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HE remarkable dead-heat result of the London County Council
elections has served to provoke comment which indicates

the absurdity of democratic government as it is exhibited to us.
The supposed aim of such a method of local government 1s to
ensure that the people will rule—that, after all, is what the wo.rd
democracy means; and one might have thought that in local affairs
this was more easily attainable than in the national sphere because

of the local nature of the problems of administration.

The people

of London could be expected to know what they want and so
would instruect their representatives how to act.

In fact, of course, elections pose quite a different problem
to the man in the street and his wife. For there is no machinery

for *“instructing’ one’s representative.

At elections one does not

say what one wants, one has the privilege of choosing between
programmes of rival political machines, neither of which may suit

one at all.

Meatlessness
But it is apparent that such
shrewd political observers as the
newspapers do mot even expect

the electorate to make up its
mind on even this matter of
choosing between two pro-

srammes. ['he Liberal press, for
example, calmly remarks that it
is generally accepted, especially
in London, that post-Budget de-
pression and a long succession of
meatless days have helped con-
siderably to send votes floating
rightwards”. The party that has
achieved the position of umpire
or referee in the political game

may perhaps be trusted to favour.
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no interests but its own; but this
Liberal - opinion seems to be
blandly unaware how insulting
its explanation is to the demo-
cratic concept. For what could
be more absurd than determining
one’s vote in a local election by
shortage of a commodity de-
pendent on trade with a remote
South American power! No
doubt the unconscious, but none
the less clearly implied insult is
thoroughly justified, but what a
farce it makes of the elaborate
theoretical justifications for the
democratic electoral system!

Getting Power

Rejoicing in the position of in-
fluence attained by Sir Percy
Harris, the solitary Liberal at
County Hall, whose vote may
create a majority for one side or
the other of the sixty-four
Labourites and sixty-four Tories,
the Liberal Press has some more
unconscious gibes at the work-
ings of democracy. *Many
people would vote Liberal if
they thought the Liberals could
get power. One way of having
power 1s to hold the balance.
The idea should be fostered. It
could catch on . . .”” Now Sir
Percy Harris’ position of in-
fluence is quite fortuitous, being
due to the accident of a dead
heat. There cannot be the
slightest reflection here of ‘““what
the electors ,want”. Such a
result is pure accident, and can-
not by any stretch of the imagina-
tion be attributed to the wishes
of Londoners; yet the Liberals
accept it without the smallest
qualm.

But Who has Won?

If democracy meant the wish of the
people, these elections could be held
to show that anarchists have a majority
of more than twice the total votes cast
for the political parties. It could be
said that we have won. For only a
minority of the electorate voted at all.
The percentage varied from district to
district, but at Marylebone, for example,
only 37 per cent. of the people voted.
The politicals claim this as a great
triumph, for in 1946, only 27 per cent.
went to the polls. It must be con-
ceded that the anarchists have lost

ground in the last three years, even
though they retain an enormous
majority since 63 per cent. of the

potential voters spurned the ballot.
Now to argue in this way i1s hardly
more absurd than the kind of post
mortem discussion that goes on in the
party propaganda burcaux after these
electoral results. We should draw at-
tention to our own grievances which are
indeed serious ones. For, despite our
majority, other political groups rule.
On the voting, sixty odd percent. don’t
want any of the political parties and
may (perhaps) be assumed to adhere to
the idea of not being ruled at all. But
does the democratic machinery imple-
ment their clearly expressed majority
wish? Is it not a cryving scandal that
after the elections County Hall is not
closed ug and given over to the weelly

attenti of the caretaker’s ' ay

until such time as political parties once
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more get a mandate from the sovereign
people of London, this great and fair
city, to rule over them?

What is it all about?

Now actually we do not argue thus,
for we have none of the talent of the
party propagandists, and, 1n our political
world, therefore deserve our political
obscurity. But just the same, it 1s need-
ful to: wonder why political power is

grasped by minority handfuls after
apathetic polling. That the above
reasoning 1s not entirely absurd 1s

shown by the continental trend to re-
gard non-voting as a crime. In the
Soviet Union and its colonial countries
of Eastern Europe, over 90 per cent.
of the people vote. In France, non-
voters are called traitors, while in Italy,
some politicians thank that faillure—or
refusal—to vote should be made a
criminal offence. It is doubtful if the
fear of the policeman c¢an ever whip
up much genuine interest in political
affairs, and i1t is natural to explain this
hostility towards the non-voter. dis-
plaved by the politicals as a defence of
their own status.

And if it 1s absurd to maintain that
an uncast vote 1s a vote for anarchism,
it 1s certainly true that such a high
proportion of non-votes 1s a criticism
of the political parties and of the
clectoral system 1tself as
operated.

