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818 over sevenly years since the
Simous battle of “Bloody Sunday™
rafalgar Sguare established the
5 of the .people of London to
| assemblies there. and out of
fgrew the freedom of speech
subject to the regulations
Bring phbscenity. sedition and ob-
fion—has been “allowed™ to
fish on speakers’ pitches through-
the country.
g that famous occasion it was
ted that 100,000 people as-
fled and there was a pitched
B with the police. Among those
it were such notables as
iim Myrris, ‘Bernard Shaw, Cun-
ham Graham and many others.
§t Sunday. September 17th,
the people of London were
upon once again to defend
right of assembly—and it is to
Eredit that they were not found
Not that it could be said
pv stretch of the imagination
I00.000 turmed up. but in these
iof telly, Bingo, affiuence, HP
plitments, political apathy and
ibiding respectability, the quiet
calm determination of the
gands in the Square was a shot
¢ Commities of 100, whose an-
t of a march and sit-down
arliament Square started the
le business, could hardly have
pd that the authonties would
Ibehawd as they did. For what
hlve been just another de-
stration against the bomb by a
undred developed into a slap
face for the Home Secretary
police and a2 demonstration
popuruons that only the fact
most of those present had not
10 actually take part in the
bmb demonstration prevented
ol from passing right out of the
af the alwgethu

cem

Bﬂ"ﬂ;y carry on the work.”

Price of freedom is eternal vigilance’

the possibility of a Ffew hundred
pacifists sitting down in Parliament
Square. and he invoked the Public
Order Aet of 1936, under which he
is empowered to ban public assem-
blies if it is thought that they might
give rise to disorder and a breach of
the'peace. This Act was brought in
in 1936 because of the pitched battles
that were then being fought in the
streets between Mosley’s uniformed
fascists and their then many Com-
munist opponents, Disorder and
fighting followed a Mosley march as
the night the day—indeed he delibe-
rately went into neighbourhoods
where he could expect most oppo-
sition in order to provoke disorder,
demonstrate his courage (when pro-
tected by a thousand drilled and
disciplined thugs), and thus get pub-
licity while at the same time giving
his morons something to do to keep
them happy.

How different all this is from the
committed calm and non-violence of

QUOTES :

“l have come here because they have
gaoled Russell. It is an outrage that must
bring the Government into contempt.”

—The Rev. Canon Stanley Evans,
Chancellor of Southwark
Cathedral, on his way to the Holy
Loch sit-down.

“When men believe that events ure oo
big for them, there is no hope.”

—C. P. Snow.

“It will be a sad thing for this country

when there is nobody prepared to take

the last resort of the Crustrated democrat
—non-violent civil disobedience.”

—Fyfe Robertson.

on “Tonight”, BBC Television.

“Eichmann was expected to protest

against his government’s policy. When

are we expected to proiest against ours?”

—Defendant at Clerkenwell Court.

“I would do it all over again. [ in-

tend to contact the Committee of 100 and

the anti-bomb movement doesn’t
need stressing here, but the interest-
ing feature is that the same law that
was brought in to cope with fascist-
communist violence can be used to
prevent pacific assembly.

For it was not only the march
down Whitehall and the sit-down
outside the Houses of Parliament,
in Parliament Square, that was ban-
ned by the Home Secretary, it was
the initial meeting in Trafalgar
Square, from whence the organisers
intended to march, as well.

Once the ban had been announ-
ced, anvone advocating its being de-
fied was breaking the law. and incit-
ing others to do the same. This, of
course, included the whole of the
Committee of 100, and so the police
issued warrants to a selected half of
these, calling them to court to give
assurances that thev would not go
ahead with the plans. This attempt
at deterrance failed miserably. In
fact it was a boomerang; it brought
just the publicity the Committee
wanted in just the right kind of way.
Especially with the imprisonment of
Bertrand Russell.

Of the fifty for whom warrants
had been issued, some thirty-three
ended up in jail. Some warrants had
not been served (Lord Bovd Orr, for
example, was out of the country)
and a very few individuals had, for
personal reasons, to accept being
bound over. Most outstanding, of
course, of those jailed was Bertrand
Russell. Originally awarded two
months by the magistrate, Mr. Ber-
tram Reece, this was reduced to one
week after a medical certificate had
been produced on behalf of the 89-
year-old earl.

Now the English deurly love their
eccentrics. For a member of the
nobility to turn out to have a first-
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banks, were not allowed to buy at local
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‘Under a government which imprisons
any unjustly, the true place for a just

man is also a prison.'

H. D. THOREAU
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character that even our Press cannot
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So the imprisonment of Bertrand
Russell was a blunder of the first
order by the authorities. Thous ands
who would not otherwise have cared
began to sit up and take notice,
moved by the image of this frail,
dignified, white- haired old man and
his wife (for she too is a member
of the’ Committee) being carted off
to Brixton and Holloway.
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Trapped in the Square

HIS. then was the successful part

of the day’s work. The police
attempt to prevent free assembly was
frustrated. Certainly no meeting.
was held in the sense that speeches
were not made (except by individuals
among the sitters) but then such
meeting hud not been planned by the
Committee. The plan was to as-
semble in Trafalgar Square at 3
o'clock, then at 5.30 to move out of
the Square, down Whitehall to Par-
liament Square and there make
protest sit-down.

The initial mistake in this plan
was to make Trafalgar Square the

™
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did was to
s 1o peacefully
5.\.:__'.;».‘

At 5 co'clock the Square was
alrzady nearly full and thousands
more were converzing on it from all
directions. Al first the police tried
o prevent any more from entening
after 3 o'clock, but when those wish-
ing to snter proceaded to sit down in
the roads surrounding the Square,
thev thought better of it and began to
let them through.

