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Eisenhower’s The ¢ State of the Union?” Speech

JFOR many years now FREEDOM has

been pointing to the connexion
between war and economy based on
production for a market. Some read-
ers may find such repetition weari-
some, but the existence of such a
link constitutes too powerful an in-
fluence on the lives of populations
for us to neglect or forget or under-
estimate it.

The ending of the war against
Germany and Japan brought some
relief from the pressures of a war
economy that had lasted for six
years. But it very soon began to
create problems of lack of incentives
to production. The outbreak of the
Korean War came just in time, and
especially for America, for it par-
tially restored a war economy, and

provided Wall Street with a much
needed stimulus.

During the course of the Korean
War, FREEDOM drew attention to the
problems which the ‘threat of peace’
raised in the minds of financiers and
economists. Now the shooting war
1s virtually ended, depression is
openly expected in America, and
President Eisenhower, in his State-
of-the-Union speech outlined meas-

ures designed to prevent an undue
slump.

This speech contained some remark-
able expressions of language. Thus Eisen-
hower’s measures are directed towards
stimulating private enterprise trading
during the immediate future when gov-
ernment-spending is expected to drop by
as much as £4,300 millions. These mea-
sures are clearly necessary because the
economy no longer receives the stimulus
provided by the war in Korea, and there-
fore expects a depression. But Eisen-
hower called this proposal “a transition
from war-time to a peace-time economy’’,
So it is, but as the president spoke of it.
one might have thought it a beneficial

—Y ugosiavia

cutive committee in a special announce-
ment last week attacked Milovan Djilas,
the Yugoslav Vice-President and the
country’s leading Marxist theoretician,
for a series of articles he has been pub-
lishing on communism and democracy.
The announcement said of Mr. Djilas’s
articles, which have been appearing in
the leading Communist newspaper Borba:

“They were basically opposed to the
opinion of all other members of the
executive committee, to the spirit of the
decisions of the sixth party congress, and
to the decisions of the second plenary
session of the central committee of the
Communist League of Yugoslavia.”

The following are some of Mr. Djilas’s
statements in the article:

In our country only the steady progress
of democracy is capable of settling class
conflicts and diminishing differences be-
tween classes.

The struggle for power in a revolution-
ary manner is senseless not only because
it 1s unrealistic but because it is counter-
revolutionary.

The law courts and the police must no
longer allow the interference of the Com-
munist party in the administration of
justice such as has happened in the past.

Local party organisations ‘“‘bureau-
cratically and unnecessarily” mobilised
citizens forcibly last summer to hear
Marshal Tito's speeches.

Many party members did not know
what to do under present circumstances
and were cut off from the masses. The
Yugoslav Communist party must be
flexible and move with the times, remem-
bering that old theories—while good in
their day—could become outmoded under
new circumstances.

This week he made an attack on the
“caste system’ which, he said, had grown
up among the leading party and Govern-
ment functionaries and their wives—
especially the wives. He told of a young
actress who married a senior Yugoslay
leader and was snubbed and vilified by

DEPRESSION IN UNITED STATES

change to capitalist economy instead of
anti-depression manceuvres. And he de-
clared that “American economy was one
of the wonders of the world”, again a re-
mark capable of two opposite interpreta-
tions.

The nature of capitalist depression was
concisely hinted at as production at levels
exceeding demand. “Referring to pro-
duction of crops at levels far exceeding
demands, Mr. Eisenhower said they could
impose still greater acreage reductions or
permit the market price to have a greater
influence on the planning of production
by farmers. The second was the sound
approach.” (Daily Telegraph, 8/1/54).
The president then went on to underline
this process which describes in a brief
nutshell the nature and dilemma of
capitalist economy.

“To make 1t effective, surpluses must
be insulated from the normal channels
of trade for special uses. These uses
would include school lunch programmes,
disaster relief, emergency assistance (O
foreign friends, and stockpiling. The aim

was to move food into consumption in-
stead of into storage!”

Thus the “surpluses™ are to be used to
relieve one kind of poverty or another.
Yet they arise from production “far ex-
ceeding demand”. Demand of course
does not mean need; it means capacity Lo
buy. “Surplus” means unsold materials,
not an excess left over after all needs
have been met. Such purely market
views of demand and surplus naturally
lead to the solution proposed: the use
of such goods for distribution to those
whom the economic system makes needy
—trying to give with one hand what is
taken away by the other.

These language disguises however do
not alter the reality—that the Eisenhower
administration expects economic depres-
sion and that that depression is precipi-
tated by the ending of the Korean War.
Nor 1s the corollary less plain: that an-
other way out of economic slumps (com-
pare 1929-1939) 1s to go to war again,

(see Editorial, page 3)

reedom

A NARCHIST

w.. B E:K LY

Freedom cannot be granted,

It must be taken.

MAX STIRNER

Threepence

HIGH LEVEL

DISCUSSIONS

IN BERLIN

HE antics of the Big Four representa-

tives in Berlin cannot but make us
smile. We are always being reminded
by the believers in government that
amongst the disadvantages of the Anar-
chist society would be the time taken
over decisions. Only by some form of
centralisation can decisions be taken
speedily and effectively, they say.

Now on January 25 a Four-Power con-
ference is due to take place in Berlin to
discuss the German problem. As we
write the four Berlin commandants have
so far spent fifteen hours discussing . .
what? The agenda? Of course not.
T'hey have been discussing where to hold
the conference. And after fifteen hours
they had not reached agreement!

It 1s worth quoting from the Manches-
ter Guardian’s Bonn correspondent on
this farce:

“Yesterday's meeting of the comman-
dants was as futile as that which took
place on Thursday, and eight hours of
wrangling did not bring agreement any
nearer. The commandants will meet
again to-morrow.

At each of the two meetings which

have already been held the Western
Powers have offered two possibilities—

. MORE PAY FOR POLICEMEN....

NE more instance of the apparent

contempt with which the Govern-
ment regards the industrial working class
was provided last week.

At a time when productive workers
are being refused wage increases—or in-
sulted by unacceptable offers—on the
excuse that the country cannot afford
them, the decision has been taken that
the police are to get an increase of
around £1 per week per head.

Through their appropriate association
(hardly a trade union, since no-one could
call police work a trade) the police had
asked, like the engineers and the railway-
men, for an increase of 15 per cent. But
unlike the engineers they were not turned
down completely; unlike the railwaymen
they were not offered a meagre 4s. a
week.

Heading for a Party Purge?

A rift has appeared in Yugoslavia's
Communist leadership. The party’s exe-

his comrades” wives because she was “not
one of us".

The executive committee said the
articles ‘“‘created confusion in the ranks
of our party”. Djilas had failed first to
discuss his i1deas with other members of
the executive committee. Furthermore,
he had continued to publish his articles
in spite of the fact that after the first
one some of his comrades had called his
attention *“‘to the evident damage the
articles would cause to the development
of the League of Communists and of the
bui(liding of socialist democracy in our
land.”

The next session of the party’s central
committee would discuss Djilas’s case,
the communiqué added. Djilas had
meanwhile said he would suspend the
publication of the rest of his series.

Mr. Djlas, who i1s 42, has been a Com-
munist all his life. During the war he
was a member of Tito's supreme partisan
headquarters.—Reuter.

*

One wonders whether the Party objects
only to Mr. Djilas’ “westernised” ideas,
or whether what has particularly created
confusion is his exposure of the corrup-
tion within the party and the revelation
that once one scratches the surface one
finds that Cemmunist Parties—that is
authoritarian parties—are all the same
whether they are Moscow stooges or
“independents™,

We can imagine that those British
“socialists” who have been wined and
dined by Tito (as well as some who have
gone there under their own steam) and
who came back to tell us how different
things were in Yugosavia.are going to
have a diflicult time explaining away
“comrade” Djilas' revelations, The sim-
plest way out for everybody would of
course be a Bena-d-la-Tito, even if it
leaves a rather bitter taste. But political
memories are short when necessary!

