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/¥ The Christian Anarchist group meg¢ts monthly - and ogher .
\ things being equal meetings are Held on, the secopd aturs

1 day in every month. = All alterations notified here, and al
meetings advertized in Peace Jews, ke

/| Meetings are held in the Vicarage of St Paul's Church, Bow
# | Common, - the Church_ 2 it in Burdett road, the Vicarage is
behind in Leopold St., the nearest station is Mile End on
the Central and District lines,

Meetings begin at 8.00 P M. Prior to the meating
there.is a service - at 7,30 -~ in the Church (when the
Vicarage is empty) consisting of a form of shortened
Vespers followed by silent demidations and worship,

At'tend. bemon the 10th of May:- v

Kathy Dancy, Gresham Kirkby, Jo Marmoy,
Frank Marmoy, Valerie Bickers, Laurens Otter,

Apologies: - David Mumford, Andrew King, J canne Zuckermann,

. As we had heard through Wendy Zutlin, that the collection for Pat
Arrowsmith had reached £1, s She did not seem the most urgently
in need of aik, and_ it was agreed that the collection should be
teken for Fr, ﬁavid Hart, whose political activities have caused

; him to lose his curacy. £1 was collected at the meeting,

| ; .

3 I said last wedk that the collection was taken for Biafra, I had neg-

Peace News to the Biafra boat, and a further £1 was subsequently
given which was added to the Reading appeal for the boat,
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Christopher Davies, Dave Poolman, ,Malcolm Bagnall, Yo

lected to ascertain the sum, £5 was taken at the meeting, sent via
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one she ha&~”“tendeﬂ“to do aa she'wﬁ? unable to get hold of. the -
Kingdom of Chriot to g@t:ﬂaurlcé‘s ¢ssay on th.: State., Shu has
it on.erder and'W1ll do a secong paper om it later, so therq will
have to be o second mecting onfMaurlce and the case agalnst us

Also@ns an, appendix is another'copy of Will Warren's egsay as it was
'agreed that his paper should form the basis of a meeting and so
we decided to have this next month, so as to allow Anne more,

“time for ob&aining the book, |

Finally as an appendix, therc is an open letter of my own to Fr Hart
on his editorial in Roadrunner, = The fact that all three are dn,
foolscap does not mean that it is a good ideaz to send thlngs in
on foolscap stencils - foolscap paper is much more expensive, and
where possible keep to quarto,

Unfortunately not ye¢t included - any report of th: Convention of the
Left, David Poolmon mandatcd to go, decided that he could not
stand it, I have asked Dovid Mumford who was there as on YL
delegate to do a report - he was critical -~ wrd clso Frank Rowe
whov was there as editor of Socialist Current to do 2 report -
he was also critical -~ 2nd I hope these will be fortheoming in 2
future issuey, perhaps with another one gom.Andrew axwell.

If they come they should inspire Adrian unninghem - who was one
of the organizers to r¢ply.

I was asked in advance to sand ogpies of our "main publication'" so I
sent copies of the Joannine “tatement, but I 1noked in et the foyer

during the meeting and wes unable to see any of them on the litt,
. table, though I was then able to leave Freedom and a leaflet of my
OWNl.e |

RN

I understand from.ﬂave Poolman that Fr Hart has stood for the FoR
Secretayyship, unfortunately before hearine this, I had at Dave
Mumford s request applied myself so the direct action candidacy
is split. In the unlikely event that I get it, I think it
would be unethical to continue os secretary of the Christian
Anarchists -~ and anyway I have been secreiary too long for the
health of the group, though natur-lly 1 should be prepared to
continue the journeyman work of duplicating. So mey we have
someone new proposed for the secretaryship please? |

Minutes of the Christian Anarchist London meeting of.ﬂay 10.

L "

Dave Poolmen gave us &a report on the progress of the comblned CNA.-CHURCH
mailing list - which, (after eliminating dead'wood . ) has over a 1,000

names and addresses of radical Christians,

A group from.Cambridge'University had written to Gresham telling him of their
intention to form a Christian anarchist group there, Gresham replied
briefly, I then sent them o short history of the group, and notes abﬁut
UNA, CHURCH and our relations therewith, and passed the letter onto "ave
Poolman for further information, comments and addresses,




Gireuleted with tnis will be leaflets for the CCND march, and Frank brought
a plea for car owners and drivers to cdome forward os CCND are in some
| Qrganizational difficulties,

Talking of cars, Gresham'wondered if we hod enough present to get to the Gunn
- after the mectlng, and more distressing even than the fact that we had
not, was the fact that the Publicon of the Gunn had been very unfairly
penalized by the Millwall magistrates, who though he had been there 6
months had suddenly refused to renew his licence saying he was too
young. to be publican in such a tough neighbourhOod.

¢

Gresham also said that he had not rbmembered the earlier meeting commenting
on the Roadrunner - he could have been out of the room at the time -
but was glad it had been snid, and therce was some repeated discussion
of the paper, broadly following thc lines of previous criticisms, but
two people thought these inadequate, and the characterization of the
cartoons was positively violent, and so objectionable not on the purely
progmatic grounds that they lose us an audience but on more fundamental
grounds of Christian pacifism,  Gresham made the point that not only
could one ask prieste to put ACRCSS on their *ract tables, but there
was nothing to prevent one slipping it on anyway and it would not have
been noticed and removed, -~ he took great care to make certain that to
his tract table, but it was perfectly p0531b1e with most,

For those who had not seed Freedom, I gmvu ) brlef account of what happened
at the May ay merch. Fuller details of the Stallnlst tactics which
led up to their takeover of the rank and file workers' demo are to be
found in the current Solidarity, but these naturally omlt the final
events and the role of the IS group.
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~Anne read her paper - - Qqv,

“ve Poclman saw one of the two points that immediately arose was Competition,
tue fact that laissez-faire, social darwinism and such werey,the main
philogophies of the ruling class 100 years ago, wennt that aurice (as
also Marx) though not guldes for our present ction were right in their
day, ™ AP

This gave rise to generallzed discussion rouhd la;urlce--'Da.rmn -Kropotkin, round
oSurvival and Mutual Aid, as against survival of thc fittest, and the
history of earlier oonfllcts, 2

I am not certain how it h- ppened, something that Dave P, was going onto say
causediMalcolm to ask a question and thereafter the subject under dis-
cussion was largely forgotien . but 7o had a very intercsting generalized
debate, portly on V1olence/non-v1olence and what does the pgcifist do
when a violent revolution steorts, and part¥y on Leninist anguardism
as against (a).syndicalisd and (b) slow education (with a Word being
put in for "relying on spiritual change".

