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If it were not drowned in blood, the 
result would only be that a power-seek
ing group would get into the saddle, with 
little real advantage for South Africa's 
workers.

The task facing them (and us!) is to

are facing a terrible situation. Not 
The’ on’y are their homes being bull-dozed 

out of existence, but the new govern
ment plan for education is in fact a 
means of conditioning for permanent 

their way back until now they have their s'aX^r^‘ 
own elected government with the declar
ed intention of becoming a republic, free 
of domination by the British Crown. But 
their resentment over the years has 
worked its poison—not so much against 
the nation which defeated them, but 
against the people over whom they have 
retained power—the Africans.

All the time the defeated Boers have
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The natural culture of Africans in the 
Union has for long been destroyed by 
white 'civilization'. They are a demoral
ised and unorganised people.

What can they do? It is easy to say 
‘Revolt’ but in fact any revolution that 
took place now would be a violent, 
bloody and formless affair with no direc
tion or social consciousness short of 

been able to feel superior to the people getting rid of the present government, 
they defeated, until now. no doubt, they 
are convinced that they are in the natural 
order of things superior. Ex-Premier

JOHN HEWETSON :
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cloth 2s. 6d., paper Is.

Daniel Malan under whose leadership 
the Union took such large steps in the 
direction of totalitarianism, was never at 
a loss to provide Biblical quotes (‘Hew
ers of wood and drawers of water*) to 
show the God-ordained nature of in
equality.

Scapegoat in Majority
Under the prevailing conditions in 

South Africa, the scapegoat would not 
appear to be as necessary, on economic 
grounds, as has been the case elsewhere. 
The Communists, however, have provided 
one, and the Suppression of Communism 
Act has provided the Government with 
the means of suppression in any direction 
—as its invocation to ban meetings dur
ing the present re-settlement activity has 
shown. But whereas in Germany the 
Jew was in the minority, in South Africa 
the object of hate and fear—the African 
—is in the vast majority. Which does, 
of course, increase the fear. And the 
fact that the whole economy of the 
country depends upon the continued sup
ply of cheap black labour, on the farms 
and in the mines, increases the hate. 
For all their much vaunted superiority,

work in Nazism, as there is, to varying 
degree, in all patriotic creeds.*

Fear
In South Africa, the pathological as

pect is. we believe, more significant than 
the economic. The Union is in no state 
of depression economically, nor anything 
like it. It is a prosperous state, with a 
working class well under control. There 
is no revolutionary movement among the 
Africans—hardly even the beginnings of 
trade unions as we know them in Britain. 
They have not got to be beaten down in 
order for the ruling class to survive—in 
fact more stability would come if the 
State were to operate more on the good 
old British model, giving concessions to 
the workers and thereby buying their 
support.

This, clearly, the South African ruling 
class is afraid to do. They look at the 
gradual advance of Africans in other 
parts of the continent—in West Africa, 
for example; they see, in Northern Rho
desia. organised African miners waging a 
struggle with their employers not only 
for increased wages but also for advan
ced status; they see in Kenya the Mau 
Mau carrying on its long-drawn-out and 
bloody battle with authority, and they 
are afraid that their own African subjects

build up organisations of resistance on 
consciously revolutionary lines, but this 
is a long-term policy. Their immediate 
need is for solidarity from all possible 
quarters, to make an attempt to mini
mise their suffering now.

There are already several committees 
and their attendant funds in existence, 
mostly dominated by Christians. The 
one anarchists would probably prefer to 
support has as Trustees: Canon Collins. 
Reg Sorensen, M.P., Anthony Green
wood, M.P., and George Doughty (Sec. 
A.E.S.D.), the Secretary is Solly Sachs, 
the South African trade unionist forced 
to leave the country.

The fund they have launched, to assist 
African organisation, is:

Fund for African Democracy. 
6, Endsleigh Street. London, W.C.I. 

Further details can be obtained from this 
address.

WHAT CAN THEY DO!
might begin to tread in some or all of *yHE non-EuroPeans in SouUl Africa
these paths.

But there is more than that. 
Afrikaners—the Boers—were defeated by 
the British, who seized control of South 
Africa. Gradually, they have worked

the whites depend upon the blacks.
Nor can guilt be far below the con

sciousness of the white South African. 
Malan’s version of Christianity has found 
scant support outside the Union (such 
Christians as might agree in principle, 
like General Franco, being prevented on 
doctrinal grounds, being a Catholic, from 
expressing agreement openly) and is 
clearly an attempt at rationalisation. 
But why try to rationalise if there is 
no feeling of guilt? Attempts to clear 
African locations from the proximity of 
European neighbourhoods is also to be 
interpreted as an attempt to hide the 
crime of African standards of living in 
the City of Gold. The Nazi concentra
tion camps were kept well out of the way 
of the ordinary population, who could 
pretend they did not exist. It becomes 
increasingly difficult to the white inhabi
tants of Johannesburg to ignore or ex
plain away the ghastly African slums 
right on their doorstep. So they will be 
shifted well out of sight.

The Africans in South Africa have for 
long provided the one product of fascist 
regimes: the displaced person. The Nat
ionalist Party has caught up with him 
and now belatedly provides the typical 
fascist government. P.S.
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interest at work among the political 
parties:

'The Government was flung out. in a 
scene of noisy and savage triumph, for 
reasons that mainly had nothing to do 
with North Africa at all, but a great deal 
to do with the fact that this provided a 
foolproof opporunilty of disowning a 
man because he was vigorous, determined 
and honest.

Political Antics
The Catholic M.R.P., for example, 

actually announced that it agreed with 
Mendes-France over Africa—but would 
vote against him because they disapprov
ed of him over Germany. The Com
munists voted against the very reforms 
they helped to advocate, because M.-F. 
wants to unite Europe. The Right wing 
opposed him because he stands for colo
nial reform. He was rejected by many 
of his own Radical Party because, for 
this reason or that, he was personally 
disliked. Finally the Algerian lobby 
pulled the trigger for the coup de grace.' 

Further, it is reported that the Com
munists privately asked by the Algerian 
nationals to abstain from voting on the 
question of North Africa, but refused to 
do so because their ‘‘Muscovite allegian
ces came first”. Another aspect of the 
North African struggle is the fact that 
some Algerian Nationalists were quite 
relieved that Mendes-France had been 
defeated. His policies tended to ease the 
tension and thus remove their main 
weapon with which to incite the people 
to rise.

As far as the political future of 
Mendes-France is concerned it would 
seem that his spell in office has, from the 
point of view of clcctorial support, en
hanced his possibilities. The French 
General Elections take place next year, 
and the Socialists and many De Gau lists 
lead bv Mendes-France have formed a 
bloc with which they hope to gain a few 
million votes from the Communists. The 
fact also that Mendes-France had raised 
the wages of industrial workers, and 
issued free milk to schoolchildren will be 
remembered by the electorate. His ac
ceptance of some form of German re
armament which, he arged. would have 
taken place without French consent any
way. was an unpopular measure, but to 
some extent was cancelled out by the 
agreement of Britain to keep several 
divisions permanently in Europe. For 
some curious reason this is expected to 
safeguard against a resurgence of Ger
man militarism.

It is regretful that however honest a 
man Mendes-France may be. whatever 
support he may get in Parliament and 
from the people, he will be limited in his 
pursuit of reforms by the nature of 
politics and financial interests M.
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work perfectly the first time it is used, 
and that if it does not succeed at once 
then it is worthless, and must be rejec
ted in favour of the violent method that 
has not succeeded in bringing about a 
revolution yet, unless it has done so by 
means of dictatorship and horrors worse 
than the ancicn nSgimc.

Wc arc too much obsessed by the idea 
of “the final conflict", and the idea of a 
revolution that may take at most a few 
years. But it is likely to take much 
longer than that. If non-violent means 
of struggle take as long as violent ones 
to achieve success, or even longer, there 
would still be much to be said for 
choosing them. However, I believe that 
they will be found to be quicker and 
more efficient, not less.

In subsequent articles I shall discuss 
a few cases of the successful use of 
non-violence, and suggest ways in which 
an anarchist revolution may be carried 
on without resort to fighting, which 
would 1 feel involve a central command, 
and rigid, or fairly rigid discipline, which 
would poison the revolution at its 
source.
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fYDIOUS politics has once more alter- 
cd the course of a grand debate 

on the fate of the nation." said Mendes- 
France. the deposed French Premier, to 
the gathered Assembly on the eve of his 
defeat.

Odious politics, bound up with innu
merable financial, religious and political 
interests, was indeed altering the fate of 
the French nation, if not radically, at 
least, more people were going to suffer 
in a shorter time if the opposition re
gressed the attempts at reform introduced 
by Mendes-France in his short time in 
office.

To anarchists, the rise and fall ot 
political parties and politicians, generally 
means nothing, in the sense of altering 
fundamentally the basis of the normal 
pattern of governmental society, but. 
even we have to admit that the colourful 
reign of Mcndcs-France has succeeded in 
exposing some of the graft connected 
with French politics—the more sordid 
aspects of which Mendes-France himself, 
as far as we can gather, seems to have 
been singularly clear.

Mendes-France enjoys a great deal of 
support among a large section of the 
French people (as a pointer to this it is 
reported that he has so far received 
10.000 letters of sympathy and regret for 
his defeat, and his appearance in the 
cinema newsreels is loudly applauded). 
This is particularly noticeable in France 
where the antics of politicians are treated 
with a great deal of apathy and cynicism. 
But. among politicians, even those in his 
own party, he has engendered personal 
hatred as well as alarm at his technique 
of forcing decisions on controversial 
issues. Reliable commentators from 
Paris claim that he is intellectually above 
most of the French politicians, and this, 
coupled with his personal popularity, has 
added to his iney'itable downfall*

Sam White, reporting from Paris in the 
Evening Standard suggests that there has 
also been a whisper of anti-semitism in 
the campaign against him.

There is little doubt that when he was 
voted into office at the time of the Dien 
Bien Phu crisis, as a back bencher he 
was expected by his fellow politicians to 
run the usual ineffectual course, and 
then to quietly drop out.

Main Issues
The other issues on which opposition 

to him was based are German re- 
ment. and colonial and home poli 

ctcs. The final issue on which the no

32 7 I 
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confidence vote yvas taken was North 
Africa. Mendes-France, who by no 
means had the support of all his own 
party, had proposed negotiations for 
Tunisian self-rule, and some reforms for 
Algeria. This is certainly not a revolu
tionary step but was designed to attempt 
a compromise with the nationalist rebels 
some of whom were prepared to nego
tiate with Mendes-France. The French 
colonists, alarmed at the violence, but at 
the same time worried about their mater
ial interests, in the first instance suppor
ted Nfendes-France in his Tunisian poli
cies. “but after immediate pressure was 
reduced they were alarmed by the evi
dent spread of what they called the 
nationalist ‘infection' across the border 
to Algeria, where much mightier inter
ests are involved."—(Observer, 6/2/55). 
Ex-Premier Rene Mayer, a member of 
Mendes-France’s own party, who voted 
on issues which he now rejects and whose 
constituency is in Algeria was obviously 
called upon by the French nationals to 
oppose France. He is an influential in
dustrialist who. Time reports, is identified 
with the Rothschild interests.

We hear little of French Colonial rule, 
being so staggered and taken up yvith the 
British Colonies, but the pattern is as 
bad and in many cases much worse. It 
appears that the Mendes-France Govern
ment "discovered" when they took over. 
5.000 political prisoners in Tunisia, and 
in Morocco there were prisoners who 
had been jailed for four years without 
even a charge against them and among 
whom had been discovered an eight-vear- 
old child. Coupled with this is the re
cent report in a responsible weekly news
paper. France Obscrvatcur, of the brutal 
methods of the French police in Algeria. 
Claude Bourdet writes:

‘Torture such as by electric shock in
side the nose, under the armpits, to the 
sexual organs and the spinal cord is 
preferred because it does not leave any 
marks.

Nevertheless, he names four cases of 
nationalists who bore marks of physical 
assault when they eventually appeared in 
court.

Bourdet also describes conditions in 
what he calls the “French concentration 
camps . In the prison at Tizi-Ouzou. he 
says. 71 prisoners are crowded into a 
room of 105 square metres. They may 
not speak, even to say their prayers.’

It is difficult to believe that Mendes- 
France did not know of the conditions 
prevailing in North Africa before he took 
office, although he has now replaced the 
head of the police in Algeria with a man 
known for his sympathies with the 

process, denies to a defeated President Algerian Nationalists.
James Cameron, writing angrily in the 

News Chronicle, draws attention to the

(Continued from p. 2 
manifestations of resistance could suc
ceed. underground movements were im
possible in Germany. Revolutionaries, 
even when they resist violently, are 
rarely as cruel as their opponents, but 
by accepting some of their opponents’ 
methods they weaken their own case. 
In" 1984" one of the methods used by 
O’Brien to break down Winston Smith 
was to play back to him a record of all 
the things he had agreed to do on join
ing the secret revolutionary society. 
They included throwing acid in a baby’s 
face. O'Brien was in the right for once, 
and of course he made the most of it. 
Such barbarities arc the product of 
underground movements and their con
stant fear of betrayal and double
dealing.

Organisation prior to a non-violent 
revolution might have to be secret, but 
without the element of brutality and 
terror that preparation for a violent 
rebellion entails. However the less 
secrecy the better.

At this point someone usually asks 
about the Jews in Germany, “What 
would they do?” he enquires. It is 
difficult to see how any form of resist
ance. violent or otherwise, could have 
saved them. Had they fought they 
would have been killed just the same. 
The only thing that could have saved 
them was public opinion, and public 
action, inside Germany if possible, but 
certainly outside. Even the most totali
tarian governments fear public opinion. 
But the vast mass of the people of 
Europe and the rest of the world were 
apathetic, and nothing much was done.

I am not suggesting that a non-violent 
struggle will be a short or easy affair. It 
will be as long drawn out and as hard 
as a violent conflict. I believe that it is 
more likely to be successful, but that 
does not mean that it will necessarily 
succeed always. Probably though, the 
amount of bloodshed will be much less, 
and large numbers who would have per
ished in a fight will survive to carry on 
the struggle.

The non-violent campaign, carried on 
in South Africa not so long ago against 
racial segregation. I have often heard 
described as a failure. If that were so 
then the anarchist movement itself is a 
failure, for after 150 years it has not 
yet established anarchy. The idea evi
dently seems to be that a method must
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•The same change took place in the case 
of Sir Samuel Hoare who defended 
hanging when he was Home Secretary 
but who now (as Lord Templewood) is 
one of the most outspoken advocates of 
abolition!

f .1

fore always covers up a sharp strug
gle between rulers and ruled. This 
is why the weakening which these 
palace revolutions cause to the gov
erning power is of such potential 
revolutionary significance. If these 
struggles continue without the emer
gence of a stable tyranny such as 
Stalin uneasily wielded, then the

people were still living there, although 
the Johannesburg municipal officer of 
health placed this area as "priority num
ber one ’ in slum clearance in 1950.

Sophiatown. however, is one of the 
areas where Africans hold freehold 
rights, and it is clearly part of the Nat
ionalists’ racial policy to dispossess Afri
cans completely of any property rights. 
Sophiatown is also a desirable location 
for a European residential area; so the 
Kaffirs must be kicked out.

Apartheid Equals Fascism 
Shifting the inhabitants of Sophiatown 

out to their new location. ’Meadowlands’ 
(a pleasant-sounding name!) is in fact an 
implimentation of the Nationalist Party's 
Apartheid Policy. It is nothing more 
than a sop to world opinion that the 
Nationalists even pretend that it is any
thing else.

Thus we see going into operation, in 
one of the countries of the British Com
monwealth. a government policy on 
classic fascist lines. No longer can we 
feel that to describe the South African 
Government as ‘fascist’ is to exaggerate, 
or to use a political swear-word. It is

JN the debate on Capital Punish
ment in the House of Commons 

last week, one of the three argu
ments used by the Home Secretary 
in opposing Mr. Sidney Silverman’s 
amendment to the Government 
motion that it “takes note” of the 
Report of the Royal Commission, in 
which Mr. Silverman called for the 
suspension of the death penalty for 
a period of five years, was one which 
is only too familiar to those who 
have followed these debates over the 
years. He said that irrespective of 
other considerations

the Government has no doubt that it 
would be entirely wrong to abolish capi
tal punishment unless there were clearly 
overwhelming public sentiment in favour 
of this change. The Government have 
no reason to think that public opinion is 
in favour of abolition, or of suspension. 
Indeed they believe that the contrary is 
true.

