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INTRODUCTION

DURING the last two years, and particularly since the war assumed a-
dynamic character with the defeat of France, the problem of food has
attained an importance in the minds of British people greater than that
of any other aspect of the war. -

Unless we have the money to feed at really expensive restaurants, we
ýnd our food lacking in quantity, variety and nutritive value. We cannot;
obtain enough to eat, and what we get is not sufýciently pleasant to com--
pensate for its deýciency in quantity. Food, like everything inñ wartime,
deteriorates in geometric progression. _

Yet, thoughdiscontented with the food we have, we arealso fearful.
that as the war progresses we may receive less and again less. At the end
of the narrowing perspective of a long war we see starvation and famine,
and we are never completely reassured by the propaganda voice of the
political boss. - .

At present England is dependent for a very large proportion of her
food on imports from America and the Dominions. Even the scanty rations-
could not be maintained if it were not for these imports. In the present
condition of the agricultural industry in Britain, a longó and efýcient
blockade would mean, literally, famine in this island.

The average man, the man in the street, realizes these facts. But he does
not see any way out of them. Whether he is conservative or holds radical
views, he accepts without question the current fallacy that it is impossibleó
to grow on British soil sufýcient agricultural produce to provide all the
population with the essential foodstuffs. '

A few public men, including David Lloyd George and Sir R. G. Staple-
don, have attempted to destroy this popular fallacy. From intimate
knowledge of the potentiality of British agriculture, they realize that the
land of Britain has the capacity of producing an abundance of food for
every inhabitant of this island. For the most part, however, they are
under the misapprehension that the necessary expansion of agriculture
can occur under the present economic system, whereas, in fact, the very
nature of an imperialist capitalism demands a weak home agriculture to
allow for large food imports to balance exports of manufactured goods and
secure_payment of interest on foreign investments.

To the revolutionary this question of the feeding of Britain is of peculiar
importance. For, if adequate food can be produced only after an economicó
andisocial revolution, it is equally certain that a revolution cannot be
maintained indeýnitely unless it secures the provision of adequate food
supplies. A country in revolt, even more than a country at war, must.
provide against a blockade of the most ruthless kind. Revolution without
bread is doomed.

The purpose of this pamphlet is to state an anarchist position with
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INTRODUCTION
regard to British agriculture. After an examination of the decline of farming
and. the circumstances that have made this inevitable in an imperialist
-capitalist order, I shall d1SCUSS the technical considerations governing the
growth of suþicient food in this country, describe, the present condition of
the farm population, and, ýnally, outline the form of agricultural organ-
1zat1on in an anarchist society and the methods by which the struggle for
a better system can be conducted in the country.

It is hoped that these proposals will not be regarded as academic merely.
On the contrary, it is desired by the anarchist movement to build a body of
active support for its policy, and we shall be pleased to hear from any
farmer, farm worker or other person interested in agriculture who cares
to wr1te to us.

-Ió.
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AGRICULTURE BEFORE THE WAR

SIXTY years ago, at the end of the high period of British agriculture, the
farming of this country was second in quality to none in Europe. A high
proportion of the farm land was under the plough. Crop yields were good
(in 1881 Denmark was the only country whose wheat yield was greater
than the British), and the cattle of England had no continental peer.
In 1870 the bulk of our major food requirements, with the exception of
sugar, were still satisýed from English soil.

During the years intervening between I880 and the beginning of the
present war, the position of British farming, both in relation to its own
former condition and to the present condition of the advanced agricultural
lands on the continent, had declined catastrophically. The areas under
cereals and root crops had decreased by nearly 50% since 1870. The yield
per acre of English wheat, while it had increased to a small extent, had
become ýfth among western European countries, and was below that of
Denmark and Holland by more than 25%. Our cattle had fallen in quality
far behind those of Denmark and Holland, whose milk yields were now
40% higher than those of English cattle. While since 1880 the production
of cereals had increased in every Western European country (in Denmark
by 60%), in Great Britain it had fallen by more than a quarterl At the
same time, the increase in livestock population was only 11%, as against
134% in Denmark, 74% in Holland, and 43% in Switzerland.

Imports of food had increased phenomenally. If we compare the
periods 1861-5 and I932-6, we ýnd that in the latter period annual imports
of grain were more than three times, sugar nearly three times, cheese four
times, butter eight times, and meat twemgy times as great as in theformer period.

Thus, in a period of increasing population and increasing individual
consumption of food, a period during which agriculture in every other
country of the civilized world had advanced steadily in production and
technique, British farming stood still and even, in certain major directions,
retreated from its former position. From being the major industry of the
country, producing the bulk of the essential foods consumed by the popu-
lation, it became an industry devoted for the most part to the production
of those more-or-less perishable goods which could not conveniently be
imported fr-om abroad.

To determine the reason for this decline in the farming industry in
Britain it is necessary to return beyond the period of evident decay and
trace the way in which the economic and political development of British
capitalism made inevitable such a decline. , 4 4  

The agricultural revolution, _whi_ch inaugurated the heroic period of.
British farming, began in theyears following the Civil War. | The. Restora-_.
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NEW LIFE TO THE LAND
tion atmosphere of scientiýc speculation encouraged a series of technical
experiments, by such cultured landowners as Temple and the famous
Ev'elyn, and from the resultant improvements the production of food
began to increase to such an extent that for a century British farming passed
from a subsistence to an exporting basis. The landowning class encouraged
this tendency by granting in 1685 a bounty of 5s. a quarter on exported
wheat, and by the middle of the eighteenth century the trade in wheat
was considerable (9,515,ooo quarters were exported in the twenty years
1746-65). There was also a large export trade in malt and barley, and in
England itself, and especially the expanding city of London, there was a.
steadily increasing demand for farm goods.

