In this Issue: ‘
“A man of true courage is he

who thinks as boldly as he acts
and acts as boldly as he thinks.””

GEORGE BARRETT

Vol. 11, No. 16

Sex Behaviour Today - p. 2
The Failure of Marxism p. 2
America Goes to Hell - p. 3
Impressions of
Germany - p. 3 A

Class ‘Z’ Impudence

HAMLET assured his fellow-student

that it was motives of economy
that persuaded the King of Denmark
to marry his late brother’s wife so
soon after his death: “T/ift, thrift,
Horatio! The funeral baked wmeats
did coldly furnish forth the marriage
tables.” Similar motives of thrift
have doubtless inspired the Labour
Napoleons and lie behind the recent
announcement that Class Z Reserve 1s
being overhauled: addresses and
occupations are being checked up so
that it will be in readiness for the call-
up to fight communism.

Thrift, thrift, Horatuo! The docile
British people were rounded up not
by the whip and the press-gang, as
in less civilised days or places, but by
registration and persuasion; and they
were all duly ticketed and labelled
and sent off to fight Nazism. At the
end of the war the baked meats at the
funeral of Nazism were to be sure a
trifle frugal. a bit charred round the

edges, but at least one reward was
that glittering prize the war Govern-
ment dangled before everybody:
Demob. We really fought the war
for the right to get demobbed and no
other reason was ever properly ex-
plained to the armed forces.

But of course it was only a half-
and-half demob—unless one was good
enough to qualify for a dishonourable
discharge, which however difficult to
get, certainly stays permanent—and
the Services were transferred to this
Class Z reserve. Of course, it could
not be a complete release while the
international situation was S0 tense,
we were told. Most servicemen re-
cognised that after all Germany might
re-arm again (all the people who cried
out she shouldn’t now wonder how she
could)—but everybody thought that
when the danger of German mmlitar-
ism, which some ran down then, was
over we would all really be demobbed.

Thrift, thrift! The second world
war comes very close to the third—
why disband the army raised for the
second? Won't it make do for the
third? They will soon be celebrating

A
FRUSTRATED WORKER

AM a member of the Transport and

General Workers” Union.

Every time there i1s an unofficial strike
somebody blames it on Communism.

Let me say that I have been in several
unofficial strikes and have yet to come
under Communist influences.

The workers are suffering from a sense
of frustration. The “big boys” who
voted for a wage-freeze want to g0 1nto
some of the men’s homes and hear the
wives say they don’t know how they are
going to manage. But I realise that
wages will not solve the problem, because
of high prices.

As for working longer hours, plenty
would—but for income tax.

Most men who strike do not wish to
do so. It i1s the method of voting that
causes strikes—the show of hands instead
of secret ballot.

Personally, I think the worst thing we
ever did was to make a closed shop. We
consolidated the officials in their positions,
and now they could not care less.

Letter in Evening Standard, 11/7/50.

RUSSIA’S WAR BUDGET

At the meeting of the Supreme Soviet
in Moscow on June 13th, the Finance
Minister, Arseny Zverev, announced that
the 1950 Budget provides 70,400 million
roubles (£6,965 million) for defence.

This is 18.5 per cent. of the total
Budget.

It compares with 32.2 per cent. in 1940
and 23.9 per cent. in 1946.

the “marriage tables” of the next war
—only this 1s quite a different war;
this is not against the German “here-
ditary aggressor’, this is not against
Nazidom; Prussian militarism, racism,
international fascism, etc., this 1is
against one of the Allies of last time.

To be sure it 1s just as bad in every
way, but this was never mentioned
then.

No need to raise a new Army this
time. No need to go through the
paraphernalia of asking people to
register again. No need to keep up
the pretence that they have any choice
whatever in the matter. No need to
hug an illusion that the people might
decide for themselves whether they
want a war or not, or whether they
want to take part in it or not.

They're already on the register, and
you just have to keep tab of their
changes of address (very important,
that!), make sure they haven’t worked
their way into a reserved occupation,
and keep the records for next time.

The crime sheets, too, will come in
handy. Sentimental old gentlemen in
the Lords worry about little bills for
protecting one against arbitrary auth-
ority but shy clear of such controver-
sial measures. The majority of the
population is now carefully tabulated.

1.0U. and the Atom Bomb
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15 WAR INEVITABLE?

ERTAIN events in recent weeks have strikingly brought out
the pattern of twentieth century life which we have often
described as being fundamental to the capitalist structure.
During the nineteenth century the apologists of the system of
private ownership and production for profit used to point to the
¢radual improvement in living standards as the justification of

School reports have for some time
been passed on to the Army. The
Army then keeps a check on the indi-
vidual just as the police keep the
records of his conviction, or the secret
police keéep dossiers as to political
acuvity. We are moving step by step
into servile dependence on the clique
of authority, unless some lucky atom
bomb does what a revolutionary
people would do—“burn the docu-
ments’ .

[t 1s natural for the Labour Napo-
leons to retain the Class Z Reserve
and plan to call it back “in case of
emergency . That is without doubt
the most convenient thing to do in the
circumstances. It merely demolishes
effectively and absolutely any pretence
of an ideological reason for the war
and any illusion that the people have
any say in the matter under the so-
called democracy than in a dictator-
ship. Theirs is but to register and be
recalled.

If they get the opportunjty to re-
build after the destruction of an
atomic war let them at least remember
that when building a new society.

INTERNATIONALIST.

RULY our Trade Unions work in mysterious ways, their wonders

to perform. Can any readers enlighten us as to why one large trade
union should have recently passed a resolution banning the atom-bomb,
while another opposed a similar resolution?

It is, of course, symptomatic of the
chaos of ideas in the T.U. movement
to-day—directly traceable to political
jerry-mandering—and may simply
denote the amount of opposition or
support for Stalinist ideas, since such
resolutions may safely be assumed to
be proposed by C.P.ers. If that is so,
then the disruptive role of the
Stalinists 1s clearly to be seen, and the
damage they have done to Socialist
ideas becomes increasingly obvious.

One would have thought that reformists
and socialists—and trade unionists should
surely be placed in these categories—
would be just the people to call on the

United Nauons for banning and control
of atomic weapons, and such was the

case at the recent conference of the
National Union of Railwaymen. By a
majority of 79 (representing nearly

500,000) to one, the railwaymen approved
a resolution which called on the Govern-
ment to appeal to United Nations to
secure agreements to ban the hydrogen
bomb and all atomic weapons; destroy
existing stocks; secure international con-
trol and 1nspection; reduce all forms of
armament and brand as an aggressor the
first government to use atomic weapons.

The miners, on the other hand, at their
recent conference of the N.U.M., rejected
a similar resolution on a card vote by
421,000 to 261,000,

Now why should two such unions dis-
play such difference in "attitude towards
such a problem?

In the first place we should take into
account the system of voting. “Just as it
1S rnidiculous to expect 600 men “in
Westminster to be able to represent 40-odd
million people in this country and count-
less more in the Empire, so it is ridiculous
to accept the ability of delegates to cast
votes on questions which have probably
not been discussed in the branches, by the
card, or block vote system whereby one
man can cast thousands of votes. This
goes for both the N.U.R. and the N.U.M.,

But the N.U.M. has been much more
friendly towards the Government than
has been the N.U.R. over recent months.
The railmen have been stinging under the
grievances engendered by the wage-freeze
for some time and has a large section of
badly under-paid workers. They are

therefore feeling out of sympathy with
the Government and are in the mood to
pass resolutions curtailing its powers of
life and death.

The miners on the other hand, are
better off than the railmen, and have been
having an internal struggle against Com-
munists in kKey positions (although Arthur
Horner stll retains the secretaryship)
while Sir Will Lawther (President) vies
with Arthur Deakin, C.H., for the
position of the Government’s Blue-eyed
Boy of the Unions. N.U.M. delegates,
therefore, have no wish to make the
Government doubt their loyalty.

SYNDICALIST
CONGRESS IN
SWEDEN

Stockholm.

T HE Sverges Arbetares Central-

orgamsation (S.A.C.) which is
the Swedish section of the Inter-
national Working Man’s Association
held its 13th Congress last month,
which was attended by 110 delegates
representing 303 local branches. It
was also the goth anniversary of the
foundauon of the S.A.C. and to mark
the occasion representatives of many
other organisations were present on
the first day of the Congress. They
included the Workers’ Cultural Asso-
ciation, the Co-operative Federation,
three pacifist organisations, the Swe-
dish Writers' Federation, the Federa-
tuon for Sexual Education.