In 1948, when a similar motion 
was debated, and Mr. Chuter Ede 
was the Labour Home Secretary, he 
opposed suspension of the death 
penalty on similar grounds.

We believe . . . that the time is not
ripe for undertaking this particular re
form. I do not myself believe that 
public opinion in the country is in favour 
of this Clause at this time".

It may not be considered without 
significance that whereas Major 
Lloyd George (the present Home 
Secretary) supported abolition in 
1948 and Mr. Ede opposed it, in 
1955 when their roles are reversed 
(Mr. Ede being on the Opposition 
benches and Major Lloyd George at 
the Home Office), their views on 
abolition have also been reversed.*

-

STRUGGLING ALONG ON 
£2,600 A YEAR

A recent article in The Manchester 
Guardian gives details of how a man 
spends his income of £2,600 a year and 
which ’may help to illustrate the living 
standards open to middle-class families 
in comparable circumstances’. 

Altogether his income exceeded expen
diture by £44 and after listing all the 
items he is compelled to pay out on— 
such as domestic help £156. food and 
housekeeping items £350, holidays £105, 
entertainment £120, etc., etc.—he con
cludes ‘But there is no need to be des
pondent. We ended the year with a 
comfortable margin and what was it that 
Mr. Micawber said about such an 
enviable situation? Besides, the Budget 
is in sight, and the short season of hope 
is upon us.’ |

Life is certainly hard for some of us. I

L

substantial concessions to the Army. 
The role of the other great State- 
within-the-State, the M.V.D. is still 
somewhat obscure.

But again we have to remember 
that all this internal struggle among 
the ruling class in Russia, which 
must have a weakening effect, is 
only significant in terms of the great 
revolutionary question, the struggle 
between rulers and ruled, between 
the government and the peasants. 
Yet another weakening factor em
erges in the steady growth of Rus
sian capitalism which provides all 
the problems which face capitalism 
elsewhere—notably the disparity be
tween the production of heavy in
dustrial products and the real wealth 
of the populace expressed in terms 
of consumer goods. This is the very 
question in which Malenkov and 
Krushchev are supposed to differ 
but which really represents a dilem
ma of all capitalist regimes, 
policy allegedly favoured 
Krushchev — that of increasing 
heavy industry at the expense of 
consumer goods is likely to meet 
with the greatest opposition and dis
content from the Soviet populace. 

The Weakness of Dictatorship 
This brings us to another point— 

that of the weakness or strength of a 
dictatorship. Anarchists have always 
pointed out that where governments 
erect a powerful instrument for the 
suppression of discontent, one may 
safely infer that considerable dis
content exists. A dictatorship there-

whole position of the Bolshevik 
Party may be in danger. A new 
revolution at the heart of the Soviet 
empire would have incalculable re
sults far beyond the borders of 
Soviet influence. The vast figure 
looming up on the world scene is 
not Krushchev but the Russian 
peasant.

and woman are as well informed on 
the issues as their M.P.’s” is an 
assumption which a newspaper with 
less of a vested interest in crime 
than the News of the World might 
hesitate to make. However, the 
public opinion” to which that Sun

day journal appeals, to express itself 
once for all on the issue of hanging, 
is less concerned with questions of 
"deterrents” or statistics and com
parisons with countries where the 
death penalty has been abolished. 
Their astronomical circulation of 
over eight million copies every week 
is achieved by the exploitation of 
crime and murder. One can well 
imagine the News of the World ex
plaining away their policy with some 
such argument as that it is by giving 
such publicity to crime that they are 
discouraging would-be criminals 
from committing similar crimes. Yet 
if this were so. it is difficult to 
understand the need for all the gory 
details. After all would it not be 
sufficient simply to give a brief re
port of the case and of the sentence 
passed by the judge? Why the 
photographs of the scene of the 
crime, and portraits of the murder-

And why last week for in
stance, when there was only one 
reportable local murder, did the 
News of the World find it necessary 
to splash over two pages the stories 
of two murders which took place in 
New Zealand and in Versailles res-

The fact of the matter I 
is. as the Observer points out: 

”We . . . like reading about crime; 
the amount of space given to it in 
our newspapers astonishes visitors 
from the Continent. In this case, 
however, there is a vicious circle: 
murder reports would be much less 
exciting if they were not a prelude 
to the gallows. The death penalty | 
may well be stimulating a dubious I 

Continued on p. 3 |

What arises in this emergence of South 
African fascism, however, is a clearer 
picture of the psychopathic nature of this 
kind of regime. The Marxist analysis of 
fascism as purely an expression of capi
talism in crisis, yet another result of the 
economic factor, is even less adequate 
as an explanation in this instance than 
it was for Germany, Italy or is for Spain. 

In these other fascist countries, a revo- 
lutionarily conscious working class re
presented a threat to the capitalist ruling 
class. The measures the latter had to 
take in its self-defence were extreme. 
Even that, however, did not alone
plain the lengths to which Hitler's lunatic 
racial theories were stretched. There was 
clearly a strong psychopathic force at 

Continued on p. 4

JACK PETERS, the convenor of 
shop stewards among the engineers 

at London Airport, has been reinstated 
‘as an act of grace’.

Readers will remember that Peters was 
dismissed with 300 other workers at 
London Airport on December 17. for 
calling and attending a meeting during 
working hours.

Following a strike by the remaining 
workers, the 300 were taken back—but 
Peters was refused re-instatement. There 
were three appeals to various councils 
and finally British European Airways 
agreed to an impartial tribunal to hear 
the Peters case.

This tribunal found that B.E.A. were 
justified in dismissing Peters, but recom
mended that ‘as an act of grace’ and in 
order to help good industrial relations, 
he should be taken back.

But Lord Douglas of Kirtleside. chair
man of B.E.A.. had his dignity to think 
of. He refused to accept the tribunal’s 
recommendation, at first even refusing to 
make it public

This he was compelled to do after pres
sure from the union side, and then the 
workers at London Airport announced 
their intention to strike if Peters was not 
re-instated. This (surely not unexpec
ted?) decision put both B.E.A. and the 
union (Amalgamated Engineering Llnion) 
in a bit of a flap. Rushing through a 
12-hour meeting, they managed to per
suade Lord Douglas to change his mind, 
‘as an act of grace*.

So Peters has been re-employed by 
B.E.A.. not at London Airport true, but 
at Gatwick.

But no thanks to the grace of Lord 
Douglas; thanks to the solidarity and 
strike threat of his fellow workers.

PILLAR Ol HR I TISH 
IMPERIALISM

The local hangman was among 
those who were presented to 
Princess Margaret during her 
visit to St. Vincent.

—Press Reports.

public opinion"; rather should it 
be called “public prejudice”. But 
if one observes how the government 
has gone about the present debate 
one gets an idea of how much, or 
how little, they are concerned with 
this “public opinion” behind which 
they hide when it suits them to do

The Royal Commission’s Re
port on Capital Punishment! was 
presented to Parliament in Septem
ber, 1953. No government pro
nouncement was made for nearly 
eighteen months. Then on Febru
ary 3rd. the first indication the pub
lic had of something happening was 
the publication in the press of an 
announcement that a Government 
motion “taking note” of the Report 
would be debated on February 10th; 
that is one week’s notice, hardly time 
for Members of Parliament, if they 
are so inclined, to discuss the issues 
with their constituents and to form 
an opinion as to the state of “public 
opinion". Indeed, the Opposition 
met only on the eve of the debate to 
decide what their attitude would be! 

In the debate, as the News of the 
World points out “Nothing that 
either side could possibly say re
mains unsaid", and we would add. 
with the exception of Mr. Chuter 
Edc’s revelation on the Evans case, 
that was not said in the 1948 debate. 
But to assume that the “average man 

fHer Majesty's Stationery Office. London 
1953, !2/6d.

<•

Neither of them, when in opposition, 
took into account this burning ques
tion of “public opinion”!

★
^(/E have on more than one occa

sion expressed our views in 
these columns on so-called “public 
opinion”, not to have to repeat that 
so long as the mass circulation news
papers do the public’s thinking for 
them, there is no such thing as O-..LI*_ • • 99 .1 « ■ «

■

unloose rivalries which would weak
en the dictatorship in its perennial 
struggle with the Russian people. 
Would Stalin, we asked, in acting as 
the gravedigger of the revolution 
also have dug the grave of his suc
cessors?

Malenkov had for years been 
identified with Stalin’s policies. Ob
viously the change in policy, the 
apparent softening of the harshness 
of Soviet rule, did not represent his 
personal attitude as many political 
journalists still seem to think. It 
reflected the need of a weakened 
governing power to placate the 
populace and gain time. Stalin him
self became by indirect implication 
a scapegoat after his death. Beria 
also, as head of the hated M.V.D., 
the political police, could be elimin
ated^ a rival, while at the same 
time he could be blamed for every 
matter of popular discontent.

Dog Bites Dog
The Beria affair also showed that 

the battle for survival at the head 
of the Soviet State was in full swing, 
just as had been anticipated the 
moment Stalin was out of the way. 
The Malenkov-Kruschev struggle 
shows that this tendency is being 
bitterly carried on.

Political commentators say that 
Krushchev’s ’’victory”—we give it 
inverted commas for it may well be 
short-l‘^ed represents an assertion 
of power by the Party. But it seems 
likely that the Party has only been 
able to depose Malenkov by making

^/HEN the news of Malenkov’s 
resignation came through the 

Soviet Embassy declared that it had 
no information in this matter. It 
relied for its news not on the news 
agencies but on a special receiver on 
the Embassy roof which received 
radio entelligence direct from Mos
cow. Readers of Freedom may well 
take the tip and also distrust sources 
of news that come through western 
news agencies and Moscow radio 
alike. Malenkov’s fall has been re
ported in the press in the same way 
as Stalin’s death—simply in terms of 
the palace revolution, and without 
any concern for the larger questions 
involved. Let us not. therefore, 
concern ourselves overmuch with the 
precise moves which Krushchev or 
Malenkov have made during the last 
few months or years, but instead 
stand back, as it were, and view the 
whole pattern of the Bolshevik 
counter revolution.

The great potential power in 
Russia has always been the peasants. 
In the pre-revolutionary years the 
Russian orthodox Marxists felt com
pletely helpless in having to place 
their hopes on the minute proletar
iat, and Lenin boldly flouted ortho
dox Marxism by proclaming the 
revolutionary alliance of workers 
and peasants. When the revolution 
of the peasants overthrew Tsarism, 
the task the Bolshevik party set itself 
was to subdue them once more. The 
period of War Communism with the 
famines of 1921, the period of the 
New Economic Policy (N.E.P.) and 
its reversal in the 5 year plans 
(whose real aim was to attempt to 
industrialize agriculture, to trans
form the peasant into a wage 
worker, and which also resulted in 
the ghastly famines of 1932 and 
1933) all reflect this perennial strug
gle of the State versus the peasants.

Stalin as Party Builder
Stalin’s role in this struggle was 

the building of the “monolithic
party with ruthless dictatorial pow
ers. He built up the power of the 
political police, of the army, and of 
the party, and he prevented any one 
of these “States within the States” 
from challenging his own power by 
playing them off one against the 
other. The numerous purges which, 
since Lenin’s death, have made Rus
sian internal history of an un
exampled bloodiness, had also the 
effect of diverting popular discon
tent with “traitors” who could be 
blamed for every aspect of Soviet 
life that was uncongenial.

When Stalin died Freedom was 
less concerned with who was to 
succeed him than with the larger 
question of whether the removal of 
Stalin as the balancing agent would

*pHE Nationalist South African Gov
ernment has gone ahead with its 

plans for the resettlement of Africans 
from Sophiatown, one of the Western 
Areas of Johannesburg. At the time of 
writing, no organised resistance has 
shown itself, and the presence in the area 
of 3.000 armed police has apparently 
had the desired effect.

The pretext used by the Government 
for its Native Resettlement Scheme is 
that it is part of the general slum-clear
ance policy of this progressive adminis
tration. But, as our Johannesburg Cor
respondent showed us a fortnight ago 
(Freedom, 5/2/55) there are many dis
tricts of the Western Areas which are 
far worse than Sophiatown. and should 
be cleared first, if the desire to remove 
plague-spots is what motivates the Gov
ernment.

As an example of this, our correspon
dent mentioned Orlando Township to 
which the Bishop of Johannesburg drew 
attention in a speech attacking the Gov
ernment’s actions. In 1944. said the 
Bishop, Orlando became so terribly 
overcrowded that the people “spilled 
over" into the temporary shelters pro
vided in the city, each one 10ft. square, 
without doors, windows, or floors Ope 
room was let to each family. There 
were only some 580 foul and disgusting 
latrines to meet the needs of 34.000 
people. To-day, ten years later, those
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(In our next issue: 
Orwell and Anarchism

and first of all its structure had to be 
changed.

A defence section was formed, and one 
for public education and general culture. 
Others looked after labour, agriculture, 
health, and social services. The syndi
cates were active, being in agreement 
with the communal council.

Up till that time, public education 
had been completely neglected by the 
local authorities. Six months after July 
19th, two schools had been built, one 
with a capacity for 400 students, and the 
other for 70. Others were being hur
riedly got ready for children who had 
been evacuated from Madrid, who were 
lodged temporarily in the libertarian hall 
and in the headquarters of the local 
syndicates.

The municipality immediately tackled 
the problerrf of public health. The hos
pital was reorganised, and the services 
of three doctors, two assistants and two 
midwives were obtained. Several sana
toriums and clinics were also reorganised.

FREEDOM BOOKSHOP
OPEN DAILY

OPEN 10 a.m. to 6.30; 5.0 SATURDAYS 
Our latest list of second-hand and 
remaindered books is now ready. Let 
us know if you want it. All books are 
now sent post free so please get your 
books from us. We can supply any book 
required, including text-books.

•Unluckily for himself and his ideas 
Gandhi has become a second Jesus to 
his admirers. Moreover his philosophy 
is strongly anti-life, and opposed to the 
desires of the flesh. With him the re
nunciation of violence was but a part, 
if an important part, of his general 
renunciation of carnal desires. He did 
once say, “Non-violence is the law of 
our species, as violence is the law of 
the brute.” But the general tone of 
his philosophy was not consistent with 
this statement. He seems to have re
garded violence as part of human nature 
to be crushed by will-power and reli
gion.

tionary is playing the statists game. 
This is never more clear than before the 
actual revolution breaks out. The secret 
society is one of the most terrible insti
tutions devised by man. and also often 
ono of the most inefficient. If the 
organisation is centralised it is only 
necessary for one police spy to get into 
an important position in it for the whole 
to be ruined. Unfortunately tjte work 
of secret societies and resistance move
ments tends to attract certain kinds of 
neurotic and unstable characters, who 
may become traitors, or give away 
secrets without meaning to.

Gandhi made a point of informing the 
British of his every move before he 
made it. This may have been carrying 
things too far. He was dealing with a 
(relatively, very relatively) gentlemanly 
opponent. But it is the right outlook to 
have on this question. Under the Nazi 
regime, though strikes and such open 

W Gondnscd on p. 4

Master, some with frank joy, others with 
apologies, and both India and Pakistan 
now have navies and armies like all 
other countries.

The problem of the revolution lies in 
this. It will not spread all over the 
world at once. Therefore the various 
local risings, even if they cover a whole 
country, will be faced by attacks from 
outside, and sabotage from within.

In this country the problem is merely 
theoretical. The chances of a revolu
tion here are. to put it mildly, rather 
slight just at present, and in point of 
fact, while favouring in theory violent 
methods, the anarchist movement does 
not put them into practice for lack of 
means. In fact it practises a sort of 
non-violent faut de mieux. In countries 
like Spain the problem is very practical, 
for there secret fighting organisations 
are built up, and revolution is always 
a possibility.

