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I iherty will ultimately muke all
men rich; it will not make all
men cqually rich.  Authority
may (and may not) make all
men rich in purse; it certainly
will make them cqually poor in
all that makes life worth living.”

—BENJAMIN TUCKER

J. 21, No. 20

May 14th, 1960

Threepcnce

PMT made Mr. Khrushchev
disclose only part of the story
¢ American spy-plane shot down
mnside Russian territory, when
ddressed the Supreme Soviet a
k last Thursday, leaving until
Saturday the juiciest morsels,
h were that the pilot was alive
that he had spilled the beans?
it simply, as he put it, to “hear
they [the Americans] would
up?” and *“Now they have
octed something, and now we
telling you how matters really
fl". It may well be that the ex-
ation is as simple as that. And
., who can deny that Mr.

- Mr.

Khrushchev’s joke was us successful
as the rocket which picked-ofl the
bogus “weather” aircraft travelling
at over 500 m.p.h. at a height of
some 12 miles? We must confess
to having enjoyed Mr. Khrushchev's
joke immensely.

Relying on the successful opera-
tion of the explosive charge which
ejecis the pilot in the event of an
accident and, at the same time,
destroys the plane (and often the
pilot as well), the United States
authorities were lulled into assum-
ing that what Mr. K. said on the
Thursday was all he knew. He made
no mention of a pilot (good, he must

ix senjor members of Oxford
ersity yesterday wrote to protest
8¢ the University Cricket Club’s
ement to play the touring South
an tcam this week.
e letter is an open one to the club’s
Bary, and the author is Mr, Peter
_ lecturer in politics at Magdalen
e. Among the signatories are Pro-
A. J. Ayer. Wykeham Professor
peic; Sir Isaiah Berlin, Chichele Pro-
of Socia] and Political Theory: Sir
id Le Gros Clark, Dr. Lee’s Profes-
| Anatomy; Mr. W. Abraham, the
najan Fellow of All Souls, and
% members of several colleges.
e text of the Jetter is:
"In cricket, as in all other sports in
Union of South Africa except table
nnis, only a player of pure white
=y can represent his country in
ernational sport. This position has
en reached not by a decree of the
Government but by a voluntary decision
of the South African Cricket Association.
“We the undersigned teaching mem-
bers of the University, therefore deeply

Oxford Dons Protest Against
S. African Touring Cricketers

how anything could be gained by the
0.U.C.C. refusing to play against these
pleasant and sportsmanlike visitors. By
playing cricket with them we do not, of
course, mean (o imply that we either
approve or disapprove of the policies of

their Government, or even of their
cricket association . . , I am hopeful that
the playing of this game . . . may lead

1o a better spirit of friendship and
understanding between ourselves and
those in Africa who are confronted with
a terribly difficult problem that we are
lucky enough not to have here.”

The Oxford Anti-Apartheid Com-
mittee (formerly the Oxford South Afri-
can Boycott Committee) reaflirmed its
intention to picket the entrances to the
ground while the match is on. In a
statement yesterday, the committee—
representing both cily organisations and
university members—says the demon-
stration will not be against the cricketers
as such, but against the principle of
racial discrimination.

Guardian 10/5/60.

regret that the Oxford University Cricket
Club has accepted a fixture with the
South African touring side, a decision
which can only serve to condone the
practice of racial discrimination in sport,
I and to associate the University of Oxford
| with 11 in the public mind.”

Replying 1o the protest, Dr. A, D.
Buckingham, of Christ Church and
senior treasurer of the O.U.C.C., said:

"Whatever views one may hold on the
question of race relations, J cannotl see

A.A. Demonstratien
in Stockholm

StocknoLM, 28 April,

Whalcver happens the South African
Government’s apartheid policy mustn’t
interfere with sport.  The tennis matches
between South Africu and Sweden
staried here 1o-day.

Twenty minutes before they started the
malches a car drove up in front of the
stadium and some youths sel up a
placard. It showed u white tennis player |
with a tennig racket in one hand and a |
whip b the other. The caption reads:
“White sport in South Africa”. Another
placard showed a map of Africa with
the text: “Freedom™ and “Equality”.

The police arrived ay usual with their
story aboul “permission” and removed
the placards and asked 1he driver of the
ar [0 Mmove on.

his sport dru Wll'lukc our mnds

the white South ican nationalists’
a4 of “Jusuce”. Po itics we are told
Id not interfere with amusement,
n and good fun. However, 1Lhe
b sport organization intend taking
question of sport and politics at
t meeting of the “sporl parlia-
whatever that may be,

H.

And the Business Men
Go Marching In

As the Monckton Commission nears
the end of its tour’ of Central Africa,
another commission prepares to take to
the road in East Africa. Although al-
most completely unpublicised, it may
well have an even greater effect on the
future of British colonial territories in
Africa than will Lord Monckton’s lime-
lighted colleagues. It will certainly find
a very different reception among Afri-
cans.

The commission (0 be headed by Sir
Jeremy Raisman, deputy chairman of
Lloyd’s Bank, i$ to inquire into the work-
ings of the East African High Commis-
sion after its twelve ycars of exislence,
and into the arrangements for a com-
mon market area in East Africa and to
recommend any nccessary additions or
modifications to the present scheme.

‘This inquiry is almost as importunt 1o
Central Africa as it is 10 East Africa.
The Monckion Comnussion huas  been
snubbed and boycotted by cvery repre-
sentative African osganisation in Central
Africu because its function was delined
by Mr. Macmillan as “not to destroy
Federation but to advise us on how the
Federation can best go forward.”

Most leading Africans and a growing
number of whites consider  that the
Rhodesias and Nyasaland can besl go
forward precisely by destroying Federa-
tion and linking the three territories
through a new structure similar to the
Last Alricu High Cunmuss_iun‘ They
are all, therefore, cuger 1o hear an objec-
tive verdict on how the Ihigh Commis-
sion has farcd, and they hope that it
wilt be proved successful enough o
support their argument for repeating the
experiment further south,

. CGuardiun.

There’s no Honour Among (Political) Thieves

K’S JOKE

have been killed on his way down
or managed to get away, or better
still, did the only thing an American
gentleman could be expected to do
in enemy territory: use the poison
needle which was part of his (ravel-
ling equipment); Mr. K. made no
mention ol special instruments or
equipment (which meant that what
had not been destroyed in mid air
had been destroyed by the booby
traps exploding on the ground). He
obviously knew very little about the
matter other than that it was an
American plane, and that it had been
flying over Soviet territory. So, with
a tone of hurt innocence the State
Department published its “explana-
tion” of the incident.

“The department has been informed by
the National Aecronautics and Space Ad-
ministration that, as announced on May
3, an unarmed plane, a U-2 weather
research plane based at Adana, Turkey,
piloted by a civilian, has been missing
since May 1.

“During the flight of this plane the
pilot reported difficulty with his oxygen
equipment.”

Of the plane referred
Khrushchev, it said:

“It may be that this was the missing
plane. It is entirely possible that, having
a failure in the oxygen equipment which
could result in the pilot losing conscious-
ness, the plane continued on automatic
pilot for a considerable distance and
accidentally violated Soviet air space.”

to by Mr.

These dear little U-2s whose mis-
sion in the world was to follow the
weather, to photograph the clouds
(A NASA spokesman declared that
they carried cameras for taking pic-
tures of cloud cover, and not for
reconnaissance flights), and to study
“gust meteorology” especially near
the Soviet Union, were the innocent
benefactors of mankind, providing
vital information to the airline com-
panies along the international routes.
In a word they existed for “peace-
ful scientific research”. The note of
indignation in the State Depart-

B¥" Continucd on p. J

Commonwealth

Ministers’

THAT part of the Commonwealth

Conference planned to discuss
“apartheid problems” promised 10
be an affair of meaningless talk and
evasions. Even the Malayan Prime
Minister, Tunku Abdul Rahman, re-
puted to be the most outspoken
against South African Government
racial policies, indicated on his
arrival at the beginning of last week
that he would stick to the ‘rules’ and
not press for a formal discussion on
apartheid.