Besides discussing internal prob-
lems of the organisations, Congress
sent fraternal greetings to all the vic-
ums of dictatorships, in particular to
their comrades in Bulgaria, Spain and
S. America and reaffirmed their un-
shakable solidarity and their will to
continue the common struggle for the
liberation of humanity from all forms
of State domination and capitalist ex-
ploitation.

their social and economic organization.

But after the first decade

of this century the increasing prominence of military needs in
national economy has substantially reduced the force of this

justification.

In Russia, during the inter-war
years, the alleged need to build up
military strength was the constant ex-
cuse given for the continued low
standard of living and the scarcity of
consumer goods. Under Hitler’s re-
gime in Germany the same process
became clear for all with Goering’s
slogan “Guns before| butter”. That
the lesson has been well learnt is
shown by the general acceptance of
the 1dea that austerity is patriotic, and
that the demand for increased circula-
tion of peacetime goods is unrealistic
and an embarrassment to those who
have the defence needs of the country
at heart.

The governments of Britain and
France have recently increased their
general lessons of the war in Korea.
The press suggests that this may not
military budgets in response to the

But is it not deplorable that considera-
tions like these should sway workers’ (or
rather the workers’ representatives”) atit-
tude to weapons of mass destruction? One
cannot believe that the 421,000 muners
concerned wouldn’t wish to see the world
free of atomic weapons, but their dele-
gates are faced with the embarrassment
which faces all of us when we find the
Communists temporarily in agreement
with us.

We who are against war have, in self-
defence, to spend a considerable amount
of our propaganda energy in making clear
the difference between our consistent and
honest opposition and the Communists’
opportunistic Peace campaigns—which
could turn into belligerence overnight if
the party line demanded it.

But perhaps we should also make it
quite clear hers that we do not believe
there 1s any value in passing anti-atom
bomb resolutions to send to the Govern-
ment anyway. It 1s a waste of time.
Those who still have faith in democratic
government may find consolation and the
feeling that they are “doing something”
in such actvity, but its chances of in-
fluencing the Government are precisely
nil.

Propaganda for the destruction or the
restriction of production of atomic
weapons should be directed to those who
make them. The relauvely small num-
ber of producers capable of this kind
of work have only to stop making them
to have more effect in five minutes than
will

trade unionists have by passing
resolutions till thev're blue in the face.
P.S.

End of Literary Freedom

in Germany ? Berlin

The June 1ssue of P.EN. News pub-
lishes a protest by the P.E.N. Centre in
Germany against the proposal to revive
the law against “smutty and dirty litera-
ture” (Schundundschmurzgesetz) which
was 1n force during the Weimar Republic
and suspended by Goebbels in 1935,
The signatories declare themselves against
“all measures |, . in whatever part of
Germany, that could affect literary free-
dom,” and state: *“We are aware of the
possible abuse of laws of this kind and
fear the consequences.”

There 1s, however, little doubt here that
a law of this Kind will find a large
majority in the Federal Parhament. The
Bundesrat has already deaded in favour
of 1t

The Times, 14/7/50.

necessarily mean an increase in taxa-
tion (since British economy is already
“at full stretch™) but it will mean “a
diversion of manpower and resources
from civilian consumption to arma-
ments’ .

How far the world has moved since
the ’thirties is shown by the discuss-
tons on American aid. It is generally
expected that Truman will make an
appeal to Congress to vote a huge
sum of money (4,000 million dollars
has been mentioned) not simply for
American defence programmes (they
are always called defence program-
mes), but for aid to European coun-
tries in their re-armament. Some of
the implications of this proposed aid
are made clear by a writer in the
Observer (30 July, 1950).

- “The situation is a delicate one in which
It must not appear that the United States
Is putting pressure on Europe to match
Its own defence effort. In fact, it seems

likely that Mr. Charles Spofford, chair-
man of the Deputies’ Committee, was in-
structed by Washington to warn the meet-
ing that if Europe did not quickly give
much stronger proof than it has done so
far of its determination to increase its own
rearmament it could not expect Congress
to grant the extra dollar aid for European

defence which President Truman has said
he will ask for.”

Dominant World Pattern

We do not draw attention to this
aspect of the resumed armaments race
for the purpose of denouncing Ameri-
can Imperialism, or the interference
of the rulers of the U.S.A. in the in-
ternal affairs of other countries. Such
denunciations, directed solely against
America or Britain, are usually made
on behalf of the supporters of Russia
in the cold war. Of course the truth
1s that the great powers have always
interfered with the internal affairs of
other nations, as anarchists have fre-
quently pointed out in the past. Quite
apart from the obvious interference of
Russia in the affairs of other States—
which make the argument used in the
cold war a narrowly partisan and one-
sided one—the immoral behaviour of
the great powers should not be used
as an argument in favour of one and
against another, as is almost always
the case In contemporary political
discussion: it is an argument of gene-
ral validity against power politics as
such, against nation Srates as such.

Our purpose in drawing attention
to America’s intention of calling the
financial tune (it applies equally to
Britain’s sphere of economic influence,
or to Russia’s) is to throw into re-
lief the main rendency of our times.
“Patriotism™ as commonly uaderstood
1S now synonymous all over the world
with drawing in the belt, with “aus-
terity”’, to use its fancy ttle, and with
the cutting down of wage demands.
[t 1s not necessary to detail here the
practical effect of such pressures on
individual men and women: but it will

be enough to recall that they mean
lowered standards; the continuance of
impossibly restricting housing condi-
tions created by the war and now per-
petuated by curtting down of building
programmes; and the impossibility of
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SEXUAL BEHAVIOUR IN SOCIETY.
by  Alex Comfort. Duckworth's
Social Science Studies, 8/6.

L UCH interest and not a little con-

troversy was aroused two or threc
years ago when the Freedom Press pub-
liched Dr. Comfort's booklet dex and
Social Barbarism. In his new book,
Comfort extends his argument without
adding very much to it that i1s not o 1S

derriment. Nevertheless, the present
volume is better organised, and much

better written than its predecessor. Thn:
Janguage is sull difficult and diffuse, and
one often has the impression that ;l)c
desire for dctachment and saenuic
obiectivity have possessed the wniter 10
such an extent as to obscure his meaning
altogether, leaving the reader wondenng
what opinion is being expressed at all.
Thess blemishes, and certain other graver
ones which T shall discuss later, scnou;ly
detrfict from the value of the book, which
i« unfortunate since it contains 8 great
manv excellent things as well. More than
most English writers on sexual soci0logy,
Comfort is critically aware of the kind of
society in which we live: | .
“We are dealing with a socety 1n
which the family is the largest <o-
herent social unit, a family whose
membess tend to drop off at puberty,
and whose survival ume is hmited 10
one. or at most two, generauons; 1in
which the chief cultural focus 1s urban,
and a large part of the urban popula-
tion does not know the name Of 1ITS
next-door neighbour but two: in which
human activites are increasingly hmited
to techniques, and the techmiques 10
groups actively engaged In earming a
living bv them: in which the inflaton
of authority has wvirtually abolished
coherent patterns of individual res-
ponsibility, and in which very nearly
all the older actuivines which made up
the background of human conduct and
behaviour have been delegated 10
~entral authority—congested but lonely,
technically advanced but personally
ineecure, subject w0 a complicated
mechanism of institutional order, but
individually irresponsible and confused
for lack of communal sanction. The
central features of such a soqety are
an immense inflaton of the authonty
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Sex Behaviour Today

marriage” (p. 103); or of clichés carrying
very little real meaning as when he writes
of the “replacement of institutional prosti-
tation by the amareur variety” (p. 89).
Now girls who sleep with men who take
them out are not in fact prosttutes: to
draw an analogy between “amateurs’ and
“professionals™ is simply a not very well

concealed and rather muddle-class abuse
of girls who show a certain sexual
freedom.

Then there are false opposites: “With-
out over-rating the human desire for
variety, which is at least partially counter-
poised by a desire for stability . '
p. 101). These desires are not ant-
theses: they can, and usually do co-exist
in every individual, and there 1s no reason
(obscurantism apart) why both should not
be gratfied. Superfical also 1s the
argument that “the rosy suggesuons
which have been made that in a sexually
enhightened society children would be
reared ‘bv the community’ . . . & cogent
answer to many of these arguments 1s
to be found in the institutional child...”
(p. 86). The argument is that in a better
integrated society children are not made
unnaturally and exclusively dependent on
their family because they know personally
the members of the community who adopt
a responsible atutude towards them. By
thus lifung children out of the unnaturally
close dependence on the moods and whims
and unhappinesses of their parents intra-
fambiar disharmonies are rendered far
less damaging. The benefit of such an
arrangement 1s described by Margaret
Mead in Coming of Age in Samoa (the
title has become mixed up with another
of her books Growing Up in New Guinea,
in the bibhiography), and although this
IS & primiuve socety, there is no reason
why the prinaple cannot be carried out
in more complex ones—it is already
present 1o good effect in certain existing
communitics. There i1s no analogy what-
soever with “Insntutions”.

