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ptemhcr 28th, 1960, the Evening
i Standard brought the Committee of
to the news with a front-page
headed: “Civil Disobedience
paign Planned”. It is ironically
@l of this body that its existence on
pne hand should command such pub-
f and on the other hand should be
by a sily mistake—a copy of
peal for members was sent in
t to John Connell, the rnight-wing
—-wmcr of Bmverbrooks Evening
. instead of John Connell, the
? of the Anti-Noise Campaign (and
| more ironically, the former’s real
"t John Connell at all),
Committee of 100 was formally
jtuted on October 22nd in response
@ppeal, which was sent out over
1 of Bertrand Russell and
1 Scott who are the best-known
4in the Campaign for Nuclear Dis-
nt and the Direct Action Com-
‘against Nuclear War respectively.
most of the grovhd-work in the
tee of W00 has actually been done
group of much vounger and
er people, more or less led by
1 Randle and an American
called Ralph Schoenman, it is
ble to see it in terms of ils two
as an amalgamation of those
s in CND and DAC who were
- d with the state of the cam-
n against nuclear weapons and who
the best way out of the impasse
ald be 2 combination of the methods
pf the two organisations.
It is mecessary to point out that the
of 100 is not a “breakaway”
ion. Most of its members have
,mmu! active in one or other of ifs
parent bodies, neither of which has any
- formal membership, and great care has
‘been taken lo avoid any sectarian ten-
dencies; Russell's resignation from the
Presidency of CND was due to a per-
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paign has fallen into is worth examin-
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sonal difierence with Canon Collins.)
The nature of the impasse the cam-

ing.~%Ince it is commen to all reformist
or revolutionary movements. Here we
have a predominantly pacifist movement
—whose implications are totally pacifist
—which nevertheless includes many ele-
ments who are far from pacifist: ordin-
ary people who are conventionally
patriotic but fee] appalled by the immi-
nence of disaster, scientists and artists
and writers with various highly personal
motives, left-wing socialists of all kinds
(including communists and anarchists),
and of course the obligatory lunatic
fringe of poseurs and exhibitionists who
would give George Orwell the creeps
but should realty be welcomed for their
entertainment value (like Denry Machin
the Card. they are “identified with the
great cause of cheerigg us all up").

Two Approaches

Thus the campaign is not by any
means a unified movement; even the
pacifists have their differences. In fact

the campaign never has been a unified
movement, right from the days when it
was set on its feet by such individualists
as Bertrand Russell, Kingsley Martin,
A. 1. P. Taylor and J. B. Priestley under
the leadership of Canon Collins. Col-
lins has proved a brilliant publicist and
organiser, but he has increasingly alien-
ated the radical clements in the cam-
paign by what may be ca]led his Fabian
approach. F y convinced
that the Eslabllshment will 'yle!d to suffi-
cient constitutional persuasion, so that if
a large enough pressure is applied long
enough the powers that be will give way

Gommittee

RESPECTABLE OR
REVOLUTIONARY ?
- By One of Them

and ban the Bomb, and then we can
live happily ever after.

What this means in practice is that
CND has concentrated on mustering
popular support by orthodox methods—
marches and meetings—and in particular
on trying to win the Labour Party over
to the policy of unilateral nuclear dis-
armament. As a result the real pioneer-
ing work in this field has been left to
DAC who, we should remember, organ-
ised the first Aldermaston March three
years ago. But CND has had consider-
able success. It is now able to muster
larger numbers of people than any other
political organisation in the country and
has the support of about a tenth of the
House of Commons. The Labour Party
was committed at the Scarborough Con-
ference last October to a vague formula
of unilateral nuclear disarmament,
though not by a majority large enough
to make it official party policy (and the
Parliamentary Party is still firmly multi-
lateralist and Natopolitan),

The trouble is that it is difficult to see
how CND can continue its success
Pretty well everyone who is amenable to
persuasion must have been persuaded by
now. Further persuasion might even be
harmful—a larger unilateralist majority
at the Blackpool Conference this year
could casily lead to a split in the Parlia-
mentary Labour Party, which would
hardly advance the cause of nuclear dis-
armament. Even if CND gets a quarter
of a million people into London at
Easter we are still no nearer real uni-
lateral disarmament of any kind, let

‘Caesar would not be a wolf, if
Romans were not sheep.’
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changes that could get us out

alone any ;

of the Cold War. We are far more
likelv to abandon the deterrent through
pove erty than through principle. More

p‘,op'g would still choose to go to Wem-
bley Stadium for the Cup Final rather
than to Trafalgar Square for the end of
the Aldermaston March, even when they
have to pay for their choice.

But the real fallacy of the Fabian
approach is of course its miscalculation
of the nature of the Establishment
which does not have to be explained to
readers of FreepoM. This was realised
almost at once by the DAC, whose rela-
tion to CND is rather that of William
Morris to Sidney Webb or of Wal Han-
nington to Clement Attlee (let us hope
the analogies are even more false than
usual). But the direcr action approach
has turned out to be equally disappoint-
ing. The Christmastide demonstrations
at Swaffham and Harringtion two years
and a year ago may have been satisfac-
tory emotional experiences for the parti-
cipants—and all credit is due to them
for risking their comfort and liberty for
the sake of protest and principle—but
as examples of propaganda by deed they
were almost completely ineffective. Nor
is the current direct action against the
unholy vessels in the Holy Loch likely
to be any more valuable.

A New Approach?

