« must be expected.
Please send more

The anamhmm is at the same
time universal asd uncompromising.
Every individual has an inalienable
right of access (o the means of pro-
duction, freedom of expression in
its broadest senge, but no right to
exploit the laﬁmir of a fellow being,
or seek to caeru others by reason
of his su knowledge. This
simple but -ﬂ'nbracmg concept
which to us anarchists is so basic

and so obv that it is almost a
cdiché, for millions of people would
be a revela 4 new ideal, a bolt
from the to which they could

react favo ' unfa\rourably

Tue BuistoL Bus Company on instruc-
tions from its London office which con-
the purse-strings,

way unions decided on guidance from
above on a policy of collaboration with

Catholic Archhishop of Liverpool denjed
that Pope John was collaborating with
Communists; but Italian communists gol
one out of four votes probably. upon

It 18 Now thought possible that Greville
Wynne, a British business man, senten-
ced in Moscow to eight years' for spying,
may be exchanged for a Russian spy,
Gordon Lonsdale, sentenced in London
lo twenty-five years,
received a British lrad: mission  and
told them that Russia would buy more
i machinery and equipment i
Britain would buy more in exchange; . .

FoRSTER was released
from jail to take part in-the vital main-
tenance of a free press.
tion this week was the full reporting of
the judge’s summing-up in the Argyll
i The freedom of the press
these anthropological
studies of sex-rites was infringed some
However, a Catholic Social-
ist judge gave a waiting world the full
details in a summing-up that |asted four-
and-a-half-hours. [
Duchess, “There is enough in her own
admissions to establish that, by
completely promiscuous
woman whose sexual appetite could only

be satisfied by a number of men, |
whosu attitude to the sanctity of n

have been introduce:
for tha first time—

—to appreelate lho pﬂm ve
propaganda. And

-selling, and the :
mtmtwa tasks wrthont w m

The Duchess it was claimed by the
Duke, kept a dinry in which the initials
of men with whom she had inlercourse
were entered. One of her four men
friends wrote of her, 1 never knew that
such & short scquaintance could keep a
hot flame burning so high.” The Duke
phoned his ancestral home to get a bon-
fire ready for a celebration on the night
of the divorce decree. Another of ihe
four men said to the Mirror, “If | had
anything to say at all, it would be full
of four-letter words—and you wouldn't
print them." The Daily Herald ([oun-
ded by George Lansbury) says of the
Duchess, “She has day dresses worth
£200 or £300. After wearing them a
few times she sells them. Her gloves
are bought in Paris, her shoes hand-
made in Florence. She does not knit,
15 not a great reader, does not watch
TV, or drive a car . . . The Duchess
has a tiny appetite, but seldom says no
to caviare or buttered shrimps. Her
favourite shop—Tiffany's, the New York
jewellers. She is not very extravagant
with her Christmas presents.  And like
most women . . . she never, never stops
talking. After the case, the Duchess
said, “Lawyers are looking into it. I
may be appealing,”™
JoN Quixote.

b

WORKERS’ COURTS IN SWEDEN
(Frem our Correspondent)
Goteborg, 7}5{63
The Swedish Trade Union

haye always bamboozled the worku;;
into believing that they are weak be-
cause they are not members of a Trade
Union. They have more or less per-
suaded their workers that although they
produce the wealth it is not theirs to
dispose of. The Swedish Trade Union
movement gives its support to the Social
Democratic government and frowns on
strikes which are “zﬂam]“ as. being
against the “national interest”. Wm'tm
who don't join the Union are '
Coventry or sacked from their pba.

mtlo; E
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Bowler Hats

DEAR Str,

Without wishing to turn into another
marathon “productivity” correspondence,
may 1 have the space to briefly reply (o
the points raised by Arthur Moyse's last
letter?

Of course “the fly boys at the Estab-
lishment . . . hired Lenny Bruce as a
bawdy freak”, and any idea that the
siluation was otherwise was not implied
or stated in any of the picces | have
written. The whole point of my pieces
was that whatever the reasons for Bruce
being hired, and whatever the reasons
of the attending audience, the result was
that several hundred people heard a
brilliant comedian show them the world
and themselves in a new light, and from
u moral standpoint closely akin to anar-
chism. This was important. The rights
of human beings to “paddle in the
gutter without pretending to look for
roses” 1s not in dispute and Arthur
Moyse has used that poetic phrase to
disguise the fact that he has shified
his ground.

