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Editorial

The Raven’s comparatively slow and pompous way of walking has often 
amused lesser-informed observers and been the object of caricature and 
ridicule. Few phenomena in nature, however, are without a reason, and 
it may therefore be noted that intelligent activity does not always 
coincide with fast and elegant movements. We are living in the age of 
the motor car, and the Raven, which was once known to populate 
gallows (earning him the name of ‘gallows bird’) and was for a while 
nearly extinct in many places, has now made his refuge alongside 
motorways. Observers of these fashionable lines on the face of the earth 
can all the time, sadly enough, perceive the death — or execution, one 
might call it — of thousands and thousands of fast and elegantly moving 
animals there. But they may also note that of all the countless numbers 
of Ravens to be seen living on the spoils of motorised modern 
civilisation, none falls victim to it. The Raven, in all his pompous 
slowness, seems to have come to better terms with the otherwise 
uncontrollable speed of the motorised individual. This has made 
puzzled and amused ornithologists call the Raven the most cunning 
user of roads and motorways.

We had quite a few reactions to our belated first issue, some very 
flattering, all encouraging. A few friends, however, not entirely 
surprisingly, found it ‘rather top-heavy with historical material’. Much 
could be said in return. It might be mentioned that, though primarily 
historians ourselves, we are not entirely happy with the fact that the 
great bulk of good contributions received so far could be qualified as 
‘historical’. But, then, what is ‘historical’ for anarchists? Where does 
‘history’ begin or end for them? Is David Koven’s article on Walden 
Center and School ‘historical’ or ‘educational’, or both? If anarchism 
has to do with and to find its justification essentially in human 
experience, does the mere chronological factor really matter much — 
or, if so, to what extent? Our friendly critics’ answer should be, of 
course, that John Neve was arrested exactly a century ago. His fate, the 
destruction of a movement and also of many lives, through intolerance, 
hypocrisy, incompetence, and personal vanity is ‘historical’ and a 
phenomenon of the nineteenth century. Anarchists, of course, make 
mistakes only once — in order to learn from them, presumably 
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instinctively, or by some other inexplicable means. For us, the 
argument runs, there is no need for ‘historical’ knowledge, which 
would probably be used only to cover up, as we know from the Marxists 
and many other examples. Or, to put it differently, anarchists don’t 
need mirrors to shave. (Perhaps this is why many anarchists don’t 
shave.)

Some of the topics dealt with in this issue will be complemented and 
further elaborated in the next. David Koven’s article will be followed, 
we hope, by Tony Gibson’s account of his experiences of Burgess Hill 
School in Britain. Franklin Rosemont wrote on the English Surrealist 
experiment originally for a small French Surrealist publication. We use 
his article here to induce some of those friends mentioned in it or 

•IlJ

originally involved to comment on it. Arthur Moyse’s contribution is 
one of the first results. Others will be published in the next issue. The 
reactions to the photographic insert were without exception positive or 
even enthusiastic, and for the chance of this time giving double the 
space for illustrations we thank Mary Switkes of Lafayette, California, 
and David Koven himself for the Walden pictures.

Certainly we do not mind praise; but we positively ask our readers to 
let us have their criticisms too. The Raven’s thanks will be generous — 
in the form of invitations to do better, and write for it.
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Heiner Becker

Johann Neve (1844-1896) 
‘It is now some seven years since Socialism came to life again in this 
country’, wrote William Morris in The Commonweal on 15 November 
1890, not excessively modestly resuming the development and progress 
made since he joined the (Social) Democratic Federation. ‘Those who 
set out “to make the re volution”... were a few working-men, less 
successful even in the wretched life of labour than their fellows; a 
sprinkling of the intellectual proletariat, whose keen pushing of 
Socialism must have seemed pretty certain to extinguish their limited 
chances of prosperity; one or two outsiders in the game political; a few 
refugees from the bureaucratic tyranny of foreign governments...’

