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MURDERERS ARE AMONG Us,

OUR “GALLANT GUEST”

MONG the many queer things
the world has seen in the past
fifteen years there are few that com-
pare with the strange relations be-
tween régimes which claim to be
mutually hostile and thus reject with
great indignation the very idea of
collaboration with their “arch-
enemies’’. The surprise over the
Nazi-Soviet Pact in 1939 showed the
extent the public accepted these
statements at their face value. Since
then, however, propaganda has
made such progress that the invita-
tion of a Communist head of a
State by a Tory Government has
caused little astonishment. In spite
of the former’s boast to lead the
only C.P. faithful to the teachings
of Marx and Lenin and the deter-
mination of Her Majesty’s Govern-
ment to destroy communism In
Malaya and fight it in Korea.

The incongruity of such a situa-
tion was masked by a propaganda
barrage designed to present the
guest in the most attractive colour.
Its success was due to the fact that
the three main political parties and
their press adopted a common
policy on this point. Right-wing
Socialists and Bevanites might quar-
rel over the extent of democracy
within the Labour Party but found
time to praise Tito’s “socialist
democracy” and laud “workers’
control” there. Conservatives and
Liberals to whom the nationalisa-
tion of the Bank of England was a
sign that Bolshevism was reaching
the shores of Britain, unhesitatingly
expressed their approbation of the
latest Communist experiments 1n
Yugoslavia and spoke with admira-
tion of “32 new divisions” lined up
for the defence of the West. All
agreed that their guest was a “‘charm-
ing”’ man and that by paying their
respects to him they were also
showing their friendly feelings to-
wards what the Archbishop of
York called *“a sturdy, peasant
community”’.

Who is “Marshal” Tito

Like many other rulers of modern
Europe, Tito began his career in the
Social-Democrat movement. After
1918 he joined the C.P. and his
dog-like loyalty to the Kremlin led
the Comintern in 1928 to praise his
work in an “Open Letter” to all
the members of the Yugoslav C.P.
Nine years later, the Comintern
appointed him secretary-general of

“A STAIN ON THE TIMES
WE LIVE IN”

THE searchlight which in the last week

has illuminated the sufferings of the
homeless so close to home is beginning
to dim, for the crisis seems to be ending.
Before the light fades altogether let it
flicker on the less merciful lot of other
homeless ones who now number tens and
and hundreds of thousands.

They are farther away, and not so
well noticed. Some are in Berlin and
Western Germany. A thousand refugees
from the compassionless Soviet tyranny
are to be flown every day from Berlin
to join the multitude who have preceded
them. And when will they see their old
homes again?

Four years ago or more, when the
Arabs and Israclis were fighting, close
to 900,000 Arabs fled from Palestine into
camps that appeared like unlovely
eruptions all over the Middle East, They
are there still, nearly all of them, and
in them Arabs live in wretchedness,
crowded into hovels, ill-fed and bereft
of hope. —News Chronicle, 9/2/53.
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its Yugoslav section and ordered
him, according to his own words,
to “form a new leadership within
the country and to carry out a
thorough party purge”. He car-
ried out this task to his superiors’
satisfaction with whose help he
liquidated among others, no less
than five of his predecessors in the
post of secretary-general.

No sooner was this task over than
the Second World War began. Then
again he followed the current party
line set by Moscow. A call to In-
surrection followed after
attack on the U.S.S.R. The forma-
tion of partisan detachments and
the large quantity of automatic wea-
pons received from Mr. Churchill
after the Italian capitulation, allowed
him under the guise of the “anti-
fascist struggle” to massacre thou-
sands of innocent people. First in
the villages and then in the towns.

The campaign of terror reached
such proportions that after the end
of the war Tito’s newspapers an-
nounced the passing of death sen-
tences on, among others, Jehovah
Witnesses, school girls, peasant
women and workers accused of
theft.  Apart from the system of
beating-up, denunciations, forced
labour for trivial offences, expul-
sions from secondary schools for
“political” reasons, purges among
students at Belgrade university, and
all the paraphernalia of a police
State.

In this task he and his followers
displayed the moral outlook of
Chicago gangsters and none of the
“humanism” which Western poli-
ticians and journalists attribute to
them. Thanks to their ruthlessness
and the support received first from
Moscow and then from the West,
Tito achieved his main object: the
preservation of power. On Stalinist
lines for the simple reason that his

Stalin’s

FOR many years a conscious attempt

has been made to create a special
myth around Stalin. History has been
re-written In order to attribute every
kind of historical prescience and heroism
to him. To mark the occasion of his
seventieth birthday three years ago,
colossal busts of him were erected on
thirty-cight of the highest peaks in the
Soviet Union.

Such crudities may be smiled at in
the West. Yet the newspapers of the
West have also played their part 1n
creating a Stalin myth, even when they
are openly hostile to him. One of the
Sunday papers, for example, captioned
a photograph of Stalin on the bier with
the words, “The great leveller is dead,”
and others have spoken of his services
to the revolution. Now it may be that
the term “leveller” may have intended
to convey the sense of death the
leveller, for it is certainly true that
Stalin has more deaths on his hands
than any other contemporary historical
figure. But it also gives the impression
that Socialism in Russia has something
to do with equality. In fact, of course,
the disparity between incomes of the
highest and the lowest is greater in
Russia even than in America.

The
Bolshevik Counter-Revolution

To estimate the rdle of Stalin and
of Stalinism it is necessary to consider
the revolutionary movement itself since
1917. It is still common to hear the
Bolshevik coup d'étar of October 1917
described as the Revolution. Actually,

Hitler’s .
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entire system of government is
based on 1it.

That 1s why Tito 1s unable to
give a message to the Western world.
A moral condemnation of Stalinism
sounds hollow when coming from
the mouth of one of its offsprings,
just as he cannot impress anybody
when he speaks about the guarantees
of freedom in Yugoslavia, he, to
whom the destruction of that very
freedom 1s both his own occupation
and also the only condition for his
remaining in power.

Nor will his “32 divisions” fight
under him for their own enslave-
ment. They and their families, and

not his London hosts and admuirers,
are the best judges of what he stands
for.

Special

THERE are in England to-day

seven to eight thousand Jugo-
slav refugees, mostly from Serbia.
Most of them were former prisoners
of war in Germany in 1939-45, or
fought in the guerilla bands which
refused to come under Communist
leadership and yet survived. They
are mostly of peasant origin and are
employed to-day-in mining, textiles
and agriculture. They live in hostels
and camps.

These men and women were op-
posed to Tito both before and after
his quarrel with Stalin.

During January and February
they have been subjected to ques-
tioning by the Special Branch. The
police sent invitations to attend for
questioning, amongst others, to a
woman who died four years ago; to
a boy who is now just 16 and who
left Jugoslavia when he was 3 years
old; and to men and women over 60.

The questions, apart from those
relating to age, occupation, etc.,

Historical

the overthrow of the Tsar, the walk-out
from the war, and the taking over of
the land with the creation of workers’
and peasants’ councils, or “soviets”, was
the work of the people of Russia In
February 1917. If the term social revo-
lution means anything at all it means
the seizing of initiative by the people
as a whole and the overturning of exist-
ing property relations. With it goes a

new attitude regarding the socal rela-’

tionship of men to each other. The
revolution in Russia raised the slogan,
“All power to the Soviets” and, in the
summer of 1917 meant that all decisions
should be taken by the local councils at
the place of work. When Lenin took
up this slogan and in the teeth of
opposition from his own folowers got
it accepted by the Bolsheviks he did so
in order to place his party at the head
of the revolutionary workers and so
seize the leadership. That done he pro-
ceeded to secure the reins of government,
weakly and indecisively held by the
Kerensky administration, for himself in
the coup d'état of October.