No, these important members of our
community have been awarded by the
Police Council a larger rise than has
been awarded to any other group of
wage or salary earners (one cannot call
them workers) for a very long time, with
one exception—the judges!

The following are the pay increases,
and what policemen in the various.grades
will now be paid:

CONSTABLES get £45 a year more—
bringing their pay up to £445 a year
when they start, rising to £550.

SERGEANTS: £50 a vear more (£590
rising to £635).

INSPECTORS (outside London): £55
a year extra (£700 to £745).

CHIEF INSPECTORS (outside Lon-
don): £55 a vear extra (£790 to £830).

POLICEWOMEN, in each grade, get
2s. i1n the £ /ess.

Certainly, this 1s not quite what the
policemen asked for. 15 per cent. wouid
have brought an extra 24s. a week to a
junior constable and 42s. 6d. more to a
senior chief inspector. What the pay rise
has done is to increase the pay of the raw
recruit to the police by a higher propor-
tion than that of the higher ranks.

This has been done in order to try and
attract more men and women into the
Force. Throughout the whole country
the police are about 10,000 short of the
desired strength, and the Home Secretary
is very concerned about that. By the
time a policeman has climbed to the rank
of inspector or chief inspector he has,
through length of service, more interest
in the pension he is shortly going to en-
joy, than in looking for a more con-
genial or better paid job.

The newcomer to the Force, however,
faces 25 years of service before its secur-
ity pays off, so that there is a greater
wastage through resignations during the
first few vears than later on. And it is
in order to try and get men and women
into the police in the first place that a
constable’s wage has been made so
attractive.

For where else, and in what productive
occupation, could an unskilled and in-
experienced new recruit srart at nearly
£9 a week at the age of 20? And for
so little work and so little contribution
to the wealth of society?

Not only is the pay good, but there
are allowances as well. Not many pro-
ductive workers have their working
clothes provided by their employers. The
police do. Uniforms are free, and so are
two pairs of boots a year. Accommoda-
tion is provided at very reasonable rates
in section houses, or if they live out, an
allowance is given above their wages.

Not only pensions, after they have
served their time, are provided. Welfare
schemes and sports organisations are
maintained on a scale none but the big-
gest private employer can match. In
fact there are lots of inducements for

the young man and woman of to-day to
join the forces of law and order.

But they don’t. People are just not
joining the police in sufficient numbers
to satisfy the authorities, and those that
do tend not to stay.

One very good reason is the increasing
unpopularity of the police. This is not
wishful thinking, for no less an authority
than Sir John Nott-Bower, Commissioner
of Metropolitan Police has said that the
London policeman is losing his popular-
ity—and we can only assume that the
same applies to all large towns (and most
small ones, t00).

It 15, of course. not altogether the
policeman’s fault. He has, says Sir
John, “to enforce laws that do not alto-
gether have wide public support”™—an
understatement, some would say. And
Sir John instances the betting laws and
traffic and parking regulations that pro-
vide the officious copper with plenty of
excuses to be annoving to “otherwise law-
abiding citizens”.

It 1s really much deeper than' that.
To-day the words “Police State” have
for all of us a very sinister meaning.
This country has fought one war and is
preparing another against Police States.
Although by the usual definitions, Britain
does not yet fall into that categorv, the
consciousness that the State is creeping
more and more nto all our lives and

cither that the conference should
place in the old Allied Control Council
building in the American sector of the
city or that only one in every four meet-
Ings should be held in the Soviet sector.
In spite of earlier Allied statements that
the place of the conference was “of little

importance,” it seems clear that the
Western Powers will make no further
concessions to the Soviet point of view

Mustering all sorts of obscure argu-
ments—including, it is believed. theories
that the conference should be in East
Berlin since the Soviet headquarters in
Germany were there and it was a “capital
Cily 1n 1ts own right—the Russians have
asked first for all meetings to be in their
sector and latterly for 50 per cent. of the
meetings to be held there. The Soviet
Commandant, General Dengin. has
maintained that the best place for the
conference is the Soviet Embassv in the
Unter den Linden.” |

Moreover it appears that General Den-
gin wants all streets leading to the Allied
Control Council building cordoned off by
police. East German “People’s Police”
should assist in this operation, and offi-
cials of the Soviét secret police should be
allowed free access into West Berlin
while the conference is taking place.

that first arm of the State is the police
force, contributes to a growing dislike for
them. Fewer and fewer Britons to-day
think of Britain as a free countr}-—ana
the police are the physical expression of
the encroachments on our liberties.

This new pay award will only add to
their unpopularity. It will not be lost
upon the productive workers that while
their standards of living are being re-
duced, those of the unproductive servants

of the State are being raised.* And since
everybody knows that there are big
wage disputes on the way, “labour

troubles™ on a bigger scale than for many
years—there may be sinister motives be-
hind attempts to increase the police force
JUSt now,

The police do not exist merely to com-

bat crime. They are a class force. A
weapon of the ruling class. An enemv
of the working class. Strike breaking

and the protection of strike breakers is
a duty of the police—and undoubted]s
Sir David Maxwell Fyfe, Home Secre-
tary, wants to have enough thugs at his
disposal should that possible general
strike materialise.

There is an old saving—"“The Devil
looks after his own”. The State does
the same. P.S.

*Pay Increases for industrial workers are
expected to be dependent upon increased
productivity. How are the police to
InCrease their productivity?

« « « But Lock-Out for Electricians

HILE the police have been given a

substantial increase in pay just

for the asking—as far as we can see—

the electricians are being forced again

iInto a series of strikes in order to gain
a wage increase.

As they had announced, the Executive
Committee of the Electrical Trades
Union called out a number of its mem-
bers on Monday in a repetition of the
guerilla tactics of last September. What
has happened to aggravate the situation
however i1s that the employers organisa-
tion (National Federated Electrical Asso-
ciation) has announced that it will re-
taliate against the strikers by locking
them out after the strike for a period
equal to the duration of the strike. For
every day on strike, the men will be
locked out a day.

This action is a very foolish one by
the employers—who have in fact acted
in a foolish way throughout most of the
dispute. They had appealed to the Min-
ister of Labour to intervene by sending
the dispute to arbitration, but they have
immediately afterwards embarrassed the
Minister's position by announcing the
lock-out.

It has also, of course, stiffened the atti-
tude of the workers, who see the em-

ployers’ threat not as an attempt to
lessen the effect of the strikes, but to
extend them.

Since October the situation has altered
somewhat in that the employers have
now 1n fact made an offer to the union—
but one which they consider to be quite
unacceptable.

The unmion have made it known that
they will settle for 3d. an hour more.
(Their original claim was for a “substan-
tal™ increase). On a 44-hour week this
makes 1ls. The emplovers’ offer 1s of
14d. an hour (35s. 6d. a week), everywhere
except on the South Coast, bur a reduc-
tion In overtime rates from tume-and-a-
half to time-and-a-third.

~ Continued on p. 4

—
ANOTHER WANDERER

A l6-yvear-old Indian orphan who
stowed away on October 25 has now
travelled 20,000 miles on the Polish liner
Batory. He cannot land anywhere—he
has no papers to prove nationality. His
ship docked at Sunderland yesterday.

A court action has been started in
Bombay to make clear the position of
the orphan, Ahmed Ali Mansoor.

—News Chronicle, 8/1/54.
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THE HOMOSEXUALS

In brief 1 tell thee, that all these
were clerks,

Men of great learning and no less
reNnoOwWn.

By one same sin polluted in the

N‘O!‘I({.
(Dante, “Inferno™, XV).

L ALE homosexuality in these last

months has received greater atten-
tion in the press than hitherto, and a few
sensible things have been said about 1t
openly and bravely. More still need be
said. however, if thought and reflection
have to be knocked into public opimon,
and svmpathy and intelligence take the
place of slimy complexes and panic-like
reactions. For public opinion 1s neither
public nor opinion, but in this as in many
other cases the behaviour of a mind
alienated to the collective and not stop-
ping at anything in order not to lose the
collective’s approval. Leaving to psycho-
analysts to account for the mechanism
underlving such alienation, 1 wish to put
forward a few general observations based
as much as generalities permit on reason
and expenence.