S0 that broadly there was a line up with Frank saying we need to educate in a
» Leninist sense, thoat we cannot push on history, and that when revolution
happens th: workers will not ‘have learnt non-violence, will therefore
use violence and we ought to have something of a blueprint of what a
pacifist does under these circumstances,



DﬂveIMayerq Gresham, ond 1 arguing that 1t 1is purely impossible to commit
“ourselves absolutely now that under no circumstances would we use viol-
ence and certainly canmnmot know what we would do exactlys but that on
purely practical grounds we do -not thlnk that violence is a2 viable as a ‘
revolutionary means in a nucl.ar age, That we did not accept the

- reading of Marx or even of ﬂenln (6.1, 'the&ea on Feuerbach and Philosophical

Notebooks) that held o fatalist viewn ~ man makes his .own history -
and that we believed that by the time the workers had the consciouness
necessary for revolution in this day and age, they would also have the
necessary comsciousness for noan-violent resistance,

Anne, Valerie and to o lesser extent Dave P., argued that non=violence was
an absolute, that it was absurd - even in pre-nuclear terms - to talk
of a non-cocrcive society arising out of killing, did not accept that

-they were ever forced to choose between sins of ommission and commission

in-éither acquéescing in injustice or using violence ageinst it, and held

that no revolution ever achicved by violence was ever in any sense
worthwhllepq |

But we all tendecd to goang up. &g%ngL]MaICOlT when he arguec that the normal
il results of "incresced edncation" would bring freedom, as also against

the emphasis thoat Christopher and Alec put on the prom1°e of spiritual
freedon through the Christion gospel

There was some evidence of purely semantic division, but as we have known before

| there wos. a foirly real division between those of us who are ‘pacifists s
because we believe none other cevolutionary mecns can now work; and
- those who see non-violence as oeing intrinsically moral,  This seemed '
to be o more re~l division than the one between those who wanted violence
at all, Possibly because though Frank still thinks violence that

violence will happen, and wants to decide what he will do mbout it, he
is possibly more attracted (than are the pragmatic pacifists) to the
view that non-violence is a moral absolute.

Obviously the subject will® come up ~ tangentally -~ on Will's paoper but we ought to
hrve a paper directly on this issue. We did not think of asking Frank
perhaps he will, do one for the future. . Otherwise we have a very few
people on the mailing list who.aore définite'that‘they are not pacifists
perhaps one of these would contribute a paper, orguing how they see the

. - self-liberation of the proletariat by v1ulent means in o nucleur age?

lacking cars most of us adJourned to o pub 1ess dlstant than the Gunn,

aooo.o-cot

May 12,.s Anne Vogel rang thls mornlng to say that she 1° adding a page to her
initial paper to give her own repori on the meeting. PartTy she wishes
to take up matters arising - partly as a result of agreement in the pub
afterwards that there can be no such thing as an objective report, and
that there are bound to be things said whose importance 1 do not see, and

do not recall, Also had time to remlnd Frank Bowé that I*want a T'cpcuc-‘c
of the Convention of the Left | o3 A | .
fr ntc mlev : v 2 -

Laurens Otter
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In order to understand his ideac on %ae Stase it is huLuSqqu to see
them in this context.

The State., in Maurice's time, was o —ery different kiand of animal from
wvhat it _is to-day:; -probably nearer to that of the 14th century than

to ours. The capitalist class-had not yet consolidated its power: the
State had not undergone the monstrous burcaucratic growth of modern times.,
It still, to a large extent, could be regarded es cevavle of standing
above clﬂss _nterebts;' stt as the mona.cchyl in the 14th oertucy was

abls to take a position 1ndepﬁndﬁnu of the feudal lords. and could be
reasonubly appealed to by the peasants to defend their ancient rights
against the greed of abbots and nobles who were enclosing theimn

COmmor. ]ands and erV1ng-oau the small dmerc.

l -

Maurice's political views wexre oonditioned by the suiferings of the masses-
of people caused by the greed of the rising capitalists, who, at that time,
were not-yet in control of the statc and had not coalecced with the arist-
ocracy and lsnded gentry, and whose interests often conflicted with theirs
ac well as with those of the workers. This confliict was being fought out
in Parllamenujbgtween the Whigs and morleu. | ¥

Maurice was born in 1805 and lived during the tim2 when the Industrial o
reveilvion vas causing maximum diéstress and social upheaval. Between
1760 and 1820 ~the enciosvre of land, wh.ch had beech going on in:a desultory
way for cenuarLeb, suddenly accelerated. According to Max Beexr in "The
History of British Socialism" Vol. I, p 96, during ithese g¢ixty years
5,700,000 acres were withdrawn from tnb conmou—Tle;d-ayﬁrem or umall
cultivators.. He coatinues: 1 . |
"Domestic handicrafismen and srall 1“f::-.r"c*me“““' alike wexr> overwhelimed.
by the new methods of agriculture and manufacture . . the economic. = ...
revolutioi. resulted in the concentration of land and menufacture in
fewer hancs; it collected large numbers of propertyless people and
wage earners or- uro;uuarlans invo factcries, mines and fields,"

Until about 1806 wages were. hi gh (dccording to Beer) end therc was full
. employuent - ther began displacement of workers by new machinery. This
was the period of the Luddites, the Cato Strect Conspiracy and Feterloo.
For the -capitalists it was a time of exhilarating opportunitles of
expansion. Joint, Stecck companies were legalised in 1825 -« this made
possible wvery large enterprises which revolutiicnised commercde, manufacture

and transport. A Conservative writer observed in the Quarterly Rov1ew.1n_

leggé' e prosPectS‘Whlohggre.now opening to England almost ewceed the bdlmis
T

; thought . . the manufacturing industry of Lnglaad muy-be fairly

j" % .- computed as four himes greater *hun.xiithat of ‘ail the other continents
P " ‘teken collectively, and sixtecu such continents as Eorope could not

- manufacture as much cotton as En@land does. !