By resisting by violence the revolu-

18

mined at the cost of his career, to bring 
his case into the open court and defend 
his right of free speech as an American 
citizen. His bosses one by one offer 
him large sums of money to keep the 
case out of court to avoid a blaze of 
scandal and adverse publicity, but he 
stands his ground in his one-man battle. 

Neither of these two authors however 
have a chance to hold our interest for 
long enough, as the play is monopolized 
by the ruthless producer. (We have met 
him before, and he runs to pattern). He 
pops in and out of the action like a 
drunken Mephistophiles with an over
bearing display of charms and smooth 
patter. Unfortunately. Mr. George 
Coulouris who plays him is visibly em
barrassed by the mere bulk of the part 
and the intricacies inherent in it. His 
performance is jerky, a sort of delayed 
shock to the car and eye, it can hardly 
be called stagey even in the derogatory 
sense. He makes us long for a scene to 
be played without him especially as the 
two young authors, Gordon Tanner, as 
the Communist suspect, and Jerry Stovin 
as the young Canadian freshman in 
Hollywood have an engaging ease and 
simplicity that immediately endears them 
to us. Alas, the big show-down between 
these two never comes, though it rears its 
head for a second at the end of Act 2, 
scene 1. And so we feel cheated for the 
rest of the play..

The fault is one of construction, a 
diffusion of interest. There are too many 
side-issues, the play is over involved and 
at times obscure. The trouble with Mr. 
Allan is not that he has not enough, but 
too much to say and tries to get it all 
off his chest in one play. He calls his 
play ‘a monstrous comedy’, but the pic
ture of bi? business threatened by the tag

The book lacks an index and it 
would have been interesting to have 
a comprehensive bibliography.

Mr. Atkins devotes chapters to 
Orwell's attitude to imperialism, his 
study of poverty, his sympathy with 
under-dogs and victims of various 
sorts, his defence of liberty, his 
views on the class system, his evolu
tion as a socialist, his political com
mentary. his observation of ‘popular 
culture', his literary style, his con
cern with the English language, his 
standpoint as a ’left-wing patriot'. 
The common element which Mr. 
Atkins finds in all Orwell's writing 
to be ‘a sense of decency'—a dis
appearing attribute in the world of 
power-hunger.

Orwell's uniqueness lay in his
having the mind of an intellectual 
and the feelings of a common man. 
In the conflict between intellect and 
sentiment the latter usually won. 
This is very rare in the present era 
though probably more common in 
Great Britain than in any other 
advanced country. In Orwell the 
conflict usually took the shape of 
realising that our civilisation is 
based on intellect but perceiving that 
intellect unrefined by sentiment (or 
decency) may well destroy the 
culture based on it and eventually 
itself.”

calc, which had taken over the general 
organisation of work.

In the non-socializcd factories the 
syndicates exercised careful control. But 
the failure to do away with money, was 
a serious obstacle to the stabilisation of 
the enterprises. In practice, it was the 
factory committees that organised the 
technical and financial operations. The 
rdlc of the employers was reduced to a 
minimum. However, the efficiency of 
these controlled factories was certainly 
less than that of the socialized ones.

In Elda and the surrounding country
side. wages were retained. The type of 
economy made it necessary to carry on 
trade with other centres which had not 
all been socialised which implied finance. 

There was also an agrarian community 
in Elda. Some of the fields belonged to 
smallholders.

The two agrarian syndicates of the 
U.G.T. and the C.N.T. were in agree
ment as to the requisitioning of the 
estates abandoned by the fascists. An 
administrative commission was nomina
ted. consisting of delegates of the two 
organisations, each of which was about 
250 strong. This met regularly. Ninety- 
three estates had been socialized. These 
were dispersed among the lands of indivi
dual peasants and smallholders, and 
consequently the land was divided up 
into thirteen zones.’ Each had a delegate, 
who kept the administrative commission 
informed of the data necessary for the 
organisation of the agriculture. The 
thirteen delegates met whenever neces
sary to make decisions, and to arrange 
with the committee as to the number of 
workers required in the various localities. 
The members of this collective did not 
work always in the same place, but 
moved from place to place according to 
the information they received as to the 
greater or lesser urgency of particular 
work.

The general line of policy was decided 
by the assemblies, which had the task 
of arranging the plan of work with the 
committee, and approving or disapprov
ing of its policy. In this way. centraliza
tion and the danger of a hierachy were 
avoided.

The agricultural community set up a 
distribution centre, in which provisions 
of the various types of produce were 
deposited, and from which all the work
ers could take their requirements. The 
collective proposed to set up others as 
soon as it resources permitted. There 
was a shortage of water. The collective 
had made plans for the sinking of a well 
in the near future. It required the out
lay of 100.000 pesetas, but after that 
everything would have been easier.

From—“N6 Franco ne Stalin. 
Le collettivit^ anarchiche spag- 
nole nella lotta contra Franco 
e la reazione staliniana”, by 
Gaston Leval.

(Translated by P.H.).

of a red label, and the fight of the indi
vidual for freedom of speech and belief 
in his principles is a serious one, and one 
that calls for a more consistently serious 
treatment.

The two wives are most sympathetic
ally played by Jill Melford and Andree 
Melly. and the sketchy part of the in
former (Lew Davidson) an unsuccessful 
but ambitious nonentity willing to stoop 
to any depth is wholly convincing. Any 
one of these six characters holds enough 
material for the basis of a play and 1 
wish Mr. Allan had stuck by one or 
other of them and pruned away the irre
levant cross-talk. His dialogue is always 
lively and stimulating. He holds our 
interest up to the end. or very nearly, for 
in the end we are caught up in an even 
thicker mesh of lies and intrigue with 
our producer vainly trying to extricate 
himself from a sticky situation. But by 
then our two authors have gone off hand- 
in-hand. accompanied by their wives to 
fight in the cause of freedom, and we 
have digressed too much even to care 
about bringing our producer to heel. He 
will, we feel continue to turn, like a non
stop grinding gramophone record.

I am grateful to Mr. Allan for raising 
a serious issue which has been smoulder
ing angrily for too long, and look for
ward to seeing more of his plays. His 
faults are all encouraging.

The production, by Bernard Braden is 
a little ragged, hut the music(?) which 
takes the curtain up and down at the 
beginning and end of each act should be 
cut out.

It is an unmelodious jazzy crooning 
blared from a loudspeaker, disturbing the 
curtain lines, always important, and starts 
each act in a wrong key. D.

★
F the seven thousand workers em

ployed in the factories of Elda, 
four thousand five hundred belonged to
the C.N.T. (five months later this figure 
had risen to 5.350). 2,850 workers had
completely socialized the dozen most 
important factories. The others had 
been brought under control.

Each of the socialized factories was 
divided into six sections, five of which 
corresponded to the various stages of 
manufacture, and one to the storekeep
ing. Each section named a delegate, 
and these six formed the factory com
mittee. which operated in co-operation 
with the technical council of the syndi-

jyjR. TED ALLAN’S “The Ghost
writers” at the Arts Theatre Club, 

is a play of the times. Its setting is 
Hollywood at the height of the witch
hunt. There is not only the usual jog
ging for positions, the bribery, blackmail 
and corruption that we have come to 
associate with the film city, but hanging 
over it all is the much more ominous 
shadow of the Investigation Committee 
for Un-American Activities. The hysteria 
of the big film magnates trying to play 
safe with a body that considers Robin 
Hood to have been a dangerous com
munist, ‘because he robbed the rich to 
give to the poor', is shown by such 
means as hidden microphones, tape re
corders, informers, tapped telephones and 
the rest. One of the characters in the 
play refers to this red-hot sunny spot 
as ‘a putrid orange grovel’

The central character, or I should say 
the one most constantly on the stage, is 
Paul Finch, a totally unscrupulous film 
producer, who in his efforts to get to the 
top is suddenly faced with the fact that 
one of his best script-writers is suspected 
of being a communist. He cajoles a 
young Canadian author, Mike Bedford, 
fresh from his native shores, into putting 
his name to the blacklisted man's scripts. 
For this service he is of course paid 
fabulous sums of money. The young 
Canadian, newly married and in debt is 
bent on making money quickly to be free 
of drudgery and get down to writing 
what he wants to say. When he begins 
to find his way in this newly discovered 
jungle he threatens, in his wife’s words, 
to become sucked in and his marriage 
nearly founders.

Nick Lovell, the suspect communist 
who is barred from the studios though 
he has no communist sympathies is deter-

Freedom’s Book Choice for February

Orwell’s Heart & Mind (Continued from last week)

2. ELDA
CITUATED in the province of Alicante,

Elda is a small city of 25,000 inhabi
tants. Its boat-making and paper indus
tries arc very important, and it is sur
rounded by a fertile agricultural belt.

Our movement, which dates back to 
the last century, has played a distinguish
ed part in the syndicalist struggle, and 
the anarchist groups have also been 
active. Strikes have taken place, some 
of which have had deep revolutionary 
implications and social significance. The 
workers in the hosiery factories have 
sometimes been out for three months in 
order to force the reinstatement of a 
locked-out worker. For almost three- 
quarters of a century anarchist periodi
cals have carried out useful propaganda 
activities.

Naturally, in this city the revolutionary 
movement assumed a deep and profound 
character. From the very beginning the 
comrades realised that syndicalist activity 
by itself was insufficient to solve the 
problems of social living. Under the 
influence of the communalist tendencies, 
which have always been present among 
anarchist ideas, and at the same time 
restrained by the need for a united anti
fascist front, they immediately joined the 
communal council. The U.G.T. (social
ist) was almost as strong as the C.N.T. 
(anarcho-syndicalist). There two organ
isations each had five representatives, the 
left republicans and the dissident syndi
calist party two each, and the communists 
one. As in Granollers and Gerona. the 
chairman was of the C.N.T.

The commune of Elda. like others, was 
weighted down by bureaucratic parasites.

(I)
'T’HE theories of Bart de Ligt are some- 
A what outside the main stream of 

libertarian thought, and he himself is 
regarded as something of a curiosity. 
There are in fact virtually only two 
books in English, with a wide circula
tion, which deal with the subject of non
violence in general terms, his own The 
Conquest of Violence, and Richard 
Gregg's The Power of Non-Violence. 
There are of course numerous writings 
of various sorts on, or by, Gandhi, but 
only these two works deal with non
violence as such*.

In the East the peasants- have often 
resorted to non-violent methods of resist
ing native despots, and foreign conquer
ors. Partlv no doubt because of reli- 
gious reasons, but partly because the 
longer establishment of tyranny there 
than in the West had taught them that it 
was the only effective method. In 
Europe, on the other hand, it is not a 
way of rebelling that is much favoured, 
probably because despotic civilisations 
have not existed there so long. Until 
the beginning of our era most of Europe 
was in a state of barbarism, and after 
the Roman Empire collapsed it speedily 
returned. to that condition. Barbarian 
tribes flourished in out of the way parts 
of Europe, the Highlands, the Balkans, 

until almost the present day. 
Generally speaking such people could 
defend themselves by violence, and pre
serve their independence that way. 
They were not unarmed peasants, with 
no chance for military experience, but 
every man amongst them was a trained 
warrior. Although non-violent methods 
of resistance have been used in Europe 
with success, the barbaric past is too 
close, and the tradition of violence is 
much stronger.

But even in those countries where 
non-violence was used it was not gene
rally coupled with what might justly be 
called a “revolutionary” aim. It was 
used against specific injustices, not to 
alter the social system fundamentally. 
Gandhi and his followers had too auth
oritarian an attitude to be real revolu
tionaries, and their success in “getting 
the British out of India” has not been 
followed up in the way it should have 
been. Politicians such as Nehru have 
blithely abandoned the teachings of the
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•GEORGE ORWELL by John 
Atkins. (John Calder. IBs.) 

FOLLOWING closely after Lau
rence Brander's book about 

George Orwell, which we reviewed 
last November, comes this longer 
study by John Atkins? who was 
Orwell's predecessor as literary 
editor of Tribune. It is a better 
book than Mr. Brander's partly be
cause Mr. Atkins shows so much 
more understanding of Orwell's 
political and social attitudes, and 
partly because it is so much more 
comprehensive. The two authors 
have approached Orwell's work with 
opposite methods. Mr. Brander 
says, “1 propose to consider only 
those writings which have appeared 
in book form, so that the reader has 
some chance of checking my judg
ments. Mr. Atkins says. “My main 
aim is to collate his scattered jour
nalism and relate it with his more 
easily obtainable books." He has 
worked his way through eighteen 
years of Orwell's articles in over a 
dozen periodicals and has linked it 
with the themes of his novels and 
his autobiographical and political 
writings. The work has been done 
very thoroughly, even lovingly, and 
the reader will gain from it a much 
truer picture of Orwell's mind and 
heart than from the purely literary 
criticism of his books or from the 
current publicity in connection with 
the television dramatisation of 
Nineteen Eighty-Four and the film 
of Animal Farm.

At the same time Mr. Atkins has 
not altogether solved the problem of 
writing a book of this sort, that of 
extracting the essentials from a great 
mass of scattered material and 
arranging them according to their 
subject and chronology to give a 
picture of their author's thoughts 
and attitudes. Whether it is done 

-by years of press-cutting or collect
ing of old magazines or by scribbling 
away in the British Museum, the 
difficulty is to know what can safely 
or reluctantly be left out. When that 
is resolved there remains the prob
lem of organisation—how to make a 
coherent narrative of all the quota
tions and their interpretation, and to 

ake the result readable. In this 
k it is often difficult to tell 

whether we are reading Orwell or 
Mr. Atkins, and he could have been 
served better by the publisher who 
by a different typographical arrange
ment could have made things easier.
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and psycho-analysis have shown where 
the roots of crime lie, ard vet we still

Lk

^HAT seldom thought of. but vital 
support of respectability, the prison 

officer, is not getting a square deal from 
his employer. It appears that the State

Malenkov's letter of resignation was 
the ‘meat’ of the news from Moscow 
and provided the basis for most of the 
speculation. The Manchester Guardian 
referred to the letter as ‘grovelling’, the 
Telegraph—‘the meaningless reasons 
which Mr. Malenkov gave for resigning'
and most of the other papers in a similar 
vein, but The Times detected

LAN Tuesday, February 8, the news 
came through that Malenkov had 

resigned, and on Wednesday the news
papers indulged in an orgy of speculation. 
All the papers gave this news a great 
deal of space; the more responsible ones 
with texts of Malenkov’s letter of resig
nation and Krushchev’s speech, the less 
responsible with inspired guesswork in 
bold type.

Most of the papers saw the resignation 
as another round in the fight for absolute 
power (Daily Herald: ‘Russian power 
struggle is titanic’), with the exception, of 
course, of the Daily Worker:

’Anyone who regards the Government 
changes, and particularly the calm and 
businesslike statement of Malenkov, as 
evidence of a crisis in the Soviet Union 
is making a tremendous mistake.’

By general agreement Krushchev was 
conceded to be the winner, mainly by 
virtue of his still holding office as first 
secretary of the Communist Party—so 
long Stalin's post of power—and of pro
posing Bulganin for Prime Minister. A 
Times headline said ‘Mr. Krushchev now 
dominant’ and also that he ’evidently sees 
himself in a powerful non-Ministcrial 
position secure as secretary to the party, 
rather as Stalin was in the middle period

cicnt to justify its retention. If it were 
enough to justify barbarity to point to 
the fact that it was an effective deterrent, 
it would surely be an equal justification 
for even more barbaric and severe pen
alties. Nobody in this House or in the 
country would for a moment suggest that 
in order to provide the most effective of 
all deterrents we should re-introduce 
some form of physical torture. Indeed, 
if anybody made such a suggestion to 
those who most ardently believe in the 
retention of the death penalty, the reason 
why that suggestion would be rejected 
out of hand and with indignation would 
b<^ that it was in itself uncivilised and 
abhorrent. But those are precisely the 
grounds on which I protest against the 
death penalty.

And it is on these grounds that 
the death penalty will in due course 
be abolished, and not as a result of 
water-tight arguments and statistics 
and cold-blooded logic, which could 
to advantage be applied to many 
othe problems of the day, but hardly 
to the question as to whether a bar
barous practice such as judicial 
murder should be retained or not.