Most of these ‘few working-men and refugees’ were linked, in one 
way or another, to an institution commonly referred to as the ‘Rose 
Street Club’ after the street where the club had its premises. Some of its 
more official names were Social Democratic Working Men’s or simply 
Social Democratic Club, International Club, or Communist Working­
men’s Educational Club. Since the early 1830s there had been a long 
tradition of foreign workingmen’s clubs in London, mostly founded by 
political refugees. Most of them, however, had remained confined to 
their respective national communities: French and German, 
Scandinavian, Dutch, Slavonic and Italian clubs and associations 
flowered at one time or another. Prominent among these both in 
numbers of members and duration, but also in as far as from time to 
time more or less close contacts with advanced English political 
movements are concerned, were some of the French and German 
establishments. Clearly the most important was the one which Karl 
Schapper and six German and French friends started as an 
International Club on 7 February 1840. Its name changed often, or 
rather, it was usually and throughout its existence (until the early 1920s 
actually) referred to at the same time by several approximate or 
descriptive names. The best known, however, is Communistischer 
Arbeiter-Bildungs-Verein (CABV; Communist Workers’ Educational 
Society), which was used from about 1850.

From the beginning its members cooperated closely with the French 
Democratic Society (Societe Democratique Frangaise), and soon also 
with leading left Chartists, which led in Autumn 1844 to the formation 
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of the shortlived Democratic Friends of All Nations, the first initiative 
to create some sort of workers International, and then in 
August/September 1845 to the foundation of the Fraternal Democrats. 
Some of the English Chartists became (and remained all their lives) 
members of the club, like Ernest Jones (and similarly some of its 
German members were to play more or less important roles in the 
English Socialist or Trade Union movement, like Adam Weiler who is 
credited by Stan Shipley (following the Webbs) ‘with responsibility for 
the “first sign” of the “new spirit” of socialism at the T.U.C.’). Its most 
prominent members were, of course, Marx and Engels, and the ciub 
was responsible for the printing of the Manifesto of the Communist Party 
in 1848 (in the March of which year, incidentally, the club was also 
closed for the first time by the English police). It was involved in the 
establishment of the International Association (1855-1859), and in 
January 1865 joined the International Working Men’s Association (the 
First International).

As may be expected, there were a number of splits following all sorts 
of quarrels, as for example between ‘Lassalleans’ and followers of Marx 
in the first half of the 1870s. Rival groups then ran their ‘clubs’ under 
the same name, occasionally distinguished by the reference to the 
IWMA. These splits usually occurred towards the end of periods of 
high activity — as after 1848, or in 1870/71. During the major part of 
the 1870s, none of the rivalling groups claiming to continue the great 
revolutionary tradition counted more than a dozen or perhaps some 
twenty members, and an effort was seldom made to change this pattern 
and to attract more members or to spread actively socialism. None of 
the rival groups had their own clubhouse; their meeting-places were 
pubs, like the Blue Post in Newman Street, Oxford Street; or the 
Graven’s Arms, at 38 Marshall Street, Golden Square. Around 1875, 
following the influx of a few more determined and energetic members, 
efforts were made to return to political work proper and to overcome 
the continuous in-fighting, intriguing and quarrelling between rival 
factions. But it did not come to more than a few well-attended 
meetings, usually organised in cooperation with some French exiles and 
the Patriotic Club. The situation really changed only towards the end of 
1877, partly because of the arrival in September of Franz Josef Ehrhart 
(1855-1908), a very energetic young German Social Democrat who had 
started his political career a few years earlier in the Palatinate largely 
inspired and ‘set on course’ by Johann Most.

Shortly before, Summer 1877, some other Germans, tired of all the 
quarrels in the CABV, had initiated a separate club very much on the 
same lines as the original CABV, as an International Club. A first 
meeting was held on 3 August 1877, at the Spread Eagle, Charles
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Street, near Middlesex Hospital, when Frank Kitz moved and Eugen 
Mendel seconded that ‘Seeing the necessity which exists for a club 
composed of the Social Democrats of London, not only as a means of 
for social enjoyment, but also as a method for propagating the 
principles of Social and Political Reform,...immediate steps should be 
taken to organise for the formation of such a club’ (West Central News, 
25 August 1877). As Kitz tells, ‘the initiative has been taken by the 
foreign friends of progress who are resident in the [West Central] 
district, and who are desirous of securing the co-operation of English 
Radicals’ (Secularist Review & Secularist, 2 October 1877). The English 
section was formed, ‘mainly at the instigation of Neve’, a little later, in 
November 1877. The driving forces behind this were, apart from Neve, 
Eugen Mendel and Louis Weber, and on the English side Frank Kitz 
and Charles Murray, the old Chartist, soon to be joined by William 
Townshend of Chartist and International fame, John Lord, Burwood 
Plant, R.D. Butler and others.