The Hungry Forties were worse for the working classes than anything’ they
‘had ever experienced before in history ~ in towns and villages Sney were
sunk in’ pesaury and despair — women sold their wveading rings to ouy food
and :people ate the decaying flesh of decad animals. The night sky was oiten’

. gcd wilh burning ‘stacks and farm buildings, set on firc by starving 1abourers.,'
< éﬁ%f the workers, in fluencéd DLy socialist ideas from Owen and others, - °
k%f qgan to organisc ~ at first induvstrially and then in oraer %o wirn poiitical



Mauvrice, Kingsley and a few others started the Christian Socialist Movement
designed to "christianise¢ the socialists and socialise the Christians",

and was attacked by both. They published tracts and magazines addressed
mainly to the Chartist workmen, urging them to start production co-oper-
atives; and did eventually start a few, which did not survive for long
against capitalisv competition.

While all this was going on the v“arious brands of Christians in the Church
of England werc very busy with theological controversies, most of which |
appeared to be a waste of time in Maurice's view, though he would join in
at times in ecrder to defend people who were being unjustly attacked by '
powerfud factions, and he pubiished a lot of articles attacking a

horrible paper called "The Record' His views on Hell and Eternity caused
him to be attacked buth by the Liberals (or Broad Churchmen) and by the
traditional Tory Faction.

"We are dosing our people with religion,"™ was Maurice's complaint

"when what thcy want is the living God. We give them a stone for bread,
systems for realities; they despair of ever attaining what they neced.
The upper classes become, as may happen,; slecklymaxs devout, for the sake
of good order, avowedly believing that one mist make the best of the
world without God:; the middle classes try what may be done by keeping
themselves warm in dissent and agitation, to kill the sense of hollowness.
The poor, who must have recalities of some kind, understanding from their -
betters that all but houses and lands are abstractions, must make a |
grasp at them or elsc destroy them." "And the specific for the cvil is
some BEvangeiical discourse upon the Bibke being the rule of faith,

sitme High Church cry for tradition, some Liberal theory of education.’

Theologz_and Politics

Maurice was essentially traditionally catholic:; his conception of Man =
was much clcser to ours, i.c¢. Christian Anarchism, than to Marxism or
capitalism or liberalism, It is very similar to that of Herbert McCabe
and Thomas Merton. s

His views on the State were based on a theology diametrically opposed to
that of the Establishment today, and its Church supporters, i.ec. most
bishops and clergy and the middle class people who prop up the parish
system, For example: - |

Establishment Position: Theé kingdom of Heaven is for after death.
Heaven, or Hell, arc simply extensions in time - this world is a
transitory stage and what we do herc to make the world a good place is
not of great importance except in so far as it improves our souls.

But Maurice said: Time and eternity co—exist here. "Aeterna vita " can
not be translated as 'future state!'.  "Bternity has nothing to do with
time or duration" and "I am sure that if the Gospel is not regarded as

a message to allmmankind Af the redemotion which God hag effected in his
Son; it the Bible is thoughi bo_be speaking only of a world to come , 3nd.

not of a Kingdom of Righteousness and Peace and Truth/which we may be in
conformity now . . « we arc to blame, and God will c?t%'us to account . ."
W

(Life", P-145>




o .

The essential oneness of the human race, the wrongness of ideas of individual
salvation, was a basic theme in Maurice's writings. The Sacraments of the
Church "are not empty memorials, or charms or fctishes, but signs to the

race . « o They are thée voice in which God speaks to his creatures: the

very witness that their fellowship with each other rests on their fellowship

- with Hin . + « There rose up before me the idea of a Church universal, not
- built upon human inventions or human faith, but on the viry nature of God

Hinself and upon the union which He has formed with his creatures" "Life"
page 32. Mastermon continues: (abridging parts of "The kingdom of Christ")
"Man cannot live alone; cannot stand as an isolated individual; and all
attempts to separate him from his fellows, or to show him fulfllllng the
purpose of his being in an ideal in which his fellows have no share,
hava always ended in bitterness and disaster."

ifHThe State in Relatlon to the Church

The nain obstaole for anyone trylng'to use Maurice's ideas about the state

.. %% in support of Church Establishment as a State rcligion woiild be the

fact that he differs fundamentally from the modern Christian acceptance

of the Machiavellian principle of raison d'etat as a cover for every sort of
public immorality. He allowed himself to be nominated for the Chair of
Political Econcmy at Oxford in order definitely to assert the position

that "political economy is not the foundation of morals and politics, but nmust
have them for its foundation or be worth nothing". ("Life" p 29) "God's

‘order secms to me more than ever the antagonist of man's systems: Christian

socialisn is in my mind the asscrtion of God's order." (quoted by Beer Vol II,
p 181) Béer céntinues: Socialism appecred to him to be essentially the
business of the Church and not of the State: "We want the Church fully to
understand her own foundation, fully to mmdzrzkxma 'ork out the communism
which is implied in her existence. Church Reformation, therefore, .in its
highest sense, involves theologically the rcassertion of these truths in .
their fulness, apart from their Calvinistic and Tractarian limitations and
dilutions; soclally the assertion on the ground of these truths of an

actually living comuunity under Christ, in which no man has a right to Cull
anything that he has his own, but in whlch there is spiritual fellowship

and practical co-operation" (quoted from his "Life" written by his son)