There are two reasons for this, one
physical and one moral. The physical
reason is that DAC activities have always
been on too small a scale. They have
scorned such mundane considerations as
weather and accessibility, and have no
use for gimmicks. True, a few dozen
or even a few score utterly sincere non-
violent demonstrators may win respect.
but they are unlikely to influence anyone
who is not already on their side. The
mora| reason is that DAC activities have
always been on a personal rather than
a political level. They have seemed to
be more concerned with saving their own
souls than with saving other people’s
lives. This is a perfectly respectable
motive, but it doesn't get things done,
which was after all the original idea.
It is difficult not to feel that if they ever
succeeded in getting into a missile base

their only reaction would be one of
surprise and embarrassment. Civil dis-
obedience that is too civil for words

is transformed into a purely svmbolic
gesture. :

The impasse, then, may be stated as a
dilemma. Large legal demonstrations
have not worked and are not likely to
work; small illegal demonstrations have
not worked and are even less likely to
work. The question 15: “What is likely
to work, when there might not be time
for the invaluable educative programme
of both CND and DAC to bear fruit.
Last year the answer seemed to be:
Large illegal demonstrations in the form
of really massive civil disobedience.
Hence the Committee of 100.

The Committee was intended to repre-
sent a new departure in British dissent
The conflict between the Fabian ap-
proach and the direct action approach
is familiar to anyone who has studied
the rise of religious or political move-
ments that challenge the established
order. Christianity in the Roman Empire,
Protestantism in Catholic Europe, Puri-
tanism in Stuart England, Liberalism in
the 18th and 19th centuries, Socialism in
the 19th and 20th centuries—all have
been faced with the same problem: is it
better to win the top people over, or to
push them aside from below?

Continued on page 4
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ON THE
MARGH

HIS Easter week-end, for the
fourth successive year, many
people will be spending their holi-
days on the march. In spite of the
fact that this year the number of
participants will be higher than ever,
that London will be approached by
two columns instead of one (a bril-
liant innovation), the impact of the
first march on the public imagina-
tion cannot be repeated. That first
march, because it was the first, was
unpredictable, and its destination
was the centre of nuclear power in
this country. Anything might have
happened when the marchers got
there. Even as a symbolic gesture
it had more meaning than subse-
quent marches which have concen-
trated on London, “centre of politi-
cal power which controls Aldermas-
ton”. For everybody knows that
governments can come and go but
the Woolwich Arsenals, the Alder-
mastons and the Vickers Arm-
strongs go on for ever

In other words, Aldermaston
marches are very successful methods
of letting off steam without upsetting
the srarus quo. They are as respect-
able as May Day demonstrations
and Trades Unions: all part of the
Establishment if they can hold out
long enough doing the same thing.
Like Rights of Way they can, by an
annual formality, be accepted as
part of our daily lives!

But what the unilateralists are
trying to do, surely, is to change the
pattern of political life since they
are proposing (a) that the British
government should conduct its inter-
national business with arguments,
and moral example and not the
threat of force and (b) that govern-
ments should be influenced by the
will of the people.

No Excuses

Perhaps Canon Collins can be
said to have lived, politically speak-
ing, a cloistered life, and such illu-
sions are excusable (though after 4
vears he should have learned some-
thing about politics). But the
Kingsley Martins, the Priestleys and
the A. J. P. Taylors are really too
old in the tooth, politically, to have
any excuses for believing, or sug-
gesting to others, that governments
are amenable to argument or con-
siderations of humanity. Is there
not proof enough, when the Parlia-
mentary Labour Party which pro-
fesses all the brotherly love and
internationalism which the Tories
do not, 1s, even when not in office.
unwilling to abide by the Party’s
Conference decisions on nuclear
disarmament? Is it not, quite sim-
ply, that a politician who aspires to
positions of power in politics can-
not think in terms other than the
comventional ones, whereby, though
the people elect their “representa-
tives”", force is the only language
they will respect when it comes to
running the country.  Similarly
diplomacy without the argument of
force is as utopian as the concept of
‘democracy without the police and
MI5. A fact of life which the late-
Nye Bevan was the first

Continued on page 3




2

THE ANTI-POLARIS DEMONSTRATION-BY ONE WHO WAS THERE

A FEW months age Holy Loch was
unheard of, it was the sort of place
where those who made cnough money
to escape from the gnme and poverty of
Gmo\\' would move to Close enough
ta be near one’s less fortunate friends
and relatives yet for enough away to be
somewhere guict and beautiful. Now
the place swarms with U.S sailors,
and newly installed juke boxes blare out
all sorts of indescribable noises and in
the middle of the Loch one sees Proreus.
wEvil" is the first word that seems to
come to mind; “the ship with a cargo
! of death” one reporter wrote. Close by
lies Patrick Henry, a submarine which
| looks pc:haps even more simster.  Soon
| there will be more submarines, Accord-
i ing to the Minister of Defence as many
I as ten are due lo arrive within the next
few years, to take their place beside
I their “mother” ship. Proteus. However
the word which worries a large section
£ of the local population is not Proteus
' nor Patrick Henry, but Polaris. For
Polaris is the name of the missiles car-
ried by the submarines.

Each Polaris missile carries an atom
warhead having a destructive force
equivalent to six times all the bombs
used in the last world war, ves, including
those used at Hiroshima and Nagasaki.