First of all then let it be stated that
there is nothing monstrous, devilish or
degenerate about a homosexual. He
may be abnormal or, rather para-normal,
but normality is not particularly natural,
angelical or true-bred. It shrinks and
stretches in space and time like the social
conventions from which it can hardly
be separated. Normality is not morality,
and homosexuality 1S no more against
pature than onanism or contraception.
Svmptomatic of the confusion or lack ot
ideas in those who hate homosexuality is
to call 1t beastly and against nature in
one and the same breath, as though to

WE pointed out at the beginning

of these notes that Malatesta
could not be described as a “profes-
sional revolutionary” though throu-
ghout his life the social revolution
was always in the forefront of his
thought and activity. At an early
age he had nd himself of his wealth,
distnbuting some among poor
people and using the rest for propa-
ganda, and when at the age of
eighteen, he abandoned his studies
at the university, in order to “go to
the people”, he decided to learn a
trade which could provide him with
his daily bread. He joined his inter-
nationalist friend Agenore Natta in
the latter’'s workshop in Florence

L“__—;_—
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act like a beast were not more according
to nature than to act like a man. But
be he man or beast, the homosexual lives
in the only universe and by the only
nature we knaw, the same as anybody or
anvthing else, and there can be nothing
in nature against nature itself. Nor does he
necessarily run counter the one obvious
purpose of the species, for he may have
wife and children, while other men have
wife and no children, and others have
neither wife nor children without being
homosexuals. The evangelical precept
of doing unto others as you would hke
to be done unto vou, or the Kantian
maxim bidding always to act in such a
wav that vour action can be taken as
universal norm cannot be profiered to
homosexuals by religious and moral auth-
orities who fail to proffer them to sol-
diers when they are given a gun and sent
1O war.

A second point 1s that there are as
many tvpes of homosexual relationship
as there are ways of loving a woman.
They range from an intermittent series
of quickly aroused and quickly satisfied
desires to the most elaborate and spirit-
ual adoration. More truly, each type of
relationship that avoids the dangers of
both standardization and stagnation goes
through several phases. It 1s a venture
and an adventure, with lvrical moods and
dramatic moments, expansion in dream
and contraction in disappointment. It
has shame and jov, glory and humilia-
tion, mystery and triviality, tragedy,
humour, comedy and romance, every-
thing in short that may make the love
and the storv of a boy meeting a girl.
The only difference is that the boy and
girl may and do get married, and that
marriage, even in our irreligious society,

has still the power of a sacrament. The
carnal-pleasure basis of the heterosexual
relationship is safeguarded, wrapped up
in innocence and virtue, and no profana-
tion of it in word or thought is permitted
to any outsiders.

With no social consecration, the carnal-
pleasure basis of the homosexual rela-
tionship is instead exposed to any Kind
of profanation. If in talking of a mar-
ried couple you are expected to expand
on any aspect of their relationship except
the one for which the matrimonial bed
was invented, when you talk of homo-
sexuality yvou must always have in mind
or obviously keep off yvour mind its
physiological aspect. No wonder, then,
that this socially ostracized, homosexual-
ity becomes among certain of ils adepts
a kind of secret religion with its own
sacraments and abhorrences in antisocial
retaliation,

If loathing and hatred are clear
enough reactions towards an act to which
it is comforting to think homosexuality
can be reduced, the scorn and ridicule
meted out to its anodyne manifestations
show a morbid interest, and uneasiness
of judgment and alibi of conscience re-
vealing deeper issues than one 1s pre-
pared to face. Are there what we may
call the secondary characters of homo-
sexuality to be expected as a matter of
more or less uniform course, once the
paranormality of a certain act is there,
or is this act a kind of precipitation, not
necessary or indispensable at that, of
something in that civilizational solution
in which the salt and sweetness of all
our values are suspended? It so hap-
pens in fact that it is precisely in those
professions and vocations which are most
esteemed and considered the glory and

hope of our civilization that homosexuals
are often found, people of many talents,
superior intelligence, exquisite sensitive-
ness and impeccable manners. No won-
der that many, women especially, should
be frightened into not thinking about
homosexuality, They would like the
problem to be abolished, so difhicult 1t
appears to solve and difficult it 1s to
understand. Homosexuals are a danger
or, at least, a warning sign of danger, the
seemingly natural fruit or undreampt-of
blossom of a social tree one knows to
be one’s own, and too old to be trans-
planted. It is the subconscious concep-
tion of society as a tree and not as a
forest, together with the shallowness and
provincialism of modernity in habits of
thought that are responsible for a real
fear of the homosexual as an image of
what man can be, and who Knows, pro-
bably will, perhaps even should be. Was
not homosexuality rife in all civilizations
of the past, and in direct proportion to
their splendour? There are then cyclical
theories about covilizations, and althougn
the point has not authoritatively been
made, there seems to be a close connec-
tion between homosexuality and civiliza-
tional decay. Sodom and Gomorrah
perished in fire, and every civilization
that followed their example called for
the mortician or for the surgical inter-
vention of the barbarians.

Sodomy, if anything, is a sign of viril-
ity, vigour and health. It was practiced
by Spartans, Arabs, and many a glorious
army. But homosexuality i1s not the same
thing as sodomy, it can go with or with-
out sodomy, and at any rate the homosex-
uality to be associated with ripeness and
over-civilization has no military qualities
but springs from softness, delicacy, meek-
ness, from all the feminine virtues and
graces. It is not men who hate women
who become pederasts, but men who
jealous or secretly, supremely worshipful

Notes for the Malatesta Centenary-=3

MEANS

where he acquired his skill as a
mechanic, and it was in the capacity
of electrician, fitter and general
mechanic that Malatesta earned his
living for more than half a century.
Wherever he stayed for any length
of time his tool-bag went with him.
In Paris, Florence, in Buenos Aires
and London he earned his living
thus, and when in 1922 the fascists
succeeded in preventing the contin-
ued publication of the daily anar-
chist paper Umanita Nova, Mala-
testa, who was its principal editor,
found himself a small workship in
Rome and, though in his seventieth
year, resumed his trade as a mech-
anic. Only when in 1926 a gang of
fascists raided and smashed up his
workshop did he accept the econo-
mic solidarity of his comrades, which
had never been lacking had he been
prepared to accept it, and which
besides providing him with his phy-
sical needs was for Malatesta, a
source of warmth during those re-
maining six years virtually of house
arrest, during which Mussolini’s ré-
gime sought to isolate him from all
outside contact while boasting that
the “dangerous anarchist Malatesta”
was not in prison.

It would be a mistake to interpret
Malatesta’s  “independence”  as
masochistic or by any other of the
fashionable terms which might be
used nowadays to describe his life
as a manual worker. He had very
definite ideas—and very sound ones
—on the question which he express-

ed in a letter to Bertoni from Lon-
don in 1913:!

“With regard to your observations on
the quection of ‘living on propaganda’ I
will tell yo uright away that for me it
the question of ‘living on propaganda’ |
will tell you right away that for me it
trary, if I have any remorse it is rather
because | am wasting my time on jobs,
often unpleasant and useless, for well-to-
do people, and which would, in any case,
be done willingly by many who are
without work, when I could be devoting
much more of my activity to our ¢ause,
which is after all everybody’s cause,

“It 1s the practical aspect of the matter
which worries me; it is the effect that it
can have on our propaganda. You know
how many rogues push themselves into
the syndicalist, socialist and anarchist
movements to live on them; and you
know that at the bottom of almost all
the scissions which have torn asunder
our camp, and that of the others, are
questions of money and a rivalry of
shopkeepers.

“Like yourself, I must be in a position
to intervene wherever necessary, against
this pestilence of paid and permanent
secretaries, of professional organisers, etc.
And to be able to do so no one must
be 1In a position to assert, or suggest,
that 1 do like the others. You appreciate
that I could not reply, even If it were
true: ‘I am older than you and more
important [to the cause].”