•See the article Ritual Murder in Free
dom. Oct. 3, 1953 reprinted in Selections 
from Freedom. Vol. 3. pp. 63/4.

‘During the war he was responsible for 
organising supplies to the Army. After 
the war he headed the committee in 
charge of rebuilding the occupied terri
tories. It was on the basis of his suc
cess in these fields that he became Prime 
Minister.

Some of the differences Jn interpreta
tion appear to be due to the use of dif
ferent English translations. The trans
lation used by the Telegraph seems to 
offer more scope for criticism of the kind 
one expects from Fleet Street than, for 
instance, that used by The Times and 
the Guardian. The Telegraph, anxious 
to prove that Malenkov’s letter was not 
to be taken at its face value, pointed out 
that

y^T this point in the argument it 
might be said that the Anar

chist will find himself faced with a 
dilemma, for we oppose all govern
ments on the grounds that they are 
never the expression of the people 
(except incidentally and often for 
the wrong reasons) and yet as Mr. 
Chuter Ede and others have pointed 
out, none of the great penal reforms 
of the last century would have been 
carried on a plebiscite.

Let us in passing point out, not 
for the first time, that governments 
have never, so far as we know, 
initiated progressive legislation, but 
rather have only taken such action 
when outside pressure was so strong 
or influential that it was no longer 
considered politically expedient or 
otherwise to resist. Anarchists, 
whose anarchism is not simply an 
intellectual day-dream, but a broad 
concept of a way of life which will 
lead to more happiness and less 
misery, are, if anything, more inter
ested in the present than in some 
distant future. For this reason we 
cannot ignore the fact that, even 
ruling-out at present the possibility 
of any revolutionary situation aris
ing, certain measures of reform can 
be hastened by intelligent agitation. 
That they make the present econo
mic and political system neither 
more palatable nor revolutionary 
goes without saying. But such re
forms can mean a great deal of 
difference (for good) in the lives of 
some of our fellow beings, as well 
as helping to prepare the ground 
for new ways of thought among a 
much larger section of the popula
tion. Let us use the issue of Capi
tal Punishment to illustrate the fore
going.

The Times (10/2/55) in an editor
ial notes that

Among the many people who have 
strong views on the subject it is probable 
that the opponents of the death penalty 
have the numerical advantage; but they 
have not the predominance which would 
overbear the passive conservatism of 
those who demand overwhelming proof 
that this immemorial deterrent, supposed
ly a unique protection of innocent life, 
has become superfluous.

The advocates of abolition should 
carefully note these words, for it 
seems to us that it is now time for 
them to consider whether they have 
not defeated their ends by obscuring 
the real issue—that the death penalty 
should be abolished because it is a 
barbarous practise—in concentra
ting their efforts on seeking to prove 
that it is no longer an effective de
terrent and should on those grounds 
be abolished. For such an argument, 
as Sir Frank Soskice pointed out in 
his admirable speech, can lead to 
even worse horrors than hanging

I do not believe that the fact that the 
death penalty may be a good deterrent 
is, of itself, necessarily and alone sufli-

But according to the text given in The 
Times and the Guardian, he said

I had had no experience of directly 
administering a given branch of the nat
ional economy at a level of a Ministry 
or a directorate.'

A much more precise statement and 
one which the Telegraph's criticisms do 
not refute. Similarly, the Telegraph 
quoted Malenkov as saying

’ 1

His statement that he “did not have 
occasion, in a ministry of some economic 
body, to have direct control of particular 
branches of the national economy” thus 
makes nonsense.’

Whereas The Times gave 
‘It can be expected that various bour

geois cliques will raise hysterical voices 
over my present statement . . . But we, 
Communists and Soviet people, will ig
nore this lying slander.* 
—which is several degrees milder.

Several papers claimed to have fore
seen Malenkov’s demotion. The Chroni
cle, under a headline ‘He scooped the 
world', said ‘On January 10, in a brilliant 
analysis of the struggle in the Kremlin 
“splashed” on this page. Forrest wrote: 
Krushchev appears to have decided that 
now or never is the time for him to 
grasp the mantle of Stalin’; the Moil 
was a little more modest—‘in August 
1954 the Daily Mail reported the collapse 
of the gigantic plans for cultivating 
Siberia, and said: “The crisis may cause 
a split in the Soviet’ hierarchy.” It has 
come.’; Candidus in the Sketch, rather 
less modestly, said “The news of Malen
kov’s downfall gives me the biggest horse 
langh since Tito shot the coop. But it 
also gives me a lot of personal satisfac
tion, for it is just what I expected, al
though the news is bad. My tip has 
come up.’

There is a growing realisation that all 
is not well with the condition of our 
prisons in spite of the veils of secrecy 
with which the government surrounds

has been economising on the Prison Ser- the question. A correspondent writing 
vice by cutting down various concessions —
which had been granted in earlier years 
to make the Service more attractive to 
the would-be recruit: presumably bank
ing on the apathetic attitude of the public 
for the economies to be made without 
undue fuss. This complaint of govern
mental cheese-paring and a general 
complaint about conditions are made in 
an article in the current issue of the 
Prison Officers’ Magazine”.
This article states that officers have 

been losing their sense of vocation (sic) 
after the Prison Commissioners ‘ably- 
abetted by the Treasury, started to trim 
away those little concessions formerly 
enjoyed by officers’.

‘We saw abolished, or reduced, the 
privileges in respect of gas. medical atten
tion, the purchases of articles made in 
prisons and Borstals and of fruit grown 
in open Borstals, the purchase of bread 
and other similar privileges. This is not 
a purely mercenary outlook, for apart 
from the small saving that an officer 
made by these privileges, he got a feeling 
that he really belonged to the Service, a 
feeling of comradeship. So, when the 
commissioners started to cut away the 
little ties that created this bond, they 
were also doing their best to kill this 
feeling of esprit de corps'

Not only has the government attacked 
these ‘perks', but now an officer has to 
give up half of his subsistence allowance 
if he sleeps on government property 
‘even for a hard bed in a prison cell’. It 
also seems likely that his leave rates may 
be reduced and that he will have to 
work another five years before he gets 
his pension.

The article claims to be an answer to 
the question ‘What is wrong with our 
prisons to-day?‘ and the author con
cludes with the rather dubious statement 
that ‘a penal system can only be as good 
as the morale of its staff. To put it 
mildly this is rather a one-sided view of 
what is wrong with our prisons; whilst 
one may sympathise with those who are 
trying to better working conditions, when 
it is a matter of prison officers one can 
only wish that they were out of work. 
There is only one answer to the question 
asked and that is: Prisons’.

cling to the barbaric idea of retribution 
which plays so large a part in our system 
of law. We cannot expect the problem 
to be solved by any State, because in so 
doing the very foundation of government 
would be destroyed.*
POLICE RECRUITS DON’T WANT 
TO STAY ON

Another vital prop of law and order, 
the police force, is showing signs of 
sagging.

There have been several campaigns in 
recent years to recruit policemen and 
though there has been quite a big 
response it seems that the Force is not 
sufficiently attractive to keep the recruits 
for long. In 1953. 917 men left before 
completing their two years’ probation. 

According to ‘a Police Officer' writing 
in The Manchester Guardian the police 
are now almost 8.000 below their author
ised strength. Some of the reasons he 
gives for this are: ‘shift-working. loss of 
social life entailed by round-the-clock 
working, and the few week-ends allowed. 
These may seem trivial complaints, until 
it is remembered that shift-working in 
industry and in police life bear no com
parison. The former means five days or 
nights followed by the week-end break, 
but in police life night duty often runs 
on a three or four week cycle and one 
weekly leave day every eighth day.

A week-end is allowed off only every 
seventh week, when the Saturday is taken 
as the day for the first week and Sunday 
as that for the second week.’

Apart from these complaints he goes 
on to say: ’Recruiting advertisements 
stress that senior ranks of the police 
service “are open to all”, but this is like 
Mr. Justice Mathew's famous dictum 
about justice being open to all—“like the 
Ritz Hotel ”.’

It is also possible that some who may 
have been attracted initially by the good 
pay leave the police because they do not 
relish being ’a tool of authority’.

M.G.

’a note of sincerity in the letter that 
was read on his behalf, while he sat 
stock still and silent, in the Supreme 
Soviet yesterday morning, and these pro
fessed reasons for the news that suddenly 
swept the world may be accepted as valid 
up to a point.’

that he expected “bourgeois hysterical 
viragos” to produce “slanderous inven
tions" about his resignation. But, he 
said. “We Communists and Soviet people 
will ignore this lying and slander",’

i if I

'pHE abolition of the death penalty 
(and Freedom has advocated 

its abolition not only for murder but 
also for military and political 
crimes”*) will save a few murder

ers from the gallows each year, but 
it will also represent one step for
ward in that process of removing 
violence and force as the founda
tions on which our society is built. 
To-day the whole thought processes 
of the majority of the people are 
conditioned by force and violence. 
There is no reason to doubt that 
their removal from social relations 
will be accompanied by a revolution 
in our ways of thinking and of living 
together. It may prove the death of 
the News of the World and most of 
our Sunday Press, but we have no 
doubt that their place will be taken 
by more worthy exponents of what 
is best in journalism!)

The anarchists’ “dilemma” to 
which we referred earlier does not 
in fact exist. We support abolition 
of the death penalty for all the rea
sons given above and because it will 
mean one law less! We do not 
support the Bill recently introduced 
to ban Horror Comics, “obscene” 
books and the like because we are 
opposed to censorship and censors; 
because it is sheer hypocrisy to 
ban Horror Comics in a world of 
real horrors and real violence; be
cause, just as hanging a murderer is 
society’s easy way'out of facing its 
responsibility for these products of 
our society, so threatening the pur
veyors of printed horror is society's 
easy way out from solving the prob
lem of why there is such a demand 
for this muck; and finally, because 
it would be one law more!

of his rule’; the Sketch—‘the real boss of 
Russia is Krushchev; the Herald—‘al
ready emerging as the real leader of the 
Soviet Union to-night is 60-ycar-old 
Nikita Krushchev’; the Mail—‘the ap
pointment . . , puts supreme power 
squarely in the hands of Nikita Krush
chev’.

However not all the papers were so 
The Express, for example, quali-

field the statement that ‘the real power 
of life and death over Russia’s 200 mil
lion people now rests in [Krushchev's] 
hands’ with ‘many observers believe’; the 
Mirror assumed that Bulganin now holds 
the reins of power and captioned a photo
graph of him with ‘Marshal Bulganin 
. . . Russia’s new boss'; the Telegraph 
rather obscurely said that Krushchev's 
proposal of Bulganin ‘was also a demon
stration that he, Mr. Krushchev, had 
hastened to throw in his lot with the 
new rules’ without saying who the new 
rulers might be.

Some papers were not content with 
attributing the chief power to an indivi
dual but also wanted to find out what 
power was behind him (this form of 
speculation has endless possibilities !) 
the Telegraph and the Herald thought 
that the Army is behind Krushchev: ‘It 
means that the Soviet Army and those, 
like Marshal Bulganin, who derive their 
power from the armed forces, have won 
the battle for power in the Kremlin’, and 
Up goes Marshal Bulganin. At such 

crises of instability the regime needs to 
make sure of support from the Army.’; 
The Times was cautious:

‘Some may see army influence and sup
port behind the appointment. No doubt 
Bulganin has the good will of many 
soldiers, but he is not first and foremost 
a soldier himself. He remains the party 
man and the administrator’; 
while the Manchester Guardian thought 
that the Army may be behind Malen
kov—

’Malenkov is believed to have had the 
support of the Army in ousting Beria. 
He may still have it, and the Army may 
be biding its time.’

The Mail expressed another view— 
‘Was Malenkov, after all. no more than 
Krushchev’s creature? It looks like • r

The most bizarre treatment of the 
news was undoubtedly that of the Sketch. 
which, determined to present the ‘human 
interest’ angle at all costs, devoted its 
front page to a story that Malenkov wat 
only saved from the firing squad by his 
wife.

Why wasn't Malenkov liquidated in
stead of being put up before Russia’s 
supreme assembly to confess his sins and 
humbly step down as boss of the Krem
lin’s 250.000.000 subjects?

A woman may hold the key to this 
riddle. She is Malenkov’s wife Elena, 
a former actress—and the sister of Rus
sia’s new and tougher boss. Nikita 
Krushchev.

Elena, it is thought, interceded with 
her brother to spare her husband’s 
life . . . . ’

This was accompanied by a picture of 
Mrs. Malenkov. No evidence was pro
duced to support the story: a note in the 
Mirror—possibly getting in a dig at a 
rival—said ‘It has often been reported 
that [Krushchev’s] sister is the wife of 
Malenkov—but this was recently denied.' 

Perhaps the newspaper reaction to 
Malenkov’s fall can best be summed up 
in the words of the Daily Telegraph 
leader ‘Why Marshal Bulganin now sits 
in Stalin s chair, we can only guess’. 

M.G.W.

WT Continued from p. 1 
appetite, the satisfactions of which 
must have some effect on unstable 
personalities ...”

This enjoyment for the literature 
dealing with crime . . . and a pecu
liar form of sex, is further reflected 
in the millions of copies of horror 
comics, paper backs and the special 
weekly editions of some of our 
dailies. If one is to judge by their 
huge sales one can conclude that 
“public opinion" favours them. Yet 
as a result of pressure from minority 
groups, such as the Church and the 
teaching profession, the government 
is now drafting new legislation 
whereby it will be an offence to 
write, publish, print and sell such 
publications. “Public opinion” in 
this instance is not taken into ac
count. It is being saved from itself; 
it is being uplifted by order!

PRISON CONDITIONS
‘For eighteen hours a day we con

tinue to keep hundreds of prisoners in 
solitary confinement, during which time 
little or no attempt is made to reciaim 
or reform characters who. having com
pleted their sentences, will be released 
to continue their waywardness in our 
outer society. Perhaps the degradation 
of the squalor of our prisons is just one 
feature deliberately imposed as part of 
the punitive side of the prisoners' treat
ment, but it can have nothing but a 
harmful effect on its victims. Whatever 
the crimes of the prisoners may have 
been, it does not excuse our indifference 
to their welfare, and the ignorance of 
those who have never had anything to 
do with prisons is a sad commentary on 
our claim that we know something of 
what is done in our name.

It is time the appalling conditions in 
our prisons were made public so that 
more and more of us can make them 
our concern.’

The bad conditions of our prisons are 
not helped by their being administered 
by dissatisfied prison officers. Un
doubtedly there is a clear case for the 
reformers in both these directions: but 
it will require more than reform to re
move ‘the canker within our body 
politic’. Prisons will not lose their 
essential character by a change of form, 
although many of the great prison re
formers have thought so. When Penton- 
ville prison was built in the 1840’s it was 
acclaimed as a model prison and many 
people imagined that it provided the final 
answer to the problem of deterring the 
criminal. But the conditions of our 
’open' prisons to-day are as far removed 
from prison conditions in the 1840's as 
they in their turn were from the Newgate 
oi the eighteenth century; and yet within 
the structure of a governmental society. 
we are still no nearer to solving the 
problem of crime.

This is not to say that the knowledge NATURE HITTING BACK? 
and technique for a positive approach are Local authorities in different parts of 
lacking: they are not. Researches and the country have reported that the rabbit 
discoveries in the fields of psychology disease [myxomatosisl may help to in

crease the rat population.
(The Star. 9/2/551
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(In our next issue: 
Orwell and Anarchism

and first of all its structure had to be 
changed.

A defence section was formed, and one 
for public education and general culture. 
Others looked after labour, agriculture, 
health, and social services. The syndi
cates were active, being in agreement 
with the communal council.

Up till that time, public education 
had been completely neglected by the 
local authorities. Six months after July 
19th, two schools had been built, one 
with a capacity for 400 students, and the 
other for 70. Others were being hur
riedly got ready for children who had 
been evacuated from Madrid, who were 
lodged temporarily in the libertarian hall 
and in the headquarters of the local 
syndicates.

The municipality immediately tackled 
the problerrf of public health. The hos
pital was reorganised, and the services 
of three doctors, two assistants and two 
midwives were obtained. Several sana
toriums and clinics were also reorganised.