His original letter attacked my conten-
tion that Bruce was a moralist, although
he had heard neither Bruce's act nor
Bruce's records. Now Mr. Moyse tries
to convince us the the controversy is
on the right “to communicate with each
other without the pretended justification
or moral or aesthetic highmindedness”.
I agree with Arthur's viewpoint in that
we certainly should be able to do so.
The fact remams though that Bruce IS
a moralist and no one who has heard
him work would accuse him of using
moral red herrings to disguise the fact
that he was a child who liked swearing
in front of the grown-ups, which is the
other implication of the letter,

Finally, the theme I outlined might
or might not be used by Bunuel but if
Moyse had read the book in question
I don't think somehow that he would
continue to drag in Shakespeare and
Webster. That book, and its readership,
are products of a sick and sexually re-
pressed society in exactly the same way
as are the gentlemen masturbating under
their bowler hats in the strip joints and
“pature film™ cinemas. That theme
might well have been used for a valid

NIBUM TIONS

SELECTIONS FROM FREEDOM'

2 1952: Postscript to Posterity
on Trial

LETTERS

piece of art. In fact it wasn't and in
any case the use of books as a sub-
stitute for sexual fulfilment is not par-
ticularly desirable however necessary it
might be in a soctety that is basically
anti-sex and anti-life. And of Arthur
Moyse wishes to join T. S. Eliot in
yearping after an Elizabethan golden
age, he's welcome. He might read a
little history first though.

London, May 15. JoHN PILGRIM.

Outmoded

Dear EDITORS,

Some time ago | suggested that Mr
Parker was creating an Aunt Sally in
his fear that the reluctant individualist
would be forced against his will to
share 1 the benefits of common owner-
ship. Obviously 1 was nol convincing,
as he is still concerned with this “threat™
to liberty. 1 do not like to think that
he should be troubled in this way, par-
ticularly as | am sure that the threat
exists only in his own imagination. If
Anarchist Communism has any meaning
at all, coercion will not exist other than
the coercion of those natural forces
which, as yet, we cannot control. If
it does exist, then obviously it is not
Anarchist Communism, If coercion does
not exist, then Mr., Parker's fears are
groundless and no-one will be compelled
to participate in anything against his
will. This is not to say that ploughing
the lonely furrow is necessarily practi-
cable or for that matter sensible. Indi-
vidual craftsmanship will, 1 am sure,
persist in any system of Society, but
individual production, as a means of
sustaining life, becomes more and more
outmoded as Society develops, and, with
the practical annihilation of space. un-
thinkable. We cannot revert to earlier
ways of living, even if we wished to,
an'd to think today in terms of mediaeval
b production is zust mt rcahsm althuuah

hu
people that any Society which did not
accept common ownership would always

be a sick Society.
| fully appreciate Sidney Parker’s
passion for individual liberty. 1 wish
he could realise that this will be pos-
sible only when the economic foundation
of Society is such that individual inter-
ests are not antagonistic. The only
freedom which will not exist under a
system of common ownership (other
than the restrictions to which 1 have
already referred, arising from forces
beyond our control) is the freedom to
exploit the labour of others and this
will not be possible because exploitation
will be meaningless where everything is
free for all to use. Common ownership,
in other words Anarchist Communism
(I do not believe that common owner-
ship can or ever will be attained through
political action or other forcible
method) will | believe develop naturally
as the logical altermative to the waste
and inefficiency of private ownership.
Economic pressure is mtmmfymg alto-
gether beyond our appreciation and to
think of anarchism as something be-
longing to the distanl future may be
very wide of the mark. However this
may be, it is surely obvious that a
reasoned case for satisfying the needs
of the people is more likely to lead to
the absolute equality of all and conse-
quem complete freedom than a vague
nebulous theory of lone individuals
always adopting a negative atlitude of
“permanent protest”. | appreciate thal
Parker denies nlm he is opposed
Wﬂon. 1 welcome this and I hope
take this to the losiml e:_:ml};:-
e

d ye.ars ago Johu Bail waxlcllmg i

Against Fipglity

Dear Ebpitors,

| :-imuid like to mruﬂ“-m on K.M.'s
article “Against !—m.],u (FREEDOM
20/4/63), which js g re-Pl‘ to my article
“Anarchist Princi (FREEDOM

15/1/63). K.M. makpg$siX major points
all of which, howgyer, Seem to stem
from gither what 1

misunderst; anding
way trying o do, op what I said.
What 1 tried to do was. to I__,I\-Ll.ui
answer o the questjons ©One |s often
asked, “But what jy anaullbrll What
do you aim at, and what do you do?
I did not try to say what might be or
ought to be done, nop even necessarily
to state my own opinjons: rather to give
anarchist aims and
I made no Ng_gesliml of final-

a4 consensus of
aclions.
ity.