State and Revolution

Mourkce's attitude towards the revolutions of 1848 was, superficially -
ambiguous. but in line with his general position. He hailed the
appearance of barricades in Paris, Berlin and Milan as Apocalyptic 51gns,l

a visible coming of the Son of Man:
"Do you really think that the invasion of “ﬁlestlnb by Sennacherib was

a greater event than the overthrowing of nearly 21l the great@st powers,
01v11 and ecclesiastical in Christcndom?" (Life, p 61 ). Bat, according
to Masterman, he repudiated with a pas<ionate rejectlon the principles of
popular sovereignty and denocracy. The catastrophe, in his interpretation,

had judged kings, not kingship. .
I do not start,”" he wrote in romonstrnnce to Mr. Ludlow, '"from the Radical

or popular ground. T begin, ‘where I think you both end, in the acknowl-
edgenent of the Divine sovereignty. Thence I come to the Tory ideal ?f
kings reigning by the grace of God.” "The sovereignty of the people in
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His views on democracy and kings were not shgred by most of his associates
in the RWrAXXAXK Socialist movement. Masterman points out that he took no
interest in natural sicence, and ideas of evolution had not yet becone
widespread; (Darwin's Evolation of Species" was published only in 1859.)
He saw God "less as the underlying Energy, onc of whose attributes is
- - change, than as the urchanging presence of One, who watching over Israel and
. all the nations, slumbers not nor sleeps . . . 'Society is not to be made
~anew by urrangbments of ours but is to be regcnerated by finding the law
~and crown of its mxizkwwmex ordcr and harmony, the only secrct of its

; ex1stbnca,1n God', Why such order and harmony should be identified with .
a Sovereign and Arlstocracy was never quite clear to his more advanced '
disciples. ° ‘To -these the old order was vanishing under the influence of a

Divine inspiration which was consuming all the past, and declaring with a
toice which none could challenge, Ecce nove facio ormia., ("Life" p 105)
(Apparcntly his feelings on drno05535_555555-5553f5:§_luter Maosterman

says that he supported female suffrage in the 60s, but asg Queen Victoria was
still in charge of ithe State ot the time he might not have regarded this as

an encrnachment on the Divine right. of monarchs.)

I_ d

| mpire and War -
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fDurlng the Indian mutiny he wrote: I think that there should be no
_:-reproaches except of ourselss; and that these should appear chiefly in
. acts of repentance". He lamented the methods of "progress" in India which
resulted” in this tragedy. '"Our nor%llty and our Ehrlotlanlty are-.of a very
low order . . we have lmparted just what we have and what we are - sone
' . gense .of lpw, Juqtice,«truth, with o considerable amount of athelsm, It is
-~ clear that we have convertited the people to that” Lutcr he wrote "My
horror of Empire is so great and general"

—-—-u_____Hﬁwbclieved in a 'just war'.  He wrote in a letter to. Klnggley during the
“war in the Crimea: "It is a burning fiery furnace weiare going through in
this war . . the Son of God, I believe and trust, is with us in the midst
off it .. our business is to resist a power which set itself to break down
national boundaribs, and establish a universal Fmpire . ¢ (the war) is like
the oomnenoﬁment of a battle oetwecn God in his absoluteness9and the Cpar
in hls.”

Conclu51on -~ Maurice wversus Arnarchism

--——_—--d—---I———-—-——--————_——————--———

Although I haven't read Maurice's chapter on the State in the "Kingdom of
Christ" I am certain that the main argument.we shall have to counter. is

not the one for Establishment of the Church but of the nécessity for
some'klnd of government. According to Beer, his ideas were similar to those
of Wycliffe. Wycliffe's problem was to devise a social order in which the
peasants would be protected from the greed of the lords and abbots, and he
settled for the monarchy ruling over a 'communist' society, in which
production would be carried on co-operatively, as was the traditional cus-
tor , but without the exactions and impositions of the- feudal-lords.

The latter, naturally, could be expected to try to hang on to their privileges:
and soneone' would have to keep them in order and also ensure Justice and
protection from robbers and othéer violent anti-social people.
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A Marxist would point out that the economic conditions were not yet suffic-
iently developed for communism; first nust come a great development of
productive capacity so that everybody hasgs the leisure to participate in
democratic control., Do anarchists believe Tnis? If go, how are we to
interpret the teaching of Christ? Were his commands : bOUb'noaw1olche,
taking no thought for the morrow, charing possessions and so on meant +,

be kept in cold storage until after the industrial development carried

out Xix in the last two hundred years? |

2) What would be our 1mned1atb practical proposals to solve the problems
arising in a pre-revolutionary situation in Britain to-day? Can we learn
anything frorn the history of Germany and- Spain in the thirties? In Spain
Anarchists becane ninisters in the Popular Front Government. Does this
suggest that when it comes to the crunch, anarchism does not provide a
practical solutionQ -

3). What is the political differcnce between Chrlstlan Anarchists and
nonChrlstlan Anarchists? Would our solutions be differcnt from theirs?
Can we learn anything from the gospels and the Acts of the Apostles
which would give us a guide to action 7 -

- -




3) Someone else said that one of the conditions in a revolutionary situation
is the inability of the ruading class to go on rulings, and that we must take

steps to_maké7if impossible, i.e. foster this inability to rule.
T don't-kinow what steps were meant, perhapS'SPbotage, but, in any cgse, I think
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lity to go on ruling in the old way - i,e. liberal democracy, hence they connive
at the general disillusionment in-Parliamentary politics. Sections of them

are preparing for fascéism - Enoch Powell is just one specimen that got thrown
above the surface for all to see - certainly much more is going onunderground.
When the time is ripe, probably after the fall of-the present government, they .
will encourage fascist groups to initiate mob violence -~ not in oxrder to )
promote a revolutionary situation, but to provide an excuse for 'strong!
government and ruthless extermination of first the radicals, and then the"
liberals, pacifists etc: (See history of Germany in the 30s) Any left wing
violence will simply be doing their job for them, and will be warmly support-

ed by their stooges and agents provacateurs within.the movement.