For some inexplicable reason it
was assumed by all, publically at
any rate, that the South African
Minister for External Affairs, would
be more responsive to rational
arguments if these were conducted
informally.

It was apparent from the state-
ments given by the South African
Minister, Eric H. Louw, to the press
on May 4th that no amount of polite
disagreement or persuasion by the
other Commonwealth members
would shake South African rulers in
their determination to continue with
their racial policies. Among other
things he stated that a discussion
with the South African Prime Min-
ister before coming to London had
made it clear that there would be no
chdnge in policies as a result of the
recent riots. All the actions taken
by the police were justified without
regret, and Mr. Louw arrogantly
concluded that he had come to the
Conference ‘“‘neither as an accused,
nor as a penitent, or suppliant”.

From his statement that South
Africa is one of Brituin’s best mar-
kets, and if necessary South Africa
could buy from other countries, we
can see once again one of the reasons
why Britain refuses to upset the
Nationalists by condemning their
actions, while at the same time
hypocritically defending the con-
cepts of equality and freedom for the
Africans.

It was clear from the beginning
of this conference, and indeed before
it started, that neither informal nor

Quarrel

formal discussion would persuade
white South Africa that its policies
are both morally unacceptable and
stupid.

From the start it has been tacitly
accepted by all participants that the
“internal policies” of any country,
however unjust and brutal. have
nothing to do with the outside world.
It is easy to see why all the countries
taking part in these discussions, none
entirely guiltless of some form of
repressive action against sections of
their peoples, appeared to concede
this point.

However, one man, enraged by
the South African Minister’s obvious
intransigence, eventually called a
halt to the polite talk on the day set
aside for discussions to strengthen
Commonwealth trading relations.
The Malayan Prime Minister stated
that it is impossible to discuss with
the representative of a country which
has firmly decided that there will be
no change in its policies. Subse-
quently he walked out of the “in-
formal scssions” at 10 Downing
Street with the intention of inviting,
on his return to Malaya, Asian and
African countries to decide on what
action can be taken against South
Africa. .

It is difficult to see what effective
economic action African and Asian
countries can take against South
Africa without active help from
other trading Commonwealth coun-
tries, but in a sea of hypocrisy it
makes a change to find one swimmer
going in the opposite direction even
if he drowns as a result.

The Observer (Sun. May 8th) in
welcoming the Malayan Prime Min-
ister’s candour, suggested that if
Mr. Louw were able to return “with-
out the stigma of Commonwealth
censure” he could claim that his
critics had been persuaded by his
arguments and, therefore, the
Tengku “has already contributed
something to diminishing the Union

¥ Conatinued on p. 4
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“F"HE article by Gaston Leval A Con-

structive Libertarian Movenient pub-

lished in Fregpom for 26,3/60, drew
only one comment from readers, the

letter from Me. P. D. K. Hill (30/4/60)

who found it “one of the most thought-

provoking articles 10 appear recenuly in

FriepoN™ but felt that its theme was

“subtly anti-aparchist” because (S0 he

thought) Leval appsared 1o wami “a set
of rules, forpwlae, docurines, 10 be enun-
ciated by ‘libertaran’ economists and

sociologists.”

But re-reading Leval's arucle, I must
say that | can @nd no wace of an
“attempt to lay down such a plan for
posterity” at all. There is not even
anything to suggest thal he belongs w0
that school of thought which says, “After
the social revoluiion so-znd-so 3
What Leval s askiag for is “construc-
tive rtather than psgative propaganda”
and he says:

“We could take up the study of the
greatr problems of social undertakings,
and Iostead of repeating our little crid-
cisms, we could propose to our fellow
citizens a new Organisalion of sociely,
2 conception based on a more profound
xnowiedge of all the economic, human,
psychological and, even, ethnic problems
——a concepion based upon the possession
of all the facts concerning agricultural
and industrial production, of xnowledge
of nanonal and internmational relations,
questions of energy and raw materials,
3NSport, economic geography and dis-
wbution.  ln short, we must acquire a
wzining and bacxground which will con-
vinee those whom we wish 10 influence
thar they are dealing with capable, ser-.
ious and responsible men—not with
s_imp‘l’c agitators or dilettantes of revolu-
oD,

He thinks-~we ought 1o widen and
exiend the road shown by Kropotkin™
and that “bv aking the essential teach-
ings of our great predecessors and re-
adapling them 10 our time, we can create
an iniellectual movemen:, a sociological
schoo! that is amuned to the present
cvolution of the world.”

Now it seems 10 me that whatever may
be said in crizicism of Laval’s point of
view. It is not what Mr. Hill says. We
might ask, for instance why Leval con-
sid=rs the anarchist criticisms of
existng mstmuons are “liule” crizicisms,
wien surely they are fundamenta] ones.
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OPEN DAILY

[Opec 16 &m.—630 p.m., 5 p.m. Sats:)
New Books . . .
A New Desi in Central Africa
C. Leys aac C. Pratz 2i/-
Presiige, Clazs and Mobsility

K. Svalactoga 84/-
Tae Process of Economic Growth
W. W. Rostow 35/-

Reprints . . .

W might object 1o the assumption that
the ditferent aspects of anacchist aquvity
aro necessarily . mutually exclusive.  We
might shudder st the vastnsss of (he
programme ho outhnus in the paragraph
quoted, and wonder where, in this great
university syllabus, there s room {or
anarchism  itself. But surely there s
enough truth in his argument IOT us 10
take him seriously. He s polnung to
one of the great necds of the anarchust
movement today, the need 1o relate anar-
chisma 1o so<ial facts and potentialities.
For want of a bauer term we can ¢all
the approach he s ralking about the
scientific approach, the method of meth-
odical rational enquiry. All those anac-
chist thinkers of the past who have made
a lasting conlribution O  anarchist
theory have used, or at ieast, have sought
to use this method.
~

N his recent biography of Patrick

Geddes, the biologist and protagonist
of regional planning, Mr. Philip Mairet
remarks that "An inweresting book could
be written about the scientific origins of
the internacional anarchist movement,
and if it were, the name of Geddes would
not be absent, for he admired the works
of Reclus and Kropoikin, warmly be-
friendad them personally and sympath-
ised with their social idealism . . . » This
is a faintly surprising remark, ficstly be-
cause it 1S not what people outside the
anacchist movement usually say about it,
and secondly because we selkdom think
of anarchism as being rooted in scientific
thought, even though Kropotkin’s Mod-
ern Science and Anarchism secks 10 sug-
gest this. In fact many people who
would not accept the claim that Marxism
is “scienufic socialism™ are nevertheless
influenced by the implication of Engels®
Socialism, Utopian and Scientific, that
anarchism by comparison, is mere ob-
scurantist utopianism. (For a re-asser-
uon of the validity of the ideas of such
anarchist thinkers as Proudhon, Kropot-
kin and Landauer against the “tragic
misdevelopment” of Marxism, see Martin
Buber's Paths 10 Utopia).

Mr. Mairet was of course thinking of

Kropokin as a scientific thinker, and of
Elisée Réclus who was the greatest 8eo-
grapher of his day and his brother Elie
Reclus who was one of the pioneers of
comparative anthropology, but the links
between anarchist thought and the spirit
of scientific enquiry go back much fur-
ther. Godwin, the “father of anarch-
1sm” was the most radical of the English
philosophers of the late eighteenth cen-
wry who made a fruitful marriage of the
rationalist thinkers of the French En-
lighteament, Diderot and Condorcet, for
instance, with the English and Scottish
sceptical and utilitarian philosophers.
Bakunin sought from science “the general
conditions necessary to the real emanci-
pation of the individuals living in
society” and demanded a social science
based on the exact sciences instead of on
theology, melaphysics and jurisprudence.
The most substantial English edition of
his writings (The Political Philosophy of
Bakunin, ed. Maximofi, Illinois, 1933), is
subtitled “Scicntific Anarchism™.