Perhaps enough has been said to indi-

of State administration, and a steady

loss by the individual of control over

his personal relationships, and of his
sense of position in a soaal group™

p. 43).

And he goes on to say, justly, that “the
sexual problems of a society of this kind
are largely manifestations of anxiety”, and
that “a permanent war economy, whether
of the Fascist pattern, or of the type
which shows signs of coming into exist-
ence in democratic countries, not only
impedes normal patterns of sexuality—it
precludes them”.

1 do not quote these passages (there
are many others cqually penetrating) be-
cause they happen to be in agreement with
the social attitude of Freedom; 1t is be-
cause there are so few among sexual
sociologists who take such obvious In-
fluences into account. The chapter on
the social background 1o contemporary
sexual bechaviour is one of the best things
of its kind vet written. One would have
expected Comfort to make his chapter on
“Remedies and Methods™ more con-
vincng, but although he makes clear that
must be made for men and
women and not vice versa, and although
he vaguely sketches the outlines of a
freer societv, vet it 1s all curiously mld,
sometimes almost apologeuc

Monogamy and Pre-marital

Continence

Meore serious cnucasm, however, can
be levelled at the chapter on “Monogamy
and Sexuval Conduct™, in which some
of Comfort’s now fammhar hobbv horses
appear, together with a deal of confusion
and contradiction. Adolescent sexuality
is, with modifications, tdell Iimteiob R
1s, with modificauons, to be limited to
petung, full coitus being reserved for a
permanent pariner in MONOgamous mar-
riage. Comfort adopis 2 strictly rauonal,
non-moral attitude to cxtra-marital inter-
course, but scarcelyv conceals his dis-
approval. This emerges 1n the use of
words castung long emotional shadows—
he specaks of “sexual exploirs outside
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cate a certain shipshod thinking, or the
intrusion of prejudice under the appear-
ance of detachment, More serious is the
weight which Comfort throws into the
already overweighted scales against adoles-
cent sexual fulfilment . “‘the answer
to the growing problem of adolescent
promiscuity, winch is undesirable on all
counts . . .0 (p. 99)—despite his ecarlier
observation (p. 8$8) that “our conception
of the sexual requirements of the adoles-
cent makes no provision for mate-
selection, or even for the fact that coual
impulses exist long before the individwal
is emorionally or economically ready for
parenthood” (italics are mine).

Bogey-Bogey about Birth
Control

The key to all this is to be found in
Comfort’s extraordinary insistence on the
procreative function of coitus. “Repro-
duction is, however, a logical consequence
of coitus, or at least an important and
frequent sequel, and to ignore it i1s very
like discussing diet without reference to
nutrition” (p. 85). And he goes on to
savs: “The advocates of wild life [what-
ever that is!.—]J.H.] grossly over-
esimate the efficency of contraception,
and even on those who specifically exclude
the desire to produce children fertility
is extremely likely to steal a march, often
on several occasions. Unul contra-
ceprives can be devised which are fool-
proof, every act of coitus carries the
specitfic implication of possible pareni-
hood and must be viewed in that light.”
This i1s simply nonsense. The trouble
with contraception i1s not that it 1is
inefficient, but that its proper use 1s
insufficiently widespread. Those who
have taken rational steps to provide them-
selves with adequate contraceptive know-
ledge are for practical purposes immune
from the fear of undesired pregnancies.
It 1s disquieting to find Comfort lending
support to the superstition that contra-
ceptives are faulty—it is not a very far

cry to the myth that every box pf con-
doms or chemical pessaries contains one
deliberate dud!

How important this misconception 1§
to all Comforts’ argument is shown by his
remark (p. 112): “The case for pre-
marital continence, in the sense in which
we have used the term, rests on ad hoc
arguments rather than on any general
deduction from anthropology. Advances
in contraceptive knowledge might make it
necessary for us to reconsider the problem
if they removed the possibility of acci-
dental conception altogether . ., .”

The Question of Abortion

Leaving
practical

aside the fact that, for
purposes, contraceptive tech-
nique has already advanced thus far,
accidental concepuon 1s already dealt
with on a massive scale by induced
abortion. In a rauonal society there
seems no doubt that desirable abortion
(made muwch rarer by universal contra-
ceptive knowledge)” could be surgically
and psvchologically safe; but Comfort
nowhere mentions such a possibility, and
it 1s difficult to escape the conclusion that
this deliberate blindness about contra-
ception really covers a prejudice against
adolescent sexuality and in favour of a
rigid monogamy.

When Comfort does speak of abortion
he says that its prohibition “is circum-
vented by those who can afford it ,while
those who cannot are exposed to the
extremely grave physical risks of ‘back-
street surgery’, as well as to blackmail.”
Here again, the whole picture is distorted,
as in his fears about birth-control, or
his continual harping on the dangers of
V.D., like any Ministry of Health poster.
Abortion is unpleasant enough, but deaths
from it are statistically insignificant, and
morbidity arising from it quite rare. It
1S an enormously widespread practice,
usually not conducted among Dickensian
horrors as “back-street surgery”, but by
girls and women themselves with soap

THE FAILURE OF

E verv title of this article calls

for an observation. A characteric
of the time in which we hive 1s that
the validity of everyvthing—rcligious,
ideologies, and cstabhished moral
valones is quetioned. Thus is would be
possible to speak of the failure . of
evervthing. But when onc writes
especially  of the failure of Marxist
ideas. it is becausc their essence 1s to
consider themseclves, and to be con-
sidered, as the avant-garde of humanity,
working for the total emancipation of
mankind. It scems therefore worth-
while to devote some attention to their

present  Crisis. Marxist ideas and
movements are both reformist and
revolutionary. Thev believe in  the
continuous and straightforward pro-

gress of mankind (based on economic
factors) which, through the destruction
of all established social foundations,
will bring about a new order of freedom
without compulsion, ecquality without
privilege, peace and well-being. This
belief is common to both Social Demo-
crats and Communists because their
views are, consciously or unconsciously,
and to greater or lesser degree, inspired
by Marx's determinist doctrines and his
belief in the messianic role of the pro-
letariat. To-day, the undeniable fact
that Marx's social science is false and
that there is, in faet no mechanism
which from the conditions of to-day
builds the socicty of to-morrow, forces
Marxism into a blind alley.

This 1s caused in the first place by
the Marxist doctrine itself. From the
appearance of the Communist Mani-
festo 1n 1848, until the First World
War in 1914, hundreds and thousands
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Tales

of imtellectuals, and thousands and
millions of workers, thought that the

mmternal contradictions of the liberal
capitalist world inevitably carry in
themselves the seeds of their own

decay, and that just as the bourgeois
French Revolution of 1789 destroved
the feudal aristocratic order, the
victorious proletariat would replace the
socially and economically worn out
bourgcoisic by setting up, once and for

LETTER FROM EUROPE

all, in freedom and equality, an
international social republic.

This belicf was first put into doubt
by the outbreak of war in 1914, when
the workers fought for the bourgeois
states. Then came the Bolshevik revo-
lution whose achievements ncarly all
the leaders of western socialism
attacked and rejected. Marx's dream
has in this way brought about the
realisation of the first modern totali-
tarian state with a reality completely

opposite to all that the Socialist had
hoped for.

The Soviet system, or rather the
Stalinist system, should not be con-
sidered as a perversion of Marxism but
as i1ts practical realisation. Marx, if
he were alive would probably be
startled by what Stalin had done in
his name. Stalin, however, could
answer that the whole structure of the
Communist world is based on the pres-
criptions which Marx gave: the bour-
gcoisie has been expropriated; national-
isation has far surpassed the demands
of the Communist Manifesto and vouth
has been educated by the State. And
if an orthodox Marxist pointed out the
rcal face of the regime, Stalin could
reply with a clear conscience: ““Marx
and Engels have taught me that
cconomics is the basis of society and
that by the abolition of private property,
transfer of the means of production
into the hands of the collectivist State,
the whole society is fundamentally
changed, and the chief injustice of the
bourgeoise world, the exploitation of
man by man, is prevented. 1 have only
put into practice their theories. If it
is my fault as an execcutor, it is only
the result of a fundamental error of
my teachers.”” Here lies the key to
it all, for if the Marxist theory is false,
then all its results are wrong.