On the other hand where his full-
time activity was demanded by the
comrades, not only in Italy but any-
where in the world, and Malatesta
felt that he could be of use, he
would temporarily close his work-
shop and accept financial help. Even
then he preferred to ““turn to per-
sonal friends who would do for me
what they would otherwise not do
at all, and 1n this way it will not be
at the expense of our propaganda™.

*

PERHAPS Malatesta might have

been the exception that proves
the rule that the apparent advantages
to be derived from full-time political
organisers and agitators, are always
offset by the creation of a bureau-
cracy, an Executive remote from the
aspirations of the rank-and-file, and,
in revolutionary movements, the
growth of political opportunism.
There is more than a tendency for
professional politicians and revolu-
tionaries to consider their followers
—as well as the people as a whole, as
a means to an end, only paying lip-
service to their ultimate well-being
and happiness. And the ruthless-
ness, and lack of concern for ques-
tions of humanity, are as apparent
in the actions of revolutionary and
political leaders, as in the military
campaigns of generals bent of win-
ning battles at any cost.

For Malatesta it was impossible
to divorce the struggle from the
human values on which his whole
concept of anarchy was based. As
his biographer puts it: *“ . . . [for
Malatesta] it is not humanity that
must subserve a principle established
a priori, but 1t is instead the princi-
ple that must serve for the salvation
of humanity. For him the principle
was valid so long as it benefited
mankind. If its application would
have been harmful to it, this would
have meant that the principle was

mistaken, and one should therefore
abandon it.”?

AND ENDS

When he wrote: “I would give all
the principles [in the world] to save
a man!” or on another occasion, “If
to win it were necessary to set up the

gallows in the public square, I would
prefer to lose!” Malatesta was

again demonstrating that his means
and ends were not abstractions,
political theories, systems, but
human beings.

*

IT would be as wrong to portray

Malatesta an an incurable senti-
mentalist and optimistic dreamer as
to go to the other extreme indulged
in by capitalist journalists and the
writers of police fiction who describ-
ed him in the most lurid terms as a

revolutionary conspirator and ter-
rorist.

Malatesta always maintained that
the power of the possessing classes
could only be destroyed by violence,
but he never advocated violence as
an end, nor did he seek to inflame
passions to isolated acts of violence.
Thus, though hopeful in 1920 that
the situation in Italy was ripe for the
armed insurrection of the working
people, and all his activity in that
period was therefore directed to this
end, he deplored the armed skir-
mishes between fascist gangs and
anti-fascist workers which took
place at a later period, and sought to
discourage such activity, because he
felt that nothing but misery and
hatred would result. Hatred and
revenge were alien to his ideas of
revolutionary struggle. For him the
anarchist programme must be based
on “solidarity and love”, and extend
“beyond justice”.

-This concept—contained in his
well-known essay on Kropotkin—
was questioned by Luigi Fabbri in a
letter in which he suggested instead
that “anarchist-communism does not
go beyond, but towards a justice
ever more just and noble (super-
iore)”. Malatesta replied in words
which are both profound and mov-
ing:3

“Obviously in such a matter any dis-
agreement between us cannot be other

than a question of words. Nevertheless

allow me to explain to you how I under-
stand the word justice,

“Strictly speaking, justice means giving
to others the equivalent of what they
give you; it means the l'echange égal of
Proudhon; it means reciprocity, exchange,
proportion, and consequently it implies

FREEDOM

of them, try to be like them and do so
not only by imitating their ways, their
charm and their tricks of seduction, but
also, concomitantly or alternatively, by
upholding and cultivating the most pre-
cious feminine values. It will generally
be found that homosexuals are for
luxury and ornament against poverly
and bareness, for art over utility, the
creative against the destructive, gentle-
ness against violence, love against hate,
peace against war. Male homosexuality
in its modern prevalent form is no more
a form of decadence than is the cultiva-
tion of any feminine value, Incidentally
I may mention that great misapprehen-
sion of reality and much needless suffer-
ing have been caused by following
Nictzsche in his emphasis on masters’
and slaves’ moralitics when the contrast
was primarily one between masculine
and feminine values. Male homosexuality
is the expression of a feminine protest.
In a world bent on repressing tenderness
and making a cult of toughness, male
homosexuality i1s an extreme but natural
rebellion or protection of a human
nature not born for a climate of violence,
of a mind steeped in the cultural inheri-
tance of the past and knowing of better
things than the aridity and plastic flora
of the present age; it is part or incident
of a wider rebellion, that of heart and
brain against brawn. When women dress
like men and adopt masculine habits and
attitudes of mind, when some of them
do everything to forget their sex or
merely use it as an instrument of power,
for sadistic satisfactions to be reaped
from the sexual weakness and foolishness
of men, male homosexuality looks almost
like a kind of civilizational compensation
and redress.

With this I do not intend to present
homosexuals as superior beings and the
salt of the earth as they like to think of

2" Continued on p. 3

calculation, measure. Its symbol i1s the
pair of scales. ‘A justice ever more
just’ gives me somehow the impression
of a straight line ever straighter, or of
a circle ever rounder.

“Love instead gives all it can, and
would always wish to give more, with-
out counting, without calculating.

“In economics to give to each accord-
ing to his work would correspond to

justice; to give to each according ro his
needs would be more, and better, than

justice.

“In a society ideally just it would be
necessary to have the exact measure of
each person’'s worth; 1t would be neces-
sary to calculate how useful each per-
son is to the rest in order to measure the
total benefits which 1t 1s his right to
receive in return.

“Tolstoy says somewhere: ‘If you can-
not do to others that which yvou would
wish that they should do to you, at least
do not do to others that which you
would not wish them to do to you’
Which could be interpreted: if you can-
not be good at least be just. Not 1o do
to others that which you would not wish
them to do to you 1s justice; doing to
others that which you would wish they
should do to you (that is, the maximum
of good) i1s what the Christians call
charity and what we call solidarity: in
short, 1t 1s love.

“I was once on the point of writing
an essay with the title: ‘The idea of
justice as the cause of social evils’. The
title might perhaps have appeared para-
doxical, but I believe that it would have
been somewhat justified by facts.

“It seems to me that there are in the
human mind two opposing feelings: the
feeling of sympathy, of love towards
one's fellow beings which is always a
factor towards good, and the feeling of
justice which is the continuous cause of
struggle, because each person considers
just that which best suits him.

“Whoever has taken possession of the
land considers it just that whoever wants
to make use of the land should pay him
rent. The conqueror, since he has had
the strength and the ability to win, con-
siders it just to rule over the conquered.
The individualist (the super-man) thinks
it just that others should submit to him
because he is worth more than they.
The authoritarian communist and the
fascist will say that since the individual
is a social product, it is just that he
should be subjected to Society and thus
to the State which claims to represent it,
The inventor . . . But why continue?
Even the cannibal must have felt in his
troubled conscience, that it was just Lo
kill and eat the vanquished, since the

same fate would have been his had the
roles been reversed . . . . "

V.R.
(To be continued)

IPublished after Malatesta’s death in

Risveglio (Zurich) No. 859, Oct 22, 1932.
2Luigi Fabbri. Malatesta. I'Uomo e il
Pensiero (Naples 1951) p. 25,

JPublished in Volonta (Naples) Vol. VI,
No. 9-10, Dec. 15, 1953.
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FREEDOM DESTROYED
FROM WITHIN

ELSEWHERE in this issue the

equivocations employed by Pre-
sident Eisenhower in speaking of the
anticipated American slump are dis-
cussed. But the president of the
United States employed even more
flagrant double-talk and double-
think when he spoke of internal

security.

“We should recognize by law,” he
said, “a fact that is plain to all
thoughtful citizens—that we are
dealing here with actions akin to
treason—that when a citizen know-
ingly participates in the communist
conspiracy he no longer holds alle-
giance to the United States.”