Once in power he began to set up
an apparatus of power which included
a secret police modelled upon the Tsar's
Ochrana but much more far-reaching and
efficient, and to destroy the local power
of the Soviets by ccnmlmng all ad-
ministrative functions in the hands of his
own party. By 1921 this process was
so nearly completed that the strikes in
Petrograd and the revolt of the sailors
at Kronstadt were founded on this very
issue and demanded the return of power
to the Soviets. They were the last open

eedom
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HY are we in Korea? Nobody

seems to know what the war
1S being fought about, and the long
drawn-out arguments over the terms
of armistice have induced-everybody
to stop worrying as to the reasons
or even the participants.

It 15 said that “United Nations
troops” are there. This 1s an
extraordinary term. Russia is a
prominent member of the United
Nations; Soviet satellites abound in
it. But are they on the South
Korean side? How are we sup-
posed to work up any enthusiasm
for the cause of the United Nations
when plainly staring us in the face
1s the fact that one of the Big Four
with the power of veto i1s on the
other side? So little does the
British public know about the rea-
son for the war that some people
suggest the various members of the
United Nations should pay a levy to

Branch Screen Yugosiavs

included the following:

(1) “Do you correspond with
anyone 1n Jugoslavia?”

(2) “Do you intend going back to
Jugoslavia? If so, when?”

(3) “Are you anti-Tito? Why?
Is he not better than Stalin?”

(4) “Do you belong to any organisa-
tion or organisations?”

(5) Scme of the younger people
of 16 to 20 years old were asked:
“Have you heard of any attempt to
kill Tito while in this country? Do

you think there might be an attempt
on his life while he is here?”

Some weeks ago, several of the
papers reported that officials of
Tito’s police organisation would
come over beforehand and take part
in the protection of the Marshal
and the ferreting out of suspects
and plots. There have been no
further reports but it seems likely
that such Jugoslav police have iIn
fact worked with the Special Branch.

Heritage

revolts against the Bolsheviks and were
bloodily suppressed by Trotsky on
Lenin's express orders.

The fact 1s that long before Stalin
came to power the historical rdle of the
Bolsheviks had been to establish the
counter-revolution. They had wrested
power from the revolutionary masses
and re-established an autocracy more
absolute than that of the Tsars.

Revolutionary Movements
Qutside Russia

From the first, Lenin regarded revolu-
tionary movements outside Russia solely
from the standpoint of how they could
help to consolidate the power of the
Bolsheviks within Russia. Thus, when
the Third International was founded, its
21 points secured the decisive leadership
for the Russian government and exacted
absolute obedience from the member
organisations from abroad. Those who
specak of the rivalry between Trotsky
and Stalin after Lenin's death as though
Trotsky stood for “world revolution”
and Stalin for consolidating the position
at home (“socialism in one country™)

forget that both accepted Lenin’s position

of seeking to make world revolutionary
situations serve the interests of the
Russian government rather than those
of the revolution itself.

In the year of Lenin's strokes, 1923,
Stalin delivered his famous dictum on the

gathering German revolution, that in his

opinion the workers in Germany had to
be held back rather than pushed on
The revolutionary attempt of 1923 failed,

T Continved on p. 4

Why Are They in Korea?

Government is not reason,
it is not eloquence—it is

force.

GEORGE WASHINGTON

Threepence

bring all troops up to the U.S.A.

troops  level of pay—they hardly
seem to understand what the l,mtud
Nations means.

It 1s more of a war between the
U.S.A. and China. But in that case
what is everyone else doing there?
Why these incessant stupid argu-
ments about how many British and
Commonwealth troops there are

In relation to United States troops?

If it is not 2 U.N.O. affair it 1s a
U.S.A. affair.

But maybe we have gone to help
the South Koreans? Flrst of all.
this is plain. The division between
North and South Koreans is not the
same as that between the North and
South Americans. They are not two
races but one, and the dividing
line between them is one ddefal
purely arbitrarily across the map.
On a similar basis one might divide
North and South Londoners. In-
deed there is more divergence of
community life one side of the
Thames from the other than there is
between one side of the geographical
parallel and the other.

However, who is helping the
South Koreans? These poor wret-

ched people (like those the other
side of the parallel) are living 1n

misery, poverty and the constant
smell of death. The condition of

the Korean people was described
recently by Mr. Shimpei Kato,
special wrrespondtn of the Tokyo
Sangyo Keiza Shimbun. We quote
from the translation appednng In
the Bombay Bharat Jvori (25/1/53).

“The oppressive conditions of the war
are relentless and affect everyone. In
over two years of fighting, Korea has
suffered 500,000 in killed and wounded
and 4.000,000 persons burned or bombed
out. With a total population of
2.?.001).000 these figures represent a ratio
Of one person in five who have suffered
directly by the war,

“Tragedy is everywhere. A young boy
who made his escape from North Korea
relates the tale of how he lost his father

in the mad rush when the United
Nations forces made their retreat in
January. A woman who has lost her
| husband bitterly expresses her hate of
Wwar.

“A man working in Seoul must spend
half his month’s pay for transportation
to see his wife who has taken refuge in
Pusan. Even in Pusan, small huts with
roofs made of cardboard from the boxes
discarded by the US. Army cover the
hillside. Orphans huddle in front of the
PX. The first bitter, cold blasts of
winter are beginning to be felt by these
pcople. It is no secret that fertilizer
and other imported materials are being
sold on the black market at prices
several times above the official prices.
Even 1if these affairs are exposed, it is
only the lower bracket officials who take
the bilame.

“During the clections in September, a
Diet member is said to have made
100,000,000 Yen in illegal profits with

which he bought a shiny American auto-

mobile. One day he rode his car into
his home viliage and was beaten up by

the angry villagers for his trouble. A
young Korean said,
power that comes with position.'

‘It 1s good to have

“Next to the government officials and

blackmarketeers, there are the soldiers
who hold
Promotions keep pace with the deaths
of those killed in action.
a licutenant
There are generals who are still in their
thirties.
training is from 20 to 23 years of age,
conscription is from 24 to 28 and labour
service up 0 40 years of age. Labour
service usually means digging trenches in
the front lines and is said to be tougher
than soldiering.

the most envied position.

In two years
can become a colonel

In Korea, compulsory military

“The present Korean army numbers

340,000 and plans are afoot to increase
the strength to
most young men become soldiers. While

1,000,000, Therefore,
P Continued on p. 3
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THE following news item appeared In

a rocent assue of the Manchester
Guardian:
“4 man in Chelmsford Prison, n»

volved in a recent disturbance there and
sentenced by visiting magistrates (o cor-
poral punishment, will not undergo the
punishment. A Home Office spokesman
satd last night:

“‘The Home Secrerary has been un-
cble to confirm the awsrd in view of a
technical defect in the proceedings. He
has referred the case for investigation
of an alternative charge—assaulting a
prison offwcer—by a Comnussioner or
Assistant Commissioner of Prisons.

“The Home Office stated on Thursday
that eleven prisoners at Chelmsford,
charged before visiting magistrates with
refusing to work, had been sentenced.
‘Another prisoner,” the statement said,
‘was charged with incitement to muniny
and the visiting board's recommendation
is now being considered.

“The charges arose out of an attempt
by three men ro take Lkevs from a warder
and a refusal by hfty men to work in the
brush shop.”

These cases again draw attention to the
whole procedure of Secret Trals 1n
British prisons. In cases where the
Visiting Magisrates impose flogging as a
punishment, such punishment must be
ratified by the Home Office before it can
take place. But ever vear thousands of
prisoners are given various forms of
punishment by the Governor or by the
Visiting Magistrates® at hearings held
behind the closed doors of the prisons,
under conditions which would be con-
sidered 1nadmissable in the Criminal
Courts. It might be argued that mmor
mmfringements of prison regulations which
are punished by minor penalties are so

*The Report of the Commissioners of
Prisons for 1946 shows that in the vear
1945 the offences in men's prisons num-
bered 11,167 and the number of prisoners
punished, 6,526. There were 6919 awards
of dietary punishment, 7087 of loss of
remission, 4 859 of close confinement and
10 men were flogged.