- Continued on page 3

I o e R SR T
UN OFFENSIVE IN KA'I_'ANGA

HE United Nations military of-

fensive in Katanga will in due
course achieve its objectives in spite
of the much-publicised set-backs
concerning the ambushed Irish
troops and the solitary jet plane
which has so far unsuccessfully tried
to bomb the headquarters of the UN
representative, Dr. O'Brien, in
Katanga. Fhe objectives are to re-
move the Belgwn and other Eurce-
pean or White African military per-
soninel who huve been responsible
for muintaining Katangan “indepen-
dence™ on behalf of Union Miniere,
British shareholders und other white
and black interesis, 1t is worth
noling that the “independence”™ of
Katunga has attracted the support of
some of the most unsavoury elem-
ents, from Sir Roy Welensky to a
group of French officers concerned
in the recent revolt in Algeria and
who dare not show their fuces in
France. The Belgian authorities in
Kawmnga while ostensibly agreeable
to co-operation with the UN repre-
sentatives in repatriating  Belgiun
omcm alill operating there have in
"ﬁl a double game. The
UN's ¢ cl.' representative in the
in his report points out that
the promises made by the
ties, the UN refrained
ta mh for and

from m

to the authont

in<m
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On \,p tember 12 UN representatives
in Elsabethvilie had "at ted 1o pe
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e Government b

means and
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“On all these points the
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REATIVE writers never Wwork in a
vacoum, though some wish they
could. They have always had to worry
about their relations with the Extablish.
ments in therr socictics, as well as those
with their patrons and readers. In the
past they have received prasse or hlame
from the point of view of religion or
pattiotism; in this age of ideology they
have also been judped from that o
politics, particularly jeft-wing po litics,
and in Communist countries we ;.mc
seen writers  subjected 10 conformist
pressure as Song as any applied by
popes and kings, “Socialist "::l‘-r_v'n'-'_
the doctrine enforced by inquisitors like
Zhdanov, has led to the curious situation
i which the only Russian writers worth
reading are those who have either re-
fused to conform or have refused to stay
in Russia at all :
But hehind the Iron Curtain left-wing
commitment has become an orthodoxy,
an obligation 1o do what you are 10Md;
in the West it is a beresy.
m?m" d(‘ﬁ"lc what you are told. Or 1t
should he—hut unfortunately there are
many left-wing critics about who pose
as critics but behave like commissars,
frving 10 turn their heresy into an ortho-
doxy, demanding that writers in a capi-
talist society should be committed to the
working-class. the Communist Party, the
Welfare State, or some brand or other
of socialism; fortunately they cannot en-
force their version of socalist reahsm.
though no doubt some would if they
could. Two recently published
one good and one bad. <how
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We can supply

AXNY book in print.
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K.&]. Capek 7/6

A Lonz Day in a Short Life

Albert Maltz 3/6

Manassas

Upton Sinclair 3/6

For Exme with Love and Squalor

1. D. Salinger 2/6

The Law of the Constitution

‘A. V. Dicey 36

The Soul of Europe

Joseph McCabe 5/-

History of Trade Usionism

‘Beatrice & Sidney Webb 15/-

- M. S. Maine & Frederick Pollock 4/6

~ Ritchie Calder 6/-

Jim Crow Guide 10 the USA.
9 of Bolsbeviem (1930)
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Literature
and the Left-1

Western  left-wing critic  should and
should not approach the problem of poli-
1ics n literature.

The bad book is The Writer & Com-
mitmen: by John Mander {Secker & War-
355). To begin with, it is 100 ex-
pensive and it has a misleading title, 1t
is neither a theoretical study nor a gene-
literary commitment, but
an attempt “to armve at 2 critical esti-
of Left-wing writing i the past
three decades that would be relevant 1o
the activity of the New Left in the 1960<™
—left-wing writing in English only, by
way. After an irritating introduc-
it examines some of the work of
one Amenican and nine English writers,
starting with Auden and Orwell and
going on to Angus Wilson, Arthur Mil-
ler, Thom Gunn, John Osborne, Shelagh
Delaney. John Braine. Kingsley Amis
and Arnold Wesker. You can sec at
once how narrow it 15, dealing wit
books by a few writers since 1930,
It is also doubly and doubly
impertinent — doubly  isnorant hecause
Mander seems not to know many things
he <hould know and ignores many other
things he must know, and doubly imper-
tinent because much of it is irrelevant
1o the subject of commitment and most
of it is insolent to the writers he has
chosen to discuss. He is the Assistant
Literary Editor of the New Sratcsman,
in his twenties, and it isn’t too much to
say that he combines all the excesses of
periodical criticism, intellectual social-
ism, and youth. This is certainly one
of the most jnept books I have ever
COMe Across.
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The great danger of Jeft-wing commit-
ment in criticism, as George Orwell
pomted out a long time ago, is that in-
stead of saying “this book is good al-
though it 1s wrong™ or “this book is bad
aithough it is right” one is tempted to
say “this book i1s bad because it is
wrong~ or “this book is good because
it 15 right”—the tendency is to subordin-
ate aesthetics to ethics, or in this case
to politics. The end of this tendency is
the Zhdanoyshchina, the persecution of
Zamyatin, Babel, Zoshchenko, Dudint-
sev. and Pasternak, or the more grue-
some fate of Alexei Tolstoy. Sholokhov
and Ehrenburg. Mander is no Zhdanov,
but I think he is far too willing to in-
voke 2 sort of intellectual raison détal
when he doesn’t like a writer—perhaps 1
should say Sraarsrechi, since be prefers
German words to the French ones fash-
ionable in this country—and far too un-
willing to see that a writer must write
as he pleases,