Viewed in this light, the results in
London—and they are reflected in less
clear degree all over the country—are
very significant, The ' Labour Party
fought the election on their past record
in the provision of social amenities and
nenessities, The interestnd thing ic that

(Continued on page 3)

Brazil Throws Away
Potatoes & Burns Sugar

IERRA Y LIBERTAD (Anarchist

organ in Mexico) publishes a report
on the Brazilian situation, as follows:—

“Brazil suffered for fifteen years under
the dictatorial regime of Getulio Vargas, -
under the most inhuman laws. The
‘mission of the Brazilian workers’ accord-
ing to Getulio Vargas, was limited to
working like a beast for a wage that did
not permit him  to enjoy the most
elementary economic necessities.

“In 1945, in order to associate with the
‘triumph of liberty’ in the world war,

Brazil was ‘democratised’. © Vargas gave
power to his political and military
friends: men changed but Brazilian

Fascism continued.

“The new masters of Brazil are perfect
servants of  capitalism and clerical re-
action., They attribute the economic
crisis of Brazil to-day to low production,
but at the same time they continue to
work the Vargas system which during the

years of his government destroyed 86
million sacks of coffee to maintain the
price. At present, and without doubt to

keep the Brazilian worker on a famine
wage, they are intending to burn 3
million sacks of sugar. Already thousands
of tons of potatoes have been thrown
away, as well as boatloads of corn and
wheat and nobody in Brazil denies it.

“While Brazil exports food all over
the world, there are queues in front of all
the butcher’s shops as ,in the lands
directly hit by the war. But this did
not stop the governor of the province of
Sao Laulo, for instance, signing an order
to export local produce to the other end
of the world: to Poland, where the prices
are particularly pigh.

At the end of the war, Brazil opened
its gates to European emigrants, but the
government has only admitted Fascist
elements. The agricultural workers were
moved from their dwellings at Ribeirao
Preto in order to instal a Nazi colony.

FOR LONDON READERS
(who may get FREEDOM in time!)

A PUBLIC MEETING will be held at
Denison House, Vauxhall Bridge Road,
Victoria, at 7.45 p.m. on Good Friday.

"A Fight for Freedom."
Copping and Edward Reynolds.

Speakers: Robert
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A number of schools were transformed
into habitations for Fascist emigrants—
in a country where 82% of the people
are illiterate. But on the other hand,
anti-fascists and revolutionaries meet the
same difficulties as elsewhere if they want
to emigrate to Brazil.”

at present |

reedom
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WHO HAS

““Obedient subjects are more

desirable than enlightened
citizens.”

—FEmperor Francis 1

of Austria

Threepence

WON
ELECTIONS?

AS BEFORE

T has proved to have been extremely easy to take a partisan view of Sir

Stafford Cripps’ Budget.

It probably always i1s; and we have seen

the more irresponsible’ Tory papers attack it as being against the rich, and
the Daily Worker, for instance, denounce it for being against the poor.

They probably always do.

The fact is, of.course, that this is
the mixture as before and as it 1s likely
to remain for a very long tme.
Britain 1s one of the most highly
taxed countries in the world—if not
the highest—and with our economy as
1t 1s to-day, with our greatly extended
social services, with our “‘commit-
ments’ abroad and with the mainten-
ance of war preparedness at home, the
bill which has to be faced with such
monotonous regularity 1s unlikely to
vary very much from year to year.

We can say this much for Cripps:
that, according to his lights, he has
been fairly honest. He has also
shown a faith in the loyalty of the
Labour and Trade Union movements
which 1s rather touching. This was,
to all intents and purposes, the pre-
election Budget. Cripps will not be
able to present another before the
(ceneral Election next year, and
view of that and the wide-spread
demand for the relief of Purchase
Tax it was widely supposed that the
Budget was going to have at least
some gesture to make it a “popular”
one. This did not happen, and
Cripps appears to have shown some
mtegrity in this, according to his own
stand ardss.

But there may be more to it than that.
The Conservatives have made great play
over the recent coincidences between the
ending of some rationing (sweets, clothes)
and the occurence - of Dby-elections
(Sowerby, Hammersmith). Had Cripps

THE COPPING

IT 1s not the purpose of this article to recount the details of the prosecution
of Messrs. Copping and Reynolds for their alleged unfittedness to have

the care of children at their school, Horsley Hall.

‘The facts of the case

(somewhat garbled it i1s true) have been widely published in the national

News papers.
importance which the law attaches to
sexuality in adolescents, and second,
the danger of conducting any
activities of a revolutionary nature
without taking precautions against
interference.