FREEDOM BOOKSHOP
OPEN DAILY

OPEN 10 a.m. to 6.30; 5.0 SATURDAYS 
Our latest list of second-hand and 
remaindered books is now ready. Let 
us know if you want it. All books are 
now sent post free so please get your 
books from us. We can supply any book 
required, including text-books.

•Unluckily for himself and his ideas 
Gandhi has become a second Jesus to 
his admirers. Moreover his philosophy 
is strongly anti-life, and opposed to the 
desires of the flesh. With him the re
nunciation of violence was but a part, 
if an important part, of his general 
renunciation of carnal desires. He did 
once say, “Non-violence is the law of 
our species, as violence is the law of 
the brute.” But the general tone of 
his philosophy was not consistent with 
this statement. He seems to have re
garded violence as part of human nature 
to be crushed by will-power and reli
gion.

tionary is playing the statists game. 
This is never more clear than before the 
actual revolution breaks out. The secret 
society is one of the most terrible insti
tutions devised by man. and also often 
ono of the most inefficient. If the 
organisation is centralised it is only 
necessary for one police spy to get into 
an important position in it for the whole 
to be ruined. Unfortunately tjte work 
of secret societies and resistance move
ments tends to attract certain kinds of 
neurotic and unstable characters, who 
may become traitors, or give away 
secrets without meaning to.

Gandhi made a point of informing the 
British of his every move before he 
made it. This may have been carrying 
things too far. He was dealing with a 
(relatively, very relatively) gentlemanly 
opponent. But it is the right outlook to 
have on this question. Under the Nazi 
regime, though strikes and such open 

W Gondnscd on p. 4

Master, some with frank joy, others with 
apologies, and both India and Pakistan 
now have navies and armies like all 
other countries.

The problem of the revolution lies in 
this. It will not spread all over the 
world at once. Therefore the various 
local risings, even if they cover a whole 
country, will be faced by attacks from 
outside, and sabotage from within.

In this country the problem is merely 
theoretical. The chances of a revolu
tion here are. to put it mildly, rather 
slight just at present, and in point of 
fact, while favouring in theory violent 
methods, the anarchist movement does 
not put them into practice for lack of 
means. In fact it practises a sort of 
non-violent faut de mieux. In countries 
like Spain the problem is very practical, 
for there secret fighting organisations 
are built up, and revolution is always 
a possibility.

By resisting by violence the revolu-

18

mined at the cost of his career, to bring 
his case into the open court and defend 
his right of free speech as an American 
citizen. His bosses one by one offer 
him large sums of money to keep the 
case out of court to avoid a blaze of 
scandal and adverse publicity, but he 
stands his ground in his one-man battle. 

Neither of these two authors however 
have a chance to hold our interest for 
long enough, as the play is monopolized 
by the ruthless producer. (We have met 
him before, and he runs to pattern). He 
pops in and out of the action like a 
drunken Mephistophiles with an over
bearing display of charms and smooth 
patter. Unfortunately. Mr. George 
Coulouris who plays him is visibly em
barrassed by the mere bulk of the part 
and the intricacies inherent in it. His 
performance is jerky, a sort of delayed 
shock to the car and eye, it can hardly 
be called stagey even in the derogatory 
sense. He makes us long for a scene to 
be played without him especially as the 
two young authors, Gordon Tanner, as 
the Communist suspect, and Jerry Stovin 
as the young Canadian freshman in 
Hollywood have an engaging ease and 
simplicity that immediately endears them 
to us. Alas, the big show-down between 
these two never comes, though it rears its 
head for a second at the end of Act 2, 
scene 1. And so we feel cheated for the 
rest of the play..

The fault is one of construction, a 
diffusion of interest. There are too many 
side-issues, the play is over involved and 
at times obscure. The trouble with Mr. 
Allan is not that he has not enough, but 
too much to say and tries to get it all 
off his chest in one play. He calls his 
play ‘a monstrous comedy’, but the pic
ture of bi? business threatened by the tag

The book lacks an index and it 
would have been interesting to have 
a comprehensive bibliography.

Mr. Atkins devotes chapters to 
Orwell's attitude to imperialism, his 
study of poverty, his sympathy with 
under-dogs and victims of various 
sorts, his defence of liberty, his 
views on the class system, his evolu
tion as a socialist, his political com
mentary. his observation of ‘popular 
culture', his literary style, his con
cern with the English language, his 
standpoint as a ’left-wing patriot'. 
The common element which Mr. 
Atkins finds in all Orwell's writing 
to be ‘a sense of decency'—a dis
appearing attribute in the world of 
power-hunger.

Orwell's uniqueness lay in his
having the mind of an intellectual 
and the feelings of a common man. 
In the conflict between intellect and 
sentiment the latter usually won. 
This is very rare in the present era 
though probably more common in 
Great Britain than in any other 
advanced country. In Orwell the 
conflict usually took the shape of 
realising that our civilisation is 
based on intellect but perceiving that 
intellect unrefined by sentiment (or 
decency) may well destroy the 
culture based on it and eventually 
itself.”

calc, which had taken over the general 
organisation of work.

In the non-socializcd factories the 
syndicates exercised careful control. But 
the failure to do away with money, was 
a serious obstacle to the stabilisation of 
the enterprises. In practice, it was the 
factory committees that organised the 
technical and financial operations. The 
rdlc of the employers was reduced to a 
minimum. However, the efficiency of 
these controlled factories was certainly 
less than that of the socialized ones.

In Elda and the surrounding country
side. wages were retained. The type of 
economy made it necessary to carry on 
trade with other centres which had not 
all been socialised which implied finance. 

There was also an agrarian community 
in Elda. Some of the fields belonged to 
smallholders.

The two agrarian syndicates of the 
U.G.T. and the C.N.T. were in agree
ment as to the requisitioning of the 
estates abandoned by the fascists. An 
administrative commission was nomina
ted. consisting of delegates of the two 
organisations, each of which was about 
250 strong. This met regularly. Ninety- 
three estates had been socialized. These 
were dispersed among the lands of indivi
dual peasants and smallholders, and 
consequently the land was divided up 
into thirteen zones.’ Each had a delegate, 
who kept the administrative commission 
informed of the data necessary for the 
organisation of the agriculture. The 
thirteen delegates met whenever neces
sary to make decisions, and to arrange 
with the committee as to the number of 
workers required in the various localities. 
The members of this collective did not 
work always in the same place, but 
moved from place to place according to 
the information they received as to the 
greater or lesser urgency of particular 
work.

The general line of policy was decided 
by the assemblies, which had the task 
of arranging the plan of work with the 
committee, and approving or disapprov
ing of its policy. In this way. centraliza
tion and the danger of a hierachy were 
avoided.

The agricultural community set up a 
distribution centre, in which provisions 
of the various types of produce were 
deposited, and from which all the work
ers could take their requirements. The 
collective proposed to set up others as 
soon as it resources permitted. There 
was a shortage of water. The collective 
had made plans for the sinking of a well 
in the near future. It required the out
lay of 100.000 pesetas, but after that 
everything would have been easier.

From—“N6 Franco ne Stalin. 
Le collettivit^ anarchiche spag- 
nole nella lotta contra Franco 
e la reazione staliniana”, by 
Gaston Leval.

(Translated by P.H.).

of a red label, and the fight of the indi
vidual for freedom of speech and belief 
in his principles is a serious one, and one 
that calls for a more consistently serious 
treatment.

The two wives are most sympathetic
ally played by Jill Melford and Andree 
Melly. and the sketchy part of the in
former (Lew Davidson) an unsuccessful 
but ambitious nonentity willing to stoop 
to any depth is wholly convincing. Any 
one of these six characters holds enough 
material for the basis of a play and 1 
wish Mr. Allan had stuck by one or 
other of them and pruned away the irre
levant cross-talk. His dialogue is always 
lively and stimulating. He holds our 
interest up to the end. or very nearly, for 
in the end we are caught up in an even 
thicker mesh of lies and intrigue with 
our producer vainly trying to extricate 
himself from a sticky situation. But by 
then our two authors have gone off hand- 
in-hand. accompanied by their wives to 
fight in the cause of freedom, and we 
have digressed too much even to care 
about bringing our producer to heel. He 
will, we feel continue to turn, like a non
stop grinding gramophone record.

I am grateful to Mr. Allan for raising 
a serious issue which has been smoulder
ing angrily for too long, and look for
ward to seeing more of his plays. His 
faults are all encouraging.

The production, by Bernard Braden is 
a little ragged, hut the music(?) which 
takes the curtain up and down at the 
beginning and end of each act should be 
cut out.

It is an unmelodious jazzy crooning 
blared from a loudspeaker, disturbing the 
curtain lines, always important, and starts 
each act in a wrong key. D.

★
F the seven thousand workers em

ployed in the factories of Elda, 
four thousand five hundred belonged to
the C.N.T. (five months later this figure 
had risen to 5.350). 2,850 workers had
completely socialized the dozen most 
important factories. The others had 
been brought under control.

Each of the socialized factories was 
divided into six sections, five of which 
corresponded to the various stages of 
manufacture, and one to the storekeep
ing. Each section named a delegate, 
and these six formed the factory com
mittee. which operated in co-operation 
with the technical council of the syndi-

jyjR. TED ALLAN’S “The Ghost
writers” at the Arts Theatre Club, 

is a play of the times. Its setting is 
Hollywood at the height of the witch
hunt. There is not only the usual jog
ging for positions, the bribery, blackmail 
and corruption that we have come to 
associate with the film city, but hanging 
over it all is the much more ominous 
shadow of the Investigation Committee 
for Un-American Activities. The hysteria 
of the big film magnates trying to play 
safe with a body that considers Robin 
Hood to have been a dangerous com
munist, ‘because he robbed the rich to 
give to the poor', is shown by such 
means as hidden microphones, tape re
corders, informers, tapped telephones and 
the rest. One of the characters in the 
play refers to this red-hot sunny spot 
as ‘a putrid orange grovel’

The central character, or I should say 
the one most constantly on the stage, is 
Paul Finch, a totally unscrupulous film 
producer, who in his efforts to get to the 
top is suddenly faced with the fact that 
one of his best script-writers is suspected 
of being a communist. He cajoles a 
young Canadian author, Mike Bedford, 
fresh from his native shores, into putting 
his name to the blacklisted man's scripts. 
For this service he is of course paid 
fabulous sums of money. The young 
Canadian, newly married and in debt is 
bent on making money quickly to be free 
of drudgery and get down to writing 
what he wants to say. When he begins 
to find his way in this newly discovered 
jungle he threatens, in his wife’s words, 
to become sucked in and his marriage 
nearly founders.

Nick Lovell, the suspect communist 
who is barred from the studios though 
he has no communist sympathies is deter-

Freedom’s Book Choice for February

Orwell’s Heart & Mind (Continued from last week)

2. ELDA
CITUATED in the province of Alicante,

Elda is a small city of 25,000 inhabi
tants. Its boat-making and paper indus
tries arc very important, and it is sur
rounded by a fertile agricultural belt.

Our movement, which dates back to 
the last century, has played a distinguish
ed part in the syndicalist struggle, and 
the anarchist groups have also been 
active. Strikes have taken place, some 
of which have had deep revolutionary 
implications and social significance. The 
workers in the hosiery factories have 
sometimes been out for three months in 
order to force the reinstatement of a 
locked-out worker. For almost three- 
quarters of a century anarchist periodi
cals have carried out useful propaganda 
activities.

Naturally, in this city the revolutionary 
movement assumed a deep and profound 
character. From the very beginning the 
comrades realised that syndicalist activity 
by itself was insufficient to solve the 
problems of social living. Under the 
influence of the communalist tendencies, 
which have always been present among 
anarchist ideas, and at the same time 
restrained by the need for a united anti
fascist front, they immediately joined the 
communal council. The U.G.T. (social
ist) was almost as strong as the C.N.T. 
(anarcho-syndicalist). There two organ
isations each had five representatives, the 
left republicans and the dissident syndi
calist party two each, and the communists 
one. As in Granollers and Gerona. the 
chairman was of the C.N.T.

The commune of Elda. like others, was 
weighted down by bureaucratic parasites.

(I)
'T’HE theories of Bart de Ligt are some- 
A what outside the main stream of 

libertarian thought, and he himself is 
regarded as something of a curiosity. 
There are in fact virtually only two 
books in English, with a wide circula
tion, which deal with the subject of non
violence in general terms, his own The 
Conquest of Violence, and Richard 
Gregg's The Power of Non-Violence. 
There are of course numerous writings 
of various sorts on, or by, Gandhi, but 
only these two works deal with non
violence as such*.

In the East the peasants- have often 
resorted to non-violent methods of resist
ing native despots, and foreign conquer
ors. Partlv no doubt because of reli- 
gious reasons, but partly because the 
longer establishment of tyranny there 
than in the West had taught them that it 
was the only effective method. In 
Europe, on the other hand, it is not a 
way of rebelling that is much favoured, 
probably because despotic civilisations 
have not existed there so long. Until 
the beginning of our era most of Europe 
was in a state of barbarism, and after 
the Roman Empire collapsed it speedily 
returned. to that condition. Barbarian 
tribes flourished in out of the way parts 
of Europe, the Highlands, the Balkans, 

until almost the present day. 
Generally speaking such people could 
defend themselves by violence, and pre
serve their independence that way. 
They were not unarmed peasants, with 
no chance for military experience, but 
every man amongst them was a trained 
warrior. Although non-violent methods 
of resistance have been used in Europe 
with success, the barbaric past is too 
close, and the tradition of violence is 
much stronger.

But even in those countries where 
non-violence was used it was not gene
rally coupled with what might justly be 
called a “revolutionary” aim. It was 
used against specific injustices, not to 
alter the social system fundamentally. 
Gandhi and his followers had too auth
oritarian an attitude to be real revolu
tionaries, and their success in “getting 
the British out of India” has not been 
followed up in the way it should have 
been. Politicians such as Nehru have 
blithely abandoned the teachings of the
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•GEORGE ORWELL by John 
Atkins. (John Calder. IBs.) 

FOLLOWING closely after Lau
rence Brander's book about 

George Orwell, which we reviewed 
last November, comes this longer 
study by John Atkins? who was 
Orwell's predecessor as literary 
editor of Tribune. It is a better 
book than Mr. Brander's partly be
cause Mr. Atkins shows so much 
more understanding of Orwell's 
political and social attitudes, and 
partly because it is so much more 
comprehensive. The two authors 
have approached Orwell's work with 
opposite methods. Mr. Brander 
says, “1 propose to consider only 
those writings which have appeared 
in book form, so that the reader has 
some chance of checking my judg
ments. Mr. Atkins says. “My main 
aim is to collate his scattered jour
nalism and relate it with his more 
easily obtainable books." He has 
worked his way through eighteen 
years of Orwell's articles in over a 
dozen periodicals and has linked it 
with the themes of his novels and 
his autobiographical and political 
writings. The work has been done 
very thoroughly, even lovingly, and 
the reader will gain from it a much 
truer picture of Orwell's mind and 
heart than from the purely literary 
criticism of his books or from the 
current publicity in connection with 
the television dramatisation of 
Nineteen Eighty-Four and the film 
of Animal Farm.

At the same time Mr. Atkins has 
not altogether solved the problem of 
writing a book of this sort, that of 
extracting the essentials from a great 
mass of scattered material and 
arranging them according to their 
subject and chronology to give a 
picture of their author's thoughts 
and attitudes. Whether it is done 

-by years of press-cutting or collect
ing of old magazines or by scribbling 
away in the British Museum, the 
difficulty is to know what can safely 
or reluctantly be left out. When that 
is resolved there remains the prob
lem of organisation—how to make a 
coherent narrative of all the quota
tions and their interpretation, and to 

ake the result readable. In this 
k it is often difficult to tell 

whether we are reading Orwell or 
Mr. Atkins, and he could have been 
served better by the publisher who 
by a different typographical arrange
ment could have made things easier.
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and psycho-analysis have shown where 
the roots of crime lie, ard vet we still
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^HAT seldom thought of. but vital 
support of respectability, the prison 

officer, is not getting a square deal from 
his employer. It appears that the State

Malenkov's letter of resignation was 
the ‘meat’ of the news from Moscow 
and provided the basis for most of the 
speculation. The Manchester Guardian 
referred to the letter as ‘grovelling’, the 
Telegraph—‘the meaningless reasons 
which Mr. Malenkov gave for resigning'
and most of the other papers in a similar 
vein, but The Times detected

LAN Tuesday, February 8, the news 
came through that Malenkov had 

resigned, and on Wednesday the news
papers indulged in an orgy of speculation. 
All the papers gave this news a great 
deal of space; the more responsible ones 
with texts of Malenkov’s letter of resig
nation and Krushchev’s speech, the less 
responsible with inspired guesswork in 
bold type.