The tragedy of the Left in Western
Europe is that, no longer being mainly
Stalinist, it has remained Marxist in
spirit. Recently, two  well-known
French intellectuals, J. P. Sartre (the
cxistentialist) and Merlian-Ponty, ana-
lysing with grcat acumen, and attacking
the Soviet system, ended their study
with the statement that if the prole-
tariat really cannot earry out its mission
of the emancipation of mankind, then

MARXISM

all history up to now has no meaning.
This theoretical fatalism and messian-
ism is a purely Marxist product, and to
be an anti-Stalinist and remain Marxist
means to want the cause but to oppose
the consequence. Infeeting a patient
and then weeping over his agony!

In the same category falls the policy
of the Social-Democratiec parties whose
phraseology has remained Marxist,
whose policy has become bourgeois and
whose social-political perspectives are
reduced to ministerial manceuvres and
demagogic tirades. This 1mpotent
socialism which is weakening daily,
has been well described by a member
of the French Academy, Chasenet.
He sayvs, ““Socialism has served more to
disorganise partially the liberal-capitalist
regime, than to put in its place some-

thing cffective and lasting.” This
di.agnosis secems right since socialism
with its Marxist criticism has con-

tributed to the destruction of the old
liberal world. When in Russia in the
name of that destruction the Bolsheviks

Post-War Building in Britain

PLAN 7, 1950

(Journal of

Architectural Students’ As-
sociation ). 2/6.
WE recently reviewed (Freedom,

10/6/50) Plan 6, a most stimulating
polemic on building architecture and
education, and we are happy to see it
followed by another particularly good
issue of this Journal with a very wide
general interest. There is an able and
disquieting Progress Report on post-war
building in Britain, discussing Physical
Planning, Housing, Community Services,
the Building Industry and the Archi-
tectural Profession. This is the situation
of the much publicised programme for
building new towns: “Five vears after
their inception Steyenage has still to have
its plan accepted, " Hemel Hempstead has
laid a foundation stone, and Crawley will
move its first factory and workers from
London by the end of this year—and of
the others, building work has scarcely
begun.”

It is pointed out that the famous
County of London Plan is being ignored
in every direction.

The same might be said of many other
stop-gap building developments on
London’s outskirts; for example, the
L.C.Cs new housing estate at Fairlop on
the fringe of Epping Forest. Another ex-
ample is given of the flouting of rational
planning, in the new government-
sponsored office blocks in Central London
(criticised in Freedom, 4/2/50), photo-
graphs of which appear in Plan 7.

The failure of the housing programme,

in the face of the countries’ enormous

needs (see George Woodcock’s Homes or

and enema syringes. To speak of ‘“the
extremely grave physical risks” is simply
to go in for more veiled anti-sexual
propaganda through fear,

Failure to Draw Logical

Conclusions

It is presumably these extraordinary
blinkers which Comfort so perversely
assumes, that prevent him from develop-
ing the logic of the best part of his
book—the social analysis of sexual frus-
tration. In actual practice, it is true, one
has to take individuals as one finds them,
in the circumstances in which they are
living. But in a general survey one must
not regard such circumstances as per-
manent terms of reference. The final
chapter on “Remedies and Methods™ tails
off in a feeble and unconvincing manner,
wholly failing to maintain the logic of
the carlier social analysis, This failure is
reflected in the bibliography where the
author has marked with an asterisk those
works which he considers of ‘‘greatest
general interest”. Among these one is
astonished to see such superficial writers
as Chesser, David Mace, and even frank
moralists like I. F. Mackenzie. This
prominence is also accorded to J. D.
Unwin, who held that sexual repression
(“‘sublimation”) was the motive force of
civilisation. Amongst such a motley lot,
it would surely have been fairer to the
reader to have included works by A. S.
Neill and Wilhelm Reich, who have
championed adolescent and child sexuality
and of whom Comfort can hardly be
ignorant,

Ll

In his introduction, Comfort speaks of
the influence of his prejudices: it 1s
difficult to avoid the impression that
despite the appearance of objectivity, he
has more than given them their head.
Altogether, this book’s shortcomings
more than outweigh its virtues, and the
reader i1s left with a Kkeen sense of
disappointment.

J.H.

came to power, the Social-Democrats
in the West found themsclves in a
difficult position. Their i1deological
allies the Communists, declared war on
them because they refused to fall into
line; to join with the bourgeois world
whose destruction they had desired so
much, was the sccond alternative, for
the Social-Democratic republic nowhere
became a reality except in Germany,
and then only as brief interlude before
Hitler., The only thing that remained
for them was to embrace what they had
previously attacked and this could not
be done without an idcological dis-

organisation and a moral capitulation.

So we are all witnesses to the fact
that in the East, socialism has become
totalitarian while in the West, as the
French intellectual D. Rousset (author
of L'Univers Concentrationnaire) has
pointed out, ‘“‘the Left is paralysed
everywhere and what often looks hike

an ncapacity for action or moral
cowardice, i1s above all an intellcetual
impotence.”

It seems thercfore that even Stalin's
zoological regime and the impulse of
socialism in the West have some value:
they free men from myths.

M.D.

Hevels, F.P., 6d.) is illustrated by the
fact that:
“. . . the current number of mar-
riages per year (450,000) 1s roughly
three times greater than the number of
houses to be built this year. The
housing waiting lists are growing
steadily, and families reaching the top
of the housing lists have found that
their troubles are not at an end. High
building costs, inadequate subsidies and
high interest rates have combined to
produce such high rents for new houses
that in the case of one London
borough no fewer than 70 per cent. of
the urgent priority cases had to refuse
accommodation offered to them.”
“Progress in the construction of
schools, hospitals, and health centres
has been as slow as that of housing.
Other types of community buildings,
with the exception of factories, have
not even been considered. . . . To make
the new Health Act effective, 2,000
health centres are required. One only
of these 1s now under construction. The
onlv health centre operating in Britain
up to now, at Peckham, has just had
to close down because of lack of money,
No new hospitals have been built and
there is a waiting list of 10,000 people
with infective rtuberculosis for whom

the hospitals and sanatoria at present
have no room.”

The Peckham Health Centre is itself
the subject of an illustrated article which
examines the building itself as a back-
ground to the new pattern of life which
the Peckham experiment engendered.

Altogether Plan 7 is to be recom-

mended to everyone interested in  the
physical surroundings of life.

R
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Letter Eom America

New York City,
July 19,

Swunday, June 25.

My father awakens me and tells me
there is a war in Korea. 10 years ago he
did the same thing. I shake him off as 1
shook him off 10 years ago. It is pro-
bably just a border skirmish. I want to
go back to sleep.

Mon., Tues., Wed., etc.

Pres. Truman has suddenly decided to
send U.S. air and naval forces to the aid
of the “embattled S. Koreans”. He de-
cided this by himself he tells newsmen,
“thinking it over one fretful night in
Blair House.” The s.o.b. is getting us
into war all by himself. The country
slowly, cringingly falls into line. This 1s
the era where one man decides and forces
the life of millions into new and beastly
patterns. Various “leaders” applaud- his
courageous action. “Everyone” slowly and
suddenly, that is one by one but instan-
tancously begins to realise that this was
what they wanted. One gets the unalter-
able feeling that had Truman decided not
to send one farthing of support, the whole
country would have fallen in line quietly
agreeing with his sensible and anti-provo-
cative, his peace-seeking action.

On the one hand he has “put a stop
to Communist aggression and expansion”,
“Taken the first real step to preserve our
way of life from the Communist hordes,”
etc., ¢tc. On the other hand he (would
have) “saved American lives from a use-

| ers’ (Communist) party has

less foreign war in an untenable military
and political situation”, etc., etc.

It can be turned on and off like a tap.
Proof positive of this 1s the fact that

just a few days before, Secretary of State
Acheson had held that the defence of
Formosa with U.S. troops was not con-

templated.