Ten submarines each carrying sixteen
missiles or a total of 160 missiles are the

I destructive equivalent of 960 World War
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b against Polaris

II's, Can one visunlise nine World War
I et alone 960, and that's just one
base! Consequently a few people did
not believe the captain of the Profew
when he said he had come on a mis
sion of peace. “Cars and gis cookers
can be dangerous but we have learnt to
live with them, so too we must learn to
live with Polaris”, we were told. Some
how 1 could not help thinking that there
wis a shight difference between a gas
cooker and a Polaris missile

The Need to Protest

Early in the year a group ol six peopie
decided that they must at least make a
protest, Realising the futility of a cam-
paign limited to collecting signatures and
appealing to politicians, they decided
use direct action. Their plan
arrive in Scotland several weeks before
the arrival of Proteus, and try to encour
age the local population to take part in
a campaign to protest against the arrival
of Polaris in Britain, and to work for
its eventual removal. Then when Pr
teus did arrive their idea was to sail out
in canoes and try to obstruct its passage,
If arrested, the members of the group,
known as the Polaris Action Group,
decided to practise complete non-violence
and just go limp. They also decided 10
non-co-operate with the authorities, ey
refuse to plead in court, and to continue
the protest as long as they could.

On February 15th, the Committee of
100 organised a mass demonstration of
Civil Disobedience. Four members of
the group decided to participate and
came down to London, whilst the two
remaining members remained o protest
to the United States Embassy in Glas-
gow. On being denied a hearing they
refused to leave, whereupon they were

was to

arrested and taken o [I-‘..-.:.\-i_'_.:-
According to newspaper rep«
least one occasion since then lar
bers of prisoners have been heard
ing “Ban the Bomb The o
bers of the group returned 10 M
and were joined, a few da
new members of why
one

On Fnday, 3rd March
10 am., Proteus slow ppe
three cargoes
iecaving [ron W he
camp was situated, and two fror
announced pOnt A
avwas sO as o as a 7
boats a few rmur vefore the
stration, by the police. Soon af ¢
ing the shore, severa L %
came beside the dinghy conta g J
Beaumont and myself and shout 1
us (0 keep out of the way of the Provews
and to return to the shore. We dudnt
and a few moments later a grappling
iron was thrown abroad and we were
hauled in. whereupon they seized the
painter in the dinghy and towed us of

at what appeared to be 30 mph Well
only one thing can happen to a dinghy
travelling at 30 m.ph. containing
people, and it did. The front end raised
itsell about two feet in the air whilst
the latter end sank a few inches below
the surface. A few munutes later we
found ourselves splashing about in the
water and the dinghy floating nearby
upside down,

We were picked up a few mihutes later
and taken to Dunoon Police Station
Next to be arrested was Laurens Otter
who on having his canoc scized by a
boathook, went limp and was hauled
aboard a naval launch by several police
men, and joined us in the cells a

two

f\' w

LETTER

Police & Grime in a Sane Society

DEesr FRIENDS,

Readers of FREEDOM often seem wor-
ried about the gquestion of ‘police’ and
‘crime’ in a sane society.

I think it is true that a complex society
might need some organisation for deal-
ing with anti-social individuals, but it
does not follow that such an organisation
would resemble our existing police and
prisons any more than an aeroplane
resembles a stage coach—both means of
transport, but that is all they have in
common.

It fact that most crime is caused
money and property system. The
nt is so old as to be a platitude,
but is, l.ihs all plntxtudes none the less
ne time, ‘crime’ was attribu-
to poverty. Our affluent society,
'ermducﬂben'aere!y as the

(though I'm wvery
that!) but it has not
- universal scramble for
- contrary, this is being

values, and quite different organisation
most ‘crime’ as we know it today would
simply not exist. There would remain
only the occasional crimes caused by
low intelligence, crude and brutal person-
alities and the various forms of nervous
disorder, sex crimes, elc.

However, our sociely spends £500 mil-
lion on a new atom bomb without bat-
ting an eyelid. Money is spent like
water on research to produce new
weapons and quite unnecessary mechani-
cal toys such as faster and more fero-
cious automobiles and aeroplanes, Sup-
pose all this money (that is, the eguiva-
lent allocation of physical and mental
energy) were shifted to psychiatric re-
search? Both anti-social behaviour and
most unhappiness would probably dis-
appear like smoke or a bad dream with
the morning.

When Dickens’ characters talked about
transport they meant horses and coaches,
Qur talk about ‘police’ and ‘crime’ is at
about the same level. We know no
more than Sam Weller knew about
transport.

Oxford, Feb. 19. J. W. SHaw,

rs. Baker &
the Rat Trap

famous as it deserves to be and
ply supported by admirers. And yet
—nnd et I find among my brave and
ind even among the

lim;md- affluent who really could
i ‘_ee—lhal the effect

» police made sure he «
AWAV again Mike Nolan manag
uvre Lthe [aunches | VT
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launct
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BrONEINE 1N
ha Fll‘»! went ro
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him

tried trapping him by sury
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cach t e 1

him Finally
his exhaustion, he
limp and hauled
nstables, one naval
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reach

trianguiar formation
boathooks failed to
however owing o

was caught, went was
abroad by two ¢oO
frogman, and

And so we eventually

a police sergeant
found ourselves

A EXTRAORDINARY BOO

HIS book®, published jointly by two
university presses, is rather difficult
to classify. It is claimed to be fact but

some Of 115 conlenls are sO [antastic le.g
the story of the loaves and fishes) that it
can be classified only as fiction. The
later chapters are in the surreahst tradi-
twon. The interior the
psychopath Paul seem almost |ike a
doctrine of fact in the style of Dostoiev-
sKy

Many of the ideas are put across by
the device of seeing the life of the main
character who is what one might term a
beatnik with delusions of grandeur. He
is first seen through the eyes of a suc-
cession of friends and then in a series
of letters written by Paul (who seems (o
know the main character of the hero
only by hearsay. There are more letters
from two more of his friends and the
novel (if one can call it that), finishes
with an extraordinary symbolistic out-
burst.