Like many socialists today, he dislikes
Auden and Orwell (whom he assiens to
something he calls the “Old Left"—odd
bed-fellows!), and has a lot of fun at
their expense, or so he thinks. But he
lacks the passion of Edward Thomipson,
and just makes himself ridiculous.
“Must we burn Auden?” he asks,
half in jest, and concludes that Auden’s
failure to be a “major poet™ is due not
to “lack of talent™ but to “lack of
commitment”. If vou argue with him
that it is going a bit far to expect a
clever poect to swallow commitment
whole, he changes his ground: he didn't
mean Auden wasn't committed to social-
iem (or whatever), but suspects “Auden
is somehow not quite committed to what
he is saving“—which is using the word
different sense. Mander is either
very ingenuous or very disingenuous. I
agree that “Auden’s poetic personality
lacks ‘integrity’.”
“one could wish
to himself, more
tently. the guestion:
supposed to be on?”
the truth is surely that he has put
question far too often and too insisie
for the good of his work—hence all
regrettable alterations he keeps making
hence the slickness and insincerity
of so much of it

But

only

n a

but 1 cannot agree that
that Auden had to put
often and more consis-
which side am I
On the contrary.
that

m it

the real objection to Manders
analysis of Auden, which he himseif
regards as “‘crucial”’ to his argument.
is that it ignores a large part of Auden’s
work. He compares Spein /937 unfav-
ourably with some of the poems in
Look, Stranger!. but he forgets a dozen
Jate poems at least—including Part III
of I[n Memory of W. B. Yeats, the un-
expurgated version of lst September,
1939, Arnother Time and Danse Macabre,
Refugee Blues and James Honeyman,
Epitaph on a Tyrant and Tie Unknown
Cirizen—whose commitment is open and
surely. bevond any intelligent reproach.
A serious defect in Auden is that he
often seems serious about nothing out-
side himself, but this is no excuse for
not taking him seriously. especially if
vou intend o demolish him. Apart
from anything else, it is worth remem-
bering that Auden himself once said:
time “‘will pardon Paul Claudel. pardons
him for writing well™. I suspect it will
pardon Auden similarly, pardon him for
writing cleverly.

Mander then turns vn Orwell, and
once again misses his target; he really
must learn that great writers aren’t fools
and don’t talk nonsense. He fails to
come 1o grios with Part II of The Road
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ty Wigan Pier and [nside the Whale, al-
together, because he refuses to under-
stand that it is possible to approve of
socialism and yet disapprove of social-
ists Christianity or aparchism or
anything). As we know, Orwell denied
the possibility of a non-political book
but praised non-political writers like
Henry Miller- he denied the possivility
of classlessness but tried to become
classless; he Joved England but wanted
an English revolution: he distrusted pro-
gress but knew it was necessary and 1n-
evitable: and 5o on. Mander therefore
tells us about his “extraordinary volre-
his “apparent schizophrepia™
psychiatric howler there!). his
“irrational and contradictory” opinions.
But can't he see that all Orwell's “con-
tradictions™ make sense? It is right to
iry to be non-political, classless, patrio-
tic. honest, and the rest, even if you
car't make 1it. just as it is nght for the
historian and scientist to seek truth.
knowing they will never find it. for the
anarchist and socialist fo sesk wutopia,
with the same result.

{or

frrre”
{nasty

There are more elementary mistakes
than Qrwell was “quite capable
of saying that propaganda is the ruin of
art one day. and on the next that all
art must have a political purposs™: non-
sense—he said art would have a oon ical
significance even if the artist tried to be
non-political, which is quite different.
Orwell. like Burnham. followed “Trot-
skv's Marxist Libertarianism™: well. well
—Orwell attacked Burnham violently.
wasnt a Trotskyist or any kind of
Marxist. and wouldn't have been such
a fool as to suppose that Trotsky was
a libertarian (he was an exile, otherwise
little better than Stalin). “The strategy
of the POUM and the Anarchists was
almost certainly wrong . . . the Com-
munists were right™; too good to
true—but the Editor of New Left Re-
view. in a polite but hostile notice. has
answered it already by pointing to “the
betrayal of socialism by itself” in Spain.
“For Orwel]l there was no difference
between the Stalins and the Churchills
and the Roosevelts™; and to think how
often Orwell pointed out the difference!
Don't people even bother to read writers
before attacking them?

this.
'

be

This sort of thing palls, but I must
mention Mander’s: remarks abont /984,
It “must be judged as a political tract™:
in it “the human being is no longer in
the centre of the picture™: and “we are.
after all, pretty sure that 1984 is not
going to happen™; since “it is not easv
o imagine a recurrence of Stalin’s Great

“chist Group. in co-operation with

A BN A —
Purge”. What a way to deal with one
of the most important books Wwritten 2
England in this century ! What utter
poverty of criticism?

Mander then moves on (o ADEUS S
Wilson and Arthur Miller, condemnnifs |
them both for the d“‘"c"t‘mv in tH
work between psychological ang
factors, their reliance on both Marx 200
Freud—"a jealous god demands . ol
commitment: you cannol serye
God and Mammon . What sort of 2
sense is this? Surely a writer m 4
ideas derived from more than o8
thinker without having biblical rhetof
him, and surely Marx 34
Freud actually mix rather Well whg
mixed with skill, as they are by Wi
and Miller? The former is also &
c-":d for his nrcoccupaf-l{‘f' with n urg
and the latter for denyine Uy
“a play abg

);.

thrown at

21

l.. -
Death of a Salesman is
the American Way of Life™: no
ment. Incidentally, Wilson's novels 48
all Miller's other plays are preity W&l
ignored—I suppose it means less HOME
work.

The next victim is Thom Guan. 48
only reason for his presence in such @8
suitable company I can think of is .
Mander likes ‘-uq poverty and s j ca
able of liking anything witheut assumgg
1t is somehow committed. He
Gunn in 2 state of “pre-commi
because he “has atf_q:mp{::d to re-e
the very basis of commitment .
doesn’t sound very convinced hi
it would be kinder to ignore this

chapter.