But having spoken specifically of
Communism, he then went on to de-
mand much more general powers of
repression. “He therefore asked
Congress to enact legislation to pro-
vide that an American citizen con-
victed of conspiring to advocate the
overthrow of this government by
force be treated as having renounced
his allegiance to the United States
and forfeited his citizenship.” A
government can interpret many an
action or speech, from simple strikes
to any expression of revolutionary
opinion as ‘“‘conspiring to advocate
the overthrow of the government by
force”. It can also cover all sorts
of doubtful police activity as the fol-
lowing comment (from the Observer
10/1/54) shows:

“The most surprising part of Mr.
Eisenhower’s State of the Union
message was his proposal in future
to deprive convicted American Com-
munists of United States citizenship.
i ‘This creation of a class of Stateless
] persons is an unusual practice, and

it 1s somewhat doubtful whether it
can be reconciled with the spirit of
international law. In the same con-
text Mr. Eisenhower called for addi-
tional legal weapons against sub-
version and new measures to deal
with the question of claimed im-
munity; this seems to mean the legis-
lation of evidence obtained by wire-
tapping, and the restriction of the
right to refusc evidence in self-
incrimination.”

The President was plainly in ear-
nest, and so were Congress when
they received this suggestion (and it
was the only part of the speech to
receive it) with prolonged and un-
animous applause. For the very
same day Senator Margaret Chase
Smith introduced a Bill to give effect
to the proposal that Americans con-
victed of subversion be deprived of
citizenship. Loss of citizenship
means deportation for a naturalized
American. For an American-born
it means that he may not vote, hold
public office, serve on juries, or ac-
quire a passport.

Such proposals clearly induce a
state of fear-ridden anxiety in every

| refugee from totalitarianism who has

& secured American nationality. They
constitute the thin end of a wedge
whose broad end is found in such
countries as the Soviet Union or
Fascist Spain.

But they also carry that implica-
tion that there can be no higher
allegiance than devotion to the gov-
ernment. Eisenhower described his
proposals as the defence of freedom,
but such feedom is clearly freedom
tto agree with the government, a free-
dom possessed by every Soviet citi-
zen. Itis a statement that every in-
~ dividual belongs to the State. When

- the American Constitution was
- framed the idea was that the gov-
ernment of a democracy was there
to express the will of the people, and
it therefore expressly provided that
~ the people had the right to over-
~ throw the government, if necessary
‘b resort to arms.

To deny that right is completely
utﬁontanan and means that a peo-
ple 1 under, for example,

- Q & Viet or the Nazi dxctatorship

'
“
e 1
IA' »
E.
B »

have no right to revolt and over-
throw the tyranny from within.
Eisenhower is tacitly accepting the
totalitarian thesis that everything be-
longs to the State.

It has been suggested that the
President is seeking to steal Senator
McCarthy’s thunder (is devotion to
the Vatican, by the way, to be a
ground for loss of citizenship?). We
quote once again the Observer's
comment :

“Apparently the President’s inten-
tion 1s to take the wind out of Sena-
tor McCarthy’s sails. Unfortunately,
opponents of Mr. McCarthy who
fight him by trying to outdo him
must, in the process, themselves
weaken the fabric of their State’s
civil liberties. Nor is it much com-
fort that thought-control and perse-
cution are directed only against
Communists, for such measures can
easily spread; once they have be-
come part of the accepted public life
of a country, nobody is as safe as
he previously was. In another part
of his message Mr. Eisenhower
spoke of the threat presented to
American freedom by the Commun-
Ist conspiracy. It is tragic that he
does not see that the more immediate
threat to American freedom now
comes from practices introduced in
the name of anti-Communism.”

It would be a too simple explana-
tion, however, to say that President
Eisenhower and the U.S. Congress-
men are simply enemies of freedom,
advocates of totalitarianism. They
are supporters of government and of
the economic system which requires
a government for its operation. The
world of nation states and of inter-
national rivalry breeds just these
sorts of “practical measures” and
encourages the i1dea that all those
whko are not with us are against us.

Many people as well as anarchists
find this trend and these ideas dis-
tasteful and dangerous. The fact is
that there are hxgher allegiances than
to one’s “own” government, and that
it 1s not particularly ethical or ad-
vanced to accept the nation-state as
an eternal verity. Allegiance is more
properly given to the people of the
world in general and to the idea that
they can and should live together in
co-operation, amity and peace. In
pursuit of such alleglance men may
find themselves supporting the op-
pressed and the deprived against
oppressors and the powerful-
through-wealth. Such views are the
only decent views to hold in the
world as it is to-day: but they are
the kind of views—even though they
mtrmsncally exclude that vicarious
patriotism known as Communism—
which in America expose those who
hold them to the risk of losing their
citizenship.

During the Nazi days, many of
the best Germans chose to shake
themselves free from a nationalism
so revolting. If America proceeds
much further down the McCarthy-
Eisenhower path, the government
may be shocked to find that an in-
creasing number of the best indivi-
duals renounce their citizenshxp

without waiting to be depnved of it.
But if this happens, where in our
world, are they to find haven?

The Political Philosophy
Bakunin: Scientific Anarchism,

compiled and edited by G. P.
Maximoff. (Free Press, Glen-
coe, Hlinois ).

T last, in the volume under review,

we have a large and representative
selection of Bakunin's writings in an
English translation., Up to the present
we have had to be content with God and
the State, which is not Bakunin's most
important work by any means, and a few
odd snippets of translation that have ap-

of
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peared in various periodicals or bio-
graphical works on Bakunin. To trans-
late and publish a collected edition of
Bakunin's entire works in this language
would have been a great task which, in
these days of costly printing, would
probably have been beyond the resources
of any anarchist group or any indepen-

LR
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extremely prolix writer and much of his

work because of the very circumstances
of intense activity under which 1t was
written, had a rather ephemeral character.
Even to the scholar, a study of the whoie
of Bakunin 1s 2 much more arduous task
than the study of, say, the whole of Kro-
potkin, who was much more of a natural
writer. We should therefore be grateful

dent publisher; the French edition con-
tained six volumes,
not complete.
adequate selection, and this is an arrange-
ment more advantageous in the case of
Bakunin than 1t might
other theoreticians,

and even that was
The next best thing 1s 4an

be with many
for Bakunin was an

to the late ;. P,
to which he devoted
his later Ilife,
which, within

SO many

the specialist will need to go beyond.

AN IMPORTANT BAKUNIN VOLUME

aspects of his writing that reveals his par-
INiensc
distrust with which he regarded the pre-

Having said thus much in welcoming
the volume, it may be appropriate to
make a few comments on its presentation,
and on some aspects of Bakunin that are
revealed therein. Firstly, let me begin
with the cover; one notes with a certain
discomfort that the publishers have
chosen to announce it as “a comprehen-
sive selection from the writings of Marx’s
great historical enemy”. In the present
political situation I feel that this over-
emphasis on the negative side of Baku-
nin’s philosophy is unfortunate; Bakunin
was indeed one of Marx’s enemies (or
perhaps opponents would be a better
word), but he was also, as becomes evi-
dent when we get inside the dust cover,
a social thinker with a very positive philo-
sophy of his own, and the basic struggle
of his life was against social oppression
of every kind; the fight against Marxian
absolutism was only incidental to this
main struggle.