The psychology of the main character
is very sketchily drawn. His profession
and sex-life seem 1o be left to the
imagination. It invites comparison with
the novels of Kerouac and like Kerouac
seems to be trying—and too hard—to pit

monologues of

week demonstrating electrical goods, and
S0 On.

Of course the future is uncertain for
those who stand aside from the rats, but
is it any more secure for the trained
animals? [ wish I knew., An an irregu-
lar myself | am prejudiced. 1 don't
remember learning anything in two vears
at Tonbridge School except a bit of
masturbation and Euclid; | never passed
an exam there or at the delightfully free
school at Lausanne later, though there |
did at least learn French and bits of
other languages with a rather scrappy
classical background and some maths;
yet I've earned my living for over 60
years. Is it fair to quote that to the
father and mother rats? They say not
That everything is different today. Have
they then after all changed human nature
by Act of Parliament?

Anyhow there will have to be another
Act of Parliament if Mrs. Joy Baker is
ta ha disciplined ratwise, for Mr. Justice
- yeuick, a Daniel come to judgment,
' in law he must refuse the

KW,
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BOOK REVI

OVEr SOMe  New ilosophy, but unl
/_..n Buddhism it .F. not seem likelys
have many scrous lollowers

The subsidiary chamcler do
CMErges Yery < \_Jr.\ except in the

they regard the central ligures, Obviousl

their accounts all differ widely, and thel

all seem to be determined to put hin
in a different hght. There is a rathes
curious lack of female figures in the

book which
whoever the
Proust.

The style is & mixture of terse senten-
ces and remunding one at ils
best of Hemingway. There is a rather
sickening account of the hero's death.
(Must this cult of violence continue?
Surely there is enough violence in every-

confirms @
author s,

suspicion, bul
he is no Marcel

obscurity

day life without continually bringing il
into literature), The Insistence of some
authorities (on rather slight evidence)

that the hero of this book actually exis-
ted is thrown into doubt by the confused
accounts of his disappearance [rom the
graveyard.

The background of Palestine during
the Roman occupation lacks authenticity,
it can be assumed that the hero was un-
consciously, if not consciously, a col-
laborator and his rather ambiguous
utterances on this subject suggest this.
Would it not have been better for the
author to spare ws all this moralzing
and give us & concise statement of his
(the author’s) views, assuming him lo
have any? The hero talks much too
much, like a hero by Shaw, and frequ-
ently (again like Shaw) contradicts him-
self, He is, on his own showing a
prig; occasionally humanity brezks in,
where he curses the fig-tree, chases the
money-changers from the temple, and
when in a rather moving scene at his
death says "My God, My God. Why
hast thou foresaken me?”; but this is all
too rare and the character lacks convic-
tion.

The author has tried to pack in as
much incident as possible into this
already long work, no doubt with one
eye on Hollywood. We believe this
book is a sequel o a work which we
understand is even more incredible

Unless the reading public is more
easily deceived than we think. we do
not see this work becoming a best-seller
although we believe there has already
been some acrimony between publishing
companies about the copyright, bul there
can be no question of plagiarism. JR.

*New English Biple, O.UP. & CUP.
Library edn. 21/-; Pop. edn, 8/6,
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Continued from page |
f accept once he had sampled the
its of office. It must not be
prlooked that when Mr. Bevan
Jared, at the Labour Party Con-
> of 1957, that for Britain to
her S!ﬂcks of nuclear weapons
pld mean “that you will send the
lish Foreign Secretary naked into
¢ conference chamber” he was
bin fact the Foreilln Secretary but
rely the nominee of the Labour
@dow Cazbinet. That is, he was
fuitously telling the country what
iposition would be if he were in
even without the “‘responsi-
" of office. It is notorious
P politicians are more radical (or
‘reactionary) in opposition than
power. If on the question of
disarmament the Parlia-
ry Labour Party in opposition,
) reactionary that it is prepared
pel five of its members for
ding the House on the debate on
mates for the Armed Forces (on
'4 ounds that by so doing they
saymg that they would be pre-
d for the country to be totally
frmed, an unthinkable situation
in!) what could the CND hope
e Labour Party if they were
wer?
adeed this is one of the major
mmas of the CND which though
. its protest to the Govern-
| fact seeks 10 convert the
Party to a unilateralist posi-
. And the more successful it is
s efforts the more certain is it
litting the Party and ensuring
fails to win the next general
on. We will not elaborate on
which is effectively made
¢ article on the Committee of
0 published elsewhere in this
sue, but cannot resist underlining

-
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it for the benefit of the many read-

ers lo whom we hope we are
addressing ourselves for the first
ume this week. It is, indeed, ironi-

cal that the chances of a popular
movement succeeding is smaller as
its numbers grow, but only if one
believes that governments are im-
pressed by numbers or that the
system we live under conforms to
the dictionary definition of demo
cracy.

*

F we rule out the Aldermaston
Annual Outing as useless what
do we suggest should be done? We
only say that the Aldermaston
marches are useless so far ar remov-
ing the rthrear of annihilation of
mankind by nuclear warfare is con-
cerned. We are too modest as to
our own efforts. as anarchist publi-
cists, to decry the efforts of others.
But there is this important differ-
ence between us. Whereas CND
seeks to influence government by
mass support we seek mass support
for our ideas in order to weaken
government. In other words, we are
interested in influencing people, not
governments. We are concerned
with people taking initiative and
not with wasting their time seeking
to prompt governments to take ini-
tiatives on their behalf.
Undoubtedly, it will not be pos-
sible to abolish government and
authority overnight; but we only
strengthen governments and the
state by assummg or expecting, that
these institutions can satisfactorily

mpmqnt or express our wishes and

lions. Only by : g the
respo iIity ourselves can we
wlthdmwthe initiative from govern-
ment.