*
BUT the claim that anarchism, or any
other social philosophy, is scienufic
in origin, is one which we should hesi-

CONSTRUCTIVE ANARCHISM

ate 1o make, although one  scientific
research worker of distinction has de-
clared that conclusions decived from his
work Jed him 10 anacchism, and that if
scientific investigation led him clsewhere,
he would abandon anacchism. [ find
this unconvincing; we know very linle
at present abour why people adopt one,
rather than another, political or social
aunude. Nor, on the other hand, ¢an
we hope that if only we knew all that
there was 10 be known about the social
s¢iences, they would necessarily lead us
to anarchism. Norman Bicnbaum re-
marks in the current issue of Twentieth
Century which is devoted to sociology,
that this subject is so "vast and amor-
phous, disjointed and self-contradictory”
that “there is no imellectual foible it
does not contain, no gaucherie of which
some sociologist is incapable, no political
ideology which some version of it cannot
defend.” And it is a little saddening 10
iearn that Dr. Verwoerd is a former pro-
fessor of (of all things) psychology,

But these sciences may hold the

answers 10 sorae of the questions which

anurchisml asks as well as 10 those we

ask of anarchism. To be specific: our

1deas postulate workers' control of indus-

try, but industry as cveryone tells us js

vustly more complex technicully and

organisationally than it  was when
anaccho-syndicalist theories were first
formulated.  Apart from being a nice
wea, s workers' control remotely pos-
sible in an advanced industrial society?
Recent and  forthcoming research in
America and this country on such topics
as “decision-making and productivity”
and “workshop organisation” though
underiaken for a quite different purpose,
might telf us very valuable things about
this, and so might that mysterious de-
velopment callied “ergonomics”. Anar-
chist theory postulates the “communc”
as the unit of territorial organisation in
“a free society”, But the word as such
is simply the French term for the units
of jocal administration (the theory origi-
nated in France) and apart from the im-
plication of a federation based on auto-
nomous local units, what more does it
mean? Have there been any anarchist
studies of the organisational problems
of local administration? Have the ira-

FREED®
vails of the Boundurics Commissh
this cou-nlry CVET Degn analysed fro
anarchust point of view?  Antj

- . . ! Ao,
gical  studies  of Bt
sOCIelics SCEMS 10 Show hyy (h—'
on an ’unformu‘lazcd “balance C;}oc,
theory (sece “Tribal Anarchicy Al
mony Through Coffiplexity’  Fupud
29/11/58, 6/12/58 and 20“2/58)
peyond a few references of Kroponw
and some remarks in Leopold
Breakdown of Nujions, has inere oo
any anarchist analysis of the irnplica
of this theory and apy effort 10 18
it and contrast it 1o the old “bala
power” theory in imernations| poli
or to that sophisticated raodern theH
that the clash of rival pressuce grg
are an essential and desirable prog
democracy? y

[ can think of a dozen more
questions which are of equal cone
those anarchisis who envisage “#
society” and those who seek lib -
solutions in the day to day life of
own society, and because [ have ¥€
meet those anarchists who are willim
set about doing the necessary work
answer them, I find Leval's point of
welcome. €3

DEAr EDITORS,

1 am provoked by G.’s reply wo LL.
10 join into the discussion On progressive
education. G. defines horse-sense as
meaning “rough, practical . common-
sense”, and contrasts it with “intellectnal-
ism™. The question at issue is whether
or not the upbringing of children by
“ordinary parents” Is realistic and
coramonsensical, i.e. there is nothing
much wrong with it. G. claims that “no
ordinary practical experience of children
will lead parents to make unrealistic de-
mands on them”; while the self-regula-
tionists point 1o the evidence of harmful
practices which are widespread in the
weatment of children by parents.

Anarchism was defined in the special
double issue of FREEDOM as meaning:
“conirary 10 . authority”—a theory of
society in which harmony is obtained not
by submission to law, or by obedience 0
authority. I wonder how many of G.'s
“pormal™ parents would bring their
children up according to anarchist prin-
ciples, whether they call them that or
not? Ogrly an upbringing which avoids
the usual moralisings, punishments, and
other means by which the chid is

moulded according to the pattern deci-

ded by the parcnt, can be called an anar-
chist upbringing. Such upbringings surely
are npot common?

G. himself defined self-regulation,
quite well, as “a nawral response to the
child’s needs, and abstaining from
pointless interference with its activities™;
and it Is precisely such an auitude which
comes 10 most people, even to Reichians,
with great difficuity. To argue, as G.
does, that the human child “cannot, of
course, regulate iself any more than the
young of any other mammal”, is 10 miss
the point completely. The point is that
the human child is preveated by most
parents, and by society generally, from
regulating its own life anything like as
much as the young of any other mam-
mal

Tme Wages of Fear ©. Ameuc 2/6
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Tae Weoos anc their Work
Shew, Pease, etc. 3/6
Tne Coming Swruggle for Power
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Tre rouzing Question
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Amercan Taeme: O. V/. Brogen 3/6
The Humon Use of Humen
Eeing: Nerwert Weiter 5/-
Justice in War-Time
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To the Einer Eec
o ternd Glevies 1/6
The Lozt Bay icres Spercer 3/b
It May Never Happen
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Trhe Ceonflict Letweons Rsilgion
& Scionce v. 'W. Oropec 3/-
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M. re.wl Titien 5/-
Storm cver the Runr (1932)
raon: Merchwizo
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Theatre

PRODS AND

QAM THOMPSON, a shipyard worker

of Northera lreland, has written a
piay, ~Over the Brdge™, about the men,
the (rade wnion sqguabbles and the reli-
pous bigory of Ulster. It is now being
performed at the Princes Theatre, Lon-
dop, aiter & run in the Provinces. The

play i act 1 the shipyards with a con-

vincung foreman's olfice and drub scul-
folding outmde. His characters shutfle
OB will food-lin, caps and mufliers and
spcak with authenlic harsh accents.  Tha
Lrsl act drags wah o Jockadc union
MecUng W »art OVl & quarre between
WO mcn bascd ofi the mutuul sotipathy
of Catbole and Prolestant. Al the
Shop Swewwrd (Colin Blukcly; and o

We can supply ANY book ired,
cluding ta-books. Pleats sy
lisher's nome if possible, .
! can find it. Scerce ond
books sesrched for—end
foung!

DUl
fi

velefaft rade unuoant excelleaty played

G. Deviin, aticmpt 10 decude on

".l_xg_.gsc_s'o{ one man who has “got reli-

SRt g
o0’ and 1otends 10 leave the umos and
of another who has worked un excessive
v of over-ume, ¢ven thouglh there

amount
‘ﬁxﬁi sili uncmployed.  Theae at least

Lsucy facing men ai work,
melodramalic  outpourings  of
4 ~makers.

3100 OCeums i a shup, killug
( _ruxx}_gpg goes round that
¥ I'.'R.A.'ibomb.- Im-

POPE HEADS

mediately the shipyards are swept by a
mob-hysteria that divides men into either
Prods (Protestants) or Pope Heads
(Catholics). The latter are warned 10
stay away Ifrom work unul the trouble
dies down, One Catholic refuses 1o be
mumidated, even though threatened by
4 sinister mob-leader, who foments vio-
lence bui iy carclully oul of the way
whea it breaks oul. He goes 10 his
bench accompanied by Duavy Michell
(Yosepl Tomclty) an old and vespected
trade uwmionint, who will not desert bis
sute, A Jew momenty later  oif-stage
nuts and bolts arc slung at them, Davy
is Killed by the infuriated miob and his
fiiate yevercly beaten up.