——Bo0oK Review

numerous that they could not be tried
in open court.  But it is not sufficiently
relised that Visiting Magistrates can im-
pose very severe punishments, which can
among other things prolong a man's
imprisonment by many months.

We believe that the general public 1s
still unaware of the powers given to
Visiting Magistrates, and of the total lack
of facilities afforded the prisoner to
adequately defend himself at such Secret
Trnals. For this reason we are reprinting
an article we wrote for the Freedom
Defence Committee in 1946 on this sub-
ject, with which we think many
FrREepOM readers are not familiar, the
importance of which lies in the fact
that it 1s a frst-hand account of pro-
cedure in these Secret Trals.

*

AT the beginning of 1946 the Freedom
Defence Committee took up the

case of a voung Dutch naval deserter
serving a sentence of 3 vears at Worm-
wood Scrubs prison who was unjustly,
in the Committee’s opinion, awarded
3 months’ loss of remission and six
months’ loss of stage privileges by the
Prison’s Visiting Committee. The charge,
on which he was found gulty, was of
“attempting to incite other men in his
working party to join in a disturbance.”
The Committee obtained no satisfactory
answer from the Home Secretary with
whom a long correspondence was ex-
changed; but the correspondence did
reveal the most unsatisfactory state of
affairs that exists inside prisons so far as
punishment of those who break prison
regulations 1s concerned. It 1s 1n this
connection that we refer to this particular
case, because, 1n fact, at the time that
the correspondence with the Home Sec-
retary had got under way, the Dutch
boy had been transferred to a prison iIn
Holland and was no longer under the
Home Secretary’s authority. We are in
this article concerned with Secret Tnals
in prisons, a procedure under our exist-

A KOESTLER AUTOBIOGRAPHY

ARROW IN THE BLUE, by
Arthur Koestler. (Hamish
Hamilton & Collins, 18/-)

ARROW IN THE BLUE is the

first volume of an autobiography
by the novelist, Arthur Koestler; it
takes us from his birth to 1931,
when he began the publicly better
known section of his career by be-
coming a member of the Communist
Party. Thus, to a very great extent,
it avoids the controversial and
passioniate atmosphere which 1s
bound to envelop its successor, but
this may be an advantage, for
Arrow in the Blue, except for occa-
sional passages, does allow one to
form an image of Koestler as a
person independent of the stereo-
typed professional anti-Communist
which he has tended to become In
recent years.

It is, on the whole, a pleasing
book, vividly written and endowed
with an irony and, at times, a wit
that one would not have expected
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of so passionate a fictional polemi-
cist. There are occasions when a
pretentious vein of pseudo-philo-
sophy, reminiscent of his Insight and
Outlook, enters 1n; there are times
when the child Koestler 1s credited
with a depth and complexity of
thought which 1t seems evident are
the products of a memory refined
by sophistication. Yet at the same
time the book presents a whole
series of scenes and tableaux from

the author’s life which are wholly
delightful.

There 1s a vivid little vignette of
the Hungarian Commune of 1919 as
Koestler saw it when a boy, a revo-
lution where the idealism remained
for its brief hundred days, where
the Communist Party never had the
time to consolidate itself into a
dictatorship and the workers, with
their “strange self-confidence and
dignity”, still retained their position
as a revolutionary force.

Later, Koestler's parents moved
out of Hungary into Austria, and
he entered the University of Vienna
and became a member of one of
the student corps—a Zionist corps
devoted to proving that Jews are
just as good as Gentiles at cutting
up each other’s faces i1n duels.
Koestler describes with genial irony
these more ridiculous sides of the
Zionists’ activity in Vienna, but he
also shows how it led him to become
a devoted follower of the extreme
nationalist. Jabotinsky. And here,
when he comes to describe this
hero, one feels that Koestler is still
too far blinded by the rosy visions
of youth to realise the essentially
authoritarian character of Jabotin-
sky’s role. Koestler, in fact, emerges
as a chronic devotee, whose later
conversion to Communism has the
same religious character, and whom
it is now not in the least surprising
to see following with exactly the
same devotion the hybrid and nega-
tive religion of Anti-Communism.

Zionism led Koestler in his early
twenties to Palestine, and perhaps
the best part of this book 1s to be
found in the description he gives of
the few years he spent in this coun-
try before it achieved its present
militant Statehood. He lived 1n a
small Kvusta, a community which
practised the extreme of elementary

T . T e RS Tl

ing prison system which is unknown to
most people who have not experienced
prison life.

The writer, in company with J.H. ex-
perienced prison punishment, and since
it was connected with the case of the
Dutch boy it is not out of place and
not without general interest we think to
briefly mention our case. The writer was
working in one of the mail-bag shops in
which were also working some 80 boys
who were waiting to be transferred to
Borstal institutions.* One afternoon the
Borstal boys decided to call a strike be-
cause they rightly maintained that their
bread ration had been cut down for no
official reason. At 2 o'clock the strike
started, all the boys getting up from their
stools and assembling in one corner of
the workshop. There were three ofhcers
present, but they wisely did nothing to
interfere 1in what could have become, In
a matter of a few minutes, a very ugly
situation. The men in the shop did not
join in the strike, but just looked on.
Eventually a fourth officer came into the
shop and made a bee-line for the ring-
leader of the Borstal bovs and closed
in with him. This was a signal for the
boys to “let him have it". The other
three officers still thought 1t wise to re-
main white-faced spectators of the whole
affair. They had, however, sounded the
alarm and within a few minutes officers,
principal officers, chief officers and the
boys’ governor arrived on the scene.
The ring-leader was bustled into one of
the store rooms, and the remaining boys
were marched back to their cells In
groups of four accompanied by two
officers. The men were then ordered
out into the exercise vard so that they
would not see the state to which the ring-
leader had been reduced when they trans-
ferred him from the storeroom to the
strong cell. When we had been exercising
for some ten minutes the chief officer and
a warder came out and marched off the
Dutch naval prisoner back to his cell.
The next morning he was brought before
the Deputy Governor and charged with
attempting to incite the men to join In
the disturbance. As the Governor 1s not
empowered to try a case of incitement
to a disturbance, the prisoner had to
wait nearly a fortnight for the Visiting
Committee. The writer and J.H. became

*Mr. Chuter Ede, the Home Secretary,
admirtted in answer 10 a question that the
average time these boys waited in prison
was four months. In view of the fact
that they had not been given prison
sentences his answer revealed a most
unsatisfactory state of affairs.

communism in its daily life, and
where he found a spirit of lifetime
devotion among its members which
he could not hope to emulate. After
a while he was found too attached
to the world to be suitable for such
an idealistic environment, and he
returned to Haifa, enjoying the free
hospitality of the farmers and the
communities he passed on the way.

After Palestine, Koestler entered
on his career as a foreign corres-
pondent for the German Ullstein
combine, and spent a considerable
time in the Near East and in Parns;
the chapters on the latter city are
distinguished by a very telling ex-
posure of the nauseating hypocrisy
which attended the celebrated
Marthe Richard morality campaign
that ended in the closing of the
Paris brothels.

It was in Paris that Koestler be-
gan to turn towards Communism,
and he describes with evident honesty
the process of rationalisation by
which, having discovered that he
was in rebellion against things as
they were in the world, he found
himself led by a specious logic to
accept Communism as the creed of
rebellion and to become involved
in the closed system of Marxist
thought. A grandiose, fascinating,
absurd, and in some respects highly
phoney voyage of the Graf Zeppelin
across the Arctic seas, in which
Koestler took part as a newspaper
man, provides a fitting climax to the
volume. Descending from this un-
wieldy dirigible, Koestler takes a
new ascent on the monstrous bal-
loon of Communism, and the book
ends, as Koestler admits, rather like
and old-time film serial. The next
volume will tell us what happened
to Pearl White Koestler in the land
of the giants. If it is as well written
as this, it will at least be worth
reading. GEORGE WOODCOCK.

involved in that we realised the whole
case was a frame-up, that our Dutch
friend had no means of defending him-
self and therefore decided at all costs
to smuggle out a report of what exactly
happened (since the writer witnessed the
whole incident) with a view to some Kind
of agitation being started outside to have
the charges heard in open court. Our
plans failed and the document fell into
the hands of the prison officials. 1 will
now attempt to outline the procedure so
far as a secret trial 1s concerned.