HE primary and indispensable con-

dition for free discussion in an
anarchist movement is the absence of
pniformity.  Monistic notion, such as
discipline, obedience, and unity, are
repulsive to anarchists, hence g’u.\pci\.
church, party, state are rejected by them,
Yet there are some anarchists—drrar
humanum esi—who neglect the pluralis-
ue nature of anarchism'and try 1o com-
bine it with monism. They are utopians
for whom' the end of history is the real-
isation of the absolute spirit in the
final analysis, its evolution to socialism,
Such is the case with A, W, Uloth in his
article: “Permanent Protest—a creed ol
reaction?” (FreEepowm, 17/12/60),

For A. W. Uloth, permanent protest,
without the vision of an utopian island
of equality and freedom, is reaction. [t
“is likely to help it (the authoritarian
society) to remain, than to encourage
rebels against it".

This argument reveals an absence of
discrimination. Permanent protest s
rebellion against society. It is the only
weapon left at the disposal of the indi-
vidual. A weapon that aims at the
destruction of the very premises of auth-
oritarian society, therefore it is destruc-
tive. Whereas Utopianism implies a
reconstruction on the old authoritarian
foundations, This implies that we can
dictate the future with minds as yet
conditioned by our present society and
provides a convenient escapism for those
who do not like to face that reality of

or

the here and now. Distraction and
vagueness underlic the position of
utopians,

Their attitude s determined by the

traditions of anarchism or the nostalgia
of the revolutionary past, and is projec-
ted into undefinable future, Romantic
inspiration! But without heaven, or the
final judgment, Christ is worthless, and
sin a meaningless utterance. So to the
anarchist past is added the anarchist
utopia. How could utopians bear the
tragic experience of reality without the
certainty of utopia? “But if there is to
be no future just a continuous present,
the struggle loses a lot of its meaning.
All that is left is stoicism.” If the above
assertion is true then there is no room
for permanent protest, The stoic does
not protest, he accepts the divine order,
escapes into meditation and regards his
suffering as a character-fortification. He
does not pretend to be an anti-authori-

Permanent

Protest?

tarian. On the contrary he is rather
a fatalist because he tolerates his own
destiny with complete resignation. He

does not say no, nor does he rebel.

The upholders of the permanent pro
test are not stoics, they say “no” lo
authority., “There is considerable agrec
ment between a position of permanent
protest (such as the one formulated by
Max MNomad) and what nineteenth cen-
tury anarchists had to say. 1 am think-
ing ‘especially of their attacks on the
State, on the Church and other authori-
tarion institutions; their criticism of the
security craving ideals of the bourgeoise
and of the workers who caught it from
them; of the domineering relationships
which characterise economic life; of the
authoritarian ideology of Marxism and
of the compromising stand of reformists,
ete. But where upholders of permanent
protest would part from old fashioned
anarchists is over the contention that in
all this there is something that will lead
te a social revolution and a rosy
state of future society.” (Anarchism,
(¢. Molnar—Libertarian, | Sept. 1957).

Molnar’s position sounds more realis-
tic. Perhaps his assumption of the per-
manency of the authoritarian society
will be refuted one day, but by the same
foken A, W. Uloth’s utopia could be an
eternal dream.

Then why tomorrow, why utopia, why
hopes for the future? They are the only
rights the slaves are entitled to. They
foster the illusions present day society
is made of. It is these illusions that
constrain people to obedience and férce
them into submission, lulled by the idea
that justice will be done tomorrow. The
future-pessimistic or optimistic, utopian
or non-utopian, is but a drug habit.

The upholder of permanent protest

lree

by

Around the Galleries

QUESTIONS FOR SIR PHILIP

RUMOE has it that Sir Philip Hendy
dreamed up the “Van Eyck to
Tiepolo™ exhibition at the National Gal-
lery while toe dunking with Baron
Thyssen at his pad on the Lake of
Lugano and the private view was held
to be a personal triumph for Sir Philip.
As London's finest did a stately cha-
cha among £250 worth of exotic blooms
Sir Philip used the 118 paintings as a

backcloth to publicly bleed to the
assembled press. Sir  Philip’s point
is that much of what is in private

collections could have been bought by

‘the nation if the political boys had been

' md to put down the money simply
estment and to prove his point
smgl:d out Holbein's portrait of
- VIII that was offered to the
Gallery for £45000 in the
was snapped up by the late
¢ sails back into Town
for £250,000. The emphasis of
N collection is for the
illiantly depressing Ger-
ﬁrgt room is domi-

plain how the custodians of a nation’s
cultural treasures could so desecrate an
artist’s work. Manet painted this large
group in the latter part of 1860 and
various vandals appear to have taken
a delight in slashing the painting. It
is that the Manet's brother-in-law used
the head of Max to light the fire while
Degas managed to salvage by purchase
what was left of the dismembered paint-
ing. To his eternal credit Degas the
artist reassembled the pieces onto a single
canvas again until in 1918 it had the
misfortune to be purchased by our
National] Gallery when our home-bred
bureaucrats had the fantastic audacity to
pull out a pair of shears and cut the
painting into three separate pieces. Two
pieces in separate frames now hang in
solitary isolation and not even on the
same eye level, while the third piece
gathers dust in the vaults below the
gallery.