Finally we come to the “angry vol
men, the adppearance of ‘““works
class™ literature associated by

\*{a
with John Osborne. Kingsley Amis

Continued on page

Our 75th
Anniversary

J L is seventy-five years this

since the founding of FREED
and Freedom Press in 1886 by P
Kropotkin.

We hope during the next
months to pubhsn some featum
articles commemorating these th
quarters of a century of anarch
publishing. In the meantime
draw your attention to the “Anass
chistic Ball” that the London Anas

Freedom Press is next
month.

This will not be a sentimental of
speechifyving function. but, we hope;
a gay assertion of the vouthfuloess™
of anarchist ideas and the people
who embrace them. and (1ncidentally
of course) a fund-raising event.

Please do your best to make this
a success. Sell as many tickets as
you can to as many people as you
can!

holding

AN OFFENSIVE ‘LUMUMBISM WITHOUT LUMUMBA’

Codumedfrommgel
mit the evacuation of the foreign officers
serving in the Katangese Surete.

“In the early hours of September 13,
the UN therefore, ook security precau-
ﬁensnnﬁnruﬂm:awhcdonhugust
28, and deemed necessary to prevent

Mmorotherthrnts

M.m o[ Jaw and order

But at that time the UN was de-
nouncing Lumumba and supporting
the Katanga independence demands.
In fact what is happening politically
in the Congo today has been de-
scribed by an American sociologist
“Lumumbism without Lumum-
ba”. In a most interesting article in
the American “New Leader” (August
28) Mr. Wallerstein reviews the poli-
tical development in the Congo since
Lumumba'’s murder and shows how
the prospects of the new Govern-
ment’s programme are along the lines
advocated by Lumumba himself. In
the course of this Mr. Waller-
stein also shows how the UN line
has virtually been reversed during
this period. We reproduce here the
hat. _part of this nnpomm article.

the intention of Adoula and the nation-
alists. In a pre-investiture statement t
the press on July 15, Adoula called for
a “profound metamorphosis® in the
spirit of the army and a “return to dis-
cipline.” This will not be easy to ac-
complish, but the existence of a single
national government, if followed by the
effeclive reintegration of Katanga, will
himit the army's freedom of action.

® [umumba stood for a ncutralist,
Pan-African foreign policy. In his July
15 message, Adoula advocated positive
neutrality. There will probably be no
immediate, dramatic shift in Congo
policy, although ecarly resumption of
normal diplomatic relations with Ghana,
Guinea, Mali, Morocce and the United
Arab Republic i1s 10 be expected, follow-
cd by the establishment of relations with
the Communist countries, Slowly but
surely, the new Government will pro-
bably move nearer the old Lumumba
position, especially as the East African
states gain their independence.

® Lumumba stood for the creation
of a single national, non-ethnic party.
In the near future, the various nation-
alist parties will probably merge into 2
~ single new party. If they can convince
Adoula to join with them, then the
Congo will rather rapidly become a one-

Even if | :

® [Lumumbe stood for a sirong cen-
tral  state. Here his opponents bave
made the greatest headway, but far less
than it seemed they would only several
months age. The most probable out-
come of the future constitutional rever-
sions is a rather strong federal state re-
placing a decentralized unitary one. The
number of provinces may well be in-
creased somewbhat by three.

@ Lumumba insisted the proper role
of the UN was that of agent of the
Congolese governmenr and not that of
political tretor. While the UN has never
plaved and probably will never play
cither extreme role, it is now far closer
to the original Lumumbist conception
than it was a year ago. This is espec-
mlly striking in terms of the UN's atti-
tude on Katanga, the basic cause of dis-
sension between Lumumba and the UN.

All these difficulties will undoubtedl
continue 1o plague the new Government.
Nevertheless, if the outside world refrains
from further direct interference in theit
affairs. the Congolese people have 2
good chance of coming to grips witk
their own problems. _Thev have lmnet
a lot in the vear since inde
It would be a serious efror for tb‘é‘otb%l

SaveTile, e of thrsfewnsrx poli
tics. What happened between July an
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'RAPPED IN THE SQUARE

Continued from page |
This was a splendid tactic on their
for when, at 5.30 the demon-
frators began to move towards the
ils from the Square, they found

the Square and load them up. But
the people milling around soon
began to block the roads, and many
hundreds began sitting down outside
the police cordons and attempting to

iemselves neatly hemmed in by encroach in the direction of White-
iks of policemen. hall. This occupied the police and
NOW what do pacifist demon- prevented any muppmg up operation

pors do when faced with solid being practical, and it was at the
IS of police? Instructions had comer of the Square where this sit-
En for the demonstrators to march  ting down was going on that nearly
ifar as possible. and then, when all the early arrests were made.
‘ented from going further, to sit  Around the corner of the Strand and
bwn wherever they were. This was  Northumberland Avenue these guer-
they did. But they were not in  illa tactics went on for several hours
jament Square. They were not and it was only at this corner that
hitehall.  They were still in  the police were successful in keeping
flilgar Square, half a mile from traffic moving. They gave up the
F objective and tightly ringed by attempt all the way round the Square
aw, . except at this point, and the claim by
80w had it not been for the thou- the Press that trafic was not halted
S of supporters and sightseers was simply not true.
nd the Shuare there would have From 5.30 ull 7.30 the crowds
i no serious obstruction and the were all but unmanageable. Sporadic
ice would have been able to move  attempts by the police 1o keep the
guickly and mop up the sitters roads cleared failed except at the top
put bother, dnving their wagons of Whitehall. But this of course was
Phired buses up 10 the sides of the crucial point.

entralise !

[E final score, as we see it, came
“out fairly even. It was certain-
ot, as the Guardian strangely
med it, a “Victory for the Law’,
ess you think only in terms of the
vn having 1o be in Parliament
But tens of thousands of
calmly and non-violently
d an area which had been
pecifically proscribed by law, and
(doing so attracted more publicity
- the anti-bomb cause—and for
4l liberties—than the Committee
100 could have dared to hope for.