A certain section of the anarchist
movement vociferously denies the
importance of the struggle for sexual

emancipation as an integral part of

th> revolutionary struggle. The re-
acrionaries are wiser. They know that
sexual emancipation i1s dangerous to
the established order, and that chil-
dien will be less docile to authority
wien they grow up. It was obvious
from the evidence submitted by the
prosecution, that what really enraged
the authorities was the fact that sex
was not taboo at Horsley Hall School.
T'he charge of keeping the children in
an 1nsanitary condition was thrown in
for good measure—but as it was quite
untrue, it was not seriously pressed.
Most of our ruling class have been
to Public Schools. These are board-
ing schools where the children are
kept segrégated from the opposite sex
during the period of their adolescence.
T'he general atmosphere . in such
schools 1s one of sexual frustration:
adoleseent sexuality there takes the
form of various kinds of homosexual
attachment and practice (which is

Two main points of interest arise out of the case: first, the

more or less furtive), and of sadism
which 1s well organised and catered
for by the school authorities. This
system of schooling is held up as the
ideal by our ruling class, and such
places as Horsley Hall, where the boys

~and girls associate with one another as

much as they please, are pilloried as
corrupting the “white souls™ of the
young.

It 1s a dangerous mistake to regard our
ruling class reactionaries as bigotted old
fools; on the contrary, they have the
wisdom to see wherein lies their own
narrow interest. The fact that they put
on a dim-witted hypocritical act of being
concerned for the “purity” of adolescents,
while they probably remember qyite well
their own adolescent period as a festering
sink of frustration and furtive half-
satisfactions—is a sign of cunning and a
shrewd appreciation of reality. They
kKnow by the practical experience of ruling
what makes young people docile or
rebellious, and their traditional wisdom is
such rhat they have managed to preserve
their rule by rigidly upholding certain
standards which they may privately
recognise as hypocritical bunk.

Mr. Copping, who has been chiefly
responsible for Horsley Hall, seems to be
naively unconscious of the full revolution-
ary implications of his school, a condition
which 1s fairly common among pioneers
who have a limited objective in view. He
1s sincerely concerned for the welfare and
happiness of children, and appears to
attribute the persecution which his efforts
have aroused to stupidity and musunder-

1 .

made this a “popular’ budget, they would
have been able to make even greater play
of the “vote-catching’”” story. The
Chancellor has very cleverly spiked their
guns by refusing to panic—and has given,
as we just said, the appearance of being
a man of integrity. He will be able to
go before the electorate in 1950 as the
man who saved the country from in-
Hation—and, of course, the man who will
lead it to prosperity during the ensuing
five years if the Labour Party is given
the chance to continue its planning for a
better Britain—etc., etc.

All of which is playing politics and
ignoring the real issue. The fact is that
this 'is a war budget, and that this coun-
try can now be regarded as being on z
permanent war economy. Cripps’ honesty
1s only apparent within the contexts of
capitalist economy, governmental society
and war preparations. As was pointed
out in our last issue, no less than 40 per
cent. of our income (£2 in every £5!)
goes to the government for expenditure
as 1t thinks best. And it thinks it best
to increase the amounts spent on defence
while pegging food subsidies and passing
the increase in prices on to vou.

If the colossal sums taken out of our
pockets each day and week of the vear
were spent on the much-publicised
“benefits” of the Welfare State., there
might not appear to be such strong argu-
ments against taxation as we could put
up. But the money also goes on, besides
war-preparation, the maintenance of all
the vast useless and repressive machinery
of local and national government
(2,000,000 bureaucrats!), the police, legal
apparatus, prisons and reform schools.

And as long as we retain those mill-
stones around our necks, we must pay the

bill—and if we only pay in money, we’ll
be Iucky!

CASE

standing. Perhaps the authorities under-
stand the implications of his pioneer work
only too well.

Mr. Copping has devoted time and
money in the past to publicity for his
educational venture, and such publicity
has had its value. Who can tell what
widespread ripples of revolt have been
spread by his staging of a demonstration
of how easily half-a-dozen boys can thrash
any man who brandishes a cane at them.
But he has not realised fully that all action
of revolutionary implication must be con-
ducted with due regard to the power and
vigilance of counter-revolutionary forces.

Mr. Copping appears to have been
extraordinarily open and frank to a
police detective who questioned him: he
has yet to learn the truth of Stirner’s
maxim when confronted with the forces
of the law which seek to entrap us, we
should have the courage of a lie.

If one is to conspire with children to
enable them to achieve the freedom which
1s not granted to them by law and re-
pressive tradition, one must open their
eyes to the full necessity for observing
the conditions of conspiracy. One must
not let children grow up with tog trusting
an atutude to adults, or they will soon
have their confidence abused. A few
determined lies in the right quarters, and
I€ss trust of those who acted as informers
in the case, and Horsley Hall School
might have been saved to continue its
work. Frankness is no virtue when it
puts a weapon in the hands of our
enemies.

There are a number of schools in the
country similar to Horsley Hall, and olf
of them could have been closed down
years ago on evidence no stronger than
that which was used to dish Horslev Hall.
Let us blazon abroad the principles of
free education under which these schools
operate, but be very chary of letting

damaging evidence fall into the hands of
our enemies. G.
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