[ will now
K.M.’s points:
1. Happiness. It s jgpecifically anar-
chist to want the gregtest possible hap
piness for every indjyidual; communists
capitalists, and representative democrats
to name three large podies of opinion,
do not share this view, believing rather
in “the greatest gopd of .the
number”. Also, K.M_ asks, “Isn't there
an assumplion that most pet‘plc agree n
general terms on what happiness means
The subject has puzzled: philosophers for
many centuries, and a'lengthy discussion
would have been oup of place.

2. Freedom. By the use of the word
“amount™ | am supppsed to imply that
freedom can be quahgified: what I meant
was, that it can be'compared—it seer
reasonable to say that @ man outs
prison has a greater amount of (or
greater degree of, ormore) freedom than
& prisoner.

3. Fururism. K.MUs points here are
(a) that I mention both the presént and
the future; (h) that'l do not state how
the future society will eome aboui; and
(¢) that the actions I mention anarchists
carrying out now Will not bring about
a free society, Oni{a} that is what I set

comment on each of

greatest

out to do; on (b} I do not know, and
can find no generaliagreement; on (c), |
didn't say they wauld (although I do

think they tend in' that direction, e.g.
not voting, aClI\'CIY_?DPOSfﬂg particularly

restrictive actions of authority, fostering
a freer education, e,
4, Lﬂﬂ’l’lf auﬂwrffarmmmr “Despite

bouy of termsukc‘frq_e-

1 cannot e where this notion
i appears (o be diffi-

others".
comes from, and

The Violence of

parently now [eel themselves safe from
overthrow, and continue to murder and
mprison po!mca[ gpponents.

Finally, in Bril and Russia, the
misnamed Seculrl!gn forces have been
having & busy UME exposing spies and
initiating attacks on personal freedom

A W )
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s0me canlrollm_s,

cult to avoid the accusation: thus if A
tries to suppress B's religious beliefs, he
I1s authoritarian; but if he does not, this
is “latent authoritarjanism”. The words
to which K.M. particularly objects are:
possible; organized; allow; tolerated.
This suggests thalt he visualises a free
society as one that 1s impossible, dis-
orgamsed, restrictive and intolerant.

5. Solidarism. "By this | mean the
notion of a common good, or public or
general interest, to which all other
interests can be subordinated”. [ can
see nothing in my article to suggest this,
and K.M. makes no specific reference
under this heading. Indeed [ tried to
avoid any such implication by the use
of the phrases “equal benefit of all
members” and “happiness for every
individual’

6. Utopianism, Do 1 really
future society will be ideal? Of course,
1 don't know what it will be like. This
is what I think most anarchisls fiope it
will be like, and there is nothing logic
ally incompatible in the ideals men-
tioned, Nor is there anything wrong in
utopianism, which is simply the descrip-
tion of a state of affairs better than
what s the case now.

K.M.'s concluding wish is “'that there
should be an aparchism which is con-
ﬂl‘il—!ll’.Lll'!\?., llL?ﬂ—:lUihU]’lILﬂ!'liin.
non-solidarist, non-utopian, non-salva
tionist and non-moralist”. Perhaps he

think the

scrously

will now give us this
London, W.C.1 JK.R.
ettt as s ket s

Statement
from 0xford

the following statement

We have received
from Ur;.’-u(h‘L (
Oxford anarchists.

The Oxford anarchists
their belief that

haring on behalf of the

wish to state

a free society must necessarily be a
non-violent society,
a non-violent society can anly be
achieved by non-violent means;
violence is by its very nature authori-
tarian;
actions such as pushing through police
cordons cannot succeed in bri_lngm_i;
home to anyone, and especially not
to the police, that vielence is un-
necessary. They can unh. strengr.h
selves as our opponu.h in their
belief that police violence is justifiable,
Oxfard, May 8.