Most of the papers saw the resignation 
as another round in the fight for absolute 
power (Daily Herald: ‘Russian power 
struggle is titanic’), with the exception, of 
course, of the Daily Worker:

’Anyone who regards the Government 
changes, and particularly the calm and 
businesslike statement of Malenkov, as 
evidence of a crisis in the Soviet Union 
is making a tremendous mistake.’

By general agreement Krushchev was 
conceded to be the winner, mainly by 
virtue of his still holding office as first 
secretary of the Communist Party—so 
long Stalin's post of power—and of pro
posing Bulganin for Prime Minister. A 
Times headline said ‘Mr. Krushchev now 
dominant’ and also that he ’evidently sees 
himself in a powerful non-Ministcrial 
position secure as secretary to the party, 
rather as Stalin was in the middle period

cicnt to justify its retention. If it were 
enough to justify barbarity to point to 
the fact that it was an effective deterrent, 
it would surely be an equal justification 
for even more barbaric and severe pen
alties. Nobody in this House or in the 
country would for a moment suggest that 
in order to provide the most effective of 
all deterrents we should re-introduce 
some form of physical torture. Indeed, 
if anybody made such a suggestion to 
those who most ardently believe in the 
retention of the death penalty, the reason 
why that suggestion would be rejected 
out of hand and with indignation would 
b<^ that it was in itself uncivilised and 
abhorrent. But those are precisely the 
grounds on which I protest against the 
death penalty.

And it is on these grounds that 
the death penalty will in due course 
be abolished, and not as a result of 
water-tight arguments and statistics 
and cold-blooded logic, which could 
to advantage be applied to many 
othe problems of the day, but hardly 
to the question as to whether a bar
barous practice such as judicial 
murder should be retained or not.

•See the article Ritual Murder in Free
dom. Oct. 3, 1953 reprinted in Selections 
from Freedom. Vol. 3. pp. 63/4.

‘During the war he was responsible for 
organising supplies to the Army. After 
the war he headed the committee in 
charge of rebuilding the occupied terri
tories. It was on the basis of his suc
cess in these fields that he became Prime 
Minister.

Some of the differences Jn interpreta
tion appear to be due to the use of dif
ferent English translations. The trans
lation used by the Telegraph seems to 
offer more scope for criticism of the kind 
one expects from Fleet Street than, for 
instance, that used by The Times and 
the Guardian. The Telegraph, anxious 
to prove that Malenkov’s letter was not 
to be taken at its face value, pointed out 
that

y^T this point in the argument it 
might be said that the Anar

chist will find himself faced with a 
dilemma, for we oppose all govern
ments on the grounds that they are 
never the expression of the people 
(except incidentally and often for 
the wrong reasons) and yet as Mr. 
Chuter Ede and others have pointed 
out, none of the great penal reforms 
of the last century would have been 
carried on a plebiscite.

Let us in passing point out, not 
for the first time, that governments 
have never, so far as we know, 
initiated progressive legislation, but 
rather have only taken such action 
when outside pressure was so strong 
or influential that it was no longer 
considered politically expedient or 
otherwise to resist. Anarchists, 
whose anarchism is not simply an 
intellectual day-dream, but a broad 
concept of a way of life which will 
lead to more happiness and less 
misery, are, if anything, more inter
ested in the present than in some 
distant future. For this reason we 
cannot ignore the fact that, even 
ruling-out at present the possibility 
of any revolutionary situation aris
ing, certain measures of reform can 
be hastened by intelligent agitation. 
That they make the present econo
mic and political system neither 
more palatable nor revolutionary 
goes without saying. But such re
forms can mean a great deal of 
difference (for good) in the lives of 
some of our fellow beings, as well 
as helping to prepare the ground 
for new ways of thought among a 
much larger section of the popula
tion. Let us use the issue of Capi
tal Punishment to illustrate the fore
going.

The Times (10/2/55) in an editor
ial notes that

Among the many people who have 
strong views on the subject it is probable 
that the opponents of the death penalty 
have the numerical advantage; but they 
have not the predominance which would 
overbear the passive conservatism of 
those who demand overwhelming proof 
that this immemorial deterrent, supposed
ly a unique protection of innocent life, 
has become superfluous.

The advocates of abolition should 
carefully note these words, for it 
seems to us that it is now time for 
them to consider whether they have 
not defeated their ends by obscuring 
the real issue—that the death penalty 
should be abolished because it is a 
barbarous practise—in concentra
ting their efforts on seeking to prove 
that it is no longer an effective de
terrent and should on those grounds 
be abolished. For such an argument, 
as Sir Frank Soskice pointed out in 
his admirable speech, can lead to 
even worse horrors than hanging

I do not believe that the fact that the 
death penalty may be a good deterrent 
is, of itself, necessarily and alone sufli-

But according to the text given in The 
Times and the Guardian, he said

I had had no experience of directly 
administering a given branch of the nat
ional economy at a level of a Ministry 
or a directorate.'

A much more precise statement and 
one which the Telegraph's criticisms do 
not refute. Similarly, the Telegraph 
quoted Malenkov as saying

’ 1

His statement that he “did not have 
occasion, in a ministry of some economic 
body, to have direct control of particular 
branches of the national economy” thus 
makes nonsense.’

Whereas The Times gave 
‘It can be expected that various bour

geois cliques will raise hysterical voices 
over my present statement . . . But we, 
Communists and Soviet people, will ig
nore this lying slander.* 
—which is several degrees milder.

Several papers claimed to have fore
seen Malenkov’s demotion. The Chroni
cle, under a headline ‘He scooped the 
world', said ‘On January 10, in a brilliant 
analysis of the struggle in the Kremlin 
“splashed” on this page. Forrest wrote: 
Krushchev appears to have decided that 
now or never is the time for him to 
grasp the mantle of Stalin’; the Moil 
was a little more modest—‘in August 
1954 the Daily Mail reported the collapse 
of the gigantic plans for cultivating 
Siberia, and said: “The crisis may cause 
a split in the Soviet’ hierarchy.” It has 
come.’; Candidus in the Sketch, rather 
less modestly, said “The news of Malen
kov’s downfall gives me the biggest horse 
langh since Tito shot the coop. But it 
also gives me a lot of personal satisfac
tion, for it is just what I expected, al
though the news is bad. My tip has 
come up.’

There is a growing realisation that all 
is not well with the condition of our 
prisons in spite of the veils of secrecy 
with which the government surrounds

has been economising on the Prison Ser- the question. A correspondent writing 
vice by cutting down various concessions —
which had been granted in earlier years 
to make the Service more attractive to 
the would-be recruit: presumably bank
ing on the apathetic attitude of the public 
for the economies to be made without 
undue fuss. This complaint of govern
mental cheese-paring and a general 
complaint about conditions are made in 
an article in the current issue of the 
Prison Officers’ Magazine”.
This article states that officers have 

been losing their sense of vocation (sic) 
after the Prison Commissioners ‘ably- 
abetted by the Treasury, started to trim 
away those little concessions formerly 
enjoyed by officers’.

‘We saw abolished, or reduced, the 
privileges in respect of gas. medical atten
tion, the purchases of articles made in 
prisons and Borstals and of fruit grown 
in open Borstals, the purchase of bread 
and other similar privileges. This is not 
a purely mercenary outlook, for apart 
from the small saving that an officer 
made by these privileges, he got a feeling 
that he really belonged to the Service, a 
feeling of comradeship. So, when the 
commissioners started to cut away the 
little ties that created this bond, they 
were also doing their best to kill this 
feeling of esprit de corps'

Not only has the government attacked 
these ‘perks', but now an officer has to 
give up half of his subsistence allowance 
if he sleeps on government property 
‘even for a hard bed in a prison cell’. It 
also seems likely that his leave rates may 
be reduced and that he will have to 
work another five years before he gets 
his pension.

The article claims to be an answer to 
the question ‘What is wrong with our 
prisons to-day?‘ and the author con
cludes with the rather dubious statement 
that ‘a penal system can only be as good 
as the morale of its staff. To put it 
mildly this is rather a one-sided view of 
what is wrong with our prisons; whilst 
one may sympathise with those who are 
trying to better working conditions, when 
it is a matter of prison officers one can 
only wish that they were out of work. 
There is only one answer to the question 
asked and that is: Prisons’.

cling to the barbaric idea of retribution 
which plays so large a part in our system 
of law. We cannot expect the problem 
to be solved by any State, because in so 
doing the very foundation of government 
would be destroyed.*
POLICE RECRUITS DON’T WANT 
TO STAY ON

Another vital prop of law and order, 
the police force, is showing signs of 
sagging.

There have been several campaigns in 
recent years to recruit policemen and 
though there has been quite a big 
response it seems that the Force is not 
sufficiently attractive to keep the recruits 
for long. In 1953. 917 men left before 
completing their two years’ probation. 

According to ‘a Police Officer' writing 
in The Manchester Guardian the police 
are now almost 8.000 below their author
ised strength. Some of the reasons he 
gives for this are: ‘shift-working. loss of 
social life entailed by round-the-clock 
working, and the few week-ends allowed. 
These may seem trivial complaints, until 
it is remembered that shift-working in 
industry and in police life bear no com
parison. The former means five days or 
nights followed by the week-end break, 
but in police life night duty often runs 
on a three or four week cycle and one 
weekly leave day every eighth day.

A week-end is allowed off only every 
seventh week, when the Saturday is taken 
as the day for the first week and Sunday 
as that for the second week.’

Apart from these complaints he goes 
on to say: ’Recruiting advertisements 
stress that senior ranks of the police 
service “are open to all”, but this is like 
Mr. Justice Mathew's famous dictum 
about justice being open to all—“like the 
Ritz Hotel ”.’

It is also possible that some who may 
have been attracted initially by the good 
pay leave the police because they do not 
relish being ’a tool of authority’.

M.G.

’a note of sincerity in the letter that 
was read on his behalf, while he sat 
stock still and silent, in the Supreme 
Soviet yesterday morning, and these pro
fessed reasons for the news that suddenly 
swept the world may be accepted as valid 
up to a point.’

that he expected “bourgeois hysterical 
viragos” to produce “slanderous inven
tions" about his resignation. But, he 
said. “We Communists and Soviet people 
will ignore this lying and slander",’

i if I

'pHE abolition of the death penalty 
(and Freedom has advocated 

its abolition not only for murder but 
also for military and political 
crimes”*) will save a few murder

ers from the gallows each year, but 
it will also represent one step for
ward in that process of removing 
violence and force as the founda
tions on which our society is built. 
To-day the whole thought processes 
of the majority of the people are 
conditioned by force and violence. 
There is no reason to doubt that 
their removal from social relations 
will be accompanied by a revolution 
in our ways of thinking and of living 
together. It may prove the death of 
the News of the World and most of 
our Sunday Press, but we have no 
doubt that their place will be taken 
by more worthy exponents of what 
is best in journalism!)

The anarchists’ “dilemma” to 
which we referred earlier does not 
in fact exist. We support abolition 
of the death penalty for all the rea
sons given above and because it will 
mean one law less! We do not 
support the Bill recently introduced 
to ban Horror Comics, “obscene” 
books and the like because we are 
opposed to censorship and censors; 
because it is sheer hypocrisy to 
ban Horror Comics in a world of 
real horrors and real violence; be
cause, just as hanging a murderer is 
society’s easy way'out of facing its 
responsibility for these products of 
our society, so threatening the pur
veyors of printed horror is society's 
easy way out from solving the prob
lem of why there is such a demand 
for this muck; and finally, because 
it would be one law more!

of his rule’; the Sketch—‘the real boss of 
Russia is Krushchev; the Herald—‘al
ready emerging as the real leader of the 
Soviet Union to-night is 60-ycar-old 
Nikita Krushchev’; the Mail—‘the ap
pointment . . , puts supreme power 
squarely in the hands of Nikita Krush
chev’.

However not all the papers were so 
The Express, for example, quali-

field the statement that ‘the real power 
of life and death over Russia’s 200 mil
lion people now rests in [Krushchev's] 
hands’ with ‘many observers believe’; the 
Mirror assumed that Bulganin now holds 
the reins of power and captioned a photo
graph of him with ‘Marshal Bulganin 
. . . Russia’s new boss'; the Telegraph 
rather obscurely said that Krushchev's 
proposal of Bulganin ‘was also a demon
stration that he, Mr. Krushchev, had 
hastened to throw in his lot with the 
new rules’ without saying who the new 
rulers might be.

Some papers were not content with 
attributing the chief power to an indivi
dual but also wanted to find out what 
power was behind him (this form of 
speculation has endless possibilities !) 
the Telegraph and the Herald thought 
that the Army is behind Krushchev: ‘It 
means that the Soviet Army and those, 
like Marshal Bulganin, who derive their 
power from the armed forces, have won 
the battle for power in the Kremlin’, and 
Up goes Marshal Bulganin. At such 

crises of instability the regime needs to 
make sure of support from the Army.’; 
The Times was cautious:

‘Some may see army influence and sup
port behind the appointment. No doubt 
Bulganin has the good will of many 
soldiers, but he is not first and foremost 
a soldier himself. He remains the party 
man and the administrator’; 
while the Manchester Guardian thought 
that the Army may be behind Malen
kov—

’Malenkov is believed to have had the 
support of the Army in ousting Beria. 
He may still have it, and the Army may 
be biding its time.’

The Mail expressed another view— 
‘Was Malenkov, after all. no more than 
Krushchev’s creature? It looks like • r

The most bizarre treatment of the 
news was undoubtedly that of the Sketch. 
which, determined to present the ‘human 
interest’ angle at all costs, devoted its 
front page to a story that Malenkov wat 
only saved from the firing squad by his 
wife.

Why wasn't Malenkov liquidated in
stead of being put up before Russia’s 
supreme assembly to confess his sins and 
humbly step down as boss of the Krem
lin’s 250.000.000 subjects?

A woman may hold the key to this 
riddle. She is Malenkov’s wife Elena, 
a former actress—and the sister of Rus
sia’s new and tougher boss. Nikita 
Krushchev.

Elena, it is thought, interceded with 
her brother to spare her husband’s 
life . . . . ’

This was accompanied by a picture of 
Mrs. Malenkov. No evidence was pro
duced to support the story: a note in the 
Mirror—possibly getting in a dig at a 
rival—said ‘It has often been reported 
that [Krushchev’s] sister is the wife of 
Malenkov—but this was recently denied.' 

Perhaps the newspaper reaction to 
Malenkov’s fall can best be summed up 
in the words of the Daily Telegraph 
leader ‘Why Marshal Bulganin now sits 
in Stalin s chair, we can only guess’. 

M.G.W.

WT Continued from p. 1 
appetite, the satisfactions of which 
must have some effect on unstable 
personalities ...”

This enjoyment for the literature 
dealing with crime . . . and a pecu
liar form of sex, is further reflected 
in the millions of copies of horror 
comics, paper backs and the special 
weekly editions of some of our 
dailies. If one is to judge by their 
huge sales one can conclude that 
“public opinion" favours them. Yet 
as a result of pressure from minority 
groups, such as the Church and the 
teaching profession, the government 
is now drafting new legislation 
whereby it will be an offence to 
write, publish, print and sell such 
publications. “Public opinion” in 
this instance is not taken into ac
count. It is being saved from itself; 
it is being uplifted by order!