1o impress many who would other-
wise dismiss the anti-bomb move-
ment as a bunch of no-goodniks.
The list of supporters sounds like a
theatrical who's who. John Os-
borne, Sheila Delaney, Vanessa Red-
grave, Alan Sillitoe—these were
among the arrested on Sunday, while
Amold Wesker was already jailed for
two months on Tuesday along with
Lord Russell, and Herbert Read was
also sitting down. Also picked up
on Sunday was George Melly, the
jazz  singer, who, incidentally, is
waiving his fee for singing at our
“Anarchistic Ball” on October 20th
und who has already had property—
10 wit one silver teapot—distrained
upon to pay taxes he has withheld
as an anti-bomb protest.

~ For its public unpact. this could
' But what

2

Incredible ?

HE claim of the Catholic Church
that the essence of its doctrine has
not changed throughout the centuries
could only be substantinted If “essence”
had been defined as the “reality under-
lying phenomena”™, But the keen obser-
ver can see that the hidden permanent
reality of the Church is power
domination.
Being the only one true Church it
aims at the only one true domination,

and

the only one true absolutism on the
universal level because the Catholic
Church—as the name suggests—is all

embracing, universal,

The difficulty of grasping the essence
of the catholic doctrine arises from the
fact that the “essence” is very carefully
concealed behind the various phenom-
ena. It is not always immediately
obvious just what is happening, or what
the aim is. At one and the same time
the Church may be fascist, socialist or
democratic depending on which policy
is likely to be most profitable. On the
one side it preaches brotherly love, it
appears as a forgiving mother, as a pro-
tector of human rights, etc,; on the other
side it preaches hale and is an organ of
vengeance; it builds inquisitions and
liguidates the human being in a merci-
less way.

However, behind so many various
manifestations there is no contradiction:
on the contrary, there is unity—the unity
highly organized political body
faithful to the jesuit postulate that the
ends justify the means.

The contemporary Church is a power-
ful organization due not to religious
inclinations but to its shrewd policy, and
the fact that the Western governments
in general and United States in particu-
lar think catholicism a positive faith
and factor in their fight against Com-
munist danger,

This situation makes of the Church
a less vulnerable organism because she
controls the means, and gives her vast
opportunity for political mancuvre. So,

of a

_even if it is very disappointing for many

free-thinking persons, the Church ap-
pears—though it is an appearance only
—us the champion of freedom, as the
only one force capable of saving men
and the values of the civilization. All
this is but an appearance and not the
essence of the Church. The real nature
“the mysterious body of Christ” is re-
vealed to a few and from their mouth
we can acquire some knowledge about
the true nature of that mysterious body.
S0 it is not daily demagogy we can look
for an explanation and understanding
of the mystery but in some utterances
aside.

It is always these utterances that can
be historically verified, that give us the

key to understand the meaning of
catholicism. Or in other words make
it possible to see the naked nature of the
Church,

T'o help the reader to judge for him-
sell and (o make his own finding, I think
it would be of interest to mention the
appearance in anno domini 1961 in Italy
of the neo-guelphs.

What is important for us 15 their
catholic religious spirit ;xp[u-m_'d very
sincerely and l!lFL’LTI_\ without any con-
cenlment in the leaflets they published

1o commemorate the centenary of Ialian
Unity. These leaflets
lowing message,—

contain the fol-

Italians,

We are celebrating the hundred years
of Italian un and independence. The
Italy of our times is squalid in every
wiy. Immorality, corruption and porno-
graphy are spreading everywhere suffo-
cating the protests of those few who are
still  fundamentally sane. The liberal
arts and sciences are withering away for
want of an heroic ideal.

Italians,

The fate of country, her future
and her fortune depend upon you alone.
Remember, you are the heirs of that
Italy which carried civilisation, law and
religion to all corners of the earth. Re-
member that as long as Rome was the
throne of the Papacy, she
uries “caput mundi".

Qur

stood [or cen-

Italians,
We affirm and can demonstrate that
the secular state is the cause ol our

present misery. We shall fight courage-
ousty and firmly for the restoration ol
temporal power Lo the popes.

The secular state must be merely an
interval in the history of Italy.

Purposes and conclusions.

Give unto God that which is Caesar’s.

(1)) Having come back to life we
guelphs aim at fighting the ideals of the
Renaisance®, with which, after all, the
secular state has only succeeded in dis-
rupting the order.

Long live the priests of iron!

{2) We want absolute pontificial
sovereignty.

Long live the gibbet and the axe!

(3) We wish to confide to incorrup-
tible jesuits a police capable of pitiless

cournge for the persecution and sup-
pression of all democracy.

Down with the light of reason! Leng
live the sacred inquisition!

{4) Our dear Nemesis will accom-
pany to the sacred stake the bards of

this chaos of political schisms, the

epigoni of those who wishing to make

Italy have instead abased the latin gen-

ius and broken its conquering vitality
They shall not succeed!

We shall put the “Pillars of Her.
cules’ m,(-m! the s;uni'mcj of this world,
Defende nos in proe elic; conira be-
diaboli este proe stdivm
6} we are against materialism Long
live the abstract symbols which bring us
closer to God

(5)

fpieiticin

lhe United Kingdom of the World
under the Roman Pontiff !