PROCEDURE AT SECRET TRIALS

As we were assembling in the prison
vard, J.H. and 1 were called out and
taken to our cells, each of us accom-
panied by two officers. Our cells were
then “turned over”, each article of bed-
ding being thoroughly searched and then
dumped in a pile on the floor. We were
then stripped (in the name of “decency”
the prison regulations allow for one
article of clothing being retained!) and
our garments thoroughly searched. We
were locked up until the following morn-
ing when we were marched off to appear
before the Governor. We were charged,
and this was the first intimation of the
nature of our “crime”, with attempting
to communicate unauthorised communi-
cations on unauthorised paper. Had the
Governor not taken such a poor view
of our crime we would have been
punished then and there, that 1s to say
without any facilities to find out what
our rights in the matter of procedure,
etc., were. The prisoner’s word does not
count against that of the warder! The
Governor told us that he wanted an 1m-
partial judgment of our case and re-
manded us for a week until the visiting
magistrates came to the prison.* We
were then marched back to our cells and
locked up for the day. Indeed, for the
next six days we spent 23 hours a day
in our cells and the hour's exercise was
taken in a vard away from the other
prisoners. And even during the exercise
we were not allowed to communicate

*It should be noted that the punishment
that can be imposed by the Governor is
limited, the Visiting Magistrates having
much wider powers. Consequently, we
assumed that the Governor's impartiality
was not 1o be taken too seriously!
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SECRET TRIALS IN BRITISH PRISONS

with one another. Thus one sees that
in prison the punishment begins to
operate even before one has been found
guilty, a fact which confirms the prisoner
in his belief that whoever is right, he i
always wrong.

ONE MINUTE HEARING

We eventually appeared before the
Visiting Magistrate.
quarter of an hour with the Governor
before we were admitted. Presumably,
during that time the Governor was ex-
pounding his theories on impartiality!
One was marched in, with a warder In
front and a principal officer behind who
barks, ‘Halt. Right turn’ and one is face
to face with justice and impartiality! The

hearing lasted one minute. “Did you
write this document?” *Yes, I did.”
Right turn, quick march, shouts the

principal officer and one is back in the
corridor, whilst the magistrate and the
Governor discuss the situation in the light
of the evidence and the case presented
by the prisoner at the hearing just des-
cribed! A quarter of an hour later we
were back in the room just to hear the
punishment we were to receive for our
“crime”. 21 consecutive days on a diet of
bread, porridge and potatoes, 4 weeks'’
solitary confinement, of which all but
one hour a day is spent in the cell,
8 weeks exclusion from association pri-
vileges, and 2 months loss of remission
(which meant in fact adding 3 months to
our sentence.)* The next day I saw the
Governor and demanded a petition form,
not in the hope of obtaining redress but
in order to put on record the whole in-
cident in the workshop and the reason
for our attempt to smuggle out the in-
formation concerning the treatment of
Borstal boys in Wormwood Scrubs, When,
later, we were taken to the Governor, he
appeared very conciliatory, and informed

*A prison officer who round about that
time was caught selling sheets from the
prison hospital in a local public house
was sentenced to one month's imprison-
ment, and the Governor spoke up for
him in court! Of course, the Governor
didn't know that this man was also run-
ning a tobacco racket in the prison, from
which he was making about three times
as much as he earned as a warder!

B Continued on p. 3

ONE SUMMER OF HAPPINESS

READERS may remember, just before

the war, the scandalous success of a
film called “Extase™ wherein Hedy Lamarr
flitted through leafy woods in soft focus
for ninety seconds. The Lamarr scamper
would have had no artistic or cinema
value but for the simple but impure fact
that Miss L. was naked. However, no
harm was done to public morals as the
woods were very leafy, the focus was
very soft, and the ninety seconds were
timed with a stop-watch.

-

1 was reminded of this film in coming
across in a Sunday paper (that tribute of
vice to the Sabbath virtues) an advance
publicity item about *“One Summer of
Happiness,” the new Swedish film at the
Curzon Cinema, London.

The hero and heroine (Ulla Jacobsson
and Folke Sundquist) appear naked in a
bathing sequence in this film. *But,”
says the Sunday paper, “Miss Jacobsson
and Mr. Sundquist have been friends
since childhood and, furthermore, they
are engaged to be married.” So, despite
the photo of the bathing sequence in the
paper (more sharp in definition than the
film-company still) the Great British
Public can be assured that its moral sense
i1s not to be outraged. Folke i1s going to
make an Honest Woman out of Ulla.

D. H. Lawrence said in his pamphlet
“Pornography and Obscenity,” “I am
sure no other civilisation, not even the
Roman has showed such a vast propor-
tion of ignominious and degraded nudity
and ugly, squalid, dirty sex. Because no
other civilisation has driven sex into the
underworld, and nudity to the W.C."

The attitude of the Sunday papers on
this and all sex items, the attitude of
cinema proprietors from the one who
advertised “the sexiest programme in
London" to the one who proudly quotes
a film critic’s claim to “have blushed a
rosy red”; all contribute to the degrada-
tion of sex, and inhibit against a healthy
attitude towards this subject.

“One Summer of Happiness™ is a
beautiful film, whatever the censor's
dirty hands, the cutter's shears or the
critic's foam-flecked drollings may do
to it,

It is a simple story of a boy and a

girl who fall in love and enjoy “One

Summer of Happiness”. The world gives
them no more. In fact, the world gives
them nothing except what they take,

those 1llicit meetings, a scandalous bathe
in the nude.

Ironically, the story opens with a
funeral service. The pastor is orating
about the wickedness of the world which
cut short such a promising young life,
about the lesson such a life should teach
to us to avoid pitfalls and temptations,
elc., elc.

To the service comes Goran, a young
man. We know from his expression that
it 1s he who has loved Kerstin, the dead
gir. He looks around the unfriendly
faces of the mourners, and unable to
bear their reproaches, he runs away.
Eventually he sits down by the side of
a lake and there in tranquility he recol-
lects their one summer of happiness.

He has come to the community from
the town as a student-worker. He meets
and falls in love with Kerstin, but it is
a narrow-minded community and their
love 1s frowned upon.

The pastor of the village 1s a religious
bigot, and he has barred the use of the
school-room to the young people of the
village as he disapproves of dancing and
dramatics. The young people are helped
by Goran’s uncle who loans them a barn
and Kerstin and Goran are thrown closer
together.

The girl’s parents intervene and she is
sent away. The boy wishes to stay and
work on the farm but his father thinks
it menial and not a suitable career for
a student. But Goran returns to the
farm, and traces Kerstin.

A religious maniac, incited by the
pastor's fulminations about the voung
people’s club, sets fire to the barn. How-
ever, this does not stop the production
of the play which is a great success with
Kerstin and Goran in the lead.

They are returning home on Goran's
motor bicycle when a car (the pastor’s)
forces them into the ditch and in the
crash Kerstin is killed. |

The film returns us to the cemetery
where the pastor repeats his homily
which has now acquired a third-
dimension of irony. Goran's uncle steps
forward and makes an attack upon the
narrow-mindedness and fanaticism of the
so-called Christians which has been the
real tragedy of Kerstin's death. The
film closes with a tracking shot of
Goran stll deep in recollection of the
one summer of happiness which was all
life allowed.

He had spent a
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STALIN’S HEIRS & THE

" RUSSIAN PEOPLE

'I‘H'E death of Stalin has let loose

a flood of speculation in almost
every daily and weekly newspaper
on the question of how will it affect
Russia and hence how will it affect
the world at large? Much of this
speculation has been merely sensa-
tional, but it does bear testimony
to the importance of the event it-
self to the course of history. In
passing one may remark that for
Marxists individuals as such are not
supposed to have much importance,
history being swayed by the de-
velopment of the productive forces.
The death of Stalin, however, like
the death of Lenin, may well show
that individuals do in fact have a
very profound effect on the history
of their times.