PRISON CONDITIONS
‘For eighteen hours a day we con

tinue to keep hundreds of prisoners in 
solitary confinement, during which time 
little or no attempt is made to reciaim 
or reform characters who. having com
pleted their sentences, will be released 
to continue their waywardness in our 
outer society. Perhaps the degradation 
of the squalor of our prisons is just one 
feature deliberately imposed as part of 
the punitive side of the prisoners' treat
ment, but it can have nothing but a 
harmful effect on its victims. Whatever 
the crimes of the prisoners may have 
been, it does not excuse our indifference 
to their welfare, and the ignorance of 
those who have never had anything to 
do with prisons is a sad commentary on 
our claim that we know something of 
what is done in our name.

It is time the appalling conditions in 
our prisons were made public so that 
more and more of us can make them 
our concern.’

The bad conditions of our prisons are 
not helped by their being administered 
by dissatisfied prison officers. Un
doubtedly there is a clear case for the 
reformers in both these directions: but 
it will require more than reform to re
move ‘the canker within our body 
politic’. Prisons will not lose their 
essential character by a change of form, 
although many of the great prison re
formers have thought so. When Penton- 
ville prison was built in the 1840’s it was 
acclaimed as a model prison and many 
people imagined that it provided the final 
answer to the problem of deterring the 
criminal. But the conditions of our 
’open' prisons to-day are as far removed 
from prison conditions in the 1840's as 
they in their turn were from the Newgate 
oi the eighteenth century; and yet within 
the structure of a governmental society. 
we are still no nearer to solving the 
problem of crime.

This is not to say that the knowledge NATURE HITTING BACK? 
and technique for a positive approach are Local authorities in different parts of 
lacking: they are not. Researches and the country have reported that the rabbit 
discoveries in the fields of psychology disease [myxomatosisl may help to in

crease the rat population.
(The Star. 9/2/551
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If it were not drowned in blood, the 
result would only be that a power-seek
ing group would get into the saddle, with 
little real advantage for South Africa's 
workers.

The task facing them (and us!) is to

are facing a terrible situation. Not 
The’ on’y are their homes being bull-dozed 

out of existence, but the new govern
ment plan for education is in fact a 
means of conditioning for permanent 

their way back until now they have their s'aX^r^‘ 
own elected government with the declar
ed intention of becoming a republic, free 
of domination by the British Crown. But 
their resentment over the years has 
worked its poison—not so much against 
the nation which defeated them, but 
against the people over whom they have 
retained power—the Africans.

All the time the defeated Boers have
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The natural culture of Africans in the 
Union has for long been destroyed by 
white 'civilization'. They are a demoral
ised and unorganised people.

What can they do? It is easy to say 
‘Revolt’ but in fact any revolution that 
took place now would be a violent, 
bloody and formless affair with no direc
tion or social consciousness short of 

been able to feel superior to the people getting rid of the present government, 
they defeated, until now. no doubt, they 
are convinced that they are in the natural 
order of things superior. Ex-Premier

JOHN HEWETSON :
Sexual Freedom for the Young 6d. 
Ill-Health, Poverty and the State 

cloth 2s. 6d., paper Is.

Daniel Malan under whose leadership 
the Union took such large steps in the 
direction of totalitarianism, was never at 
a loss to provide Biblical quotes (‘Hew
ers of wood and drawers of water*) to 
show the God-ordained nature of in
equality.

Scapegoat in Majority
Under the prevailing conditions in 

South Africa, the scapegoat would not 
appear to be as necessary, on economic 
grounds, as has been the case elsewhere. 
The Communists, however, have provided 
one, and the Suppression of Communism 
Act has provided the Government with 
the means of suppression in any direction 
—as its invocation to ban meetings dur
ing the present re-settlement activity has 
shown. But whereas in Germany the 
Jew was in the minority, in South Africa 
the object of hate and fear—the African 
—is in the vast majority. Which does, 
of course, increase the fear. And the 
fact that the whole economy of the 
country depends upon the continued sup
ply of cheap black labour, on the farms 
and in the mines, increases the hate. 
For all their much vaunted superiority,

work in Nazism, as there is, to varying 
degree, in all patriotic creeds.*

Fear
In South Africa, the pathological as

pect is. we believe, more significant than 
the economic. The Union is in no state 
of depression economically, nor anything 
like it. It is a prosperous state, with a 
working class well under control. There 
is no revolutionary movement among the 
Africans—hardly even the beginnings of 
trade unions as we know them in Britain. 
They have not got to be beaten down in 
order for the ruling class to survive—in 
fact more stability would come if the 
State were to operate more on the good 
old British model, giving concessions to 
the workers and thereby buying their 
support.

This, clearly, the South African ruling 
class is afraid to do. They look at the 
gradual advance of Africans in other 
parts of the continent—in West Africa, 
for example; they see, in Northern Rho
desia. organised African miners waging a 
struggle with their employers not only 
for increased wages but also for advan
ced status; they see in Kenya the Mau 
Mau carrying on its long-drawn-out and 
bloody battle with authority, and they 
are afraid that their own African subjects

build up organisations of resistance on 
consciously revolutionary lines, but this 
is a long-term policy. Their immediate 
need is for solidarity from all possible 
quarters, to make an attempt to mini
mise their suffering now.

There are already several committees 
and their attendant funds in existence, 
mostly dominated by Christians. The 
one anarchists would probably prefer to 
support has as Trustees: Canon Collins. 
Reg Sorensen, M.P., Anthony Green
wood, M.P., and George Doughty (Sec. 
A.E.S.D.), the Secretary is Solly Sachs, 
the South African trade unionist forced 
to leave the country.

The fund they have launched, to assist 
African organisation, is:

Fund for African Democracy. 
6, Endsleigh Street. London, W.C.I. 

Further details can be obtained from this 
address.

WHAT CAN THEY DO!
might begin to tread in some or all of *yHE non-EuroPeans in SouUl Africa
these paths.

But there is more than that. 
Afrikaners—the Boers—were defeated by 
the British, who seized control of South 
Africa. Gradually, they have worked

the whites depend upon the blacks.
Nor can guilt be far below the con

sciousness of the white South African. 
Malan’s version of Christianity has found 
scant support outside the Union (such 
Christians as might agree in principle, 
like General Franco, being prevented on 
doctrinal grounds, being a Catholic, from 
expressing agreement openly) and is 
clearly an attempt at rationalisation. 
But why try to rationalise if there is 
no feeling of guilt? Attempts to clear 
African locations from the proximity of 
European neighbourhoods is also to be 
interpreted as an attempt to hide the 
crime of African standards of living in 
the City of Gold. The Nazi concentra
tion camps were kept well out of the way 
of the ordinary population, who could 
pretend they did not exist. It becomes 
increasingly difficult to the white inhabi
tants of Johannesburg to ignore or ex
plain away the ghastly African slums 
right on their doorstep. So they will be 
shifted well out of sight.

The Africans in South Africa have for 
long provided the one product of fascist 
regimes: the displaced person. The Nat
ionalist Party has caught up with him 
and now belatedly provides the typical 
fascist government. P.S.
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interest at work among the political 
parties:

'The Government was flung out. in a 
scene of noisy and savage triumph, for 
reasons that mainly had nothing to do 
with North Africa at all, but a great deal 
to do with the fact that this provided a 
foolproof opporunilty of disowning a 
man because he was vigorous, determined 
and honest.

Political Antics
The Catholic M.R.P., for example, 

actually announced that it agreed with 
Mendes-France over Africa—but would 
vote against him because they disapprov
ed of him over Germany. The Com
munists voted against the very reforms 
they helped to advocate, because M.-F. 
wants to unite Europe. The Right wing 
opposed him because he stands for colo
nial reform. He was rejected by many 
of his own Radical Party because, for 
this reason or that, he was personally 
disliked. Finally the Algerian lobby 
pulled the trigger for the coup de grace.' 

Further, it is reported that the Com
munists privately asked by the Algerian 
nationals to abstain from voting on the 
question of North Africa, but refused to 
do so because their ‘‘Muscovite allegian
ces came first”. Another aspect of the 
North African struggle is the fact that 
some Algerian Nationalists were quite 
relieved that Mendes-France had been 
defeated. His policies tended to ease the 
tension and thus remove their main 
weapon with which to incite the people 
to rise.

As far as the political future of 
Mendes-France is concerned it would 
seem that his spell in office has, from the 
point of view of clcctorial support, en
hanced his possibilities. The French 
General Elections take place next year, 
and the Socialists and many De Gau lists 
lead bv Mendes-France have formed a 
bloc with which they hope to gain a few 
million votes from the Communists. The 
fact also that Mendes-France had raised 
the wages of industrial workers, and 
issued free milk to schoolchildren will be 
remembered by the electorate. His ac
ceptance of some form of German re
armament which, he arged. would have 
taken place without French consent any
way. was an unpopular measure, but to 
some extent was cancelled out by the 
agreement of Britain to keep several 
divisions permanently in Europe. For 
some curious reason this is expected to 
safeguard against a resurgence of Ger
man militarism.

It is regretful that however honest a 
man Mendes-France may be. whatever 
support he may get in Parliament and 
from the people, he will be limited in his 
pursuit of reforms by the nature of 
politics and financial interests M.
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work perfectly the first time it is used, 
and that if it does not succeed at once 
then it is worthless, and must be rejec
ted in favour of the violent method that 
has not succeeded in bringing about a 
revolution yet, unless it has done so by 
means of dictatorship and horrors worse 
than the ancicn nSgimc.

Wc arc too much obsessed by the idea 
of “the final conflict", and the idea of a 
revolution that may take at most a few 
years. But it is likely to take much 
longer than that. If non-violent means 
of struggle take as long as violent ones 
to achieve success, or even longer, there 
would still be much to be said for 
choosing them. However, I believe that 
they will be found to be quicker and 
more efficient, not less.

In subsequent articles I shall discuss 
a few cases of the successful use of 
non-violence, and suggest ways in which 
an anarchist revolution may be carried 
on without resort to fighting, which 
would 1 feel involve a central command, 
and rigid, or fairly rigid discipline, which 
would poison the revolution at its 
source.
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fYDIOUS politics has once more alter- 
cd the course of a grand debate 

on the fate of the nation." said Mendes- 
France. the deposed French Premier, to 
the gathered Assembly on the eve of his 
defeat.

Odious politics, bound up with innu
merable financial, religious and political 
interests, was indeed altering the fate of 
the French nation, if not radically, at 
least, more people were going to suffer 
in a shorter time if the opposition re
gressed the attempts at reform introduced 
by Mendes-France in his short time in 
office.

To anarchists, the rise and fall ot 
political parties and politicians, generally 
means nothing, in the sense of altering 
fundamentally the basis of the normal 
pattern of governmental society, but. 
even we have to admit that the colourful 
reign of Mcndcs-France has succeeded in 
exposing some of the graft connected 
with French politics—the more sordid 
aspects of which Mendes-France himself, 
as far as we can gather, seems to have 
been singularly clear.

Mendes-France enjoys a great deal of 
support among a large section of the 
French people (as a pointer to this it is 
reported that he has so far received 
10.000 letters of sympathy and regret for 
his defeat, and his appearance in the 
cinema newsreels is loudly applauded). 
This is particularly noticeable in France 
where the antics of politicians are treated 
with a great deal of apathy and cynicism. 
But. among politicians, even those in his 
own party, he has engendered personal 
hatred as well as alarm at his technique 
of forcing decisions on controversial 
issues. Reliable commentators from 
Paris claim that he is intellectually above 
most of the French politicians, and this, 
coupled with his personal popularity, has 
added to his iney'itable downfall*

Sam White, reporting from Paris in the 
Evening Standard suggests that there has 
also been a whisper of anti-semitism in 
the campaign against him.

There is little doubt that when he was 
voted into office at the time of the Dien 
Bien Phu crisis, as a back bencher he 
was expected by his fellow politicians to 
run the usual ineffectual course, and 
then to quietly drop out.

Main Issues
The other issues on which opposition 

to him was based are German re- 
ment. and colonial and home poli 

ctcs. The final issue on which the no

32 7 I 
99 10 2 
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confidence vote yvas taken was North 
Africa. Mendes-France, who by no 
means had the support of all his own 
party, had proposed negotiations for 
Tunisian self-rule, and some reforms for 
Algeria. This is certainly not a revolu
tionary step but was designed to attempt 
a compromise with the nationalist rebels 
some of whom were prepared to nego
tiate with Mendes-France. The French 
colonists, alarmed at the violence, but at 
the same time worried about their mater
ial interests, in the first instance suppor
ted Nfendes-France in his Tunisian poli
cies. “but after immediate pressure was 
reduced they were alarmed by the evi
dent spread of what they called the 
nationalist ‘infection' across the border 
to Algeria, where much mightier inter
ests are involved."—(Observer, 6/2/55). 
Ex-Premier Rene Mayer, a member of 
Mendes-France’s own party, who voted 
on issues which he now rejects and whose 
constituency is in Algeria was obviously 
called upon by the French nationals to 
oppose France. He is an influential in
dustrialist who. Time reports, is identified 
with the Rothschild interests.

We hear little of French Colonial rule, 
being so staggered and taken up yvith the 
British Colonies, but the pattern is as 
bad and in many cases much worse. It 
appears that the Mendes-France Govern
ment "discovered" when they took over. 
5.000 political prisoners in Tunisia, and 
in Morocco there were prisoners who 
had been jailed for four years without 
even a charge against them and among 
whom had been discovered an eight-vear- 
old child. Coupled with this is the re
cent report in a responsible weekly news
paper. France Obscrvatcur, of the brutal 
methods of the French police in Algeria. 
Claude Bourdet writes:

‘Torture such as by electric shock in
side the nose, under the armpits, to the 
sexual organs and the spinal cord is 
preferred because it does not leave any 
marks.

Nevertheless, he names four cases of 
nationalists who bore marks of physical 
assault when they eventually appeared in 
court.

Bourdet also describes conditions in 
what he calls the “French concentration 
camps . In the prison at Tizi-Ouzou. he 
says. 71 prisoners are crowded into a 
room of 105 square metres. They may 
not speak, even to say their prayers.’

It is difficult to believe that Mendes- 
France did not know of the conditions 
prevailing in North Africa before he took 
office, although he has now replaced the 
head of the police in Algeria with a man 
known for his sympathies with the 

process, denies to a defeated President Algerian Nationalists.
James Cameron, writing angrily in the 

News Chronicle, draws attention to the

(Continued from p. 2 
manifestations of resistance could suc
ceed. underground movements were im
possible in Germany. Revolutionaries, 
even when they resist violently, are 
rarely as cruel as their opponents, but 
by accepting some of their opponents’ 
methods they weaken their own case. 
In" 1984" one of the methods used by 
O’Brien to break down Winston Smith 
was to play back to him a record of all 
the things he had agreed to do on join
ing the secret revolutionary society. 
They included throwing acid in a baby’s 
face. O'Brien was in the right for once, 
and of course he made the most of it. 
Such barbarities arc the product of 
underground movements and their con
stant fear of betrayal and double
dealing.

Organisation prior to a non-violent 
revolution might have to be secret, but 
without the element of brutality and 
terror that preparation for a violent 
rebellion entails. However the less 
secrecy the better.

At this point someone usually asks 
about the Jews in Germany, “What 
would they do?” he enquires. It is 
difficult to see how any form of resist
ance. violent or otherwise, could have 
saved them. Had they fought they 
would have been killed just the same. 
The only thing that could have saved 
them was public opinion, and public 
action, inside Germany if possible, but 
certainly outside. Even the most totali
tarian governments fear public opinion. 
But the vast mass of the people of 
Europe and the rest of the world were 
apathetic, and nothing much was done.

I am not suggesting that a non-violent 
struggle will be a short or easy affair. It 
will be as long drawn out and as hard 
as a violent conflict. I believe that it is 
more likely to be successful, but that 
does not mean that it will necessarily 
succeed always. Probably though, the 
amount of bloodshed will be much less, 
and large numbers who would have per
ished in a fight will survive to carry on 
the struggle.

The non-violent campaign, carried on 
in South Africa not so long ago against 
racial segregation. I have often heard 
described as a failure. If that were so 
then the anarchist movement itself is a 
failure, for after 150 years it has not 
yet established anarchy. The idea evi
dently seems to be that a method must

The Malatesta Club
155 High Holborn,

London, W.C.l.
YOUTH GROUP ACTIVITIES
Wednesday, Feb. 23, at 8.30 p.m.