(7) Twenty centuries of divine and
hierarchical absolutism have taught that
1w rule is to ¢tand over others and to
smash the herd of equals

We are with God, woe to those who

touch us!
The vicar of the
Confraternity pesarese
Vittorio Mitriato
lohannes Francesous
xiil Febraio MCMLXL

Pesiro,

Incredible” One would like to think
se. Unfortunately this [eaflet was pub-
lished 1n all seriousness. It may be the

voice of a fanatical minority—the luna-
tic fringe as il were—but even if this is
S0 It must be taken seriously, because It
15 the voice of such small groups that
sounds above all others when the power
of the Church gains precedence over the
state and other ru||:\|.. instiutions,

To the neo- guel Iphs and similar groups
1o gratefu] for their en-

1 the premises of
catholicssm and the unchanged perma-

nent essence of its doctrine 1.G.
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Literature and the Left-1

ronisingly that “the term commitment
has been too freely bandicd about, with-
out much reflection or attempt at defi-
nition”. He refuses 1o stay for an answer,
and does too much bandying about on
his own account. He denies that commit-
ment is *a political assault on the in-
tegrity of the artist . . . a Left-wing
plot to deprive him of his freedom™.
This idea, he says “can be eansily dis-
posed of: it is not the business of the
critic to tell the artist how to hve.” This
completely misses the point—rather like
arguing that English policemen aren't
the instruments of oppression because
they don’t carry guns. The point is that
it 1sn't the business of the critics to el
the artist how to do anything: it s to
judge his work when it iy done.  Doesn't
Mander see that telling o writer what to
Wrile or not to write involves telling him
how to live? Add power 10 that sort of
literary criticism, and you have the in-
gredlents of totlitarian censorship,

We are then told that commitment is
" omorsl rather than w political ques-
tion®™, that “all art is committed . . . to
something beyond isell, to n statement
of value not purely aesthetic”, and we
hear much about “the basic morl con-

cern, the implied valuation of human

titudes and aetivities™ and “the basic

<ast of mind, the fundamental conviction

a man, :tlll perhaps in a pre-philo-
mhlﬂl pre-conceptual  form”—well,
T the idea. Bul we never hear
mum commitment in the age
i and Stalin, the Welfare State
Id War, and’ we are not told

dangerous things a writer can do, Criti-
cal work is unlikely to suffer from parti-
sanship, but creative work s all too
likely to do so, This is the awful
problem of political commitment; and
Mander shirks it. He explains that
politics is “the sum total of man’s life
in society”, which is nonsense; he should
examine the dozens of non-political
writers who are nevertheless committed
to decency, freedom, humanity and the
rest, and then he mught see the appalling
narrowness  and  shallowness  of  his
attitude.

My second major
Mander is aggressive, hectoring, patron-
ising, tendentions, complacent, conde-
scending, long-winded, repetitive, argu-
mentative, to nausea. Even all this would
b¢ forgivable if he had anvthing original
or valuable to say, but I have failed 1o
find anything of the kind. He is also
utterly insular, in both space and time—
commitment was apparently invented by
Sartre, the only other [oreigners worth
referring o0 are Brecht and  Lukacs
(Marx and Freud aren’t referred to—
they ure simply named)—and doesn’t
seem 1o have read his predecessors in
England, sugh as Stephen Spender and
“Christopher Caudwell™ (let alone Kro-
potkin and Emma Goldman), The awful
thing is that a lot of people will pre-
sumably tuke his book seriously as the
literary testament of the vounger left-
wing generation in general and the New
Left in particular, [ think I prefer Colin
Wilson,

The good book 1 mentioned at the end
of my second paragraph is Politics &
the Novel by Irvine Howe (Stevens,
128, 6d.), and | hope to discuss it in a
later issue of FREEDOM.

N.W.

abjection is that

(To be voncluded)




The Impact on
Ordinary People

To the Editors of FReepOM,

In the few minutes left before 1 go
out 1o join the sit-down, | should like to
agmnsl your comment on the

chsh between the Commiitiee of 100 and
the State. You rightly criticise the re-
gretiable cgotism the Commiltes  has
shown during the last few weeks (which
s surely parancid rather than oppor-
tunistic. and is wnderstandable enough
in the circumstances); but you persist in
regarding the present international crisis
as an essentially imaginary one. Isn't
the point not so much the truth about
the crisis. as its appearance”? If it 1s

:

thought to be serions, it becomes
- serious.
Clearly the authorities take it ser-

jously, and for some reason they also
seem to take the Commitice seriously.
I share vour opinion about the impact
of sit-downs on the chances of war and
the policy of our government; but 1
think vou forget their impact on ordin-
ary people (strange omission in Free-
poMm!) and on other governments. Again,
it is the appearance that matters. not the
truth. If the Commillee seems to be
defying the government with impunity,
the Committee goes up in the esteem of
the common people and the government
goes down in that of its allies—and its
enemies. No wonder the authorities
have decided to act, not because they are
afraid of the Committee but because
they are afraid of the disloyal millions
who refused to back the Suez War and
of Mr. K and Mr. K who are waiting
to see just how tough Britain is.

As usual, fortunately, they have made
fools of themselves, so that whether we
are chiefly concerned with nuclear dis-
armament or with the social struggle
things scem to be going our way. But
don't let’s snipe at each other—it is after
all reasonable enough to be equally con-
cerned with you

Hampstead, Sept. 17 NW.

War by Accident ?

Dear COMRADES,

The vital point in your editorial “War
by Accident?” is that if the men with
fingers on the buttons could unleash a
nuclear war, then it would seem that
they “are l.ruly the most powerfu| indi-
viduzls in the world today.” But let me
remind vou that their power, if used,
‘would be suicidal. Any threats from a
“man at the button” would soon lead to
his removal. In actual fact we see that
their power consists in their ability to
ﬂrﬂ a death-blow to the world, it does

sent day life as anyone.

Gorrespondence

Syndicalism and
Collective Contract

FREEDOM,

Colin Ward wonders why no Anarcho
Syndicalist wrote in to guery his editor-
jal comments on Revisionism & Workers
Control, May 1 suggest that this was
because these showed an insufficient
grasp of classical Syndicalism.