The author makes it plain that it could
cqually well have been u "Prod' vicum-
ised by Catholic wark-mates, His values
ura those of human decency and work-
mg-ciass  struggle, While placing 100
much fuith pechaps in wade unionism,
which 15 deaigned al best 1o protect

w orkers' interests wathin capitalism, he

does write with full knowledge of life
us i 15 lived in Northern Ircland, where
men are more than just stabistics i a
BOVEINOWNL repoct,

F.T.

LETTER TO THE EDITORS

Progressive Education

1t is true that every person has his
fund of “horse sense”—his organ for
truth, Reich would say—lodged deep
within him somewhere. The sad thing
is that most people are more or Jess oui
of contact with that. Horse sense is a
much rarer sense than G. realises, pos-
sibly because he has fallen into the old
trap of confusing what is “normal” (i.g.
what most people do) with what is
“narural” (i.e. what is in accordance wiI'h
the requisites for growth). It is not onuy
Reich who has pointed to the fact that
the upbringing which really promotes
growth of personality in the fullest a_nd
widest sense of thap term, Is 2 genuine

into this discussion I can’t imagins¥
less it is that he needs a convenient &
ping boy as a means 10 express fug
bunking of self-regulaiion. How

the one cannot be used 1o diser
other: G.’s belief that the orgone a8
a bit of junk no more invalidates
knowledge abour self-regulation,.
widely accepted scientific acclaim f0g
orgone box would validate it Bot
box and self-regulation have to be

on their merits, and nothing is 1
gained by confusing the two.

Nottingham, May 3. D,

rarity. We do not need o go 10
clinical case-histories 1o find evidence of
that truth; the evidence is all about -us.
Any school teacher, any health-visitor,
any social worker, any doctor, could
provide the evidence of the “frequency
of such practices in the general popula-
tion” which G. questions. But most of
them don’t, because like G. they accept
what is freguent as ““normal” and not
harmiul, and share with him the offi-
cially promulgated view that unhealih is
the exclusive hall-mark of the minority
groups—the relauively few children who
are grossly ill-treated, or who bscome
patently psychotic, or delinquent, or who
antend Child Guidance Clinics. In the
case of most of those with the "ordinary
practical experience of children’ who
hold this view, there is some excusz,
since they are not anarchists. Bur in
G’s case, since he terms himself an
anarchist, there is no excuse: what he
wriles just is not, in this instance, com-
patible with anarchist arttitudes.

I sympathise with G. in his distrust of
intellectualism and theoreucal ideals, but
not in bis dismissal of self-regulation, or
of Reich. G. quite rightly attacks tae
view that the “elect” who know about
seli-regulation produce children who are
necessarily any happier or maturer than
those around them. But such a view
Was never encouraged by Reich, only
by some of his less realistic followers.
The belief that health is the perogative
of a majority of self-regulationists is as
much 2 myth as its opposite—G.’s view
that unhealth is limited 10 the inmates
of clinics and the occupants of the
analysts couch. True, the most har-
dened criminal has his litde core of
health, sanity and sense, if we dig down
far enough to find it; on the other hand
I doubt whether a fully mature person
exisls, or In our society could exist.
Certainly I have never met one.

To hit at Reich and self-regulation
because some of his followers have er-
preted his ideay in W seclanian, even op-
positionalist manner, would be us mis-
judged as to condemn Kropotkin because
sonte anarchists throw bombs, Self-regu-
Jation is 10 essence an anarchist wdea, and
an  anarchist  approach, repardless of
whether Reich himself called it that, and
regardless of what beconies of that ap-
proach in the hands of those who try
to apply it. If seif-regulation is a myth,
as G. claimed, then anarchism is a myth,
and for the same reasons.

G.’s statement that Reich appears to
have been insane for the last years of
his life is as relevant o this discusion as
remarks abour Beethoven's “insanity”
(constantly rumoured during his life, and
no doubt parily true) would be 10 a coni-
ment on s late quartets. Why G. has
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Chessman

The cynicism thar has been a part of
the Chessman case was a little more
blatant than usual—he owed his fnal
thirty day stay of execution to a fear thar
Presiden: Eisenhower would receive a
hostile reception in South America if he
were execuled. Yei it shows with con-
siderable clarity that the motive that
prompted his death was one of sheer
vengeance, and that no rational thought
could for one moment sidetrack his
opponents. It should make those of us
who oppose such barbarism realise that
our problems are much more complicated
than some realise.

1t 1y possible that Chessman’s death
may, as he had hoped, result in a wave
of revulsion that could help the cause
of the abolitionists, but consciences to-
day are casily dulled. Reading Chess-
man's books and leuers one is struck
with the clarity of his own views on the
subject, and there can be no doubt that
he became, under the constant shadow
of death, a remarkable and highly intelli-
gent thinker. I suspect thar he may well
become o hero 10 a section of youth,
much In the way thar James Dean and
Charlie Parker are, but if this should
happen there is the danger that his real
achicvements will be overlooked. Chess-
man’s death shows that the upholders off
capital punishment will never be deterred
by humane or rational considerations—
the fight ahead of us is not going to be
&n easy one to win.

10 dray the much-maligned orgone box !

ALEKPRT MOCARTHY.
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better und admitied that the carlier
story put out was a lie. For millioas
ol Amernicans poor old Washingion
was turoing in his grave, and the
fact had to be faced that not only
were the Russians liars but the
American government (0o, when it
suited their political Interests. (And
Victor Zorza was churning out his
piece in the Guardian on Monday
oblivious 10 the durk inuendos he
hud made about the Russians the
previous Friday and Saturday).
w
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Mr. K’S JOKE

c--.——dq..._hl

May 14, 1960

icat’s communigue is therefore un-
jerstandable :

“The Unied States is tuking this
felier up with the Soviet Govern-
ieni with particular reference to the
kie of the puot.”

& The Press commentators lapped
p the Staie Department’s statement
Bt its face value. We were delighted
sec that the Guardian's Mr. Vic-
dor Zorza literally hurled himself
nio Mr. K’s. trup, as was 10 be ex-
Bectled. and interested 1o nole that
beuth the Guardian and Times leader
Titers trod very warlly, refusing
Brallow the Amenican line yet weat-
3z the Russian bait with time-
booured suspicion. Bul whereas
te Guardian suggested that Mr. K’s.
feech “refiected litde of that pro-
jpsing glow at the Summit which
paeral de Guulle seemed 10 have
giccted there” the Times suggested
a1 if anybody had upset the Sum-
it was the Americans.
I i were deliberate, the dight of the
sre7ican research aircraft into Russian
on May Day was an act of reckless
Blly. Provocative at any period, the
wenoaissance could not have been
psc wmed than in these pre-summit

v, 1t played straight into Mr. Khrush-

i’y hunds

THE new statement put out by the
State Department sought 10
jusufy the spying acuvities of that
innovent weuther-plane-that-wasn’t:
whose equipnient could photograph
airfields and other ground iastalla-
tions in Russian territory as well as
the clouds; whose instruments could
obtuin informauon on missile and
radar “defences™ as well as on gust
meteorology. Indeed in a space of
a few hours we learned that “cer-
winly it is no secret that, given the
state of the world today, intelligence
collection activities are practised by
all countries, and post-war history
certalnly reveals that the Soviet
Union has not lagged in this field™.
And the jusufication was that
The necessity for such activities as
measures for legiumate national defence
is enhanced by the excessive secrecy
practised by the Sovie: Union in contrast
to the free world.

The Observer’s Washington cor-
respondent pointed out last Sunday
that these innocuous weather planes
“have been mapping Soviet targets
for many months” (our italics).

They cruise 2t 550 miles an hour and
rely on their small size and exuremely
high altitude 10 escape detection.