The present occasion is the first
on which a dictator has died
by natural process while still in
supreme power. The other out-
standing dictators of our time,
Mussolini and Hitler, were over-
thrown by outside forces, and the
problems to their régimes as to who
would succeed them never arose
because their régimes were over-
thrown with them.

The case of Stalin is different.
There must have been many at-
tempts within Russia to foresee
what would happen at his death.
But such attempts must also have
come up against the factor which
makes the present situation so tense
—the fact that Stalin’s own per-
sonal rule was always maintained
by him by a continuous process of
setting off orde faction of his fol-
lowers against another one. Malen-
kov, Beria and Molotov (to name
only the most obviously powerful
of the men of the Kremlin) may
each seek pre-eminence because of
personal ambition: but they also
are at loggerheads because Stalin
maintained his own rule—indeed,
his rise to power depended on it—
through just this process of weaken-
ing all possible rivals by setting
them off against each other. His
was the extreme case of the policy
of divide and rule.

Another way of looking at the
problem is to consider the mach-
inery of power wielded by these
men. Malenkov, especially, and
Molotov to a lesser extent represent
fhe Communist Party of the Soviet
Union: Beria represents the Police
in a state in which that body wields
more power and influence than the
world has ever before known. A
police, moreover, with its own
economic power based upon the
slave labour population of the
Jabour camps and prison camps.
In addition to these, there is the
Army, with Bulganin or Zhukov in

command.

These men, powerful because of
the institutions they head, may well
fall into a struggle each one intent
on not being the loser who 1in
Russia loses all, including life itself.
It is this self internecine rivalry
that Stalin has bequeathed to his

successors to sort out. -

All the non-communist papers are
aware of this aspect so fraught with
the possibility of weakening in the
Jeadership. But there i1s an aspect
which also makes them seek to
present a united front. This other
factor is the necessity to keep In
subjection the population of the
Soviet Union and its satellite em-
pire. Beria may be hateful to
‘Malenkov as a rival, but he may
‘also be valuable or even essential
to him as the chief of a police
~organisation  which  keeps  the
- Russian masses from sweeping away
the whole . Communist hierarchy
~ without thought for their internal
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rivalries. And so it is with

Bulganin and the Army.

The upper reaches of the Soviet
hierachy must always be beset with
mutual suspicion, fear and distrust,
and without Stalin to balance them
these rivalries may well break bounds
simply through the need of indi-
viduals to safeguard themselves by
whatever means they find to hand.

Recently, the general tension of
fear must have been greatly accen-
tuated by the party purge which
Stalin set in motion at the nine-
teenth party congress last autumn.
From this point of view, Stalin
could hardly have chosen a more
unsuitable moment to die.

But what of the Russian people
themselves. Unrest has shown itself
not infrequently and not in the
remote past only. After the war
there were the Ukrainian revolts.
These are the populations of
thousands of deportees removed
from their own homes and villages.
There are the Jews, and there.are
the millions in Beria’s labour camps.
Uprisings may accentuate the dif-
ferences in the leadership, or they
may make the leaders stand to-
gether to cope with the crisis. It
would seem unwise to disregard the
possibility of unrest. There is no
point in maintaining a police force
if the population are solidly for
the government. Where the ap-
paratus of coercion and repression
i1s as vast as in the Soviet Union,
there cannot be much doubt that
there 1s potential or actual hostility
to the government. The curs of
the Kremlin may be snapping at
each other’s throats but they cannot
be unmindful of the human tide of
potential revolt on their doorstep.

Their technique, their ability
and their training fit them to face
this problem successfully. But the
death of Stalin has weakened the
dictatorial structure of the Soviet
Union and so may give the Russian
workers and peasants the chance to
throw off the yoke of the Com-
munist Party. We are only inter-
ested in the Palace Revolutions for
the influence they may have on this
fateful possibility. Whatever the
immediate upshot, the next few
years will be of decisive importance
for the Russian people.
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WHY ARE THEY IN KOREA ? » oty

the pay is small, they are respected and
they receive extra rations of rice. Their
livelihood is stabilised.

“But there is a dark side to the picture,
The problem of wounded soldiers is one
of the biggest of social problems. They
rcgcivc no compensation and their only
privilege is free admission to theatres
and free street car rides. Wounded
war veterans become vendors and sell
their wares in restaurants. On the train
going from Pusan to Seoul. we passed a
train on the opposite tracks full of
wounded Korean soldiers. In boxcars
were wounded soldiers with their arms
in slings looking forlornly out.
can tell their future fate.

“Inflation is oppressing the livelihood
o.f. the people. The average monthly
living expense of a Korean family is
about 500,000 Yen (15,000 Japanese Yen),
A cup of coffee is 1,500 Yen. a package
of American cigarettes 3,000 Yen a
Chinese meal for one person 30.000 Yen.
It 1s only natural with the scarcity of
goods and the flood of paper money
being printed.

“The pay of a lieutenant is only
30,000 Yen a month and he is just barely
able to make both ends meet. With the
increase in the armed strength, govern-
ment spending will increase, and people’s
livelihood will be Increasingly oppressed
by spiral inflation and heavy taxes.

“No one pays much attention any

NO one

more 10 the peace talks at Pan Mun Jon.

“The Korean man-in-the-street feels
that there will be no peace in Korea as
long as the United States and the Soviets
are opposed to each other and that even
if there is an armistice, their livelihood
will not become easier. However. they
are extremely sensitive to any news that
the communist army is about to launch
a big offensive,

“Koreans would like to escape from
the oppressive conditions .in their home-
land and some attempt to smuggle into
Japan. However, the cost per person is
over 1,000,000 Yen and there is a good
chance that they will be cheated. After
riding all night long on some little fishing
boat, they will be told that they have
arrived at some point on the coast of
Japan, and the unsuspecting Korean all
dressed up in Japanese kimono would get
off only to be caught by South Korean
police. They discover that they have
landed again on the Korean coast only
a few miles away from Pusan.

“Fear of another communist offensive
Is very great. In a psychiatric hospital
there 1s a patient who shouts, ‘Banzai’
for Synghman Rhee and then for Kim I
Sung. This may be the true sentiment
of the Korean people.”

We are not helping the South
Koreans. All the future holds for
them is escape. And they are not

SECRET TRIALS » contivucd from p. 2

us that he had read our petitions which.
of course, he would send on to the Home
Office (he did not contest the facts con-
tained in these documents). Were we
aware, however, that we had the right to
appeal to the Visiting Committee?

How can a prisoner know what  his
legal rights are if he is not allowed to
have legal advice or have access to the
Standing Rules governing the prison?
The Standing Rules are a secret docu-
ment which are locked away in the
Governor’s office. They cannot even be
consulted at the British Museum!

I have dealt with the routine of Secret
Trials in prison as I experienced it. The
injustice of it all must appear obvious.
Its consequences can be studied if we
return to the original case discussed
which the Defence Committee took up
with the Home Secretary. When we
were released we gave the Defence Com-
mittee a detailed report of our Dutch
friend’s case. We did not colour the
facts. The Home Secretary’s information
rc.garding the procedure, the calling of
witnesses, etc., differed considerably from
the facts put forward by the Defence
Committee. And the point is that we
know that the Home Secretary has been
misinformed. But there is no redress.
The hearing was held in secret. For the
defence there was only one poor miser-
able prisoner with no status. For the
prosecution there is the Visiting Com-
mittee, the .Governor, the Medical
Officer and the officers, For the Home
Secretary, what they say, goes. If on
the other hand, the case had been heard
in open court, there would be no dis-
puting the evidence, and the prosecution
(the prison authorities) could not take
the liberty, as they did in the case in
question, of limiting the number of wit-
nesses. They cannot deny this fact since
my Dutch friend had actually included
my name among the witnesses he wished
to call and I was not called. Yet the
Home Secretary in his letter to the De-
fence Committee states he is informed
that the prisoner

2. . . was asked by the Chairman
which prisoners he wished to call as
witnesses in his defence and named two.
who gave ecvidence. The weight to be
given to this and other evidence was
a matter for the Visiting Committee who
had all the persons concerned before
them and were in a position to judge of
the credibility and accuracy of their
evidence.”