At the same time, while the publishers
announce Bakunin as Marx’s “great
enemy’’, a leaf is taken out of Marx's
own book when Bakunin is also announ-
ced as the advocate of “‘scientific anar-
chism”. What meaning does this phrase
in fact have, if we ignore the uneasy
connotation which is produced by the
echo of Marx’s boast of “scientific social-
iIsm”? I imagine that Maximoff intends
to suggest that Bakunin, in shaping his
theories, took into account the scientific
developments of his day. But have not
all the other important anarchist thinkers
been conscious of the scientific climate of
their own time? Some of Godwin's
acutest insights, for instance, were into
the possibilities of mechanical develop-
ment which were offered by science in
his own time, while one has only to
read Proudhon’s The Creation of Order
to see what a remarkable understanding
of contemporary scientific developments
this self-educated printer had attained.
To-day the science of Godwin and
Proudhon 1s outdated; so also is that of
Bakunin, and a student of modern bio-
logy would have no difficulty in shooting
some pretty big holes in the crude evolu-
tionary assumptions which often appear
in these pages. It therefore seems in-
exact to give his particular view of anar-
chism a title which suggests that it was
more “scientific” than that of other
thinkers. A further unfortunate aspect
of this title of “scientific anarchism™ is
that it tends to link Bakunin with the
science cultists of his time, who imagined
with rosy optimism a salvation of the
world by the scientist which would
parallel Plato’s dream of the golden age
of the philosopher kings. Nothing, in-
deed, could be farther from Bakunin's
point of view, and indeed, one of the
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ticular clear-sightedness is the

tentions of the scientists. We must con-

sider their revelations, he contended, but
we must also resist their attempts to
dominate us. And how acutely prophetic

of the irresponsibility of scientists in our
own day were these remarks:

“Though we can be almost certain that
no scientist would dare to treat a man
to-day as he treats rabbits., nevertheless
there remains the fear that scientists as
a body, if permitted to do so, might sub-
mit living men to scientific experiments,
doubtless less cruel

but none the less
disastrous to their human victims. [If
scienlists cannot perform experiments

upon the bodies of individuals, they are
eager to perform such experiments
upon the collective body, and it is in this

that they must be unconditionally
stopped.™
As a last illustration of Bakunin's

sound and healthy view of science. it
may be worth remarking also that he
himself regarded art as performing a
more important function:

“Science,” he said, “cannot go outside
of the realm of abstractions. In this
respect it i1s vastly inferior to art which.
properly speaking, has to do with general
types and general situations, but which,
by the use of its own peculiar methods.
embodies them in forms which, though
not living forms in the sense of real life.
none the less arouse in our imagination
the feeling and recollection of life. In
a certain sense it individualises types and
situations which it has conceived. and
by means of those individualities without
flesh and bone—and consequently per-
manent and immortal—which it has the
power to create, it recalls to our minds
living, real individuals who appear and
disappear before our eves. Art there-
fore is, as it were, the bringing back of
abstraction to life. Science, on the con-
trary, i1s the perpetual immolation of
fugitive and passing, but real life on the
altar of eternal abstractions.”

On the basis of this text, one might
with some reason contend that Bakunin
was not a scientific, but an artistic anar-
chist. In fact, of course, either label would
be Inexact, since what is really signifi-
cant about Bakunin is the wholeness of
his attitude towards life.

This volume is brought into the world
with a great scholarly apparatus; there is
a preface by Bert F. Hoselitz of the
University of Chicago, there is an intro-
duction by Rudolf Rocker, and a Bio-
graphical Sketch of Bakunin by Max
Nettlau. The last is indubitably the
best, and enhances the volume by giving,
In twenty pages, a clear and condensed
account of Bakunin's life and his place

The

themselves among themselves in moments
of unchallenged and undisturbed euphory.
If all is not dung in them, it 1s neither
all gold. There are features sticking to
the homosexuals which, whether they be
classified as masculine or feminine, are
not attractive in the least, not creative,
not releasing, not needing a traditionally

-or institutionally inspired morality to be

reproved. To a more poignant and char-
acteristic degree than other specimens of
the human fauna they are often divided
and at war with themselves for by inter-
nalizing and endorsing the social con-
demnation and then failing to live up to
it, they inoculate their passions and any-
thing they do with the ponson. perhaps
the seasoning of a bad conscience, they
cheat and lie to themselves. In other
cases they develop a conceit of them-
selves beyond all reasonable proportions,
and are capable of great contempt for
the human kind. Often also, as do
heterosexual lovers, they treat a human
being as a mere instrument to their sex-
ual satisfactions, and their love, far from
shining with the light and colours Plato

lent it in one of his tﬁilokﬁu. is mean

in the history of European social move-
ments which every reader will find
valuable as a background to the material
that follows. In this brief sketch Nettlau

disposes very capably and
Marxists have brought
but he 15 scrupulously
some of the defects of Bakunin’s

outspoken about
attitude,

and particularly about the nationalism
which for many years played an incon-
gruous part in his teaching, leading him
dangerously close to pan-Slavism and at
other times tempting him towards an
anti-Germanism that was more em
tional than rational in its expression

Bert Hoselitz, in his Preface,
ward some excessivels
about anarchism in general.

Godwin and Proudhon was that of

geoisie”;
working men of London eagerl,
Political Justice and later welde
winian principles into the early trade
unions, while the French section of the

read

LW.M.A. was for years dominated by

working class Proudhonists. Secondly,
he declares that Godwin and Proudhon
“ignored or opposed large scale indus-
trial, or agricultural enterprises™: in fact.
Political Justice was written before the
Industrial Revolution was well on its way,
while Proudhon, though he saw the faults
of an excessive centralisation of industry,
envisaged the creation of workers’ asso-
ciations for the purpose of running
transport undertakings and factories and
of carrying out major engineering works.
On the other hand, it must be admitted
that Hoselitz has seen very clearly the
fundamental differences which parted
both Proudhon and Bakunin from the
main socialist tradition and which linked
them directly with the liberal thinkers of
the decades before the French Revolu-
tion.

With regard to the selections from
Bakunin's own writing, one can have
nothing but praise for Maximoff's enter-
prise and industry, and there is no doubt
that this volume will provide an excellent
grounding in Bakunin's thought for any-
one who desires it. At the same time,
some points of crnticism can be made.
There might have been a few more notes
to clarify some references which will be
obscure to readers unfamiliar with the
historical background of the various
writings. Also, we could have done with
a little less of Bakunin's rather ponderous
philosophising about the universe, which
IS neither very original nor verv stimulat-
ing, and a greater proportion of the work
in which he displayed his verv acute
grasp of the concrete world of daily
living. Many of his insights have been
proved right time and again by political
developments in the eighty vears since his

" Continued on p. 4
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and grasping, covetous and close-fisted.
Worst of all, especially in particularly ad-
verse economic and social circumstances,
their character may be so tried and weak-
ened that there takes place a real dis-
figuration of their human form as every-
thing they talk about or do in the
presence of others 1s only a screen, a
mask or a decoy to hide their only pre-
occupation, and nothing and nobody is
to them of genuine interest that is not
in some way connected with their homo-
sexuality,

The blame for this last trait, however,
1s to be laid at the door of those people
who make or accept a society callous and
stupid in its hostility to homosexuals,
Homosexuals are human beings, and
society and nobody in the name of
society has any right to make them suf-
fer unnecessarily. To understand the
plight of a homosexual you need not be
a homosexual vourself. It is sufficient
to have expeneneed lm‘ul or racial

Maximoff for the task,
years m
of preparing this volume
its four hundred pages,
does contain the essential Bakunin. Only

succinctly of
some of the major criticisms which the
against Bakunin.

brings for-
debatable puint‘;
He repeats
the old contention that the anarchism of
“the
most radical branch of the small bour-
this ignores the fact that the

God-




(The Fabian Society has recently cele-
brated its 70th anniversary. Although at
the outset it inclauded anarchist as well
as state socialist elements, it soon re
placed any revolutionary objectives it
may have avowed by the doctrine of
‘the inevitability of gradualness’. In the
article below an attempt 1s made to
assess the significance of Fabianism in
the light of the emergence of what James
Burnham has called ‘the managenal
society’ and to interpret the tasks of the
future in the light of this assessment).

HEN the future historian comes to
write the history of the managenal
social revolution in this country, he will
undoubtedly assign a prime rdle to the
Fabians. To them belongs the credit for
preparing the way for the peaceful emer-
gence of the new ruling class by the
elaboration of a ‘socialist’ ideology which
could, at one and the same tume, enlist
the sympathy of the proletariat without
antagonising those clements of the old
capitalist class which were to be enrolled
in the new ruling class of managers.