They are painted sky-blue, and can
plide Tor long distances with their engines
turned off. They carry accurate photo-
graphic equipment designed 1o survive a
crash,

in the United Swates waves of
ezl indigaation in high places
gned o sirengihen the State De-
pent's UNCOmMPromising  state-
nt. Senator Mansfield, the Demo-
Bnc whip, 1o0ld the Senate “If the
wesians are gowng 1o shoot first and The pilots arc a sclect band of men,
smiploin later, then indeed the pros- highly trained, extremely brave. They
pcis for the coming Summit are g\cncirally speak Russian, carry no identi-
" The ANew York Herald fication ;nd have gold jewellery 1o buy
ribiuric advised President Eisen- [avouts if ihey are shot down. They
‘f*"fr lp"cquder whc_rlher LOREEs The flights are organised by a number
voril wiille 1 present CUCUMSIANCES  of agencics, some of them civilan, some
o journey 10 & Summil meelng. scientific branches of the Government;
Acd indeed the President himself, aS  military intelligence officials are involved,
be was stolling passed the hull of especially from the Air Foree, which
o hwsure boat op show at an exhi- needs information on potenual targets.
:won in Washingion, said 10 George

(George Meany, president of the
Amcncan Trades Unions—there 1s
5o doubt about it these Presidents
sre all in the sume bout, uren’t

s As we go 10 Press, the American
1 State Deparwtment defianily declares
| that its aserial spying activities over
Russian territory which have been
Rt sty e il i 1y going on_for a\‘l_?ng [inlf: will con-
L we ety # ~ tnue untl Russia comes clean and
oy © Kerushchev—if [ go—a .2~ = ol v, o
few bGul (Dai has 00 propeller . . ;7 MRVIES IS potential encmues 10 I
spect what it has to offer in the way
of the lutest models in weapons of
human destruction.
'*.
SO the wheel has come full circle:
from denying that they would

*

HEN on Saturday last, Mr. K.
heving ejoyed his joxe private-
ly. gecided 10 cajoy 1t publicly.
Furst e read 10 the Supreme Soviet
ihe Amefican sleiement on what

knowingly trespass on Russian uir
space the Americans now admit that
they have been doing it for a long
time and Will g0 on doing it, using
satellites in due course to photo-
graph every square inch of Russian
territory. The Russians, declare the
Aunericans, have known this all
along. Why do they select this par-
ucular occasion to protest?  Their
counter-attack is valid in the sordid
game of politics. We do not profess
(0 know the answer. Maybe as has
been suggested by the political com-
mentators. Mr. K. did so to appease
his critics in Russia who want him
o take a tougher line with the
Western powers. Or it may be that
he thought it would help in increas-
ing the rift between the State Depart-
ment and the Pentagon, and between
America and Britain (where it is
{eared that the Pentagon controls
the Administration).

But 1o our minds more important
than these power political consider-
adons which are purely transitory
are the ill-effects which the washing
of dirty political linen at “‘summit
level” have in general. And this is
our only justfication for comment-
ing at any length on Mr. K.’s joke
at the expense of the American
State Deparunent. He bhas ub-
undoubtedly left a bad taste in the
mouths of millions of millions of
Americans and other supporters of
the Western Alliance, but we doubt
whether he has gained many allies.
Every ambitious politician will
privately consider him a *“‘cad”, for
he has let down the profession. As
it is, most people intuitively consider
politicians as rogues and liars even
if they do nothing to dispense with
their services.

When the poliucians gratuitously
provide the evidence on a plate for
the whole world to see, they reveal
their vanity as well as their stupidity
(and not their cupidity as the press
has interpreted Mr. K.’s practical
joke). Bur the public, in allowing
their lives to be-mled and threatened
by such people, are in the circum-
stances at least ten limes more
stupid . . . or guily!

Caryl Chessman

and the Fight

Against Capital Punishment

“Ij the hysteria and mob-wrath that
surrounds the problem can be propitia-
ted only by my death, and if otherwise
they agree that the death penalty should
be abolished, then | earncsily urge the
members of our legisluture 10 frame their
bill in such a way as 1o exclude me.”

(From a lerter written by
Caryl Chessman, printed in 1he
New Statesman of April 30, 1960).

HE morc one dwells on the Chess-

man case the more obvious it be-
comes that this highly giftecd man was
able to sec the problem of capital pun-
ishment in a much more realistic light
than cither his idolators or opponents,
He perceived that in his own casc the
question or otherwise of his guilt had
become secondary (o the fact that his
brilliance in making use of existing laws
to stave off his execution had aroused the
antagonism of both a section of the
judiciary and the general public. The
truth is that Chessman’s very intelli-
gence was againsy him—if he had been
a miserable broken figure he might have
possibly become an object of pity, and
pity might in turn have brought forth
feelings of mock generosity. The fact
that he so obviously was not a broken
man only aroused the hatred of those
people needing a scapegoat or sacrificial
victim. The nature of his crime—if in-
deed he was guilty—also ensured that
the frustrated could clamour for his legal
murder under a guise of respectability.
The general sexual frustration of a large
section of the ordinary people in‘our
society represents a problem that hper-
tarians, and more particularly anarchists,
have recognised, but the sickmess it en-
genders is of 2 nature that is a serious
impediment to any unprejudiced con-
sideration being given in many areas
where social progress might be made.

Late in 1958 I spent some months in
the United States and on a number of
occasions raised the question of Chess-
man’s cass with people with whom I
came into contact. The more intelligent
generally felt that he should be reprieved,
although less on the ground that he had
redeemed himself by a development of
Jatent talents than on the rather nebulous
feeling that if he could survive so long
he should be given a ‘sporting’ chance.
QOthers seemed quite indifterent to his

fate, and onc was constantly reminded
of the heinous nature of his offence. [
am surc that he would have stood u
better chance if he had been convicted
of murder,

What was revesling in the cnd is thit
the opponents of the death penalty often
proved (0 be those who traditionaliy
might have been assumied 10 support it.
Although four of the seven justices of
the California Supreme Court were the
chief culprits ‘in Chessman's death—
lh(_:y did not even have the need to put
aside any previous judgment on the evi-
dence, but only to advocate clemency so
that the Governor of California could
repeal the death sentence—there is no
doubt that the indifference, if not hos-
tility to Chessman, of the genera] public
made their 1ask easier. It is saddening
o read that hundreds of applications
were received from people who wanted
10 witness the execution—no doubt all
of them good Christians, family men,
and upholders of sexual purity,

The barbarity of Chessman’s judicial
murder is made more apparent when onc
considers that it could not possibly
achieve any of the objects for which
apologists maintain that the retention of
the death penalty is necessary. Nobody
could claim that Chessman was any
longer a danger to society, and given an
opportunity to use his acquired skills he
might have become a very valuable mem-
ber indeed. It is advanced as an argu-
ment in favour of capital punishment
that there are some people so degencrate
that there is no hope of changing them.
This seerns a very dubious proposition,
but again it certainly was not in any
way applicable 10 Chessman. In fact, he
might have been used as an example of
the beneficial results that could follow
from a prison sentence! Naturally, this
would overlook the fact that he had
taught himseli, without much benefit
from any action by the authorities, but
logic is not usually followed by the
apologists for prison sentences. The
truth is that Chessmaa’s deain made a

mockery of all the pretensions of the
advocates of capital punishment, and it
has lessons for those of us who wish to
sece the end of this obscene ritual,

I recall that an official of a society for
the abolition of capital punishment wrote
to FREEDOM prior (o the last general
election pointing out that it was hopeless
to campaign until a Labour government

K

XY7HEN one considers the case of
Caryl Chessman. patriotic zeal

must give way o envious admiration,
How much better they order these maiters
in California! Where else in the world
is the greatr drama of crime and punish-
ment played with such skill and deter-
mination by both sides?