4) The relevance of Christ's teaching and example to_the current situation
was taken.up by Dave Poolman: do we have to wait until society has reached

a particular stage of ripeness before we-carry out Christ's commands and
follow the example of the first Christians? . I believe this is the -fundamen-
tal issue between us and the Established Church. The.commands to love your
neighbour as yourself; to give and lend your posseéssions, to love enemies, to
take no thought for the morrow - all seem incompatible with life in our society.
Or in any except a loving community on a world-scale — in which the welfare of
each is the concern of all., - But Jesus knew this;. he warnéd.them that -
society would rise up and crush them - '"in the world ye shall have tribulation,
but be of good cheery I have overcome the world": And:  "Unless a man give

up everything that he hath and follow me, he cannot be my disciple". The .
community of his disciples, which became the Church at Pentecost, did live
as he had commanded for several generations. Tertullian wrote around AD 196:
"We are brethren in our family property, which with.you (Greek and Roman s
pagans ) mostly dissolves brotherhood. We, therefore, who arc¢'united in mind
and soul, doubt not about having our possessions in common." Society did -
try to crush them - the blesd of the martyrs was the seed of the Church.
Christ evidently expected people not only to give up all their possessions, .
Jobs and families, and "seek first the Kingdom", but also to be nartyred for
doing it. Christians are not doing this to-day. Ve have been brain washed
into accepting social norms, an economy based on greed and fear. But there
can be no way out for mankind in its present impasse unless we break with the
norms. Our way of lifé in this country is destroying the people of the "unde-
veloped" world - and, as the Pope has predicted, their wrath will be the means

of our destruction.

These things must be said; but will have no effect unless we are practising
what we preach. The only pe rson I know of who is doing it is not a2 Christ—
ian, I mean Barnaby Martin, and those working with him in the Voluntary Work
Groups. Can we start a Christian group or community in which it is possible

to carry out the commands of Christ? If non-Christians can, why should not we?
Unless we can solve this protilem, I think any further discussion will be
sterile. -

% in the economic sphere. Only a secramental group, believing on Chris® could g
in fact, transform the world.




will, be difficult, but not an impossible task. Indeed it is essential that !
both the communist and capitalist worlds should go, for a peaceful world
cannot depend on the profit motive ... it is a contradiction in terms.

b) By being non-violent less violence is used.
c) When successful it leaves less anger and resentment behind.

d) By its very nature it offers opportunities for communication between
opponents and tends to create a synthesis. The dialogue that results from
non-violent action is that of a deeper quality than that found at the normal
conference table, for in the latter case both sides are aware that there is a
possibility of the use of force to back a losing argument, whereas if one of
the disputants has ruled out violence (and preferably has previously shown
that it will do so whatever the situation) then both sides know that a common
decision must be arrived at, else naked, unprovoked aggression will ensue,
resulting not in a v1ctorious if bloody, campaign with the home country
supporting and enenuraging thelr representatives, but rather a humiliated and
ashamed body of people who will eventually undo that which has been done by
force as far as lies in their power.

The vision held by mest thinking people is of a world community living
in peace and harmony. ILong gone are the days when one could say with any
assurance that if you wish for peace, prepare for war. Thus it seems certain
that, desiring a peaceful world, it is essentlal to go about achieving it in a
peaceful fraternal way.

WHAT IS NON-VIOLENCE?

Firstly, it'isnot'nbn-resistance. For example, the Jews' going
unresistingly to the gas chambers was not being non-violent.

Secondly, it is not being non-partisan. A non-violent action is
definitely partisan, inasmuch as it states that a certain course of action is
evil, or good, as the case may be.

Thirdly, it is not opting out of a situation, but stating quite clearly
that it is possible to resolve it in a reasonable manner. -

It is not negatlve, as it seems to imply, but the positlve side of
violence. In a scene of conflict there are three possible alternatives one
can adopt: be neutral; be violent; be non-violent. = To remain neutral is
to be ineffective, an abrogation of human dignity. This course achieves
nothing but the degradation of the human spirit. The end is clearly worse
than the beginning. To be violent may result in imposing your will on
unwilling opponents, or having their will imposed on you, or, more likely,
coming to a.compromise, which is essentially unsatisfactory to all concerned.
To be non-violent is to present a new situation to the opponent. One has to
say "No" very firmly to a course of action one considers wrong, but to affirm
a unity of purpose, of humanity, to the wrongdoer. This must not imply that
you think yourself superior, still less to give that impression to the other
man. Rather, one says, "That is-a thing I camnot do. It may be right for
you, although I do not think so. = If you are sure, you should proceed, but I
will not co-operate and will strive to make you change your mind. 1 shall -



OPpULcilLv LLAUL=IICal’'LCULY. rne COouldG not calm nNils conscience wlti tne tnougiav,
"it was either him or me'".  Unlike the non-resister, a point has been made,
and demands an answer. To walk submissively to prison, to concentration camp,
or to the gallows is passive and could be construed as cowardice. To walk to
meet an aggressor and then to quietly challenge him with non-violent action
forces him to reconsider what he is doing and to ask why anyone should be
willing to die rather than submit, to be hurt rather than hurt.

Lssentially, then, non-violence succeeds in making an aggressor meet
you on your own ground of reason and reconciliation, rather than on his of
aggression and violence.