To-day, as always, the membership of
the Fabian Societv is Iimited to a few
thousand muddle class intellectuals but
the Society has never estimated its suc-
cess in terms of membership figures. Its
criterion of success has ever been the
extent to which its ideas have permeated
political parties and the Labour Move-

Letter

HAVE considerable respect for the

practical outlook, and contributions
to Anarchism, of Philip Sansom, and In
his article on The Ethics of the Boycott
he has faced the ‘Coventry’ i1ssue pretty
squarely; but I must express the strongest
disagreement with his conclusions.

It is partly true that sending a man 1o
Coventry does not deprive him of hfe
and liberty (it does deprive him of the
liberty of living a full life), but it shares
with the worse excesses of the State the
property of being punished, the deliber-
ate infliction of something unpleasant to
stop a man or others from repeating a
certain act because of fear of punishment
(in fact Sansom seems t0 urge on a retn-
butive view in saying the workers ‘ex-
pressed their contempt’ in sending the
man to Coventry). In this case too the
man is being punished for the negative
‘crime’ of putting his own interests first,
and refusing to take certain risks (of
poverty, etc.), rather than for a positive
‘crime’ like stealing or coshing.

Sending to Coventry is also on instance
of the majority compelling the individual,
and indeed compelling conformity of
thought (though Sansom doesn’t make it
clear whether he thinks those whose op-
position is conscientious should not be
bovcotted). The fact that this sort of
compulsion exists at present 1S nO answer,
though 1t 1s valid enough to a ru quoque
against orthodox Ileader-writers. The
view that people are ‘bound’ to get hurt
(and so 1t doesn't much matter) until

Electricians
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This would have the effect of lessening
the increase. For example, on the 44-
hour basic week the increase would be
5s. 6d., but on a 48-hour week, it would
be only 3s. 6d. and on a 50-hour week,
only 2s. 6d.!

Most electricians at work put in a 48-
hour week, and on the jobs which we
are told are of national importance—the
atom sites, oil refineries, steel works, etc.,
where the guerillas are being called out—
there i1s always plenty of overtime.

The employers offer, then, is, as Frank
Foulkes, president of the ET.U. rightly
said. a humiliating one, and the union
are quite right to reject it.

The union’s plans for their guerilla
strikes were kept secret until the very day
they began, and altliough the N.F.EA.
boasted they knew where they were going
to take place, there was nothing they
could do about it anyway.

Foulkes went up to Scunthorpe, where
on a steel-works construction job the
electricians have said they weren't going
to strike. The Press tried to find some
comfort from that by talking of a “split”
but in fact what the Scunthorpe men
wanted was a complete national stoppage
—not the small guerilla ones!

The Press are not making such a fuss
about the Communist allegiances of the
E.T.U. executive this time. The provo-
cative actions by the employers have
shown where the blame for the dispute
really lies.

ment, and, judged on this standard, no
one can deny its victory. British Social-
ism, except for the Communist and other
minor eclements, is essentially Fabian
Socialism.

No Class Struggle

Fabianism has sometimes been regard-
ed as essentially a tactical method—the
method of permeating other bodies with
the object of furthering Fabian ends—
but the superficiality of this view 1s
obvious. Tactics presuppose doctrines
and in the light of the emergence of the
new social order the leading ideas of
Fabianism may be characterised as fol-
lows :

First and most obvious is the rejection
of the theory of the class struggle which
assigns to the proletariat the chief rdle
in the achievement of the free, classless,
socialist society. The popularity of the
carlv Fabians, as E. R. Pease, the his-
torian of the Society has suggested, was
in no small part due to their freeing
British Socialism from revolutionary
ideas and diverting it into constitutional
paths, thereby making 1t respectable for
even the middle class ‘do-gooders’ to pro-
fess a belief in socialism. The Fabian
Society began and has continued as essen-
tiallv a middle class movement, with
middle class men and with middle class
ideas and prejudices. No one will deny

that the Fabians have often displaved a

Ethics & ‘Sending a Man to Coventry’

Utopia arrives seems very dangerous:
hasn’t Russia been saying the same thing
for 30 years? Anyway the boycotting
can hardly be described as spontaneous

when a smmilar fate threatened anyone
who defined 1it.

Surely all these things fly right in the
teeth of Anarchism, which, as the politi-
cal movement which gives most respect
to individuals, must utterly reject ‘100-
percentism’. This last point seems to me
of the greatest importance, and even if
the Allcocks and Hewitts retard the
workers’ interests, isn't it much better
that they should be retarded, rather than

corrupted on the lines so familiar in the
last half-centurv?

| hope FReEeEDOM will give considerable
space to this question, which seems to
touch the basis of the whole Anarchist
outlook and svstem of values.

Birmingham, Jan. 5. A. R. LAcCEy.

genuine sympathy for the poor and the
oppressed, but however much they were
for the working class they were never of
it. To the Fabian the working class has
always appeared at best as a rather stu-
pid helpless child who requires an intel-
ligent guardian to protect him.

The second and equally important
Fabian doctrine is the acceptance of the
bourgeois democratic state as a suitable
instrument for the achievement and appli-
cation of socialism. No essential change,
the Fabians argued, was necessary, as
the Marxists thought, in the apparatus
of government. Much less was it neces-
sary, as the anarchists believe, to destroy
the whole conception of the modern
centralised State. To break the State
machine. said Shaw with a characteris-
tic glibness, is tantamount to Luddism:
“l regard machine breaking as an ex-
ploded mistake. A machine will serve
Jack as well as his master if Jack can
get it out of his master’s hands. The
‘State Machine' has its defects; but 1t
serves the enemy well enough; and with
a little adaptation, it will serve us quite
as well as anything we are likely to put
in its place.” (To-day, Sept. 1887).

All that was required was for the
people to gain control of the machine
through the use of their votes and to per-
fect it for their own ends. With the ac-
ceptance of the democratic State went
the tendency to identify it with the com-
munity. Such an identification made 1t
possible to regard State control and State
ownership as control and ownership by
the community in the interests of ‘the
community as a whole’.

Nationalisation Welcomed

The Fabian rejection of the class
struggle and their attitude to the State
inevitably had important repercussions
on their theory of socialisation. The re-
volutionary socialists and anarchists,
grounding their theory on the prime im-
portance of the ownership of the means
of production as the source of power of
the ruling class, were led to draw a dis-
tinction between capitalist public owner-
ship and genuine socialisation. The capi-
talists as a class, however much certain
interested sections of them might be hos-
tile to particular acts of nationalisation,
were not averse to, and indeed supported,

a limited extension of it in those services
which were natural monopolies and

which were of great importance to the
functioning of private industry—notably
communications, transit and power.

Such nationalisation could be welcom-
ed as increasing the general efficiency of
private industry, as providing a secure

Bakunin’s Writings » continucd from 5.3

activity came to an end. How devastat-
ingly prophetic, for instance, is this pas-
sage on the reality behind the Marxian
theory of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat.

“According to the theory of M. Marx,
the people not only should not destroy
the State but should strengthen and rein-
force it, apd transfer it in this form into
the hands of~its benefactors, guardians
and teachers, the chiefs of the Commun-
ist Party—in a word, to M. Marx and
his friends, who will begin to emancipate
it in their own fashion.

“They will concentrate all the powers
of government in strong hands, because
the very fact that the people are ignor-
ant necessitates strong, solicitous care by
the government. They will create a
single State bank, concentrating in its
hands all the commercial, industrial, agri-
cultural and even scientific production;
and they will divide the mass of people
into two armies—industrial and agricul-
tural armies under the direct command
of the State engineers who will constitute
the new privileged scientific-political
class.”

At the same time, Bakunin was not
without his curious blind spots. Most
of his positive ideas came from Proud-
hon—his anarchism and his federalism
alike spring from that source—and he
seemed also to have imbibed—though in
a much lesser degree—some of the nega-
tive ideas which marred Proudhon’s
thought. True, he negates Proudhon’s
anti-feminism, but at the same time he
retains an attitude towards the education
of children which modern anarchists will
find it hard to comprehend, and which is
totally inconsistent with his general liber-
tarian doctrines. He talks, to begin with,
about “obligatory” education, and then
proceeds to a specious and astonishing
justification of the use of authority in the
school : :

“The principle of authority in the edu-
cation of children constitutes the natural
starting point: it 1s legitimate and neces
sary when applied to those of tender age,

at a time when their intelligence is still
not in any way developed. But inasmuch
as the development of everything, and
consequently of education, implies the
gradual negation of the point of depar-
ture, this principle must gradually dimin-
ish in the same measure in which instruc-
tion and education advance, giving place
to increasing liberty.