Lagardelle, Vincent St. John and
others, unlike De Leon, always believed
in piecemeal change, in each strike
action gaining a partial measure of con-
trol, each building on the last and facili
tating the next, which in my book is en-
croaching control. (It is perhaps amus-
ing that the revolutionary Syndicalists

were as Sociabists reformist and  wvice
versa), As it happens, 1 am here a re-
visionist in that 1 believe that De Leon

was right in saying that Capitalism—
Managerialism or what you will—must
be displaced rather than overthrown;
displaced by conscious Industrial Union-
ist Socialists in a general stay-in strike—
(I would add other forms of Civil Dis-
obediencer—and displaced with the defi-
nitg intention of replacing it by the
Industrial Unitonist  Commonwealth
However 1 cannot see how enough
people can be brought to a sufficient
level of revolutionary consciousness
without first crippling the State through
strikes and other forms of Direct Action,
Nor can I believe that anvone who is
consciously revolutionary can  happily
wail as the De Leonists and the SPGB
dictate until Der Tag when the condi-
tions are ripe,

Again Colin Ward has no reason to
be surprised that Syndicalists now (urn
to collective Contracts; for just as piece-
meal reform is no departure from clas-
sical anarcho-syndicalist thought, nor is
the repiacement of the Workers Coun-
cil as the basic unit of Industrial Union-
ism by the Workers' gang. From the
beginning it was held that effective
Waorkers” Control demanded the smallest

possible viable basic unit;
since il was and s necessary that ail
workers involved in the same form of
production should be united in the basic
unit, such a smallest viable unit was the
Council of al]l the workers in a [actory,
Today absur-
dity, Dagenham?
Where smallest unit, in
some factories, wings thereof wield
viable units, but where the Collective
Contracts are possible Lhe gangs ars
obviously preferable to all other basic
forms

However were radical
departures from classical revolutionary
syndicalist thought it would hardly prove

in those days

such an idea is often an
how many work at
then 15 one’s

even if thess

C.W.'s case that there i1s no longer a
respeclable intellectual case for revolu-
tionary Anarchism. [t would merely

prove that the old case has been rejected
and the fact C.W. in admitting that Per-
manent Protest without a vision of a
new sociely is sterile, throws out the
Molnar P.P,, alright who
doubts that very unlikely (e
achieve Anarchism—we are not particu-
larly likely to survive anyway; but one
can only effectively attack what exists
it one can paint some concept of what

schoo] of

We are

one wants; and protest action without
direction often does more harm than
good, Yours sincerely,

London, W.1l. LAURENS OTTER

A Five Bob Fund!

DeAR COMRADES,

As | hava often foretold, the tendency
of the Government to increase its con-
trol over all our actions is rapidly in-
creasing to a point which would have

en called Fascism when | was younger
Evidently the Government feels strong
enough to disregard free public opinion
i its policy of fortifving the “Establish-

ment™ in the face of many increasing
attacks,
Recent events convince me that the

Anarchist cause is more urgent than ever
In this age of mass erlightenment some

Workers are the basis of Production !

QOVENTRY'S  “Nature-boy  gang
workers” much the same as other
people—some are unconscious anarchists,
a few are as aware of the snags in pre-
Their concern
is mainly with immediate things, produc-

‘tion, good pay and good conditions of

work, building a home, kids and careers
for kids, sport, hobbies and so on.
{ 1] imd intellectual dnsputa-

T&rﬁ]. they
' significance
Tfmr purely

not mak
- not eve!ap it as a
y-sided moves
: capitalism?

liut contlnu-

bility to the middle-class—they are
almost wholly hostile. (This excludes
of course most doctors of medicine,

some production engineers and many
devoted professional people who feel as
we do but dare not say or act).
Anarchists have nearly always assum-
ed that only small industry can be
“free”—large industrial complexes appal
themy. In actual fact (as distinct from
middle class propaganda), large industry
is continually breaking down into small
units, both internally and by spreading
over the country. Good management
provides the ideas and equipment and
lets each section run itself. Projects are
now planned five and ten years ahead.
All this comes [rom the development ol
production technigues, a process involv-
ing everybody from the shop floor
upwards—a social process. Finance capi-
{alism helps this process, but quite offen
wrecks it. Goyernment swilches do the
same. Sudden panic-switches of hot
money (loot!) can wreck whole com-
munities—may vet even wreck the entire
system. Moves Lo prevent this wrecking
are afoot (see “Menace of the Gold
Addicts"—Observer Sept. 10th, by Sam-
lt!l B:m And many other writers).
ay not succeed—maybe oo
ﬁm# come agsm in spite of

em loyees linble
The

Cenmierge.

of our most original thinkers are clapped
into jail by the convenient invocation of
an ancient Act, which 15 in the
of The Times: . . . “a remarkable sur-
vivil from mediaeval times when in 1361
the Justices of the Peace Act was passed
at the close of the long war with France
to prevent armed men from wandering
about England committing disorders.”
What on carth the 600 yvear-old ghosts
of those wandering demobbed bowmen
have to de with Bertrand Russell and Dr.
Alex Comfort only the cynical old
Government politicians” tortuous minds
could imagine! Or perhaps those
ancient ex-archers were suspected of a
mediaeval plot to protest against the
devastating power of the new gunpowder
bombards. Perhaps this speculation
makes the 1361 Act relevant in 1961!
In the interests of “police peace”, an
85-year-old ‘'sage has had to be put away
to prevent his acting for a greater peace
Is this a sign that the Government, like
all totalitarian governments, s afraid of
free speech and thought? Is it a sign
that the Government fears that too many
of us have not been drugeed into
acquiescenca by the Telly. the Fridge
the Car and the Sunday Press?
As 1 was writing this, T heard the
news that that great guardian of demo-

worids

cracy, R. A. Butler, had invoked the
1936 Public Order Act to clamp down
further on the Committee of 100, Some-

thing was mumbled about a possible
clash with Battle of Britain celebrations
as an excuse, We must not let the fear
terrible future war interfere with
the anniversary of a war that our chil-
dren do not remember, must we?