S. Korea, always a military trap for a

power like the U.S., had never been given
first-class military equipment. “What’s the
sense of giving them arms that the North
will get anyway by capture or desertion.”
(The S. Korean police reported 20,000
guerillas destroyed in the last year of its
activities).
a Stalinist puppet régime, the S. is a kind
of anachronistic ancient oriental lJandlord-
clique despotism, which literally assassin-

ates all opposition

And while the N. régime 1is

including even all

Foteign Commentaty

CHANGING MASTERS

HERE are still workers who pin their

hopes for a better future in the
coming to power of a workers” govern-
ment, or in the overthrow of the existing
social order and its replacement by a
workers’ State. We have always tried to
show that natonalisation, or the “dictator-
ship of the proletariat” as the Russian
system is called simply means, so far as
the workers are concerned, a change of
masters. It has a weakening effect on
the militancy of the Trade Union organ-
isations since they now have a stake iIn
both camps, with the result that almost
all agitation among the workers i1s con-
demned by the leadership and is declared
to be “unofficial’” and “‘irresponsible”.
And in countries like Russia where the
State is the sole employer the Trade
Unions exist only in name.

How this operates is shown in the case
of one of the “satellite” States. During
the past fortnight the Hungarian Work-
launched
violent attacks on the rank and file
workers, and more recently against the
Hungarian trade unions and their leaders
for what the party describes as “‘wage
swindles”’, by which they mean that
workers received higher earnings than
those to which they are entitled. The
trade union leaders’ attitude to production
in general, the endeavour to keep down
output norms for workers and to increase
their wages ‘“was correct . when applied
against the exploiters of the Horthy re-
gime” before the war, but to-day it was
“intolerable and impermissible’” because 1t
weakened the power of the working class
—meaning the State—and slowed down
the advance towards Socialism. It was
now the paramount task of the trades
unions, the party statement said, to serve
as “the party’s main support in the de-
velopment of production and socialist

industry.”

All the trade union newspaper, Neps-
zava could say in reply was to express its
thanks to the party for the criticism!

It will be argued by Communists that
the workers should work harder for the
realisation of Socialism etc. . . . but what
many workers find difficult to understand
is why in a country where the capitalists
have been driven out the workers them-
selves should not take over the manage-
ment of production instead of the Party.
They are becoming suspicious of these
political organisations which are so vocal
in their criticisms of the capitalist system
yet only to apply it with more vigour
when they themselves come to power,
since, unlike the individual exploiter, the
State has all the backing of force, and no
.opposition from the workers’ organisations

(Trade Unions).

The workers in the Communist coun-
tries arc still the pawns and “the dignity
.of labour”, “the workers’ State”, “equal-

AMERICA

other extreme rightist cliques,

At once the sex-distorted idiots of this
country breathed “‘a sigh of relief”. This
phrase was spontaneously brought forth
by all strata. At last “the battle had been
joined.” “Now we know where we
stand.” ‘““This is the kind of fight Ameri-
ca is best at.”” The calm after this first
burst of excitement was “‘like a post-
orgasmic calm”—quote: Harold Isaacs,
erstwhile Trotskyite supporter in an
article in the N.Y. Post.

From various small younger sections of
“our” citizenry came burst of glory and
real enthusiasm to die. Somewhere a
whole air force reserve group volunteered
to a man for active service. A slight
spurt in recruitment all over the country.

(A bigger spurt the day after the draft
s announccd). “Experienced, Dependable,
Expendable,” one officer telegraphed the
Pentagon. The price of bread went up
one cent in N.Y. Panic buying of sugar,
stockings, tyres, coffee, etc., etc. Tin
and lead commodity prices leaped up.
But the ones who really got grimly ex-
cited were the old pompous grey-head boys
who aren’t going to do any of the fighting.

“National unity,” said the lean gover-
nors. “‘Sacrifice without stint,” said the
fat elder statesmen. ‘““Me too,” said the
labour leaders, demanding . . .jobs for
labour in the councils of war and industry
planning. “We are ready to offer . . .
ete.”

The army representatives at this con-
ference displayed a really adolescently
stupid bill board idea of what was going
on. The business men were simply inane,
etc, In other words all those who are
hot for the fighting simply do not know
what 1s going on.

~ Step by step, statement after statement
1s made and retracted.

We won’t defend Formosa. We will.

We won’t send ground troops. We do.
Draft.

“It i1s not contemplated calling up the
reserves.”” Reserves will be called.

Above all, the cagle-nosed father figure
of MacArthur, a seventy-year-old man
who walks with a cane. 3 hours in
Korea and he tells everyone not to worry.
“I have supreme confidence.” “Situation
not serious.” Tell it to the dead, General.

ity simply slogans with no possibility
of realisation.

Italian Government Sees
Red Light

The widespread agitation of the land-
less peasants in Southern Italy, in occu-
pying some of the large uncultivated
estates has considerably shaken the Italian
Government into taking some action (o
appease them and to avoid much more
desperate action by the peasants, conse-
quences of which, might have created a
situation which Home Secretary Scelba
and his celere, military formations except
in name, might have found impossible to
control.

De Gasperi, the prime minister; toured
the province of Lucania to formally open
news dams and land improvement schemes.
It is reported that this i1s the first ume
for more than fifty years that an Italian
Premier has visited these towns. (The
living conditions in these parts are descri-
bed elsewhere in this issue of Freedom).

In the first village South of Naples
where De Gasperi stopped on his tour the
Mayor met him and said, “Here we are
always thirsty and always dirty. There
is no water.” And elsewhere millions of
landless peasants could have added that
they toiled long hours and were always
hungry.

But do -these people really expect any-
thing from Government departments, or
do recent events show that they only hope
to get results when they force the Gov-
ernment into action by the fear of wide-
spread revolt?

... And So Will The Indian

Government!
OME Left wingers thought that India’s

problems would be solved once the
British were cleared out of that country.
They saw in such personalities as Gandhi,
Nehru and other Congress leaders who
had suffered at the hands of British in-
justice a guarantee that the new India
would be based on ideas of freedom and
justice. But Nehru and his colleagues
have proved once more that power and
the ideas of freedom are not compatble.
And those who thought that the privileged
minority would disappear have also been
disappointed. But as in Italy the landless
and homeless in India are taking matters
into their own hands, perhaps in a small
way at present, but it is a beginning, of
an awareness that the same methods of
disobedience must be applied to their
native rulers as against the British Ra).
The incident that prompted our com-
ment occurred recently near Bombay,
where the palace of the Maharaja of
Gwalior was stormed by 300 homeless
people who squatted for an hour in a
luxurious drawing room. Police rushed to
the palace and cleared it by force, arrest-

ing 200 of the squatters.
LLIBERTARIAN.

GOES TO HELL

The draft bill is rushed through in a
minute. War is declared by a cheap little
machine politician from Kansas City, who
could just as well have undeclared it.
But of course the whole of “our” stake in
Asia is now up for gamble.

Credit restrictions go up. Building
restrictions. $5,000,000,000 is going to
be asked for. A colonel who has spent
4 years in Korea says it will take one year
and 100,000 men to turn the trick.
“Koreans don’t like white men,” he said.

The Mirror advocates the immediate
imprisonment of 15,000,000 Comrpunists
and their sympathisers in “concentration
camps”’.

e —

ZBOROWSKI DEPORTED

A small news item reveals an individual
tragedy occasioned by the cold-blooded
actions of government departments—the
deportation to Poland of Stanislaus
Zborowski. Originally sentenced to one
year’s imprisonment in 1947, Zborowski
escaped and became an almost legendary
figure during the prolonged period when
he eluded police cordons on a number of
occasions. Like all fugitives, his very
means of existence could only be secured
by further breaches of the law. But
when he was caught the judge seemed
more anxious to rehabilitate the reputation
of a police force which he had successfully
eluded for so long than to see justice done.
In 1948 Zborowski was sentenced to seven
years.

In June, 1947, in an article entitled
“Odd Man Out”, Freedom gave some
account of this man. After his first trial
an officer of the Polish Air Force des-
cribed how he had first met Zborowski
during his imprisonment in Russia—in
the labour camps of Siberia. “He was
arrested because he was the son of an
ex-soldier of the Balachowitz army fight-
ing against Bolsheviks after the first world
war, and in the opinion of the secret
police was dangerous to the Soviet
Union.”

The government shows that the hysteri-
cal sentence of 1948 was unjust by releas-
ing him after two vears. It shows its
callousness by sending him back to Poland
where his past makes it nearly certain that
he will once more come under police
persecution.

ANARCHISTS IN KOREA

COPIES of Freedom for 15/4/

.49 containing an article on the
Korean anarchist movement, with
a message from the anarchists of
Korea, can be obtained from
Freedom Press at 3d. (postage
1d.)

THROUGH
THIE

PRIESS

POLITICAL PROGRESS
(1)

“Who ordained that a few should have
the land of Britain as a perquisite? Who
made ten thousand people owners of the
soil and the rest of us trespassers in the
land of our birth?” If the Chancellor
of the Exchequer to-day used words like
these of Lloyd George’s in 1909 there
would probably be a demand for a special
debate in the House of Commons.