A year ago | raised the matter and
received a tart letter for my pains, but
now that Sir Philip is nding the crest
of popular esteem | would be grateful
if he would answer these five guestions,
Why are these three fragments of Manet's
painting not reassembled within the one
frame as Degas sold them? How long
has the “'General Miramon™ fragment
been hidden in the vaults and how long
15 it intended that it shall lie there?
Why is the fragment of the N.C.0, hung
below the level of the rest of the firing
party so that it is no longer a part of
the whole? Why are the three photo-
graphs on sale completely out of pro-
portion to each other and why does it
take a written application to view, under
~personal supervision, when the Locard
sraph shows each of these pieces
a smalc painting?

is not the prerogative of
small boys Wlﬂl unny noses and bureau-

- n gisdnse solely con-

acts against the power of the Church,
the State, the authormarian institutions
and regimentation because of the affirm-
ation of his freedom here and now, not
because of the trajectory of the fulure
His action therefore springs
from the contradiction between the indi-
vidual and society and as such it does
not necessitale any teleological precepts,

The above arguments indicate him not
as u passive but an active participant in
social affarrs. But as a man without a
mission he does not convince.  He only
expounds his anti-authoritarian theory,
He argues that the coercive apparatus of

sociely,

the State-policy, army, jurisprudence
serve a masler, independently of his
colour or euphemistic adjectives; that the

workers are dupes by accepting power
politics and party leadership; thal their
slogans are but manipulation in the
hands of the politician; that the land of
Canaan is a promise intended lo con-
strain  their rebellious spirit and curb
their present demands; that priest and
Church, heaven and future serve auth-
ority, ete. And more important is that
in the eternal conflict between freedom
and authority, the upholder of perma-
nent protest accept libertarian values and
reject authority,

Unfortunately for A, W. Uloth, per-
manent  protest is nol a reactionary
ereed.  And let me say: a creed is only
used by organisations, such as political
parties, church, but not by atheists and
anarchists who follow permanent protest,
Those who are anxious to use the futyre
as a binding force and to promote efli-
ciency in organization are indeed in need
of a creed to consolidate their unity
Although the deeds of the utopians may
be determined by an Armageddon, we
unbelievers act here and without projects
or pregrammes for the future.

Let the future generation decide their
own destiny, They, if anti-authoritarian,
would not need our prescriptions.

1.G.

Where you can buy
Freedom & Anarchy

In London you can buy FREEDOM
and ANARCHY from :
Colin Cordell

56 Red Lion Street WCI
Housman’s Bookshop

5 Caledonian Road, N1

ILP Bookshop

6 Endsleigh Street, WCI
S. Solosy Litd

53 Charing Cross Road, WC2
Herbert Straussberg

10 Coptic Street, WCI

Herbert Cigar Stores

3% Bloomsbury Way. WCI
Librarie Parisienne

48 Old Compton Street, W1
Shelley’s Library

184 Drury Lane, WC2

F. Street

2 Borough Read, SE1
Newsagents opposite

Hampstead Heath Station

South End Road

And

Pilgram’s Bookstall

School of Art

Charing Cross Road, WC2

(10 pm to 1 am nightly)

And

Hyde Park on Sunday afternoon
(if fine)

The following wholesalers handle
FREEDOM and your newsagent might
be persuaded to obtain it through them.
Boon & Sons

36 Camden High Street, NW1
F. Duncumb & Sons

173 Midland Road, E10

Edward Martin & Sons

4 Durham Street, SE11

Toler Bros. Ltd

130 Newington Butts, SE11

300 Brixton Road, SW9
George Vickers Ltd

300 Brixton Road, SW9



Laos

A SECOND KOREA?

Continued from page |

strikes us is that it coincides with a
serious economic recession in the
United States: with an army of un
employed now exceeding five and 2
halt million and with heavy in-
dustrial  plant operating at  half
ure. The recession at the time

of the futile Korean war was much
less sermous than the present reces-
sion. Might it be that powerful
interests in the United States are
El‘:ﬂﬁng him to take a firm hine over
os because they feel that which-
ever way the Russian’s react, rhey
cannot lose, If. Mr. Krushchev
tries to call their bluff then they
would have an excuse for full-scale
military support to the Right wing
elements in Laos, and this. as one

Many Thanks!

WEEKS 11 & 12
- Deficit on ‘Freedom’
Contributions received
DEFICIT
Received March 10th to 23rd

Bromley: C.O'D 5/-; Billingham: J.G. 9/5;
Balton: W.B. 5/-. Glasgow: T.D. &/b: Bir-
mingham: AWW. u;mo Smethwick: C.F.
4/4: Solihull: K.P.D, 10 -; Edinburgh: C.M.
L1107/ Rhyl: M.E. 3/ lQ London, M.W.5:
_N.l.!lﬂf'a Preston: J.B. 2/8: Iiford: C.S.
: SW.7: H.AB. 5/-; Dukinfeld:
L 7/2: ci-.t.m. G.G.M. 5/4 London:
_t 5/-; Lendon: Hyde Park /-

3 P.L. 87 Lendon: AA.L |I/);
JWD, £1/5/-; Satisbury: N.H. 2/1;
Douglas: M.A. 127 Ingatestone:
5/10; ‘Blackburn: W.A, EI/1/8;
: AC, 3/ H. Wycombe: J.R.G.
S.E3: RO. 7/4: Wolverhamp-
. £3/12/7: Mitcham: NS. |1/
&E.H. 15/ Kirup: C.K. £1/1/0;

H.wW., £|. Wlli'lohl.un.DRHE.