The “evidence” was really quite a joke.
The only person who _heard the incite-
ment to join the disturbance was a
civilian instructor who was always
hostile to the Dutch boy. Not one wit-

| —
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ness from among the prisoners was
called 10 give evidence that he had heard
any call to action. And as the Defence
Committee pointed out to the Home
Secretary ;

“The incident referred to occurred
shortly before 2 pm. By about
2.20 p.m. the Borstal boys had been
subdued and were escorted to their cells.
The men in the shop, including L. [the
Dutch youth] were marched out into the
hospital exercise yard. Only after they
had been on exercise for some ten
minutes did the Chief Officer and a
Warder called out L., then they accom-
panied him back to his cell where he
was locked up until the following morn-
ing. We suggest this is the most
fantastic procedure to be adopted by the
authorities with a2 man who it is alleged
has been inciting to mutiny! The dis-
turbances in the shop lasted for some
twenty minutes. At the beginning there
were at least three officers present besides
the civilian instructor, and later, officers.
from Chief Officers down as well as the
Borstal boys' Governor were present vet
no one noticed that L. was inciting the

THE periodical skirmish between
Socialists and Anarchists in London
was held this vear at Denison House on
March 1st, and showed once again the
fundamental differences between the two

ideas.

The debate, on “Socialism or Anarch-
ism?", was opened by A. Turner for the
Socialist Party of Great Britain with the
usual attack on capitalism, with which,
of course, the Anarchists always agree.
He then went on to outline what his
partv mean by Socialism, namely the
classless, moneyless, non-governmental
society, Once again, with such broad
and general ideas the Anarchists agree,
but it is when we get on to the question

of “How?" that we find the flaws in the

Socialist arguments.

The main contention of the S.P.G.B.
is that the centre of control in the
modern State i1s Parliament, that the en-
tire population must be educated to
understand Socialism, that nobody is In-
capable of understanding Socialism and
that when evervbody understands Social-
ism they will embrace Socialism en masse
by voting the S.P.G.B. into Parliament
where their first and only task i1s to pass
a law disbanding Government, the State,
capitalism and itself.

Philip Sansom, for the London Anar-
chist Group, opened with a comprehen-
sive exposition of Anarchism, made
necessarv, as he said, because the
S.P.G.B., like all political parties, always
misrepresented the Anarchist case. This
was in fact shown by the Socialist as the
debate continued. by his struggling hard
to associate the Anarchists with violence
and coercion and nothing else. Turner
made several clever debating points, by
quoting out of context, but was unable
to assail the Anarchist position as out-
lined by Sansom.

When the Anarchist turned his atten-
tion to Socialism, however, the difference

permitted to land in Japan. It is
quite out of the question that the
great empty spaces of Australia
would welcome them—they are the
wrong colour of skin. Nobody wants
them. They can rot in Korea. We
are fighting for them—what 2 laugh.
Soldiers at least, if not killed. get
demobilised. For the Koreans there
IS no demobilisation. There is not
going to be much Korea for them
any longer either. But the misery
must drag on. You see, once many
years ago, there- was an aggression.
Russia was out of the Assembly at

the time so U.N.O. decided to stop
it. Now it’s rather difficult to back

out

'lt will be our fate, too. that is
mirrored in Korea, and if we do

not decide to do anything about it.
we oo may be living in devastated
cities as the wounded walk by,
planning only how to escape from
the country but prevented at every
turn, while death looms up with
every minor quarrel at the debating
table. Because once, many years
ago, there was an aggression and
it’s rather difficult to back out.

INTERNATIONALIST.

\“

men to join in the disturbance. Or are
we to believe that the prison staff would
stand by and watch a man inciting others
o join a disturbance? We think your
report from the prison authorities will
have shown that the first Borstz] boy
tackled by the staff was the one who
took a leading rdle in rallying the bovs.
He was immediately removed from the
shop . . . If L. was inciting the men.
surely the same procedure would have
been adopied in his case rather than the

one described above.” But the Home
Secretary had nothing to add to his
previous letter!

. . »

"THIS article was written before the
Criminal Justice Bill of 1948. But
since the Bill makes no provision for
open hearings and an adequate defence
In cases in which serious infringements
of prison discipline are alleged. we can
safely assume that the conditions we
described in our original article still
obtain. Indeed. the wording of the
Manchester Guardian report shows
clearlv that the original trial of the
prisoner whose punishment was not con-
firmed by the Home Office, was held in
secret. LIBERTARIAN.

SEBATE———— e e
ANARCHISM OR

SOCIALISM?

in the approach of the two speakers was
apparent. Sansom was dealing with the
fundamental bases of the Socialist case.
He agreed that everybody was capable
of wunderstanding Socialism—and, of
course, Anarchism—but that was not the
same as accepting it. He understood it
(“Too well to be a Socialist™) and was
quite sure the capitalists understood it
too—but would they allow it to come
into being without a struggle?

Sansom questioned the validity of the
ballot,* and quoted from S.P.G.B. litera-
ture and speakers to show that if they
were returned to Parliament maybe they
would not be quite as libertarian as they
make out now—that we should have to
trust them with power, and that Anar-
chists are not prepared to do. -

However, as he pointed out, there was
little danger of the Socialists ever attain-
ing political power through the ballot.
He outlined all the countries where de-
mocracy had been destroved and where
Socialists were therefore helpless, and
he asked if the British ruling class would
be any different from the Russian, Ger-
man, Spanish, Chinese and all the others
if their power were threatened through
their own institutions. He claimed they
would tear up the Constitution and
abolish democracy if they looked like
being used against them.

Bv contrast, the Anarchists advocated
the means of direct action by the
workers—means which could not be
taken away from them because they did
not depend on the grace of the ruling
class, but on the essential economic
power of the working-class.

The weakness of the Parliamentary

Socialist case 1s never sO apparent as
when opposed by the case for Anarchism.
R.M.

*(“'Engels . ‘Universal suffrage is the

gf the m':t{:rity of the working clnl.".‘m
Anarchist says, ‘Universal mﬁn‘t.p the gauge
of the secunity of the ruling class'."’)
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EW of the bourgeois journalists of
the capitalist press, when they weigh
in with their attacks upon the “restrictive
practices” of the workers, ever seem 10
stop to ask themselves just how or why
those practices developed. Or, 1if they
do. they take for granted the supposition
that they may have been justified in the
old days, but are not now.

True. what are called restrictive
practices were of more urgent point to
workers during the days when unemploy-
ment was a more widespread problem
than it is to-day, but, as many workers
are discovering to their cost, unemploy-
ment is not such a remote possibility as
the glib-tongued holders of safe jobs
would have us believe.

Since the present administration took
office. the figures for unemployment
throughout the country has increased by
over SO per cent. Throughout the post-
war vears [except the abnormal “de-
mobilisation™ year of 1946] the unem-
ployed figure was fairly steady at the
300,000 mark. It 1s now Dbetween
450.000—3500,000. This 1s still a small
fraction of the pre-war figures, but 1t
should never be forgotten that any
“surplus™ labour, even a small number,
is a threat to the security of every
employed worker.

If a boss knows that there are more
workers available at the local Labour
Exchange, he can get more high-handed
with his own workers than if there were
none. Similarly, his workers know that
they have got to protect themselves from
being declared redundant—as it 1S
politely called to-day. So they take
steps to see that they do not work them-
selves out of a job; they take restrictive
measures which may not only secure
their own jobs but may in fact enable
an opening to be made for one of their
unemploved fellows.