BOOK REVIEW by Mani Obahiagbon: 
“Reflections on Violence”, 

by Georges Sorel. 
Saturday, Feb. 26, at 9 p.m.: 

Anarchist Film Festival.
Dancing Every Saturday from 9 p.m. 

(Guest charge. 6d.)
★

LONDON ANARCHIST GROUP 
Informal Discussions Every Thursday, 

at 8.15 p.m. 
Lecture-Discussions Every Sunday 

at 7.45 p.m. 
(See Announcements Column) 

ALL WELCOME

s

In this Issue :

ANARCHIST WEEKLY
Vol. 16, No.8 February 19th, 1955 Threepence

KRUSHCHEV v. the PEASANTS ?
XS *

99

ex-

44

SO.

44

ers?

pec lively?

• •

/
/' /

•a

fie
•a

•J

fie.

fie

G G P E

• • r ’ r

The
by

4

NO ACT OF GRACE
MR

Orwell’s Heart 
and Mind - p. 2 

Non-Violence and
the Revolution - p. 2 

The Press on Malenkov - p. 3

The Fascist Government of 
S. Africa

111J Hl 111. 

a i tilt! lliiltuiaai

rr rr; 4r, rrO f.

•The same change took place in the case 
of Sir Samuel Hoare who defended 
hanging when he was Home Secretary 
but who now (as Lord Templewood) is 
one of the most outspoken advocates of 
abolition!

f .1

fore always covers up a sharp strug
gle between rulers and ruled. This 
is why the weakening which these 
palace revolutions cause to the gov
erning power is of such potential 
revolutionary significance. If these 
struggles continue without the emer
gence of a stable tyranny such as 
Stalin uneasily wielded, then the

people were still living there, although 
the Johannesburg municipal officer of 
health placed this area as "priority num
ber one ’ in slum clearance in 1950.

Sophiatown. however, is one of the 
areas where Africans hold freehold 
rights, and it is clearly part of the Nat
ionalists’ racial policy to dispossess Afri
cans completely of any property rights. 
Sophiatown is also a desirable location 
for a European residential area; so the 
Kaffirs must be kicked out.

Apartheid Equals Fascism 
Shifting the inhabitants of Sophiatown 

out to their new location. ’Meadowlands’ 
(a pleasant-sounding name!) is in fact an 
implimentation of the Nationalist Party's 
Apartheid Policy. It is nothing more 
than a sop to world opinion that the 
Nationalists even pretend that it is any
thing else.

Thus we see going into operation, in 
one of the countries of the British Com
monwealth. a government policy on 
classic fascist lines. No longer can we 
feel that to describe the South African 
Government as ‘fascist’ is to exaggerate, 
or to use a political swear-word. It is

JN the debate on Capital Punish
ment in the House of Commons 

last week, one of the three argu
ments used by the Home Secretary 
in opposing Mr. Sidney Silverman’s 
amendment to the Government 
motion that it “takes note” of the 
Report of the Royal Commission, in 
which Mr. Silverman called for the 
suspension of the death penalty for 
a period of five years, was one which 
is only too familiar to those who 
have followed these debates over the 
years. He said that irrespective of 
other considerations

the Government has no doubt that it 
would be entirely wrong to abolish capi
tal punishment unless there were clearly 
overwhelming public sentiment in favour 
of this change. The Government have 
no reason to think that public opinion is 
in favour of abolition, or of suspension. 
Indeed they believe that the contrary is 
true.

In 1948, when a similar motion 
was debated, and Mr. Chuter Ede 
was the Labour Home Secretary, he 
opposed suspension of the death 
penalty on similar grounds.

We believe . . . that the time is not
ripe for undertaking this particular re
form. I do not myself believe that 
public opinion in the country is in favour 
of this Clause at this time".

It may not be considered without 
significance that whereas Major 
Lloyd George (the present Home 
Secretary) supported abolition in 
1948 and Mr. Ede opposed it, in 
1955 when their roles are reversed 
(Mr. Ede being on the Opposition 
benches and Major Lloyd George at 
the Home Office), their views on 
abolition have also been reversed.*

-

STRUGGLING ALONG ON 
£2,600 A YEAR

A recent article in The Manchester 
Guardian gives details of how a man 
spends his income of £2,600 a year and 
which ’may help to illustrate the living 
standards open to middle-class families 
in comparable circumstances’. 

Altogether his income exceeded expen
diture by £44 and after listing all the 
items he is compelled to pay out on— 
such as domestic help £156. food and 
housekeeping items £350, holidays £105, 
entertainment £120, etc., etc.—he con
cludes ‘But there is no need to be des
pondent. We ended the year with a 
comfortable margin and what was it that 
Mr. Micawber said about such an 
enviable situation? Besides, the Budget 
is in sight, and the short season of hope 
is upon us.’ |

Life is certainly hard for some of us. I

L

substantial concessions to the Army. 
The role of the other great State- 
within-the-State, the M.V.D. is still 
somewhat obscure.

But again we have to remember 
that all this internal struggle among 
the ruling class in Russia, which 
must have a weakening effect, is 
only significant in terms of the great 
revolutionary question, the struggle 
between rulers and ruled, between 
the government and the peasants. 
Yet another weakening factor em
erges in the steady growth of Rus
sian capitalism which provides all 
the problems which face capitalism 
elsewhere—notably the disparity be
tween the production of heavy in
dustrial products and the real wealth 
of the populace expressed in terms 
of consumer goods. This is the very 
question in which Malenkov and 
Krushchev are supposed to differ 
but which really represents a dilem
ma of all capitalist regimes, 
policy allegedly favoured 
Krushchev — that of increasing 
heavy industry at the expense of 
consumer goods is likely to meet 
with the greatest opposition and dis
content from the Soviet populace. 

The Weakness of Dictatorship 
This brings us to another point— 

that of the weakness or strength of a 
dictatorship. Anarchists have always 
pointed out that where governments 
erect a powerful instrument for the 
suppression of discontent, one may 
safely infer that considerable dis
content exists. A dictatorship there-

whole position of the Bolshevik 
Party may be in danger. A new 
revolution at the heart of the Soviet 
empire would have incalculable re
sults far beyond the borders of 
Soviet influence. The vast figure 
looming up on the world scene is 
not Krushchev but the Russian 
peasant.

and woman are as well informed on 
the issues as their M.P.’s” is an 
assumption which a newspaper with 
less of a vested interest in crime 
than the News of the World might 
hesitate to make. However, the 
public opinion” to which that Sun

day journal appeals, to express itself 
once for all on the issue of hanging, 
is less concerned with questions of 
"deterrents” or statistics and com
parisons with countries where the 
death penalty has been abolished. 
Their astronomical circulation of 
over eight million copies every week 
is achieved by the exploitation of 
crime and murder. One can well 
imagine the News of the World ex
plaining away their policy with some 
such argument as that it is by giving 
such publicity to crime that they are 
discouraging would-be criminals 
from committing similar crimes. Yet 
if this were so. it is difficult to 
understand the need for all the gory 
details. After all would it not be 
sufficient simply to give a brief re
port of the case and of the sentence 
passed by the judge? Why the 
photographs of the scene of the 
crime, and portraits of the murder-

And why last week for in
stance, when there was only one 
reportable local murder, did the 
News of the World find it necessary 
to splash over two pages the stories 
of two murders which took place in 
New Zealand and in Versailles res-

The fact of the matter I 
is. as the Observer points out: 

”We . . . like reading about crime; 
the amount of space given to it in 
our newspapers astonishes visitors 
from the Continent. In this case, 
however, there is a vicious circle: 
murder reports would be much less 
exciting if they were not a prelude 
to the gallows. The death penalty | 
may well be stimulating a dubious I 

Continued on p. 3 |

What arises in this emergence of South 
African fascism, however, is a clearer 
picture of the psychopathic nature of this 
kind of regime. The Marxist analysis of 
fascism as purely an expression of capi
talism in crisis, yet another result of the 
economic factor, is even less adequate 
as an explanation in this instance than 
it was for Germany, Italy or is for Spain. 

In these other fascist countries, a revo- 
lutionarily conscious working class re
presented a threat to the capitalist ruling 
class. The measures the latter had to 
take in its self-defence were extreme. 
Even that, however, did not alone
plain the lengths to which Hitler's lunatic 
racial theories were stretched. There was 
clearly a strong psychopathic force at 

Continued on p. 4

JACK PETERS, the convenor of 
shop stewards among the engineers 

at London Airport, has been reinstated 
‘as an act of grace’.

Readers will remember that Peters was 
dismissed with 300 other workers at 
London Airport on December 17. for 
calling and attending a meeting during 
working hours.

Following a strike by the remaining 
workers, the 300 were taken back—but 
Peters was refused re-instatement. There 
were three appeals to various councils 
and finally British European Airways 
agreed to an impartial tribunal to hear 
the Peters case.

This tribunal found that B.E.A. were 
justified in dismissing Peters, but recom
mended that ‘as an act of grace’ and in 
order to help good industrial relations, 
he should be taken back.

But Lord Douglas of Kirtleside. chair
man of B.E.A.. had his dignity to think 
of. He refused to accept the tribunal’s 
recommendation, at first even refusing to 
make it public

This he was compelled to do after pres
sure from the union side, and then the 
workers at London Airport announced 
their intention to strike if Peters was not 
re-instated. This (surely not unexpec
ted?) decision put both B.E.A. and the 
union (Amalgamated Engineering Llnion) 
in a bit of a flap. Rushing through a 
12-hour meeting, they managed to per
suade Lord Douglas to change his mind, 
‘as an act of grace*.

So Peters has been re-employed by 
B.E.A.. not at London Airport true, but 
at Gatwick.

But no thanks to the grace of Lord 
Douglas; thanks to the solidarity and 
strike threat of his fellow workers.

PILLAR Ol HR I TISH 
IMPERIALISM

The local hangman was among 
those who were presented to 
Princess Margaret during her 
visit to St. Vincent.

—Press Reports.

public opinion"; rather should it 
be called “public prejudice”. But 
if one observes how the government 
has gone about the present debate 
one gets an idea of how much, or 
how little, they are concerned with 
this “public opinion” behind which 
they hide when it suits them to do

The Royal Commission’s Re
port on Capital Punishment! was 
presented to Parliament in Septem
ber, 1953. No government pro
nouncement was made for nearly 
eighteen months. Then on Febru
ary 3rd. the first indication the pub
lic had of something happening was 
the publication in the press of an 
announcement that a Government 
motion “taking note” of the Report 
would be debated on February 10th; 
that is one week’s notice, hardly time 
for Members of Parliament, if they 
are so inclined, to discuss the issues 
with their constituents and to form 
an opinion as to the state of “public 
opinion". Indeed, the Opposition 
met only on the eve of the debate to 
decide what their attitude would be! 

In the debate, as the News of the 
World points out “Nothing that 
either side could possibly say re
mains unsaid", and we would add. 
with the exception of Mr. Chuter 
Edc’s revelation on the Evans case, 
that was not said in the 1948 debate. 
But to assume that the “average man 

fHer Majesty's Stationery Office. London 
1953, !2/6d.

<•

Neither of them, when in opposition, 
took into account this burning ques
tion of “public opinion”!

★
^(/E have on more than one occa

sion expressed our views in 
these columns on so-called “public 
opinion”, not to have to repeat that 
so long as the mass circulation news
papers do the public’s thinking for 
them, there is no such thing as O-..LI*_ • • 99 .1 « ■ «

■

unloose rivalries which would weak
en the dictatorship in its perennial 
struggle with the Russian people. 
Would Stalin, we asked, in acting as 
the gravedigger of the revolution 
also have dug the grave of his suc
cessors?

Malenkov had for years been 
identified with Stalin’s policies. Ob
viously the change in policy, the 
apparent softening of the harshness 
of Soviet rule, did not represent his 
personal attitude as many political 
journalists still seem to think. It 
reflected the need of a weakened 
governing power to placate the 
populace and gain time. Stalin him
self became by indirect implication 
a scapegoat after his death. Beria 
also, as head of the hated M.V.D., 
the political police, could be elimin
ated^ a rival, while at the same 
time he could be blamed for every 
matter of popular discontent.

Dog Bites Dog
The Beria affair also showed that 

the battle for survival at the head 
of the Soviet State was in full swing, 
just as had been anticipated the 
moment Stalin was out of the way. 
The Malenkov-Kruschev struggle 
shows that this tendency is being 
bitterly carried on.

Political commentators say that 
Krushchev’s ’’victory”—we give it 
inverted commas for it may well be 
short-l‘^ed represents an assertion 
of power by the Party. But it seems 
likely that the Party has only been 
able to depose Malenkov by making

^/HEN the news of Malenkov’s 
resignation came through the 

Soviet Embassy declared that it had 
no information in this matter. It 
relied for its news not on the news 
agencies but on a special receiver on 
the Embassy roof which received 
radio entelligence direct from Mos
cow. Readers of Freedom may well 
take the tip and also distrust sources 
of news that come through western 
news agencies and Moscow radio 
alike. Malenkov’s fall has been re
ported in the press in the same way 
as Stalin’s death—simply in terms of 
the palace revolution, and without 
any concern for the larger questions 
involved. Let us not. therefore, 
concern ourselves overmuch with the 
precise moves which Krushchev or 
Malenkov have made during the last 
few months or years, but instead 
stand back, as it were, and view the 
whole pattern of the Bolshevik 
counter revolution.

The great potential power in 
Russia has always been the peasants. 
In the pre-revolutionary years the 
Russian orthodox Marxists felt com
pletely helpless in having to place 
their hopes on the minute proletar
iat, and Lenin boldly flouted ortho
dox Marxism by proclaming the 
revolutionary alliance of workers 
and peasants. When the revolution 
of the peasants overthrew Tsarism, 
the task the Bolshevik party set itself 
was to subdue them once more. The 
period of War Communism with the 
famines of 1921, the period of the 
New Economic Policy (N.E.P.) and 
its reversal in the 5 year plans 
(whose real aim was to attempt to 
industrialize agriculture, to trans
form the peasant into a wage 
worker, and which also resulted in 
the ghastly famines of 1932 and 
1933) all reflect this perennial strug
gle of the State versus the peasants.

Stalin as Party Builder
Stalin’s role in this struggle was 

the building of the “monolithic
party with ruthless dictatorial pow
ers. He built up the power of the 
political police, of the army, and of 
the party, and he prevented any one 
of these “States within the States” 
from challenging his own power by 
playing them off one against the 
other. The numerous purges which, 
since Lenin’s death, have made Rus
sian internal history of an un
exampled bloodiness, had also the 
effect of diverting popular discon
tent with “traitors” who could be 
blamed for every aspect of Soviet 
life that was uncongenial.

When Stalin died Freedom was 
less concerned with who was to 
succeed him than with the larger 
question of whether the removal of 
Stalin as the balancing agent would

*pHE Nationalist South African Gov
ernment has gone ahead with its 

plans for the resettlement of Africans 
from Sophiatown, one of the Western 
Areas of Johannesburg. At the time of 
writing, no organised resistance has 
shown itself, and the presence in the area 
of 3.000 armed police has apparently 
had the desired effect.

The pretext used by the Government 
for its Native Resettlement Scheme is 
that it is part of the general slum-clear
ance policy of this progressive adminis
tration. But, as our Johannesburg Cor
respondent showed us a fortnight ago 
(Freedom, 5/2/55) there are many dis
tricts of the Western Areas which are 
far worse than Sophiatown. and should 
be cleared first, if the desire to remove 
plague-spots is what motivates the Gov
ernment.

As an example of this, our correspon
dent mentioned Orlando Township to 
which the Bishop of Johannesburg drew 
attention in a speech attacking the Gov
ernment’s actions. In 1944. said the 
Bishop, Orlando became so terribly 
overcrowded that the people “spilled 
over" into the temporary shelters pro
vided in the city, each one 10ft. square, 
without doors, windows, or floors Ope 
room was let to each family. There 
were only some 580 foul and disgusting 
latrines to meet the needs of 34.000 
people. To-day, ten years later, those
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