Eugen Mendel, who was to play a very active role in the socialist 
movement for some ten years, ran at this time the Cafe Vorwaerts at 52 
Pentonville Road, near the Angel, until he became steward of the Rose 
Street Club and, after being expelled for ‘financial irregularities’, 
moved to the East End where he then was active for a while. Louis 
Weber, the son of the old German Forty-Eighter from the Palatinate, 
Joseph Valentin Weber (both had been opponents of Marx since the 
1850s and during the First International), was a watchmaker and for 
some thirty years one of Kitz’s closest friends.

Johann Christoph Neve (who always was the most ‘discreet’ of them 
all, although — or because? — he was the most energetic and consistent 
one) was born on 12 April 1844 at Uelvesbuell near Eiderstadt, in the 
duchy of Schleswig, then still belonging to Denmark. Apprenticed to 
his father Juergen Neve, a joiner, he left home in 1863 and a year later 
came to London, where he stayed for a couple of years. In 1866 he 
moved to Paris and in 1868 to the United States. Apart from a short 
return to Europe, he remained there until 1874 when he came back to 
London. The next three years he spent mostly in London and Paris, it 
seems, until in Summer 1877 with the establishment of the Social 
Democratic Club he appears to have become firmly settled in London, 
and for the next ten years, until arrested and jailed for the rest, of his 
life, he was regarded as one of the most reliable and trustworthy men in 
the movement, avoiding the limelight, but one way or another involved 
in or behind all initiatives during this time worth mentioning.

The initiative of the establishment of the Social Democratic Club 
coincided with one of the great strikes of the period, the stonemasons’ 
strike that started during the construction of the new Law Courts in the
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Strand from July 1877 to March 1878. The employers started to import 
‘foreign labour’, mainly from Germany. This seems eventually to have 
added credibility to some of the foreign socialists and their efforts to 
increase cooperation with English workers. The Social Democratic 
Club (International and English Sections), meeting regularly at the 
Grafton Arms, Grafton Street (now Grafton Way), Fitzroy Square, 
found more response and its meetings were better attended every week. 
Some form of cooperation with the CABV was soon established, and 
one of the fruits of this was the founding of the Universal Federal 
Workmen’s League (UFWL) on 21 November 1877, at the Blue Post, 
Newman Street, Oxford Street. Its first aim was meant to be the 
‘United action of the workers of all countries in the struggle against the 
oppression by the internationally organised Capital’. Although it was to 
lead a shadowy existence, apart from the first few months, for some 
years, its achievements did not amount to much more than a mention in 
Warren J. Davis’ History of the Trade Union Congress under the heading 
‘How the International Trades Congress was first introduced’. (It 
should not be confused with another effort to re-establish the 
International, the International Labour Union, established also in 
November 1877 at the Occidental Rooms, Fountain Court, The 
Temple. This was started mainly by old members of the First 
International like John Hales, George Eccarius, John Weston, Isaac 
Salomon Van der Hout, Harriet Law, Hermann Jung, and others, and 
Secularists like Charles Bradlaugh and Annie Besant, and seems to have 
been regarded with some suspicion by the more ‘down to earth’ workers 
and socialists we are concerned with here.) In the first and still 
somewhat active months of the UFWL we find among its officers 
Eugen Mendel as secretary for Germany, Solomon F. Kaufmann for 
France, Louis Weber for America, and R.D. Butler for England and as 
general secretary, all of whom were to play very active roles in the Rose 
Street Club and the milieu that eventually led to the formation of the 
Democratic Federation.

John Neve usually stayed in the background — his name appears in 
contemporary printed material only if nobody else could be found to 
give his name, or as a participant in meetings when his name is 
mentioned without further particulars. Motions originating with him 
were usually put forward by others (like Kitz). One of the results of his 
organising work in the background was the stonemasons’ deputation to 
South Germany (where most of his blacklegs were recruited) in 
December 1877, consisting of Franz Josef Ehrhart, Louis Weber, and 
John Bradder(?). These efforts met with some success, as did the 
agitation among the German workers already working on the Law 
Courts. This was the origin also of the close cooperation between the



Heiner Becker 103

STAT UTEN

Sociatdemocratischen

ARBEITER-CLUBS
IX

LONDON.