Unfortunately, this sometimes means
a conflict of interests between workers,
and the craft division of workers usually
manages 10 aggravate the situation rather
than improve it. [ have in mind the
recent case of the demand by the
painters’ union that four unskilled
labourers employed cleaning pamtwork
in a London hospital should be replaced
by union men. The labourers had been
doing the job for seven years to the
perfect satisfaction of their employers.
Over that seven vears they had obviously
learned pretty well ail there is to learn
about cleaning paint, but because they
had never served their proper apprentice-
ship, or, more likely, because they had
never taken out a painter's ticket, they
had to be pushed out to make room for
someone who had. This certainly seems
hard, but the real hard fact is that at
this time of vear large numbers of
house-painters are out of work and 1t
is part of their union’s function to get
them fixed up with jobs if at all possible.
Probably the painters put into the jobs
will quit in the spring or summer when
there will once again be plenty of out-
door decorating to be done—and the

STALIN’S

and the contribution of the German
Communists and their Russian chiefs had
been to create confusion, uncertainty
and indecision.

It was to be the same story in China
of 1927. The rdle of the Communists,
advised by Russian agents and members
of the Comintern, was to ensure that
events in China did not threaten the
security of Stalin’s dictatorship, which
was in the next year, 1928, to embark
on that war against the peasants, known
as the collectivization of agriculture,
which Stalin himself has admitted gave
him more cause for alarm than at any
time during the war of 1939-45.

The results of this gigantic and suc-
cessful attempt to break the Russian
peasants’ effective hostility to the Bol-
shevik régime was the destruction of
livestock to less than half of their
previous numbers. It resulted in the
deportation of millions of peasants to
the labour camps of Siberia, and led to
the disastrous famines of 1932 and 1943
(during which food was still exported
from Russia) in which the dead num-
bered millions and were said to exceed
those of the famine of 1921.

Spain 1936-39

this was the directly inspired
icy of Stalin. In 1936 occurred the
important revolutionary situation
1917, that created by the Spanish
and peasants on July 19th and
Stalin poured Russian advisers
forecign Communists like André
Marty into Spain and by making the
Spanish Communist Party the channel
whereby Russian arms were made avail-
able secured the effective controlling
position over the anti-Franco forces.
Using revolutionary phrases, they pro-
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Restrictive

sorry  business will be repeated next
winter,

[t is easy but superficial then simply
to attack the union, for the real willain
of the piece is the system of casual em:
ployment from which house decorators
in general suffer. Add to this the fact
that the labourers were doing a crafts-
man’s job ar labourers’ wages and one
sees even more strongly the case for the
National Society of Painters, who were
in a position to bring pressure on the
hospital because, of course, of the vast
amount of painting and re-painting going

on all the time there.

The four men were themselves union
men—but members of the National
Union of General & Municipal Workers,
one of the vast monstrosities of uncon-
nected tradesmen who, far from ganing
strength from their association, in fact
are weakened by dilution. This union
has been asked to take up the paint-
cleaners’ case and so there will be a
squabble between the two unions as 1o
whose members should be unemployed!

Ten painters were dismissed from this
hospital (the Westminster) last autumn
as redundant—it is hardly likely there-
fore that the painters’ union will stand
by and see what they consider to be
legitimate painters’ work carried out
by somebody else at 5¥d. an hour less
than what they consider to be the proper
rate for the job. So the trouble is dis-
covered to be rooted in the economic
division of workers by the wages system.

Another recent instance provided the
Press with a fine opportunity to attack
restrictive practices, when 1,600 “semi-
skilled” trolley-bus maintenance men
threatened to go on strike because
London Transport had given the job,
previously done by them, of changing
the licences on all London trolley-buses
to “skilled” coachmakers.

The task of changing the licences 1s
not a very large one. It entails re-
moving the holders, taking out the small
circular paper licence and replacing 1t
with a new one for the current year.
Up to this January, anybody at the
depots has nipped up and changed them,
but the coachbuilders, who have for
vears had the monopoly of this highly
skilled job at the petrol-bus and coach
garages have now extended their claim
to do it on the trolley-buses too.

The operative function seems to be the
use of a screwdriver. Maintenance men
are not supposed use screwdrivers—these
are coach-builders’ tools—and the main-
tenance men say that in fact they do not
use screwdrivers. Since the job entails un-
screwing a couple of screws, obviously
they must use nail-files, or pennies, or
something in lien of screwdrivers, but on
this they are keeping mum.

Damn silly, isn’t it? And yet both
sections of workers are defending what
they consider to be their interests, and

ceeded to break down all the instruments
of the revolution, the revolutionary
militias, the peasants’ communes, the
factories controlled by the workers,
Opposition political groups like the
anarchists and the POUM (a Marxist
party similar to the ILP, and having
something in common with Trotskism)
were ruthlessly weakened by assassina-
tion and imprisonment.

Stalin’s rdle in Spain is illustrated by
the fact that most of the leaders of
the Spanish Communist Party were taken
to Russia in 1939 and most of them
disappeared. A few, like the Communist
General El Campesino and Hernandez
survived and have exposed the rdle of the
Russsians in Spain.

Elimination of Revolutionary
Fighters

Under Stalin, the Communist Parties
have solidly and consistently sought to
gain control over every revolutionary
tendency. They have rigidly pursued
Lenin's “tactic of the United Front"—
to try and work with other organizations
so as 1o contro] them or, failing that, to
destroy them. It is the method they
used to secure power in the countries of
Eastern Europe after the war. It was
their method with the resistance move-
ments during the war. In the course of
securing their control the Communists
consistently eliminated by assassination
or other means non-communist revolu-
tionary leaders. It is certain that they
have eliminated and destroyed more re-
volutionary men and women in revolu-
tionary movements outside Russia than
ever the bourgeois police forces were
able to do.

Trotsky called Stalin the gravedigger
of the revolution meaning the Russian
revolution, Actually Lenin and Trotsky

Practices

those who dismiss these actions as
foolish and restrictive are clearly those
who have never lost a job because what
they were doing has been taken over by
somebody else. From the broader, more
objective, view of those outside the
industry these squabbles are pointless
and wasteful. But from the point of
view of those concerned with the purely
narrow and selfish motive of defending
their jobs against all moves which may

«“DOWN

AS 1SB. addressed his remarks to
those who agree with me, and as |
certainly agree with myself, 1 feel that
I owe him a reply.

He is disappointed that “an anarchist
can speak of a ‘free’ choice being made
by someone without an understanding of
the alternatives’. Do we—any of us—
ever have a complete understanding of
the alternatives? Does anyone, no
matter how much knowledge he may
have. ever understand all the reasons
for his having made a particular choice?

It seems to me that J.S.B. has raised
in a particular form the old problem qf
free will and determinism. | believe 1t
was Berkeley who said that all the
evidence tended to support determinism
and all our experience to refute it. The
sciences that treat of man—Dbiology,
medicine, psychology, etc.—are all deter-
minist in conception. No real advance
in knowledge was made until the dis-
covery of the scientific method, with 1ts
insistence on the exclusion of the
observer’s own predelictions and the
restriction to only those factors that
hold for all observers. The concept of
free will comes from our own introspec-
tive experience, and what may "seem to
us a choice freely made may appear 10
another as behaviour resulting from
some physical or psychological com-
pulsion. If an observer had unlimited
resources he might find that all our acts
formed a pattern governed by the inter-
relation of events, a pattern similar to
that exhibited by physics. Indeed, 1 be-
lieve that the programme of the Gestalt
school of psychology is an attempt 1O
show that this is the case. Determinism,
however. is not fatalism, and even
though our brains may be nothing more
than biological forms of the digital
computor (as recent research into the
working of the central nervous system
suggests may be the case), whose
functioning determines the choice we
make. we do nevertheless experience
introspectively the making of a choice.
This making of a choice we call using
our will. and though the will 1s an
abstraction like the mind, the concept
is a useful one. This dichtomy is prob-

destroyed the Russian Revolution. It
was left for Stalin to lend all the power
of the Russian State to the aim of
destroying the revolution and revolution-
aries outside Russia. In this, as in so
many other things, Stalin has continued
the policy and historical rle of the Tsars.