First, the crime. When most govern-
ments have timidly confined the death
penalty to punishing cases of murder—
i.e. killing someone without being order-
ed 1 do so by a superior officer—or
have sometimes even abolished it alto-
acther, the State of California keeps it

rad nappened. Then he luunched
his cal wwoty the Afmcrican stool-
pigeuns.  Tic piot of the plane was
alive, Jiis perscmal irousscau which
consisicd Of 4 vanzd assorment of
iofeigh Curfchcy, poid riogs, wrist
walChies, =lives, o rovolver and
armmunilion ss well as the bypoder-
mic suicide teedle, were wiagt as
wese the Tsecrci” eguinment Carfied
in lhe plase.  Aid the pdol "lalbed”™

e TS .

FREE.DOM’S postal  subscribers

cangot compluin that they are
besicged by remunders when ther
subscriptions we duc for renewal.
The lust time we deult with 1his
boring task was a ycar ago!  Lust
weck-cnd lurniog our backs on the
brief Indian supunicr, royal weddings

(Mr. K. of course did - k
- “pcv'_fi_ling"_‘m!‘ _hg;w our garden culling for love und

we ploughed our way
ugh the oouiling lists und sent
‘out reminders 10 no less than 600
feaders whose subscriplions werc

tough he did go 10 »
siopal secrets ws that Mr. Poy
‘bad been purd a4 starting salary of

33;100 1£900) s month which 51 G0 00 onov Anony these were
f-curey | a4 panot would | jps 100 who' bed reccived o re-

‘aceopt; and
Powers is & m

0L surp

being kil
. teiel

we accopt

that Mr.

pundes & y@!.@é;‘?_l_)_u_l who huve not
yet resporded.  To those readers we
huvo sedl & rcpunder marked
FINAL. And it meuns that this
| i1ssue 18 the last they will receive unul

| wo heur from hem, cither enclosing
@ subscriplon covering their neglect-
ful pust (with g Jittle extra for the
future) or pleading dire poverty but
mmﬁ; their desife 10 regceive

; cach weck.

The first reuctions of |
)epartment 10 Mr. K's. s

stalment was 10 describe itself as | Wo do not want 10 lose readers
sceptical o say the least”. But| who are intercsted but “broke™; we

er eleven bours thought, thought | have little putictee or symputhy with

YOUR LAST ISSUE OF ‘FREEDOM*?

those who are interesied. not
“broke” but who hale parting with
a pultry 19/~ per annum for FREL-
DOM; and have no sympathy at all
for those who are no longer inter-
ested but have not the common
decency 10 request us 10 stop send-
ing the paper when their subscrip-
tion expires (they are ihe ones who
would be the first to proiest if we
stopped sending the paper s soon
as their subscripuan expired!). The
main purpose of our FINAL warn-
jug 18 1o climinate the latter, and w
provoke e reinainder © get in
wuch with us even if oaly W tell us
thut they ars “broke™ but would like
W receive PRIGDOM cuch week.

As we wnte (these lines, the
FINAL cards bave been removed
from our muwling lists (American and
other overseus FINALISTS will be
given one month’s gruce to allow for
the time i takes them to receive our
reminders) and nothing will induce
us 1o rewurn them to the “live™ hists
until we receive sone signs of Jife
from those comcerned. You huve
been warned !
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for rape or kidnapping (or is it both?—
no one seems 10 be quite sure). This is
surely evidence of an admirable sense of
proportion. Since capital punishment
doesn’t deter murderers. how scnsible 0
try it on rapers and kidnappers as well.

Then, the time. Admittedly Massa-
chusetts put up a pretty good show with
Sacco and Vanzell; seven years is quile
some uime, The Scots didnt do badly
with Oscar Slater either, but though he
was kept in prison [Or nineteen years
alter being sentenced 10 death some idiot
had reprieved him, and in the end he
was actually set free. But when one
considers that in England it is usuvally
all over in a few wecks, how magnificent
Chessman’s twelve years become!

Over the method, however, one must
admit to some reservauons. No doubt
the march of science is all very well, and
1 would be the first to ugree that it has
done wonders for the art of killing
people in war, but surely in these more
inumale affairs there should be more
reliance on well-tried miethods ot lony
standing. Even the guiliotine iy some-
thing of a gadger, and as for the clectrie
chair—well, it is & sympiom of the sort
of antiscplic mechaaieal things our uge
is cupsed with, U v true that cyunide
gus seems {0 take thirty seconds 1 in-
duce unconsciolzness und mne  nunuies
10 cause death, bug il s all very tame.
Na, bunging s sull unsucpussed.  Apart
frony anythung ¢lse, there s always the
chunce that the many head wilt be torn
right off, or that he wiil be choked o
death tpstead of haviag his reck broken
—and 1t s gust Uy s050 of natucal vara-
ton thut rskes it ideal,

On the other hamd, their genius for
publicity puts the Culdormians ia the
op ¢lass.  Ong cannot help Iecling that
an opportsrity was lost when the ser-
vicey of television weee not called in, and
i Dews Cafiera o WO would have been
welconie, but even so the presence of
sixty wurnalists and spaetatars adds @
the scenc that sort of gprandeur one
wsuadly associates with royal weddings,
as well as ensunag that the fecedom of

came into power. I presume that this is
why nothing 1s now heard of the move-
ment in this country: this, incidently,
seems a very good illustration of the
futihty of attempting social change
through political means. Some of us
concerned 10 see the abolition of capital
punishment now realise that we are faced
with opponents to whom logic or statis-
tics mean nothing, and that what we ara
in [act up against is a form of mass sick-
ness, strongly sexual in origin. The
projections of the sexually frustrated are
nOW an Important factor in twenticth
century society, and this clement will
always need victums 10 propitiate its own
feelings of guilt and insceurity. It is this
knowledge that induces a fecling of hope-
fessness in many anarchists today.

8~ Continucd oc p. 2

the press is maintained.

Surely we cun learn from all this.
Public oxecutions were [odfishly abol-
ished here 1 1863; they should be re-
vived and carried out not perhaps at
Tybuca—rtor this wouid ‘inwerfere with
the  trathe  unduly—but ar Tralalgar
Square, now the focus of public hfe.
Incdeed one cannot think of & more it-
ung cnd 0 an Aldermaston March than
a public hunging, aad royal bicths and
weddings would be il the better or such
diversions during the boriag intervals,

As for the supply of wvicums, this
could be ensuped by keeping coavicted
murderers, rapers, Kidnappers and so on
i prison for scveral years.  Another
puint is that one of the chiel drawbacks
to the Chessman alair was that he was
probably puilty. We atready have an
unsurpassad reputation for hanging inno-
cent people—liks Mes. Thompson, Row-
land, Evans and Beatley—and this would
be enormously increased if we deliber-
ately chose 1anocent people rather than
simply doing 30 by mistake. This
would Keep the people tough and fit in
these reluxing days of plenty, especially
with the abolition of National Service.
A Royal Command Execution once a
year would, 1 am sure, have tremendous
appeal and would help 10 keep Britain
Great. I will draw up a petition at once.

AF.




LETTERS TO THE EDITORS

The Case of David

DEAr EDITORS,
1 am sorry to be one of those whom
sheer laziness prevented from writing
- | about Prait. 1 cannot rake up much
'-r." indignation at Pratt or sympathy for
Verwoerd, or for those Wwho reserve
moral horror for the killing of oppres-
sors and mild regrets for the killing of
victims. But to say this (which needs
saying) is not to condone or advocate
political assassination,

T.S. asks whether those who think
Macmillan is leading the country to dis-
aster should kill him, and you do not
answer. No doubt one can recall the
Hitler plot of 1944, which few would dis-
approve of. Bur where are we to draw
the line? For one like myself, who is
not a complete pacifist, the question is

DwE= Lo

Seif-Regulation

HAVE read with interest the articles

by G. and letter from I.L., and would
thick it a pity 1o obscure the issue by
argument as 10 whether the term “Horse-
Sense’ applies to an upbringing based on
‘Seli-Regulation’ or conventional train-
ing.