GEG-RTJEN-DET 1877.

IX>N1M»N;

riUNTEn nv lulls r.u.E ani» mi.X-s 
«.t. t« r«litn:i.i» st,

Social Democratic Club in Grafton Street and the CABV in Marshall 
Street which eventually led to the merging of the two. In January and 
February 1878 both clubs approached the International Labour Union, 
to inquire about the possibility of ‘coalescing and working 
together...and act in unison’ — but Neve and Busch, who on 5 
February 1878 represented the Grafton Street Club at a meeting of the 
ILU, were obviously not satisfied with what they found there, and 
nothing came of it.

The ‘desire to see the establishment of a meeting place distinct from 
the public houses, and which shall be available as a means of social 
recreation and Democratic propaganda’ was expressed from the 
beginning by the founders and members of the Grafton Street club, and 
it was tried to raise the necessary funds by issuing 5s shares. The 
CABV, mainly at the instigation of Ehrhart, soon said the same, but as 
the amount raised by the individual groups was not sufficient, even if 
combined, the occasion to restore a nearly derelict house in 6 Rose 
Street, Soho Square, was eagerly taken up. The building (which had 
previously housed the St James and Soho Working Men’s Club) was 
rebuilt and redecorated from February 1878 onwards, and was 
inaugurated as a permanent meeting-place for all the International and 
English sections of the Grafton Street club and the CABV on 3 August 
1878 (and was to serve as such until April 1882).
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In March 1878, Neve organised with Franz Josef Ehrhart and Frank 
Kitz a great memorial meeting for the Paris Commune (on 20 March, 
two days later than the meeting organised by the French refugees). 
And, with growing success in the West End, activities were 
immediately spread also further: on 26 March the CABV established a 
second section in the East End in a surprisingly well attended public 
meeting chaired by Louis Weber and addressed by Franz Josef 
Ehrhart, Gustav May and Charles A. Zadeck (who also became the 
Section’s first secretary).

Ehrhart, who had become secretary of the CABV a fortnight after his 
arrival in September 1877 (which says enough about the state the club 
was in then), could say in his annual report in October 1878 that the 
German section of the (now united with the Grafton Street group) club 
had 255 members at the end of September, a fact that was also 
attributed to the new clubhouse. At this moment he resigned as 
secretary and, with John Neve, threw all his efforts into organising the 
growing number of German socialists fleeing from Germany shortly 
before and after the Anti-Socialist Laws had been imposed on the 
country by Bismarck.

There had been plans since late Summer of 1878 to publish a socialist 
paper from London destined mainly for the German workers, to 
counteract the growing repression of Social Democratic papers in 
Germany. When Johann Most arrived in London at Christmas, he was 
convinced by Ehrhart and Neve to take the editorship, and the first 
number of Freiheit was published on 4 January 1879. It opened with an 
explanation and appeal signed by the ‘Press Committee’, of whose 
seven members five had also been founding members of the Grafton 
Street club: Franz Josef Ehrhart, Wilhelm Hoffmann, G.C. Uhly, 
Louis Weber, and, of course, Johann Neve.

The office was first in the same building as the club in 6 Rose Street, 
then al 22 Percy Street, Tottenham Court Road, from 18 October 1879 
to 31 December 1880 and again from January until May 1882, when 
Freiheit was virtually suppressed in England. From January to the end 
of April 1881 it was at 101 Great Titchfield Street, Oxford Street, from 
May to September 1881 at 252 Tottenham Court Road, and from 
October to the end of December 1881 at 66 Charlotte Street, Fitzroy 
Square. It was run by Ehrhart and Neve, and when Ehrhart left 
London at the end of March 1879 it was Neve who took over the job 
alone (though his name appears only from 2 August 1879 on the 
masthead of the paper).

All this was, as Max Nettlau remarks in his obituary of Neve in 
Freedom, ‘no mere routine work, as the Freiheit was the most eagerly 
hunted counterband in Germany and Austria, and any amount of skill 