TECHNIQUES OF NON-VIOLENCE

It is seldom that any large body of people is suddenly placed in a
position, without warning and preparation, where they can usefully employ non-
violence. One recent exception to this occurred in Czechoslovakia . where the
people had a long history of patriotic use of violence and had an army capable
and willing to fight, but the government and people realised ‘that in the
Soviet Union they had an opponent of overwhelming military strength. Added
to this was the understanding that both countries believed in socialism.
Finally they had the example of Hungary to consider. Taking all things into
account, it must be conceded that the Czechs put up a fine show, but owing to
their lack of preparedness in un-armed, non-violent mass resistance it is
scarcely to be hoped that they will continue for long to be non-violent.

In theory, at all events, to be successful a non-violent campaign must
have its roots in the people -roots that are well established. Long before
any action 15 contemplated the protagonists must carefully consider how deep
their convictions are, and how far they can reasonably expect themselves to go.
Having decided that non-violent resistance is a viable philosophy, then
preparations for putting it into practice are necessary. Firstly it is
essential that the procees is not that of an "armchair revolutionary'. As
Lenin once remarked, "It is far better to be in a revolution than to write
about one." In other words, the best teacher is experience. But there is,
nonetheless, a place for theory. A number of books have been written on the
subject, but it is necessary to exercise discretion in the choice, for some
are written in the belief that non-violent action can be organised by the
military and executed by military minds. This is far from the truth. An
army man cannot conceive how a civilian with no discipline but self-discipline
could work with others, in a free association, for a common purpose in a
common way. o

Having read a little theory, it is wise to turn to historical examples
of non-violence. These are certainly not wanting. Examples are available
of activities carried out by humanists, religious people of all kinds and
people of all races, men and women alike. Perhaps it would be wise to read
in more detail about the campaigns of Gandhi, Martin Luther King, the Black
Sash movement in South Africa and suchlike. Our own country can provide some
useful examples, e.g. the Quakers, the Diggers, the Levellers, even the
Luddites, C.O.'s in two world wars, - the Dockers' Strike in 1920, the
Tolpuddle Martyrs, the Hunger Marches and more .recently the activities of
people like Harold Steele, Canon Collins, Olive Gibbs, Michael Randle, Pat
Arrowsmith, April Carter and George Clarke.
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in this country, 1n peacetime, TO organise a demonstiration Ol any real
value, publicity is necessary, and inevitably the police will hear about it.
This is the utilitarian argument for informing the police. At a deeper level
it seems to me essential to discuss with the police, and other authorities,
what is proposed, and details of procedure, route, time, objectives, both
immediate and ultimate. it is obvious if, for example, one wishes to
persuade the Americans to remove a military base, by peaceful means, then to
antagonise the British authorities is to set off on the wrong foot. Right
from the beginning of preparations for an action everyone must be clear in his
mind that the object of opposition is not a man (dressed in blue, khaki, grey,
or civilian clothes) but the actions of that man, often directed and
controlled by remote bodies. Having decided what, when, and where, and
explained to as many people as possible, particularly the type of person
involved in the action (in particular the workmen of a factory manufacturing
military material, and the neighbouring civilian population) and having
enlisted the active or passive support of local groups, such as Trade Unions
and Churches, details have to be looked to. | |

Primarily, the strength of such a demonstration lies in the integrity of
those taking part. It is an exhilarating experience to find that when in a
non-violent demonstration the strength of the combined conviction erupts and
overflows, so ecach person is capable of a quietness of mind and a non-
aggressiveness of body totally impossible were one alone and unprepared.

From this moment on, tactics are of minor importance to those who were
mentally deeply involved in the preparation of the action. But there are
sure to be some people who come along, possibly out of curiosity, possibly for
some fun, possibly for some police-baiting. These are the people who present
problems. Each situation must very largely be played by ear, but a few
generalizations may be made.

Never, on any account, run. To run forward raises emotions in the
police the reverse of those desired. To run backward is to retreat in more
ways than one. In essence it means an abandonment of a non-violent attitude.
To try to dodge the police or military is the beginning of vioclence. It is
almost impossible for a policeman to stop a running person without using
violence. One, if perhaps minor, objective is to act so as to restrain
violence being used against you.

Some people need the support of some physical contact. Accordingly it
is becoming the custom to link arms. The danger of doing this is evident to
anyone who watches a demonstration in progress. This technique is being
increasingly used by the militant left to form a human battering ram, and 1is
quite effective as such, but has no place in a non-violent project. At North
Pickenham, necar Swaffham, whilst the demonstrators were sitting and being
dragged off one by one, two of us linked arms with the intention of making it
harder for the police to remove them. Directly two policemen caught hold of
them, they gripped each other firmly and sat tensed up physically and this
tension rapidly included mental and emotional tensions. It is essential
that demonstrators should be as relaxed as possible; anything that hinders
this should be avoided. It was interesting to hear the two demonstrators
concerned say they realized the increased tension and decided to abandon such
methods in future. If physical contact is deemed essential (and I personally
feel that close proximity is sufficient), possibly linking little fingers

~ might provide all that was necessary. The advantage of this, of course, is




results 1n nothing being understood at all. when you aad to this that

- slogans inevitably become more and more strident and provocative as. time goes
on, it is readily understood that slogan-shouting ie best aveided.  Singing
certaln songs, such as "We shall overcome” is preferable, but even here there

are pltfalls.‘ | 3 '

Banners are, of necessity, briefly worded. = Quakers tend to have
posters with several paragraphs of clear type which it is possible to read if
the holder is not walking too quickly, but .brevity is the art of the poster.
Banners carried by two or more people should be held firmly, so as to ramain

readable, or else a light strut top and bottom, running from pole to pole, .
will ensure that the wording.remains legible. A good plan is to have wording
on the back as well as the 'front, for the benefit of motorists passing in the »

same direction. ™ Wind vents are a help in carrying large banners.