The fact remains that we are not
‘natural” beings, we do use our intellects
(which unfortunately are rarely rational),
l and the majority of people while loving

their children and wishing 10 do the best
for them, yet do impose a system of
[ wraining which involves the sort of ex-
cesses mentioned by LL.
| Admittedly -Self-Regulation’ can also
| lead 10 excesses, but the basic approach
i {one with which both G. and I.L. would

S — T

seam 10 agree), 1o bring up a child with
the minimum of do’s and dont’s and
the maximum of love and respect for
its individuality (to me the natural and
common-sense way), is one which pro-
duces the happiest and best-balanced
children.

I think I can claim a wide experience
of children, partly among my numerous
and varied friends and relations, partly
irom working as a mother’s help and as
a kindergarten teacher. G. infers that the
‘Seli-Regulatory’ addicts are making a
fuss abour nothing and that most chil-
dren are brought up along these lines,
but in my experience ‘Self-Regulated’
children form about a 1% minority
and always stand out from the other
children by a quality of Jife which is
hard 1o describe, but makes the other
children seem half dead by comparison.

In the kindergarten at which I worked
there were 14 children, the offspring of
local 1radesmen, farmers, and profes-
sionals, of these, 13 could have been
classed as neurotic, the remaining one
(friendly, happy, full of life), was
brought up in freedom. (Spoili!’ the
other teacher would say).

London, May 2. (Mrs.) J.LH.B.

Commonwealth
Row B Continucd

ﬁwgp. 1
Government’s standing wnh its own
people”.

We do not think that white South
Africa will view its government dif-
ferently because one coloured Com-

i monwealth member had the sense

| ‘10 admit that no reasonable discus-
sion was possible with a South
African Government representative

| on racial issues, and the Nationalists
have no standing as it is with black
South Afncans. in spite of Mr.
Louw’s claim that millions of Afri-

- cans are “happy and contented and
actively support the policy of separ-
ate development” (the ‘development’

> part ‘being prlgcuc_ally non exisitent).
Within the limits of this confer-
ence only collective Commonwealth
isapproval (or at least half of the

rade relauons will
African Government
fﬁkk racial policies. n
 already b_roken off

ich I}as appancntly
- South A-fﬂcan
ough India _lost

difficult; I had thought modern anarch-
ism was pacifist, but if not, then surely
you must face the question t0o. Perhaps
we can make a start like this: Bloodshed
in South Africa, horrible though it is,
has been small and sporadic (think of
the Stalin purges, the India-Pakistan dis-
pute, or modern China). The attempt
on Hitler, whatever its result, could
hardly have added significantly to the
violence already raging.

But in South Africa, however much
oppression there may be, the deluge has
not come, and may not come; but Pratt’s
action is just the sort of thing that could
spark it off. You defend him by refer-
ence to the right of self-defence; but
Pratt couldn’t possibly have relied on
this. No-one was committing violence
on him personally, and Verwoerd wan’t
personally committing it on anyone. But
if you start extending the right, remem-
ber that the pro-H-bomb types do just

Pratt

the same. I do not wish 1o be hypo-
critical about this; my own first reaction
10 Verwoerd’s being shot was 'serve him
right!” But a considered moral judg-
ment need not be the same as an imme-
diate emotional reaction. If FREEDOM is
to depart so far from the image of anar-
chism built up in many people’s minds,
you should surely give us a far more
thorough examination of the problem
than this week’s article, which only
reaches the main topic at all right at
the end, and then agrees that violence
breeds violence.

1 hope the laziness of readers like my-
self won’t make you think we should not
be interested in a thorough discussion of
the whole problem of when, if ever, an
anarchist or sympathiser can approve of
violent action.

Fraternally yours,
Birmingham, May 3 A. R. Lacey.
(More letters next week)

DesrR EDITOR,

David Pratt is a sick man, and has
been institutionalised for psychiatric
treatment several times. Your hero-
worship is based on ignorance (1). On
11th April he appeared in Johannesberg
court, and this was reported in South
African papers. He therefore no longer
is being held under the emergency
regulations.(2)

I agree that his action should not be
ignored, but both FrREepoM and Peace
News often “ignore™ items of interest
when they are well covered by the regu-
lar press, and there is some justification
for it from a space point of view. Cer-
tainly it is neither cowardly nor dis-
dishonest. Peace News, heaven knows, is
vulnerable enough to attack without your
having 1o invent anything.(3)

And what of the last two paragraphs?
Are you saying that Pratt was acting in
seli-defence, or that Verwoerd shouid
have exercised his right of self-defence
more effectively? Was this irrelevance
an effort to star: an argument with your
pacifist readers? If so, you will delight
us pacifists, but probably more the non-
pacifists who have heard it all before.(4)

As one of those who did not protest
the first article on David Pratt, please
accept my apology. I had assumed it
was contributed by a doddering old anar-
chist who had failed to keep up with the
times, but nonetheless was remembering
FREEDOM in his will. I now see that
some anarchists—as well as some paci-
fists—seriously think they can lead our
movements backwards.

Sincerely,

London, May 2, ARTO TATUM.

EDITOR’S FOOTNOTES

Arlo Tatum’s letter is one of the
shortest “protest” letters we have recei-
ved, yet apart from the last paragraph
which is too childish to be taken ser-
ously, there is not a single sentence in
it which could not be challenged! To
save space we have commented in the
form of footnotes to his letter.

(1) We have aiways attacked the cult
of personalities so there is no question
of “hero-worship> when we defend David
Prarr. Carvl Chessman or Sacco and
Vanzetti, We ignore the motives behind
David Pratt’s attentat and may one day
be proved wrong in attributing the gene-
rous motives to his act which we have
done; we may of course also be proved
right. Whatever the final yerdici, we
prefer 1o be proved wrong than to have
remained silent until our silence was
proved to be wrong! Tatum dismisses
David Pratt by saying he is a mentally
sick man. Would his attitude to the
attentat have been different if he had not
thought David Pratt a sick man?

(2) Weshould be interested to see reports
from the South African paper to which
Tatum refers. Meantime we will quote
to him the Reuter report from Capetown
April 11 (printed in The Times the fol-
lowing day):

David Prair, the farmer alleged to
have shot Dr. Verwoerd, the South
African Prime Minister, on Saturday.
is not to be wried at present but i
detained under the emergency regula-
tions—and may not even be mentioned
by name in future, An announcement
to-night to this effect followed a day
of suspense at the Johannesbury magis-
trales’ court, where he was duc 10
appear, and [ong consultations be-
tween detectives and Jegal authorities,

(3) To explain  away Peuce News'
silence on the grounds that both they
and FRECDOM “often ignore iems of
interest when they are well covered by
the regular press . .. 7 is a preuty lame
excuse. We were nor expecling a report
but a comment. The “regular Press”
wilh the exception of the Observer de-
plorcd the act as was to be expected.
And as we showed the so-called “radical”
press chose to ignore it rather than to
have either 10 join the chorus of shocked
Fleet Street editoria] wrilers or to coni-
mit  themselves to  irying 10 wnder-
stand and explain the act in the context
of the present situation in South Africa.
We imagine that the editors concerned
felr that 1o express rugma for Verwoerd
would be hypocritical, and so they said
nothing (a similar line to that adopted
'by ¢ Gt, Britain at the United Nations

on S. Arrn.a where they “abstain-

ed” from voting. The Fleet Sireet press
hailed this as a stiep forward, the “radi-
cals” roundly condemned it!) If Mr.
Tawm will look up Peace News for April
15 he will see on page 9 a report from
that paper’s Johannesburg correspondent.
It says very little that the daily press
here did not say about news censorship
in South Africa. In view of P.N.s
silence on the David Pratt atteniar, the
headline “News Blackout Keeps South
Africans in the Dark™ makes curious
reading!