Under the stimulus of this growing market, improvements in technique
were continuous, and cumulative in their effects. Turnips and clover came
into general use, and precipitated the transition from the old and wasteful
three-year rotation to the more eþicient four-year rotation. Improved
implements made possible deep ploughing and cultivation. The intro-
duction of root crops caused a revolution in the livestock industry, making
it possible for cattle to be fed adequately during the winter and ending
the system of slaughtering and salting the majority of the cattle every
autumn because of the lack of fodder to maintain them. The improve-
ments in feeding and breeding technique had such effect that, while in
I710 the average weights of sheep and cattle sold at Smithýeld were
28 lbs. and 370 lbs. respectively, in 1795 they were 8o lbs. and 800 lbs.
respectively. As a further instance of the cumulative effects of improve-
ments 1n agricultural practice, the new system of stockbreeding, made
possible by the introduction into arable farming of the turnip, in its turn
assisted the further development of, arable farming by making available-
large supplies of manure and enabling more intensive fertilization.

These improvements in agricultural practice were mostly due to a number
of progressive landowners, such as jethro Tull, óTurnipô Townsend and
Coke'of Holkham. Indeed, it could hardly have been otherwise, for the"-
experiments necessitated large outlays of capital and large compact areas-
of farmland, as opposed to the open-ýeld strip farming and small-scale
yeoman farming that still covered large portions of the country. The
gentry acquired a vested interest in the improvement of farming, and thisè:
led to important social changes in the rural areas. The landowners became
greedy for more land and, as they were the dominant class in both Houses-'
of Parliament, they used the instruments of legislation to satisfy their land
hunger, and justify their appropriation of the commons. The peasant class
was swept from English history, the small yeoman farmer was squeezed.
almost to extinction, and the social structure of English farming became
that of large-scale tenant farming, varied by direct farming on the part of
the more enterprising landlords. This system persists to the present day,
when little more than 30% of English agricultural land is farmed by its.
owners, as against 95% in Denmark.

It is impossible to say what might have been the social and economic
development of England if it had remained a mainly agricultural country
dominated by the landowningaristocracy and gentry. But the nature of?
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I AGRICULTURE BEFORE THE WAR
óBritish economy was changed and the power of the landowners broken by
the rise of capitalist industry which commenced during the latter part of
the eighteenth century and was accelerated by the Napoleonic wars. By
..a curious irony, the expansion of industry was assisted by the improved
methods of farming, which threw out of work many of the rural workers
and so created a labour pool to satisfy the needs of the new factories.

The industrial revolution created a moneyed class who realized the
"-necessity for political power, if their interests were to be maintained, and
who were debarred from this power by the laws that granted parliamentary
suffrage only to landowners. A bitter struggle ensued, in which the indus-
trialists recruited the support of the working classes and achieved ýnal
success in the Reform Bill of 1832. I -

The ascendancy of industrial capitalism marked a change in the attitude
-of the governing class towards agriculture. It had been in the interests of
the landowners to restrict imports of food in order to keep high the prices
they could obtain for farm produce, or the rents they could squeeze from
the tenant farmers. To ensure the maintenance of price levels they enacted
-in I815 the Corn Law which imposed a h1gh tariff on imported corn. But
it was in the interests of the industrial class to have plentiful supplies of
s--cheap food so that they could reduce labour costs and so compete more
-effectively in the world markets. In 1846, after a seven-yearsô) struggle, the
--Corn Laws were repealed, and the great era of free trade commenced.

Free trade meant in practice the freedom of British manufacturers to
sell their goods in the expanding markets of undeveloped countries, where
they had few competitors. But they had in some way or another to receive
-commodities in exchange for their exported manufactured goods and as
-interest on the surplus capital they invested abroad. So with the export
trade in manufactured goods grew up the parallel import trade in food and
raw materials. The basis of English industrial capitalism thus became the
balance of exported manufactures and imported food, and it is the vital
necessity of preserving this balance that has dominated to this day the
policy of the British ruling class towards agriculture.

There was a time lag from the repeal of the Corn Laws during which the
-imports from undeveloped countries were still small and British agriculture
i-continued to develop to serve the expanding home market. Then, from
the 1,86oôs, the competition from foreign sources became so great as ýrst
-to satisfy the increase in demands and then to attack the portion served by
British agriculture. For a while home farming remained stable but stagnant
.and then-, about 1880, the decline began before the ever-increasing imports,
ýrst of grain, then of meat, butter and cheese, both from the expanding
-I-countries of the New World and from the countries of Europe, such as
Denmark, Holland and Switzerland, whose agriculture was growing to

-"meet the increased foreign markets.
During the years between 1880 and 1914, British farming ceased to be a

.-major industry growing the bulk of the nationôs essential food, and became
instead an industry based on those food demands, such as liquid milk, green
-vegetables, etc., which could not conveniently be met by imports from the
t-dependent countries. -
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