" Try net to be divided into small sections:by the police. It may be .
necessary to be divided occasionally on a large march for the convenience of
traffic wishing to cross the route. To refuse to-let them do so at reason--
able intervals serves but to antagonise car drivers and passengers, which is

a thing to-be avoided if at.all possible. It is important not to run to
catcn up with the people ahead - this for a variety of reasons: first of all,
the march loses in dlgnlty and 1mpres81veness, secondly, old people cannot
pos51bly keep up with the young,”and therefore the procession hecomes ragged
and more easily divided. by police or unsympathetic’ bystanders. In any case,
having run and caught up, the group has to wait at the next crossroads while
 traffic gets across. Once a suitably sizea contingent is formed, it is

easier and better to keep a space between 1t and the adgacent ones.: This

often aids in 1mpress1veness. ‘ | ‘ | ol S

If the police or military give orders contrary to the planned arrange-
ments, which the authorities will know of well in advance, and probably agreed
with, then politely but firmly refusc to be diverted. - It is better to stand
qulctly face to face with the police than immediately to sit, or worse still
to move away from the planned route. . To sit at once gives the impression
‘that the conclu81on ‘has been reached, which is not the case. When standing
1n’11ne, the 0pportun1ty can arise of talking in a friendly way with the
police and to try to get over moré clearly than the leaflets have done the
purpose and spirit of the action. (nce the police start to push, then
sitting is much to be preferred. If pushed when standing, one either steps
back or falls over. To step back is undesirable and -to fall gives the often
erroneous impression that the police are being unnecessarlly violent, and- thus
makes the non-violence of some of the protesters harder to preserve.

Horses are often frightening animals to the townsman, who is unaware that
horses will not tread on'a quiet body lying in its way. In addition, police
horses are trained to lean sideways on people. - It is impossible to remain
upright and still in such circumstances, and quite difficult to remain on
friendly terms with the horse and its rlder. Possibly it might be worthwhile
to have a few cubes of sugar handy and try a bit of fraternization.

| Having got as near your objective as seemslikely-to be possible, it

seems sensible to sit right away, thus giving the impression of determination

to remain. Should the police withdraw, it is a simple matter to advance. . If -
the police try to move forward, they cannot'do'so without walking on or over ‘i
the bodies of the people, who, if they have been walked on, may find themselves
able to advance a little further. o - -




little more strength than is strictly necessary, so a struggling person can be
hurt quite unintentionally. A limp body keeps force at a minimum and tempers
~down. Cnce in the Black Maria, opportunities arise for conversations with the
guards - conversations that can be quite rewarding. A barrier is between
arresters and arrested, but it is surprising how quickly these can be broken
down if no rcsentment is felt and good-natured attitudes adopted. After all,
the guards do not want any trouble if it can be avoided, and will not look for
~any 1f the. previous minutes: have been calm. S 26

,The'question of behaviour in Court is not clear cut.. There is =

. obviously no need to be rude to the megistrate or Judge, even if one.does not
‘accept their authority. One should try to get through to them, but
® admittedly this is an almost impossible task for they invariably avoid

discussion, claiming they are there to enforce the Law, not to question it.

To agree to a binding-over seems to be an unacceptable compromise. 3 & ¢
one feels strongly enough about a problem to demonstrate and land oneself in
Court, if follows, surely, that one is not in a position to promise not to do
it again. TFines are usually imposed and this raises the question, '"Should I
pay the fine, or go to prison?" Each must decide for himself. To pay a
fine adds money to the Exchequer and to go to prison costs the country about
£19 a week, which then cannot be used for purposes demonstrated about. It is
true that, having paid the fine. one can proceed to organise and demonstrate
again. One must weigh up the pros and cons of the value of imprisonment,
considered in terms of influence on the movement, on the public, on the police,
prison staff and fellow prisoners, and the amount of work one could put in if
free. The tactics of non-violence can certainly be carried out in prison.
One's attitude to the staff and fellow prisoners is an object of interest and
it has been well established that the conduct of prisoners of conscience has a
profound effect on all who encounter it.

If the conflict one is engaged in is a national one, such as facing an
invasion, obviously the task is harder and decisions more difficult to arrive
at. It is extremely hard to know just where reconciliation ends and
fraternizing begins. It must always be macde apparent to the invader that
the resistance goes on, not against the individual soldier but against the
occupation they are taking part in.

Inevitably the question of sabotage will crop up, and arguments raised
in favour of it, with examples such as the removal of railway lines, blowing
up bridges and so forth. It can be agreed, surely, that these actions are
not compatible with non-violence. But when it comes to the question of
illegal radios it certainly becomes difficult. Czechoslovakia would not have
been as successful without secrecy in the matter of radio. To publish the
time of broadcasting is essential, but should one state the place and the
people concerned? To do so would ensure that the programme would not go out,
and a number of the most active resisters killed or imprisoned. Naturally
no one imagines that non-violent resistance, if it is at all likely to be
successful, will not entail many deaths and more hardships. But there is no
need for unnecessary suffering. So the question resolves itself into a
practical one. Is the radio service cssential to the success of the
resistance? If so, how can it be conducted openly? Possibly a lesson could

ii be learnt from'the'experiénce of the No Conscription Fellowship during the war

years of 1914-18 when they openly rroclaimed what they were doing (publishing
a news sheetf, the Tribunal) and gave the names of the executive, but that of




" religious terms it is poss:Lble to say that in every human being, however .

S - s AN TrRETER T L I 1 T N e a7 LVW  Wp—

Throughout the campalgn everv effort must be made to oppose the
aggression and not the aggressor. ~This is truly difficult, but what the
Indians achieved against the British and the Black Amerlcans against the Whlte
-Amerlcans are surely examples worth follow1ng° | |

- To sum up: the essence of non-violent resistance is to communicate as
fully as one possibly can with those who are doing the evil thing.  Without
such dialogue the whole movement is sterile. The whole object of the
resistance is to reach out to ''that of God" within che other fellow. In non-

debased, there is some humanity, some spark of fellowship, which, when
_encouraged will respond. Always the similarities must be polnted out more
- than the dissimilarities. Our coumon humanity transcends sectional interests.