(4) We assume that our readers are
people who have the necessary feelings
and imagination to be able to identify
themselves with a cause or a struggle
whether or not they are personally
directly involved. Surely we are able to
identify ourselves with the black South
Africans in their struggle against the pass
svstem and their status of inferiority in
relation to the white S, Africans without
having to be dark skinned? Only some-
one apparently as thick skinned as Mr.
Tatum could consider our last two para-
graphs “irrelevant”. What we are saying,
Mr. Tatum, was that David Pratt’s action
was inspired by the horrors of the Sharpe-
ville massacre, and the policy of apar-
theid; that in identifying himself with
the victims of Verwoerd’s policies he was
acting in selt-defence. As to recognising
Verwoerd’s right of self-defence too, well
of course we do. From his point of
view it was 100 bad that his permanent
body-guard was temporarily off his
@uard!
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“indicatas reguiar ceatributar.

The Value of

Demonstrations

FREEDOM

DEAR SiR,

Once again I see that FREEDOM has
successfully set out 10 alienate some of
its newer readers. This time by a cheap
Jibe against people who demonstrated
outside South Africa House in the week
following the Sharpeville massacre. Had
there been no protest FREEDOM would
presumably, -and quite rightly, have
attacked the incredible apathy that could
let such crimes happen without a mur-
mur of objection. But there was a pro-
test and a large and prolonged one at
that, which FReeDoM loftily dismisses as
“Pacifists, New Leftists, Communists and
Socialists (no anarchists I notice) making
a mild nuisance of themselves, as far as
the British authorities were concerned.™

(Just for the record there were also
anarchists, conservatives, and people so
apolitical they wouldn’t even buy FREE-
DOM).

Yet in fact the demonstration was of
far greater significance than the armchair
anarchist who wrote the rather silly state-
ment quoted above secems to realise.
In the first place a considerable amount
of money was collected from sympathetic
passers-by, money which was desperately
needed by the dependants and relatives
of those killed, wounded, or imprisoned,
and who have no means of help apart
from what we choose to send them.

Again, apart from the minor point that
the demonstration helped to show the
depth of revulsion that we felt, to the
authorities in South Africa House, the
demonstrations were widely reported
abroad and did a great deal to compen-
sate for the British attitude in the
Security Council.

But the most Jmportant aspect of the
demonstrations ia the week following
Sharpeville has been expressed by Ronald
Segal, Tennyson Makiwane, and numer-
ous white South Africans who Jomed
us in plcketmﬂ “You have no idea,”
they said, “how heartening this Is 0
those of us who are wying to fight
apartheid from within the Union. De-
monstrations in Britain have a value out
of ali proportion to their size, their effect
in the Union is without any doubt much
greater than any of you in this country
realise”. So perhaps after all, we were
doing more than make “'a mild nuisance™,
of ourselves to the British authorities.

The same article later goes on to say
that the regrettably unsuccessful attempt
1o assassinate Dr. Verwoerd left us
paralysed and speechless. Did it indeed.
If we were paralysed and speechless, I
am at a loss to find terms to apply to
the writer of this article, to whom all
action and none appears to be equally
reprehenshible.

In fact there has been a considerable
amount of action going on with the twin
purpose of raising funds and demonstrat-
ing our disapproval. A Direct Action
Commitice has been formed, to urge
industrial action in the docks and dis-
tributive centres. Two young men have
arranged a jazz and folk music concert

(May 10th, St, Pancras Town Hall), and
engaged some of the biggest names in
“Music
have

this country to awend. The

Against  Apartheid” Committee

Dear EDITORS,

Apropos the attempt on Verwoerd’s
our editors,
having grown out of the bomb-throwing
a most
questionable, barbaric delight in wartch-
ing someone else do their dirty work for

life, it would seem that

stage themselves, are rtaking

them.

1l myself have grown out of

cannot imagine that
would guarantee the slightest progress.

Surely the rational approach to David
“Verwoerd had
some poor desperate

Pratr’s action should be:
it coming to him:

devil was bound 10 wy it sooner or
later.” 1t was understandable but hardly
praiseworthy.

Slowgh ERNIE CROSSWELL,

FOR THE SAKE OF OUR
STATISTICS

For the sake of your staustics may 1
say thai this reader thoroughly areroves

article on David Pratt,
Best wishes,
Oxford, May 1. J. W, Shaw.
'}
DEAR FRIEND,

of your

1 am not an Anarchist but 1 fully sup-
port the stand taken in FREEDOM In de-

fence of David Pratt.
Wist best wishes,
London, May Day, 1.T.P.

been busy recording an LP. of fo
music 10 be issued on their owp ,‘"
“Musi¢ AA”, Josh White heading ngy
list of singers. The African familjes
who receive aid as a result of these act
vities, I feel, will not be 4o contempluou
as the writer of your \eading article.
All over the country hundreds of actions
ist groups are springing up and \ invire
the nameless writer Of Your \eadips
article, when he has finished upseuing!
the new readers that FREEDOM has wo
recently, to come out from behind hj
anonymous columns and do somcthing
himself, ]

We know we can't have a free soctel
tomorrow, we know that our efforts md
result in Black Fascism replacing
White Fascism, we don’t think that th§
struggle for freedom in Africa will end
with the establishment of a Pan Africa
Republic, but we do feel that we shoul
do anything and everything to help thos
living under Verwoerd’s tyranny today.

Incidentally, 1T went alongz 10 South
Africa House 1o make an individua] pre
test, that I as an anarchist felt should ™8
made, as loudly and as often as possibi
I found a lot of people sympathetic &
our ideas. How many of them have no!
been lost because of last week’s snive
ling attack I do not know. To me anap
chism means responsibility not the sof
of indiscriminate needling that A\
shown in last week’s article (the sert' g
sensationalismi  ¥REEDOM always ¢od
demns in the capitalist press) done &8
provoke reader reaction. Any Sou_
African fighting against apartheid Wi
tell those of you who are in doubt, th
any action, any demonstration, -is val
able.

As for myself, I am an anarchist b
cause I believe in bettering the humas
condition (yes, my own included), ng
because I want 1o sit back and say I8
the wounded, the dying and the starvin
in Africa, in Korea, and Turkey, “Wha
can you expect, you've a government.

demonstrations in Trafalgar
but we won’t get one by ignoring humas
suffering either. J. M, PILGRIM.

MEETINGS AND
ANNOUNCEMENTS

LONDON ANARCHIST
GROUP and MALATESTA
DEBATING SOCIETY

IMPORTANT
MEETINGS arc now held at
CAMBRIDGE CIRCUS
“The Marquis of Granby" Public House,
London, W.C2.
(corner Charing Cross Road and
Shaftesbury Avenue)
at 7.30 p.m.
ALL WELCOME

MAY 23.—Frances Sokolyov on
BREAD, ANARCHISM &
PICCADILLY CIRCUS

MAY 29.—Jack Robinson on
STRIKES, BOYCOTTS AND

the
absolute pacifist position but L certainly
killing  Verwoerd

DIRECT ACTION

JAZZ GROUP MEETING,
Friday, May 20th, at 7 p.m.

at Peace News, 5 Caledonian Road,
(near Kings Cross Station).

Jeremy Westall on

MAINLY MIDSTREAM -

L.A.G, SUMMER SCHOOL
REMINDER

Don't forget when arranging your holi-
days, that the Summer School will ke
place during August Bank Holiday week-
end. It will be held at Alan Albon's
Farm at Hailsham, Sussex (under can-
vas), and those who wish to will be able
1o siay for a week. Further details of
cosi, lectures, ete. will appear later.
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