£240
£221
£19
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saw at the time of Korea was a
tonic for big business in America
(as well as death for many thousand
voung American servicemen). Some-
how we cannot see the British gov-
ernment doing more than offering
moral support to such a venture
and of course cashing-in on any
extra business that might come their
wiay.

And one other thing. If the poli
ticians succeed in getting their teeth
into a Laos crisis, just watch how
the Congo fades into the back-
ground. And to think that only a
few weeks ago the Congo “crisis”
was shaking the very “foundations

of the UN."!

Air disarmament was found 1o be diffi-
culi, unless the pru::'rpfc of infermnation-
alism were accepted. “Pairiotic” inter-
exis in various couniries opposed borh,
bur expressed their willingness 10 hope
rthai in future wars no one would drop

bombs. February 20th 1933
“Europe Since Versailles” by Low, 1940
HILE the Campaign for Nuclear

Disarmament supporters plod their
peaceful way from Aldermaston to Tra

falgar Square this week-end, the men to
whom the marchers will look for the
final decision on peace or war have

ended the first week of the two hundred
and seventy-fourth session of the nuclear
test ban negotiations at Geneva

With so much feeling among ordinary
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Swedish Police draw

/61.

Half a dozen policemen this even
ing hunted several young Swedes
across the fields of a Stockholm
park. Their “crime”? Forming a
demonstration against South Africa’s
race policy to picket their Embassy.
The demonstration was organized
by Clarte SSU Democratic youth
and World's citizens.

It was reported that a girl re-
ceived a sabre cut in the leg and
several boys were knocked down
and injured by the police. Unlike
the British police their Swedish

STocKHOLM. 21/3

their Sabres

policeman’s hand and injured her-
self.

It's not much to worry about, as
it was only the actions of one “un-
thinking” policeman. The unthink-
ing action of just one “unthinking”
scientist by just pushing a button
will blow us all to Kingdom come.

A few of these young people will
be charged with disturbing ““public
order”. They will not be charged
for demonstrating without permis.
sion the police stated. It seems one
is “free” to demonstrate but when
they arrest you the charge is for

counterparts carry sabres — these something else. This contradiction

being more “decorative” than just in terms is called “law and order”.

truncheons. H.
A police official stated that he

never gave any order to draw sabres, . 4 e

and that he never saw any illtreat- Ag';g“::ﬁ::ﬂ?“‘::ﬂ:; (1)31?«\?\---- X

!(;]fen:.h:{ ;t)i:)‘;i\.den;gnsll‘r\?)l\g:s\:cr ,,0';:3 crowd of about 4,500 were present at an

stated “did draw his sabre as a ‘scare
maneeuvre'.” It's very possible that
the girl snatched the sabre from the

[ e U e e TR Ree e S o

Continued from page |

A classic analogy is the struggle for
female suffrage was eventually secured
the Suffragists and Suffragettes played
almost exactly the same roles as CND
and DAC—but with the important differ-
ence that DAC is totally non-violent, and
the Suffragettes were notoriously nothing
‘of the kind. Other differences are that
female suffrage was eevntually secured
1 can scarcely be the

’mgﬁtmh disarmament') and was
“urgent problem of life and
Nevertheless, it is difficult to
e with the assistance
a million people
as the Suﬂ‘ragcm.s

m even if so it
before women

anti-nuclear rally in front of Oslo vity
all tonight. More thousands took oart
in similar rallies in twelve more Nor-
wegian cities and towns,

*REEDO
- delegate) one side imipeo sng s "l
thg other, they are irying 10 o
technical  imdpection  imto 5 poll
] struggle
The pointl s that both side arg
gagad in a polifical struggle “’hh-h
0 u\h we believe thal no wtisfae
lasting agreements will be n
Geneva unless East and Wen we' g

Result: NIL

ciliZzens
and
which

against war
of

their

and the manufacture

nuclear weapons (feelings
leaders from East and West
they share), one might suppose that

use

sy

the issues involved could be easily
settled. But the realities of the power
political struggle preclude simple solu
lions

We have no space to list the long
complicated proposals put forward by
Britain and America which were des-
cribed by one newspaper as “a wide
range of complex counter

proposals
from Russia, but so far the reaction of

the chuef Soviet delegate has been simple
He told a press conference that he
“very little movemenmt” from the
Western position
When we consider the lack of results
in the “peace negoliations™ to date, we
find it difficult to take seriously the state
ments of men who insist that all they
want yet deliberately
peaceful solutions, or to place
the future in their hands
all this many people do
L L -

Following the

AW
old

15 peace avnd
Our hopes

foy Despite

reopening of the talks
on test bans The Guardian wrote
“There has bean hard and detailed
barganing over a whole host of problems
and this can probably be said to have
been the first serious disarmament nego-
tiation im mnearly thirty years. Most
observers of the Russians have béen con-
vinced that they genuinely wanted an
end to nuclear tests by the Americans,
and would accept as much inspection as

was necessary to get Britain and the
United States to sign.”
However, The Guardian continued:

That must now be in doubt, becanse:
“In advicating that the control organ-

isation should be run by a tniumvirate

to avoid (in the words of the Russian

Committee of 100

Bomb; its participants, though in larger
numbers than were generally expected,
were still mostly the usual voung dilet-
wante dissenters of the post-war left; ils
abstruction was made in a lonely place
at & lonely time and became purely
rechnical through the cleverness of the
authorities; and its appropriateness de-
pends on one’s attitude to the whole
problem of the campaign against nuclear
weapons in an open but authoritarian
society, Worst of all, it looked slightly
absurd, which is the unforgivable sin of
polities.