New Statesman, 22/7/50.

(2)

More than one hundred years ago the
Austrian Grillparzer coined the pregnant
aphorism: “From humanity through
nationality to bestiality.” In the 1860s
the more sober Acton foresaw that the
course of nationality will be moral ruin.”
To-day these once provocative paradoxes
seem no more than prosaic commonplaces.

Times Literary Supplemenz, 21/7/50.

Is it because they are ‘“‘prosaic com-
monplaces” that they are consistently

ignored ?
ACTIONS AND WORDS

“War itself is immoral,” said General
Omar Bradley at the October, 1949, hear-
ings before the House Armed Services
Committee. But he made it clear that his
job was to prepare for modern total war.

“As a practicing warrior for many
years, I am convinced that war is com-
pletely futile.” This from Major General
Claire Chennault, but he stll supports
war preparations.

General Carl Spaatz wrote in 1948 that
he was “a professional soldier who had
made the disquieting discovery . . . that
his profession has become almost too dan-
gerous to be tolerated. The problem be-
fore us is not to prepare for war, 1t is to
prepare to avoid war.” But the General
went on to tell how to prepare for war.

Roy C. Kepler in
Dynamic Peacemaking, (U.S.A.)

Spies, counter-spies, aliens, trials, ap-
peals, firings of scores of teachers (157 at
the University of California), loyalty,
oaths, Senator McCarthy all follow each
other in a pattern too stupid and répeti-
tious to be interesting.

*

But, after all, America is just joining
a state of shooting war that has existed
since the end of World War II. Indo-
China, China, Malaya, Indonesia, etc.

The 1984 character of the war itself
becomes apparent. Atrocitics are re-
ported on the part of the N. eans all
over the front page. A small 4 inch item
reports that S, Korean police have shot
about 1,200 Communists and suspected
Communists, (The reporter feels :g:t in
the rush some mistakes may have been
made).

America’s political programme is one
blunder after another. “No U.N. Mem-
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bers Offer To Sénd Men” a Times
headline of July 18, T

“The soldiers said they felt the entiré
Korean countryside was either passive or
actively hostile.
~ ‘We don’t even know who the enemy
is,” one soldier said.”

; NoYo T‘Mh 1 l9¢

“Villagers and peasants who re-
:S;g to l;iircct cans toward Red

ing places or give them f the
soldiers said.” s | i
~ Reports have come of Americans shoot-
ing indiscriminately at times at any
Korean movmwrg near them and “asking

?‘ueniom la m”Gucrillz even
nmﬂ"ﬂ “'i can prﬂli | war
almost indefinitely. -

In face of the immense tra over-

e g ok S m gious
remain a handfu i reli
and/or radical, T ites, Libertarian
Socialists, a few other ialist sects and
individuals and a fingerful of anarchists.
Wallace, Waterman Wise, 1. F. Stone,
Frank Kingdon: all the liberals, the
labour fakers, the old “Social Democrats”
are lined up solid behind their govern-

J.G.

ment.”’
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Impressions of Germany-3

FELLOW-PASSENGER on the

train related to me his impressions of
Germany—from his experiences the land
might well be composed solely of Gothic
cathedrals, picturesque historic ruins (as
distinct from the less romantic ruins occa-
sioned by more recent history) and houses
in which the famous ance lived. His
interests lay in re-creating for himself the
distant past; the interests of a revolution-
ary lie also in the future, and his exper-
iences, therefore, move in quite a different
sphere. They are no more, however, the
whole picture than that of the romanticist.
When one deals with the revolutionary
movement in Germany one is describing
a very small minority but one which has
its significance for us especially. Natur-
ally they have no influence on political
life to-day, because the main pattéern of
politics in Germany is that of the cold
war and is merely a struggle between the
puppets of rival powers. Some politicans,
even parties, may wish to draw away from
this struggle, but there are effective de-
terrents, mainly in the fact that in so
doing they are confronted with—if no
longer active Governmental persecution—
at any rate constant police harassment,
loss of any possibility of financial support
from those who can spare the money to-
day, and the withdrawal of licensing
facilities by the Occupation powers. One
can therefore generalise and say that there
are only three currents in pelitical hife in
both zones—Russian and hangers-on;
Allied (with differences between the par-
ties as there are differences also between
the Allies) and the revolutionary minority.
Has the revolutionary minority reached
the masses? Certainly not. In every
case the various factions reach at best
those whom thev already reached before
Hitlerism; the later generations have not
responded except so far as mdividuals are
concerned. But of course the temper and
quality of those individuals is profound,
and the hope for the future rests now

upon the gquantuty.

The Difficulties

Why has the revolutionary minority not
reached the masses? The difficulties
were overwhelming: after the war came
the terrible effects of starvation, inflaton
and suppression of the uprisings against
Nazism. The militants had suffered many
vears of privation, loss, imprisonment, tor-
ture; in many cases it was impossible for
them to begin again, and where they did,
they endeavoured to re-create the old
factions that had influenced the workers
before Hitlerism. Thus even a Spartacus
Bund was at one ume floated. The var-
ious Marxist factions all endeavoured to
re-create themselves; this was possible
chiefly by help from the many emigre
groups of Marxists, and most Marxist
factions have a small paper and some
groups once more (one naturally excludes
the Social-Democrats and Stalinists from
this category—they of course are influen-
tial). Thev appear in the main to have
learnt very little from the Hitler period;
the line 1s in most cases the same one that
they had before, and where it 1s modified
it is invariably towards reformism—such
as the groups which in the teeth of all
evidence wish to elevate England into the

Utopist position once held by Russia (the
Social-Democrats tend to do this, too,
except that they divorce Bevin from the
rest of his fellow-Ministers and hold him
the personal devil responsible for foreign
policy, which comes a bit near home).
Germany is, of course, the natural
home of Marxism and the Social Demo-
cratic Party was the party of Marx and
Engels, from which they never parted.
The schisms that took place in later years,
and more particularly the schisms which
took place after the Communist Party was
formed, led to a large number of groups
and parties which are often grouped to-
gether as “opposition communist”. THhere
is in some of them a healthy tendency
towards the ideas of workers’ control and
anti-parliamentarianism but although they
invariably accuse the Anarchists of being
starry-eyed idealists, etc., one is amazed
to see how little these ideas are in reality
worked out, because workers” control
logically leads to rejection of the idea of
the State and thus either means Anar-
chism or nothing whatever. These groups
are usually a foot or two away from
orthodox Marxism but their feet are sus-
pended while they wonder whether to
plunge them into the water or not.

Anarchist Theorists

To some extent, of course, their rejec-
tion of Anarchism comes from the fact
that they do not know what they are re-
jecting. The development of Anarchism
in the twentieth century is a closed book
to some theorists. One often hears criti-
asm of “nineteenth century Anarchism”
from those who have vet failed to learn
what rwentieth century Anarchism 1s.
This does not only apply to Germany, of
course; 1t seems to apply to all those coun-
tries (including England as well) where
Anarchism . is really a new idea. In such
cases (it 1s not at all a bad rule but it is
certainly a general rule) the Anarchists
publish Kropotkin first of all and do not
manage to get round to anyone else, and
we then hear the complaint that “Anar-
chism has produced no theorists since
Kropotkin” or “Anarchism has not pro-
gressed since Kropoikin” when all the
trouble 1s that the critic has not managed
to read any further abour Anarchism. I
believe on the contrary that Anarchism
produced few theorists before Kropotkin
other than those who are also common to
revolutionary socialism; the majority are
more or less contemporary or later.

But what is more to the point is that it
was only at the end of Kropotkin’s life
that Anarchism made its big activist and
theorist impression on the working class,
in the Latin countries especially, that led
to anarcho-syndicalism and the form in
which Anarchism has developed since in
most countries. Thus when one hears a
criique of Anarchism based on Kropotkin,
Mackay and so forth, one must be a little
impatient, knowing that this is only a
critique of individuals; we are not bound
by their lives or their works and Anar-
chism takes from these pioneers what they
have contributed to the idea and the move-
ment, and has fashioned a philosophy and
a programme of action out of its tradi-
tions, its battles and its theorists.

A M.
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THE BROADER
\'lE\\'POINT

DEAR COMRADES,

Regarding Korea and “A \Bmadcr
Viewpoint” in Freedom, July Sth, that
viewpoint cannot be repeated 100 often.