®"

Will Warren, Dove.hHou:s-e-,...._.P:'i.é(‘:éa_1 BocclesiRoad,'Belfon,Gt..Yarmouth, Norfolk “
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(There'was also a llttlL crltlcal benter from othcr people at the meeting
- 1nclud1ng two whom Roadrunner quotes as having written in adulation,)

Ae you must, on reflectlon be aware, the crltlclsm.was far from being a comp-

laint about "opposing war "in the most powerful way possible" but was on
- the contrary a complaint that by publishing a cartoon of a general shits
~.ting, you chose to limit your readershlp to the sort of people who already

read radical papers -~ and would in all. probablllty sec the cartoon in
'Confrontutluu oy algewheres and that vou +nrncd your back on others,

~ No doubt it is a good thing to be emancipated from false concepts of Christ-

ian sexual morality, but is this more important than seeing that nc
Christien can condone war? Should the men and women in the pews who
would be shocked by the picture be neglegted? . Remember thet occupants
of those pews are still after the working class, and overlapping therwith
the dargest reservoir of unte pped potential support for radical

poli&ies.,

Because they are mot "saved" from prejudices, are they beyond the. pall?
That you c¢an "ellberetely choose not to orient non-violent propagande

to them, that a Christian radical paper which might be expected to

have a vocation to take radicalism to the pews, should neglect them,

turn its back, wash its hands, and acknowledge only the existing left?

- This as you must have realized was the reason for criticism,

Now Imist concede that - had not until I read your editorial realized how
overwhelmingly important you consider the issue., - You are in fact
~ elevating what I had assumed to be an undergraduateish prank to being
& matter of principle and making of smut a religion, rather than
something to be enjoyed when appropriate and in the right conditions.,
Jmancipation from prejudice is obviously for you a metter of De Fide
dogme and -I. must apologlze for having previously treated the metter
11ght1y, iyt : | |

My reactlon had been coloured by the fact that whereas my sSix year old
daughter had been delighted by the cartoon, and had:stuck it -up in her
bedroom; that 1 could not happily envisage letting my mother in low
‘see it. ..(My own mother being an old fashiored atheist is of course
absurdly puritanical and it would be unfair to judge by what would
offend her,) | | 5

I apreciate on reflection that the criteria were invalid. Phttl, 3o were

moved by inverted puritanism and object to the 1=aeo!l compromise On
vany vt o h(“"‘(r)vr_.'rl dQQ1D'T19(‘] o ffarna 1&0@08 the pI'Op"‘g"‘t'f"'l OTl Of p"‘lelSIIl.

(I assume you are not influenced by the fact that 1t is easier to sell
Christian radical literature to radicals than to Chrlstlﬁns, and that
no such unworthy opportunism motivated you. I assume too that you
do not consider it more necessary to convert radicals to christianity

then to convert Chrlstlans to radicalism,)

For the fact that you meke a principle of neglecting the no doubt irredecmably
bourgeoisified milieux of contemporary churchmen to turn to the new
elect and found your church thereon; (and remember that in fact the
non-church-going working class is far more puritanical than the chuch-
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basically calvinist. and elitist, - The fact that you can brook no crit-~
icism, not even to the extent thot people regret that it 1%ﬁﬁbt a poper
that they personally can sell evidences an authorltarlanfsm of outlook
compnreble w1th that of Knox, | | 4 o,

No doubt you have good b1b11Cﬂ1'warranty, in the call to the rlghteous Jews
in the Wildérnessi~ "Come ye out from among them ond be ye sepnrate“
But socinl revolution can only be attained by winning the-magorlty.
und.W1th the Bomb hanging over our heads we haven't ca awful lot of t;

P
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So if you refuse to bear for o 11tt1L Whllu Wlth the antl-fleshly weok~

.. nesses of the majority of your fellow men -~ Christian or non-Christian
(and let me once again émphasize that the working claogs is most- purit- -
anical about what it wild buy to read,) then you build a o stambling block
for them,. 1f they are not allowed to come- the first steﬁ!ef dccepte
ing that war is anti=Christian, until. “they can lso come Egc last step’,

of shedding their pervertedly-Chrlst;un nttmtudes to sex, ¥ou a;c turﬁ;ng
away the half-penitent for the.fact that they ce t yet sec the full
-11ght and would;netdbe able to beor it if theyﬁ d. ‘>.. | ™

; ,¢ e 565 B %
If you show no merey;towards the more h“rmleae pfeaudlccs of others, where: do

you differ fro@;those who would not allpw proselytes into the Chuch sa
they be circumgised? Are you not as e¢tér snid then at the Council of
Jerusalem- (Acts XV) putting o yoke on disciples which we ourselves are
not always able to bear? Or are you and your colleagues of the Road-
: runner so free of preJudlce thﬂt you are nOW'unable to be shocked?

e

As the Marxists insist one-has to: staft from where one is, and thot means
taRing the consciousness of the working class into cccount and mot
expecting them to accept the whole socis olist case in one go, but only |
start by saying those parts which ‘are immediately obvious in terms :-of “the
workers! owh lives, and from there developing further theory. In the -
same way the occupants of the pews neecd to be- approached in terms of
what they alreedy accept as being Christian and when they have secn
that something is basically wrong with o Bomb-blessing Church Estab-
lishment one is ready to challenge thelr*whole conceptlon of what Christ-
1an morﬂllty should be. | ; A

Certainly the Son of Man came to us a glutton and 2 wine-bibber, and consorted
with harlots, coming:ito save sinners not the Righteous. But is this a
case for turning one s back in disgust on those who mistakenly think
that they are his followers by being overly nghteous?

-

Can it not de thmt fhe Gospel of 800131 revolution demands that we turn

from your emancipated elect to save the repr:ssed? May it"not be -
anyway a voacation for some ~ that they be pot and acid refusers -
consorting with the morogomous and the*virgin? And that the message

must be carried to these gentiles also?

thlnk on these things!
e fraternally
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