Moral Disintegration

These are the historical facts. But the
role of Stalin—and in this he 1s the true
successor of Lenin—has also extended
into the field of revolutionary morale.
Before Lenin secured power in Russia a
certain revolutionary morality existed.
Revolutionists of various parties stood
together in the face of police persecution
(certain Marxists formed exceptions to
this—see Tcherkesov's Pages of Social-
ist History). and the moral and ethical
standing of the revolutionary movements
stood high. It has been the achievement
of the Leninists to destroy all that. They
have utterly exterminated the idea of
solidarity on the left—the *‘tactic of the
united front” effectively does that—and
they have openly.used lies and falsifica-
tion “if the needs of the revolution de-
mand it, comrade”. *“Communism” has
become synonymous with every kind of
sophistry, casuistry, and analytical distor-
tion of the truth. The damage done to
the cause of the revolution and of pro-
gress generally is untold.

All this is Stalin’s historical monument.
And just as he sought to carry on Lenin's
policy so will those who seek to secure
the vacant throne of Russian dictatorship
use the same methods of his persecution,
assassination and deceit. It is to be
hoped that Stalin in digging the grave of
the revolution, has dug also that of his
SUCCESSOrs.

ANARCHIST.
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help to make them redundant, these
restrictive practices have sense,
What is the alternative? Well, sad

to say, under anything like the present
competitive wages system, there 15 no
the
capitalist class protect themselves from
trade agree-
ments. tariffs and the like, which in-
variably result in higher prices for the
buyer, so too must the workers protect
their competitors—
And in each of the cases
two out of

alternative. Just as sections of

“unfair” competition by

themselves against
other workers.

1 have mentioned (only

ably inevitable from the nature of things.

and we can only accept it.

When J.S.B. whether

asks

on the grounds that men are not
possessed of equal strength, intelligence,
sensibility, aptitudes, and so on.
of us who assert the equality of man
are not suggesting that a moron 1S the
intellectual equal of a Newton oOr an
Einstein. What we do say is that no one
should be given man-made privileges In
addition to the natural advantages that
he 1s endowed with. Nor are we SO
foolish as to suggest that in an anarchist
society men will be free from the res-
trictions that nature imposes on them.
The achieving of anarchy will not mean

anyone
without knowledge in a scientific society
can be free 1 cannot help feeling that
he is on the brink of a fallacy similar
to that perpetrated by those illiberal
persons who deny the equality of man

Those

FREEDOM

thousands) the public will eventually pay
for the increased costs,

There is no alternative to all the
stupidities of capitalism without the
abolition of capitalism itself, and there
will be no end to the squabbles between
craft unions until we have seen the end
of craft unions and workers organising
themselves by industry for the purpose
of running that industry, when they will
cease to say “This is my job and that
is vours,” but will be able to say “This
is our industry.” PS.

/
LETTERS TO THE EDITORS

WITH EDUCATION!”

the end of disease, tempests, earthquakes,
and other natural disasters, nor will it
free us from the biological and psycho-
logical compulsions that govern our
behaviour. We shall still suffer pain and
sorrow, and we shall still have to face
the consequences of our folly. But we
shall be free from the interference of
well-meaning persons who want to save
us from our folly by limiting our free-
dom of action. This, it seems to me, is
the crux of the matter. Whom would
J.S.B. appoint to decide when a person
had acquired enough knowledge to be
able to make a choice for himself?
Would he deny anyone the right to make
a decision until satisfied of his capacity
to do so? 1 do think that .a person
“without knowledge iIn a scientific
society” could be free to live his own
life in his own way if that society
allowed him to do so. And if it was
an anarchist society it would allow him
to do so.

London, Feb. 28. EpwIN PEEKE.

Anarchism

IN answer to B. Gelstein (FREEDOM,
March 7), there are only two points
I wish to make, since I consider that my
attitude toward “programmes’” was ex-
pressed clearly enough in my previous

letter. The two points are:
(1) I am not sufficiently well ac-
acquainted with the contemporary

French and Spanish anarchist movements
to know whether all of their adherents
consider “some form of coercive insti-
tution” to be compatible with anarchism.
If there are some who do, it would be
interesting to hear the reasons why they
still consider themselves anarchists, since
to my understanding the basic purpose
of anarchism is the elimination of co-
ercion from human relationships.

(2) It was no doubt cheering to the
members of the Russian C.P. that they
could enjoy “inner-party democracy”
until 1929, I hardly think, however, that
this provided much consolation to the
thousands of mensheviks, social revolu-
tionaries, left social revolutionaries,
syndicalists, anarchists and even such
opposition communists as Miasnikov,
who were killed, imprisoned or driven
into exile before that momentous date.

—Thc diStinCtion thwcen a Onc-pany state
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under the dictatorship of Lenin and a
totalitarian police-state under the dicta-
torship of Stalin may appear to be

————— —  ——

ANTI-ZIONIST OR
ANTI-SEMITIC?

THE deplorable aspects of the Slansky

trial in Czechoslovakia and of the
Jewish doctors in Moscow have been
dealt with in other issues of FREEDOM.
We are not surprised at the Bolsheviks
using anti-semitism as a political weapon
—a possibility Anarchists were aware of
when the Zionists and the British
Government were giving their temporary
support to Stalin.

The plea that the present Moscow
line is anti-Zionist but not anti-semitic
is partly true, but at a Zionist Federation
meeting last Monday, a speaker pointed
out that men are judged not only by
what they say but by how they act.
None of the Jews tried in Czechoslovakia
were Zionists, There is no doubt that
the establishment of the State of Israel
has created many problems for those
Jews who identify themselves with
Judaism but have little desire to leave
the countries of their birth.

Their dual loyalties may well be put
to the test in time of war, and, knowing
how unpredictable political events are, it
is conceivable that Britain would just
as likely as Stalin to blame the Jews for
everything-,

There is only one answer to the
problem—anarchism. Man’s only true
identity is with man, and although in an
anarchist society it is to be hoped that
those eccentrics still clinging to their
religions will be allowed to do so in
freedom; man can never be free until
he has shed the superstitions of religion
and the irrationalities of nationalism.

The combination of these two
emtions, even in their mildest forms, is
the sign of an immature people.

Prints

“enormous’’ to academic minds, but to
their victims it is one without a defer-
ence. Anyone who cares to investigate
the general identity between the régimes
of Lenin and Stalin should consult that
excellent work of the late G. P.
Maximov: The Guillotine at Work.
London, Mar. 8. S. E. PARKER.
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MEETINGS AND

B " ANNOUNCEMENTS

LONDON ANARCHIST

GROUP

OPEN AIR MEETINGS
Weather Permitting

HYDE PARK
Every Sunday at 4.30 p.m.

INDOOR MEETINGS
NOTICE

London Comrades are requested to
note that the London Anarchist Group's
Tuesday evening meectings will be held
in future at : i

GARIBALDI RESTAURANT,
10 LAYSTALL STREET, E.C.1
(3 mins. Holborn Hall)

MARCH 17—F. A. Ridley on
WORLD POLITICS-1953 PATTERN

MARCH 24—DEBATE

Philip Sansom & Rita Milton
THE RELATIVE THREATS OF
COMMUNISM & CATHOLICISM

The meetings will be held on TUESDAYS
at 7.30 p.m.

NORTH-EAST LONDON

DISCUSSION MEETINGS
IN EAST HAM

Alternate Wednesdays

ar 1.30 p.m.

MARCH 25—Mary Canipa

“THE REVOLUTION"

LIVERPOOL

DISCUSSION MEETINGS at
101 Upper Parliament Street,
Liverpool, 8.

Every Sunday at 8 p.m.

GLASGOW
INDOOR MEETINGS

at

CENTRAL HALLS, 25 Bath Street
Every Sunday at 7 p.m.

With John Gaffney, Frank Carlin
Jane Strachan, Eddie Shaw.
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6 months 8/6 {US.A. $1.50
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