[ wonder, comrades, how many more
out-of-date Acts this Government hay
up ils sleeve to prevent the spreading
of free and independent thought. It
reminds me of my old Army days when
any totalitarian officer could find some
section of the Army Act to putl one on
a charge for anything under the sun

Comrades, I am not dismayed by all
this reactionary aclivity. To me it 1s a
symptom caused by the recent encour-
aging rise in the “New Waye"”
nal and independent thought which has
begun to threaten the “Establishment
We have made ourselves noticed.

Progress, as History shows,
been hindered by reaction, but mnever
stoppad. And all this police-court
mumbo-jumbo has been ussd before, and
ultimately in vain, in the early history

of a

of origi-

nas olten

employers' spokesmen are cagey—Trade
Union officials are “official "—shop stew-
ards (who really do deal with realities)
are suspect. The middle class are deeply
infzcted with morbid pessimism, and all
the professional inspirers seem o be
on the telly.

We in Coventry know only too well
that we produce too many cars and not
enough houses. We have a vastly ex-
pensive new cathedral, and many old
men and women still rotting in slums.
Our new shopping centre is so costly
that only big business can operate the
—local traders have been planned out
of their own town.

Mr. D. Harper asks “Whera is the
idealism?” In fact massive informal
welfare takes place—anonymously. This
is done without brass plates or rake-offs.
Every sick man or woman is taken care
of financiallv—except (and here we may
be reproached) when they leave indus
try. And even there much good is done
by stealth to outwit the snoopets from
“public assistance”. In families | don't
think we are much worse than anyohe
¢lse—parents are visited and cared for
“taken outl in the car’, looked after
when ill. [ know this when men “ex-
plain" to me their absence from work,
Good turns by industrial workers are
mostly done by sl:allh—-hing "}_.wod"
openly is considered sloppy! : have
eliminated much sordidness frum work
which allows the better qualities 1o
It has been a deadly siow pro-
cess and there are many people whn
tuke evervthing they can without thoughi

bt those of us who see the process

whole are not deterred.
The man, now very old, who gave
Cmy ﬁm fdeas of workers' control,
sked by o uniyersity professor
long would it take o bring the
10 the level you indicate?” (He
ﬂtlnklna mn terms of

e o

of the Trade Union ang the suffra-
ette Movement

Things are siowly coming \o a he a,d'
comrades. The more publicity givert
to the Government encroachmens x
freedom, the more people will begin (o
realise how far they have been |

astray by the politicians’ lgnis Fatuys of

parliamentary democracy. Objective
he strove to be, even the Times “Le
Correspondent” sounded a little uncasy

about the interpretation of the statugs
“34 Edward II1 Chapter 17, Perhypy
he doubted, really, If the Committes of
100 were “pillors and robbers”, withiy
the meaning of the Act

The struggle for freedom is starling
and we are in the vin, | suggest thi
all comrades subscribe a “Five Bobs
Fund”, not merely for the L-‘ml.\dlilll‘-»‘:!'
passive purpose of supporting FREEDOMS
but to spread much further its ideaiss

before the hungry eves of thousands
now disillusioned by the politician$s
cynical manceuvring and bluff,

Herewith my Five Bob
Yours fraternalls
ALBERT R. BRIMICOMBE.
Lincoln, Sept. 13

LONDON

ANARCHIST GROUP
CENTRAL MEETINGS AGAIN

meetings to be held at

The Two Brewers,

40 Monmouth Street, WC2

(Leicester Square Tube)

Sundays at 7.30 p.m.

SEPT 24 lan Celnick:

Are Anarchists Against Orgunisation?

OCT | Arthur Uloth: A
Reich Revisited
OCT 8 Philip Sansom:

Freedom and Progress
OCT 15 Max Patrick
Communist Policy: Lelt, Right and
Turn About.

OCT 22 Ted Kavanagh:
Anarchism and Violence

Hyde Park Meetings

Every Sunday at 3.30 (if fine)

OFF-GENTRE
DISCUSSION MEETINGS

15t Thursday of cach month at 8 p.m. at
Jack dnd Mary Stevenson’s, 6 Stainton
Road, Enfield, Middx. r
Last Wednesday of each month at § p.o.
at Dorothy Barasi’s, 45 Twyford Avenue,
Fortis Green, N.2.

Ist Wednesday of each month at 8 p.m.
at Colin Ward's, 33 Ellerby Street,
Fulham, S.W.6.
3rd Thursday of each month at 8 p.m. at
Donald Rooum’s., 148a Fellows Road,
Swiss Cottage, N.W.3.

Last Friday of each month at 8 p.m. at
Laurens and Celia Otter’s, 57 Ladbroke
Road, W.11.

JAZZ CLUB

New season’s meetings will be held at
4 Albert Street Mornington Crescent NW1
at approximately monthly intervals.
FRIDAY SEPT. 15: Ian Celnick:

Small Groups in the 30's and 40's.
FRIDAY OCT. 13: Jack Stephenson:
The Trumpet.

Freedom

The Anarchist Weekly

FREEDOM appears on the first three
Saturdays of each month. ]
On the last Saturday, we publish i
ANARCHY, a 32-page journal of

anarchist ideas (1/8 or 25c. post [ree).

Postal Subscription Rates to FREEDOM
and ANARCHY

12 months 30/ (U.S. & Canada §5:00)

& months |5/~ (52.50)

. 3 months 8/. [$1.25)

Special Suhst‘rltiwn Rates for 2 copies

12 months 45/- (U. S & Canada 57.50)

& months 22/6 ($3.50;

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

12 manths 50/~ (U.5. & Canada $8.00)

['oelviul Subscription Rates to FREEDOM
only

| year (40 iﬂml 19/-(Us
&' month ihe 20 fssvon) e (s|fs§|;'"d' )
3 months 10 issues) 5/. (50,75)

Air Mail Suh::lnlien ‘Rates to