“All rational education 1s at bottom
nothing but the progressive immolation
of authority for the benefit of freedom,
the final aim of education necessarily
being the development of free men im-
bued with a feeling of respect and love
for the liberty of others. Thus the first
day of school life, if the school takes
pupils at an age when they have just
begun to prattle must be that of the
greatest authority and almost total ab-
sence of liberty, but its last day must be
that of the greatest liberty and the abso-
lute abolition of every vestige of the
animal or divine principle of authority.”

Life does not move according to such
neat Hegelian rules, and there is no age
at which the imposition of authority is
not liable to have a detrimental effect on
the development of children; indeed, the
younger they are, the less able are they
to cope with it. It is strange indeed that
Bakunin, who saw that human societies
could not reach liberty through authority,

should have imagined that human beings
could do so.

But it is the whole of a man’s career
and teaching that we have to consider
when we make our final estimate of him,
and in that process, while we cannot
ignore Bakunin’s unlibertarian attitude
towards education, any more than we
can ignore Proudhon’s anti-feminism or
Kropotkin's bellicosity in 1914, it is evi-
dent that his total importance as a fighter
and an important thinker in the struggle
for freedom much more than counter-
balances his inconsistencies. To the pre-
sent selection we are indebted for having
given us the material to judge Bakunin's
achievement from every side.

GEORGE WOODCOCK.
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Fabianism and the Managerial Revolution

and profitable field for investment, and
as producing surpluses which could be
used to relieve national and local taxa-
tion on property. The extension of pub-
lic ownership by a capitalist controlled
State could, therefore, only mean the
strengthening of capitalist domination.*

The Fabians, in contrast, showed them-
selves far less discriminating. Every
extension of public ownership and con-
trol they welcomed as a victory for the
community over the capitalists, and
socialism became practically equivalent
to the extension of State power and
ownership. The original 'Basis’ of the
Society is a revealing document. Its
stated object was not, as the revolution-
ary socialists would have put it, ‘the
emancipation of labour through the
socialisation of the means of production,
but instead ‘the emancipation of land and
capital from individual ownership’. This
more limited object betrays the fact that
the Fabians from the outset were far
more markedly anti-capitalist than pro-
labour,

Consumer Control

The fourth essential Fabian doctrine
was the theory of the limited rdle of
workers’ organisations in a socialist
society. The acceptance of the bour-
geois State machine with its location of
sovercign legal power in Parliament en-
tailed the corollary that any institutions
the workers built up should be subordin-
ate to it. The early Fabians neglected to
study the main working class organisa-
tions—the Trade Unions and the Co-
operatives. Sidney and Beatrice Webb,
however, soon made up for this defi-
ciency and in so doing laid down the
broad principles which should govern
their functioning in a socialist society.
Socialism, they decided, meant essentially
paramount control by the consumer.
Producers’ co-operatives, for long the
ideal of 19th century socialists, were
ruled out as liable to be anti-social as
well as being impracticable.

Consumers’ co-operation naturally had
a part to play in the field of distribution,
but elsewhere it suffered from inherent
limitations which only the State could
overcome. The function of the Trade
Unions was to represent the interests of
the producers vis-a-vis the consumers.
The extent of Trade Union control was,
however, to be strictly limited to a par-
tial control over the conditions of work.
In no circumstances was it to extend to
interference in the productive side of
business management.

Managerialism

The fifth and perhaps most significant
Fabian 1dea is the notion of the pecu-
liar importance of experts—the adminis-
trators and the managerial elements. As
one historian of socialism has so naively
put it, Fabian Socialism “saw in the
middle class a group that could be util-
ised in developing the technique of ad-
ministration on behalf of the new order”
(Laidler: Socio-Economic Movements).
The early Fabians included a high pro-
portion of upper Civil Servants and not
unnaturally stressed the importance of
efficient  bureaucratic administration.
Early Fabian literature contains no hint
of the elective control of officials—a
plank in the programme of the Social
Democratic Federation which the latter
got from Joseph Lane’s Labour Emanci-
pation League. On the contrary, offi-
cials were to be appointed from above
by the State after examination, and con-
trolled only indirectly by the community
through Parliament. Pre-1914 Fabianism
appears as essentially bureaucratic social-
ism and was attacked as such by the
syndicalists and the guild socialists.

After 1918 the emphasis on political
bureaucracy disappears to be replaced by

*This revolutionary distinction between
capitalist nationalism and socialist
nationalisation, however useful in the
past, is now outmoded in most advanced
industrial countries. Nationalisation no
longer serves the interest of the capital-
ists and its further extension spells their
extinction. The important distinction
is between nationalisation, whether
‘capitalist’ or ‘socialist’, and a form of
socialisation which ensures workers'
control.

Exeter Readers Please Note

Will the comrade in the Exeter area
(or who was in that area in early Decem-
ber) and who wrote to the “Libertarian
Society, Manchester University”, please
write to the undersigned, c/o Freedom
Press? The writer has been advised that
the letter appeared in the mail rack at
the University Union for a couple of
days before being removed by a person
or persons unknown. All attempts to
trace it have proved unsuccessful. The

only clue is an Exeter postmark. Counter-
sabotage?

Manchester, Jan, 2. V. MAYES.
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a growing emphasis on the importance
of the managerial elements in a socialist
society—a change which coincided with
the abandonment of the concept of nat-
ionalisation through a Government De-
partment on the model of the Post Office
in favour of nationalisation through semi-
independent public corporations which
are much less amenable to public control,
But from the beginning the Fabians had
not neglected to woo the managers. Ac-
cepting explicitly the development of
modern large-scale industry, they under-
lined, as early as the Fabian Essays of
1889, the growing distinction between the
capitalist owners and the salaried mana-
gers, the latter performing the indispen-
sable function of organising production
while the former, through their property
rights, simply laid claim to profits, rent
and interest. The progressive develop-
ment of industry from individual owner-
ship and management to joint stock com-
panies and trusts indicated, they argued,
that the next step, as each industry be-
came ‘ripe’ for control, was the elimina-
tion of the capitalist owners, the State
taking the place of the sharcholders
“with no more dislocation . . . than 1s

caused by the daily purchase of shares
on the Stock Exchange” (Sidney Webb),
The managers were further re-assured by
the categorical statement that there
would be no nonsense about equality of
wages. The Fabian Society, declared
one of its tracts (No. 70,-1896), “resolu-
tely opposes all pretensions to hamper
the socialisation of industry with equal
wages, equal hours of labour, equal offi-
cial status, or equal authority for every-
one.” Management, it was later pointed
out, is, or is fast becoming, a specialist
technique, and its profession must be
organised as such and paid its appro-
priate reward. (Webb: The Works Man-
ager To-day, 1916).

With this high regard for bureaucratic
and managerial administration went a
characteristic managerial ideal—that of
social efficiency, an ideal, which, if 1t
has always found expression in socialist
literature, has previously been subordin-
ate to the more human values of free-
dom, mutual aid and social co-operation.
The Fabians above all emphasised the
economic advantages to be gamned from
a collectivist economy—the replacement
of the ‘anarchy’ of competition by plan-
ned production and the elimination of
wasteful unemployment and poverty
through the establishment of a national
minimum standard of life. The total
effect of Fabian doctrines was thus to
transform socialism from a moral ideal
of the emancipation of the proletariat
to a complicated problem of social engin-
eering, making it a task, once political
power had been achieved, not for the
ordinary stupid mortal but for the super-
intelligent administrator armed with facts
and figures which had been provided by
diligent research. G.N.O.

(To be concluded)
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