If we recall Catherine of Russias
words (“Whenever the people have social
aspirations start a War and rouse nanom.\l
passions.’”) and thoroughly digest them we
need not try to unravgl the subtle plots
and counterplots that confuse the 1gnorant
and sidetrack the main issue.

The truth of the inner workings of the
betraval of the common man (as In the
secret treaties of the 1914-18 war( for hqw
manv would have been willing to fight 1n
order to give Constantinople to the Rus-
sian Czar?) armves too lare to save him.

Red herrings, prepared long ago, gull
the unwary and are poured forth :1axly by
State-backed papers and the B.B.C,, while
the truth is suppressed wherever 1t
struggles to anse.

Meanwhile those who would rob the
people of thar hard-carned nghts con-
tnue their cruel economic warfare at
home. backed by the military, showing
thev care as little for their own people as
for their enemies. [he mulitary has 1ts
finger on the pulse of the nauon and
knows that if a direct auwack was made
on Russia noto many would refuse to fight.

We refuse to side with either party,
realising that all wars between gOwern-
ments end in disaster for the people and
strengthen the very power and 1deas they

pretend 10 destroy—beginning and end-
ing in a struggle for world trade and
pPOWeT.

The United Nations is the old League
of Natons over again; fine words hiding
evil deeds. and to my mind a self-clected

\\1\'- —~
bod) Crara CoOLE.

THE CONTENTED CITIZENS OF MATERA

AT imposing newspaper The

Times is famous for never over-
stating its case. Indeed 1ts staff were
once alleged to have held a compeu-
tion among themselves for the dullest
possible headline. The winning one
was said to be “Small Earthquake 1n
Ecuador. Not Many Killed”. But
even The Times excels itself in 1ts
issue for 24/7/50, where the Rome
correspondent in an artcle on south-
ern Italy, says:

“In the town of Matera people have
been living for many generations, and to
outward appearances, contentedly, in the
extraordinary rock dwellings which are
such a feature of the place.”

How quaint it sounds! But perhaps

it would be as well to remind The

Times and its readers of this descrip-
ton of Matera, and the rock dwellings
which are “such a feature of the
place”. It comes from what The
Times itself once described as “"one gf
the finest books which has appeared 1n

- » ——
Europe since the war’, Carlo Lew1's
Christ Stopped at Ebols:

“In these dark holes with walls cut out
of the earth I saw a few pieces of muser-
able furniture, beds, and some ragged
clothes hanging up to dry. On the floor
lay dogs, sheep, goats ,and Ppigs. Most
families have just one cave to live in and
there they sleep all together; men, women,
children, and animals. This 1s how
twenty thousand people live.

“Of children I-saw an infinite number.
They appeared from everywhere, in the
dust and heat, amid the flies, stark naked
or clothed in rags; I have never in all

#
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SGLASGOW ANARCHIST GROUP

OUTDOOR MEETINGS every Sunday at
7 p.m. at
MAXWELL STREET
with
Frank Leech, John Gafiney, Eddie Shaw.
J. Raeside

LIVERPOOL ANARCHIST GROUP
Open Air Meetings
every Sunday, 7.30 p.m.
on Lewis's blitzed site

COLNE & NELSON DISTRICT

Discussion Group held fortnightly.

August 20th at 230 p.m.
at
Twisters and Drawers Club,
Cambridge Street, Colne (Lancs.)

HAMPSTEAD

Open-air meetings will be held at White-
stone Pond every Sunday at 3.30 p.m.

NORTH EAST LONDON GROUP

DISCUSSION MEETINGS FORTNIGHTLY
7.30 p.m.

AUGUST 8th Round Table Discussion
THE GROUP AND THE INDIVIDUAL

AUGUST 22nd
ANARCHISM AND PACIFISM

Enquiries ¢/o Freedom Press

etliers

Glasgow Meeting

DEeAR FRIENDS,

]J. Gaffney’s report (Freedom 22nd July)
on the meetings in Glasgow was sickening.
His blind hatred of “these Chnstians™ and
utter contempt for ways of thought dif-
ferent from his own 1s the negation of
libertariamsm.

Why should not Chrnistians disagree
about the atom bBomb? Christianity, hike
Anarchism, ceases to be valid as a way of
life so soon as it denies individual respon-
sibility and personal belief.

It is an unpleasant thought—and a sad
thing for Anarchism—that men of Gafi-
nev's low mentality and totalitarian out-
look should advertise themselves as
Anarchists. A close study of both the
Bible and of Anarchist writing, together,
together with some humble heart-search-
ing (if he were capable of humility) would
make our Glasgow friend a better man.

The world needs better men—whatever
they choose to call themselves.

MICHAEL SHAW,

[We regret that our correspondent found
Fohnny Gaffney's report “sickening™; but
we think he is altogether too partisan. He
ignores the fact that our Glasgow com-
rades (who have regularly occupied the
Maxwell Street pitch for five and a half
vears) requested the Chrisnan loud
speaker van ro move to a neighbouring
pitch—and has no criticism for themwr re-
refusal to do so. They must not be crin-

cized for muscling in—but our comrades
are “sickening”, “of low mentality”, and

my life seen such a picture of poverty . ..
I saw other children with the wizened
faces of old men, their bodies reduced by
starvation almost to skeletons, their heads
crawling with lice and covered with scabs.
Most of them had enormous dilated

stomachs and faces vellow and worn with
malana.

. « «» The thin women, with dirty,
undernourished babies hanging at their
flacad breasts, spoke to me mildly and
with despair. I felt, under the blinding
sun, as if I were in a aty stricken by the
plague. I went on down towards the
church at the bottom of the gully; a con-
stantly swelling crowd of children follow-
Ing a few steps behind me. They were
shouting, but I could not understand their
incomprehensible dialect. 1 kept on going;
stull they followed and called after me.
thought they must want pennies, and
stopped for a minute. Only then did I
msake out the words they were all shout-
ing together: °‘Signorina, give me some
quoine!” I gave them what coins I had
with me to buy candy, but that was not
what they wanted; they kept asking, with
sorrowful insistence, for quinine.”

What was it The Times said? To
outward appearances contentedly . . .?

I FROM

PAGE ONE ' s

planning individual activity, or family
acuvity, for any distance ahead. It
means 1mn short that human life, in
“peacetime” as in war, will remain
geared to short term perspectives
which make a mockery of any hopes
of human achievement.

Not a New Pattern,

However

It i1s 1mportant, nevertheless, to
recognize that this pattern of life is
not in any way a new one. 1o
cherish such an 1illusion is to foster
another one—that such a pattern is
only temporary, and that “after the
crisis’ we shall be able to return to
“normality”’. Before and during the
last war, anarchists stressed the exist-
ence of the war pattern throughout the
twentieth century. The determination
of the Imperial German government
to create a navy in 1898 which would
reduce British sea hegemony—a deter-
mination itself made necessary by the
inevitable need of capitalist economy
to expand—Iled to the arms race of
the “Dreadnought” era ten years later,
and, of course, to the 1914 war. The
same pattern was discernable in the
arms races of the thirties—with the
difference that it also became obvious
that armaments production also pro-
vided a way out of economic depres-
sion and its attendant social evils of
unemployment, etc. Frequently dur-
ing the war we declared our belief
that the post-war “normality”, if it

‘ existed at all, would very soon be re-

placed by the cycle of arms:produc-

tion, both for internal economic and

| Those Christians

DeArR COMRADE,

May. 1 say how much I agree with
R.M.s letter on the question of religious
freedom. I don't see why we shouldn’t
attack religion even if it is 1Ot an organ-
ised institution. I understand that anar-
chism could never be a militant anti-god
movement like bolshevism since an anar-
chist society would have no State appara-
tus to dissolve religious bodies, but I
cannot agree that as anarchists we are
limiting anyone's freedom by crniucsing
and attacking religion. I am opposed to
the religious-bolshevik outfit that calls
itself the Church of Rome, but I also
attack _the hypocritical free churches as
well. I don’t see that this limits rthewr
freedom, at all. I don't think we should
pull down the tin chapels—that would be
the opposite of anarchism where these tin
chapels do not represent a polincal force
—but no man with a free spirit can help
attacking the cant and humbug associated
with them,

It seems to me George Woodcock makes
the same mistake in his article on religion
as the editor of the Socualist Leader In
his controversy with you over Yugoslavia,
You attacked Ballantine's article; instead
of answering the point he rtalks about
freedom to publish what he wishes as 1if

T T T

“mmcapable of humility” because they de-
feated this discourteous and provocative
interference.