What will the Committee of 100 do
next? What can it do next? Even in
central London at the weekend with ideal
weather it is unlikely that more than
10,000 people would be prepared to
break the law coldly and deliberately
without the usual incentive of violence
—and 10 fire engines could mop up
10,000 people in 10 minutes. Even if
100,000 people sat down at the end of
the Aldermaston March, for example,
o surrounded Parliament one evening,
and were alll arrested and imprisoned
{or, which is more probable, soaked and
left to cool off), no national newspaper
Id 0 unilateralist, Tribune and the

art would remain sympathe-
patronisingly hostile, and the
.m:,ghl even be frightened

has some of those of

devotion to  pacifist non-violence and

universal love which obscures other

and leads to over-friendly rela-
tions with the authorities, and a gencral
tendency towards introversion which also
obscures other issues and [eads to insu-
lation from the general public. (At the
same time, it takes great care not (o
poach on the territory of either CND or
DAC).

Thus the Committee runs the risk of
becoming & mixture of a public relations
organisation and a religious body, hold
ing argumentative and inconsequential
meetings and sponsoring intense and in
effective demonstrations. It may simply
get into a rut, racked by indecision and
disunity (al one meeting only two out
of fifteen votes resulted in any majority
large enough for action, and in both
cases the action involved was of minor
importance); it may just fall apart
through the failure to adopt a definite
course of action; it may achieve fame
through martyrdom and become a foot
note in the history-books (if there i
time for any); it may find its way ntc
the Establishment (though this seems im
probable); but it may, for all we know
and in spite of everything. manage I
break through the “thought barrier
described by Stephen King-Hall and even
o precipilate fundamental changes in
our society. At least it should encourage
grealer disrespect for our rulers,

It is after all possible that the Evening
Standard was right back in September
when it suggested that “their intentions
it carried into effect, would undoubted!y
amount to the most serious challenge yet
encountered by the Government, the
police and other authorities in coping

with the nuclear disarmament move-
ment.” It is because of this possibility
that one person at least belongs to the
Commiittee of 100. Who knows?—per-

. the docile, disciplined English

~people (and that includes Scois and
W and anyone ¢lse who cares to join)

is }OEM‘ han disintegration,
e better than dead

DAC—suoch as a

issues

'[‘“Cd 10 negotimte on the basis of
values and not political expedicncy
seems unlkely

Assuming a mutually acceptable
od of inspection 18 rvolved w
might prevent further tests, the
famt t[UC'llh‘ll has still o be atiwered
happen to th
weapons
LUni

finally

what 1s going to
stocks  of  nuclear
America and the Soviet
most unlikely that either will
give up their mulitary strength
form it takes \ME! fear of
destruction hold them in check n

It Expsl

held

n
w bt
I

of extreme crisn?
The risks involved are WO
merely (o hope that the political l¢ad

of the world will be guided by

and their regard for humanity
The kind of fulure we »f' will b(

cided by what inde pendentiy

your leaders L

wi

ou do

ANARCHISM THE BOI
WORKERS' CONTROL

LONDON ANARCHIST GROUP

PUBLIC MEETING
Sunday April 9 at 7.15 pm _

Working Men's Club Hall
Clerkenwell Road ECI
(Nr. Holborn Hall)

Speakers from: lan Calnick,
Rita Milton, Jack Rebinson,
Donald Rooum, Philip Sansom,
Frances Sokolov, Arthur Uloth.

ADMISSION FREE . QUESTIO

LONDON
ANARCHIST GROU

Ihc Swan, Cosmo Pl nee,
Southampton Row WCI1
{Holborn, Russell Sq Stns)

APRIL 2 No meeling
APRIL 9 PUBLIC MEETING
see above

All Welcome.
Liguid refreshment available.

OFF-CENTRE
DISCUSSION MEETINGS

Ist Thursday of each month at 8 p.m. at
Jack and Mary Stevenson’s, 6 Stainton
Road, Enfield, Middx.

Last Wednesday of each month at & p.m.
at Borothy Barasi’s, 45 Twylord Avenue,
Fortis Green, N.2,

Ist Wednesday of each month at 8 pm.
at Colin Wards, 33 Ellerby Street,
Fulham., S.W.0.

3rd Thursday of each month at 8 p.m. at
Donald Rooum’s, 148a Fellows Road,
Swiss Cottage, N.W.3.

Freedom

The Anarchist Weekly

FREEDOM appears on the first three
Saturdays of each month.

On the last Saturday, we publish
ANARCHY, a 32-page journal of
anarchist ideas (1/8 or 25¢. post free).

Postal Subscription Rates to FREEDOM
and ANARCHY
12 months 30/-

U.S, & Canada $5.00)
& months 15/-

$2.50
1 months 8/- ($1.25)

Special Subscription Rates for 2 copies
12 months 45/- (U.5. & Canadas $7.50)
& months 22/6 [§3.50)

AIR MAIL Subscription Rates
(FREEDOM by Air Mail,
ANARCHY by Surtace Mail)

12 months 50/- [U.5. & Canada $3.00)

:E:!uu Subscription Rates to FREEDOM

| year (40 isswes) 19/- (US. &
& months (20 lsswes) 974 (51 gm
3 months 10 fssues) 5/- (

Air Mail Subscription Rat
FREEDOM only. s
1 year (40 fssues) 40/- {$4.00)
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