Governments

in the name of their need 1o defend
ireedom against the other side.

However, it may be objected that the
facts referred to above (and others
referring to other states throughout the
world, which would fill the paper many
times), are nevertheless exceptions, ex-
amples of bad or insufficient govern-
ment, and do nol in themselves condemn
it.

While this is undoubtedly a safe view
to take, and the person who holds it
usually regards either his “own™ gov-
ernment or the one he hopes to replace
it with as being free from criticism, it
is a very superficial one.

It is unfortunate that the state, and
the groups whose privileged positions
it defends at the expense of the rest of
us, has managed to indoctrinate the
mass of the population into thinking
that their safety depends on it. Thus
the reviewer who is surprised by Read's
anarchism, wrote the previous week on
a book describing the massacre at Dres-
den by British and American bombers.
While such acts are being perpetrated
and planned, and their weapons de-
fended by ranks of uniformed hirelings,
when the world lives under the fear of
H-bomb warfare, the states waste the
wealth of the people on armaments, and
stockpile not only these but surplus food
while half the world is starving: when

‘money is wasted on espionage (0 the

detriment of all peoples, yet the econo-
mies are so distorted that a reorganisa-
tion of production throws hundreds of
(hau nds out ﬁ wurk‘ in this mw:y

“Road. Swiss Cottage, N.-W.3.

FREEDOM
DURHAM AREA

DURHAM ANARCHISTS.

Will anarchists in and around Durham
interested in forming a discussion group
please contact Owen Wells, St. Cuthbert’s
Society, University of Durham, Durham?

REDHILL-DORKING-CRAWLEY

Readers in Redhill, Dorking, Crawley
district interested in forming anarchist
discussion group, please get into touch
with Richard Fish, 3 Hillfield Road,
Redhill, Surrey.

WATCH FOR ANNOUNCEMENT
OF MEETINGS IN

CENTRAL LONDON

TR TR T e ET——
NEW MEETINGS

Informal Meetings: Soho
Finch's “One Tun”,

60 Goodge Street, W.1.
Saturdays from 6 p.m.

Bristol Federation of Anarchists
Meeting

MAY 8 7.30 p.m.

38 Canynge Square, Clifton, Bristol 8.

OXFORD ANARCHIST MEETINGS
For details please contact:—
Wynford Hicks,

Christ Church, Oxford.

_Z
OFF-CENTRE
DISCUSSION MEETINGS

Ist Wednesday of each month at 8 p.m.
at Colin Ward's, 33 Ellerby Street,
Fulham, S.W.6.

3rd Tuesday at Brian and Doris Leslie's,
242 Amesbury Avenue, S.W.2 (Streatham
Hill, Nr. Station).

Third Wednesday of the month, at 8 p.m.
at Albert Portch’s, 11 Courcy Road (off
Wood Green High Road), N.8.

First Thursday of each month, Tom
Barnes’, Albion Cottage, Fortis Green,
N.2. (3rd door past Tudor Hotel).

Last Thursday of each month at 8 p.m.
at George Hayes', 174 Mcleod Road,
Abbey Wood, S.E.2.

.‘!randnyofeachmomhatSp.m.at
Donald & Irene Rooum's, 148a Fd]m

Please note that the meetings at Fellm
Road, N.W.3 are now on the third
Friday, not the third Wednesday as
hitherto.

Notting Hill Anarchist Group (Dis-
cussion Group)

Last Friday of the month, at Brian and

Margaret Hart’s, 57 Ladbroke Road,
(near Notting Hill Station), W.11.

CEET e O el
Why not subscribe
to FREEDOM

and ANARCHY
PRI R S ]

Freedom

The Anarchist Weekly

FREEDOM is published 40 times

a year, on every Saturday except

the last in each month.

ANARCHY (1/9 or 25 cents post free),

a journal of anarchist ideas,
12 times a year on the

1st of each month.

Postal Rates to FREEDOM
and ANAR i
l‘.lmonthm- (U.S. & Canada §5.00)

lmlﬂ ] for 2 2
12 months 47/- (U.S. & Canada §7.50]
lmnﬂu!!;l‘tl.m e

AIR MAIL Subscription Rates
by Surtace Mai)
12 months 52/- (U.S. & Canada $3.00)