The editors of Freedom, like our Glas-
gow comrades, are not Christians; but we
think we are being more respectful and
tolerant than our correspondent towards
Christian ethics when we ridicule thewr
difference of opinion abour the “right-
ness” of the atom bomb. The question:
“Why should not Christians disagree
about the atom bomb?” seems to us very
much more insulting to Christianity than
anvthing Johnny Gaffney wrote.

Quite apart from all this, we find our
correspondent’s plea for tolerance and
humility sorts il with his ill-informed
remarks about our Glasgow comrade, being
both inswlting and patromizing.

Eps. Freedom].

LONDON ANARCHIST GROUP
SUMMER SCHOOL 1950

Trade Union Club, Great Newport St.,
- W.C.2 (near Leicester Square Station).

AUGUST 5th—7th

LECTURES ON:

Saturday, Aug. Sth at
2 p.m. and 6.30 p.m.

Sunday, Aug. 6th at 10.30 a.m.
Hyde Park at 3 p.m.
SOCIAL at 7.30 p.m.

Monday, Aug. 7th at
10.30 a.m. and 2.30 p.m.

These lectures are open to all.
Full details in last issue of Freedom

for competutive reasons in Inter-
national rivalry, leading inevitably to
yet another war.

What i1s happening now only con-
firms our view that this is the
dominant social pattern of the century.

Practicable Alternatives

We have stressed these points for
the practical reason that only by
understanding a situation can one
seek effectual means to modify it in
a favourable direcuon. At present
two views dominate the picture, the
most widely held one (though despair-
ingly) is that to safeguard the peace
we must prepare for war. Let us
frankly admit that what is really
meant 1s that we must prepare for
another war without any real hope of
avoiding it. The second view, held
only by a tiny minority perhaps, is
that anything is preferable to another
war, even “to be overrun by Com-
munism.”

There is no point in going into the
relative merits or otherwise of these
two opposed viewpoints—for the
reason that they are both, in our view,
counsels of despair, and are both
hopelessly unpractical. Both accept
the bases of our social and economic
position; neither exploits the dissatis-
faction of the peoples on both sides of
the cold war frontiers with those
economic and social bases. The ac-
ceptance of our present pattern of life,
as we have seen, is to accpt a furure
for ourselves and our fellows which is
absolutely sterile and destructive.

The proposition facmg mankind can

vou proposed a mass march down Regent's
Park Road calling for Ballantine's blood.
Of course he is quite free to publish what
he likes so far as vou are concerned, and
if the Party does not take responsibility
for what they say in their paper that is
also their affair. However, why then
should they object to criticism of it? It
is not as if the criticism said Ballantine
should be banned, bound or burned; it
merely attacks him for supporting dicta-
torship and calls for dissociation from
Tito (which incidentally the Socialist
Leader eventually if tumidly did).

If you follow my argument, the same
goes tor religion as for publishing such
articles. As Anarchists it is not for us
to suppress religion where it 1s not acuve
despotism, poliucal power under another
name. But George Woodcock says,
“Clearly, the libertarian is not concerned
with attacking Christian beliefs as such,
since the first foundation of his own atti-
tude lies on the assumption that every
man should be free to believe what he
likes and to express that belief freely.”
Contrarily, I say the libertarian 1s bound
to artack Christian beliefs for their fraud
and hypocrisy, but his atutude will be
that people should be free to believe what
thev like and express that belief freely
however much he dishikes 1ir. In a lhiber-
tridn society there will be no coercve
machinery to prevent people believing the
old legends, but we shall doubtless go on
criticising these honest beliefs.

K.A.B.
*

seems to me that R.M. in her letter

T
I commenting on George Woodcock’s
recent article on “The Libertarian and the
Churches” (Freedom 8/7/50), lays herself
open to criticism from Christian readers
on the grounds of inaccurate generalisa-
tion, and since Freedom is a paper for
propagating anarchism and not for ainng
the views of the religious, I would like to
forestall them in pointing this out.

Woodcock, rightly, wrote of “the
Churches”, dealing, in his arucle, with
the attitudes of a variety of them, but
R.M. writes of ‘“‘the Church”, ignoring
the fact that the beliefs and pracnces of
different churches are poles apart, and
that within each church, in many cases,
there are people whose interpretation of
Christianity i1s completely unlike. What,
for example, has the Rev. Michael Scott
in common with the Archbishop of Can-
terbury (apart from his dog-collar), or can
one regard the venomous American fascist

——————— ——

DESERTER AMNESTY

A RECENT poll of public opinion
in Great Britain asked: “Do you

think that the Government should

amnesty all war-time deserters?

We cannot reproduce the answers
because the newspaper conducting the
poll forbids it, but there were twice
as many yesses and noes.

WAR INEVITABLE!?

be reduced to this: that our govern-
mental system, with its division 1nto
nation states, its poverty and social
injustice, also leads inevitably to a
succession of wars separated by per-
iods of war preparation which utterly
defeat all human aspirations. Hence
the way forward, the way of progress,
involves the abandonment of the gov-
ernmental system, with its social and
economic foundations, and the substi-
tation in its stead of a rational and
just social organization based on the
complete autonomy and freedom of
every individual. Such an organiza-
tion may have, in the past, been re-
garded as utopian; but ther is suffi-
cient accumulation of scientific evi-
dence now to show that it corresponds
with the basic tendencies of man as
well as with his manifest contempor-
ary needs. That is all we can briefly
say about it here by way of providing
a contrast with the prevailing human
pattern.

It 1s commonly held that the social
revolution weakens those who make it
in the field of national rivalries. Such
was clearly not the case in the Great
French Revolution. To-day the most
active counter-revolutionary force ever
since the early twenties has been the
Communist International, and Stalin’s
fear of revolution abroad has been re-
peatedly demonstrated. We touch on
these matters here to show that a
revolutionary approach to the impasse
of modern conditions is by no means

a counsel of despair. On the contrary,

it 1s a constructive and positive atti-
tude.

FREEDOM

Father Coughlin as having the same be-
liefs as the near-anarchist group who pub-
lish the New York Catholic Worker?

R.M. states that “he will invariably
regard whatever calamities befall us an
an act of God".
Christians of whom this is true.
usually blame it on the wickedness of
man !

Most of the churches seem to have a
libertarian and an authoritarian wing, ex-
emplified by the emphasis they place on
the doctrine “Love one another” (Jesus),
and the doctrine “Slaves obey your mas-
ters” (St. Paul). I think we must judge
them by.their deeds, and when Christians
act as an obstacle to the freedom of
others, as does the Catholic church, as an
institution, and those busy-bodies amon
the Protestants who hate the spectacle o
people enjoving life, let us attack them.
But when Christians are impelled by
their beliefs or by their common humanity
to defend human liberty, why should we
waste our time and theirs in telling them
about “‘the fallacy of looking to a higher
power” to change society?

As for the bible-punchers mentioned in
Johnny Gafinev's report from Glasgow 1n
the same issue of Freedom—they just
asked for it! C.Ww

PROJECT FOR AN ASIATIC
LIBERTARIAN REVIEW

PROJECT for an Asiatic libertarian

review has been contemplated by
our friecnds in India. Their i1dea has
been a paper in the English language
circulating in Asia generally. QOur in-
defatigable comrade in Bombay, M, P.
T. Acharva, whose articles arec well-
known to readers of Freedom, and have
also been produeed in India, in the

anarchist Indian Sociologist, also other

papers such as Kaiser-i-Hind and the left
and liberal press, has suggested this for
some time.

A practical proposition for such a
review has now come forward, and our
comrade D. N. Wanchoo, of Lucknow,
is hoping to start the magazine. He
asks comrades to let him have articles
and translations for reproduction, and
also original material. It i1s hoped to
have a broad basis of appeal, with
Anarchist writers and those of other
tendencices.

Please write to: D, N. Wanchoo, 12
Radice Road, Lucknow, U.P., India.

( Anarchist papers abroad, please copy).

CHURCHILLIAN OMISSION
Winston Churchill’s third volume of
war memoirs, running in the Daly

Telegraph recently dealt with his moves
to prevent Japanese imperialists from
joining the Berlin-Rome Axis. There
was an interesting omssion—Mr. Church-
hill’s remarks on February 24th, 1933,
after Japan’s seizure of Manchuria:

“British interests require us to keep out
of the quarrel which has broken out in
the Far East and not wantonly throw
away our old and valued friendship with
Japan. It is the interest of the whole
world that law and order be established
in the northern part of China.”

Worldover Press.

Special Appeal

JULY Ist to JULY 28th.

Anon* 2/6;: Cambridge C.L.D.* 10/-;
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