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Anti-Election 
Campaign!

' J P  what extent are the crises 
hitting the Western powers a 

reflection of a growing struggle 
among themselves over markets for 
their ever expanding industrial 
potential? This is the kind of 
question we find ourselves asking in 
order to appreciate the importance 
apparently attributed by the United 
States to the refusal of countries 
such as Britain, France and Spain 
to break off trade relations with 
Cuba. Obviously Cuba is a political 
thorn in the sides of influential 
political and financial groups in the 
States, and the outcome of its 
struggle to survive and possibly 
raise its standard of living in spite 
of America’s determined attempt to 
force the country to its knees will, 
it seems to us, have widespread re
percussions not only in the American 
hemisphere, but wherever dollar 
imperialism has established its 
hegemony.

★

' J ’HE United States’ emergence as 
the supreme military and econ

omic power in the world after the 
last war depended not so much on 
her exclusive possession of the 
Atom Bomb as to the fact that 
alone among the industrial nations 
of the world her cities were un
scathed and her industries not only 
intact but modernised and extended.

Behind the Cuba ‘Crisis’
B U SE S TO OUBA-A CHALLENGE TO D O LLA R  IM P E R IA L IS MAnd besides, one must not forget 

that while the European industrial 
powers were making war, the 
United States was busily producing 
arms for them and being paid by 
taking over their investments in 
Latin America as well as their gold 
reserves! And of course the 
United States was able to oust 
Britain and Germany in these 
traditional European markets. In 
a word, just as after World War I 
the United States from being a 
debtor nation emerged as the largest 
creditor in the whole world, so after 
World War II in. a  world of 
shattered cities and bankrupt 
economies the USA held once again 
all the trump cards.

It is interesting to note that 
American isolationism coincides with 
the period of most intensive revo
lutionary ferment in Europe after the 
First World War, and that her 
attitude after World W ar II  was one 
of active intervention. The fact that 
in 1918 Europe was shaken by the 
Russian Revolution and in 1945 by 
Russia’s emergence as the only
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INDUSTRIAL NOTES

Raleigh Strike Still On
The official strike at the Raleigh fac

tory at Nottingham which is now enter
ing its fifth week, began when A.E.U. 
members in the toolroom stopped work 
after 25 of their males received dis
missal notices. These sackings were part 
of a scheme by the management to solve 
the problem that has arisen following 
a cut in the American order for bicycles 
last Autumn. Although over 800 men 
belonging to other unions were also 
sacked, the AJE.U. was the only one 
to take any action. The A.E.U. and its 
toolroom members have suggested short- 
time working in place of the sackings, 
but the management has dismissed the 
plan as being unworkable.

At first there were only the 300 tool
room workers involved in the strike. 
They were joined later by 40 mill
wrights who were expected by the Com
pany to do the work of the toolmakers. 
Now, this week following a mass meet
ing, the A.E.U. has called out its re
maining 300 men. The District Secre
tary, Mr. F. Wilkins, said, “We expect 
100% support. This is an official dis
pute.” He was, however, very wrong 
for only one-third of this number gave 
their support. The expected solidarity
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just was not there. This small amount 
of support did, however, result in four 
breakdowns in the production line which 
caused the management to lay off more 
men, the total now reaching 1,712 out of 
the 8,000 men employed at Nottingham. 
Raleighs say that, if the strike continues, 
production will be affected at its plant 
at Birmingham.

One wonders why the full support of 
the A.E.U. members was not given. Even 
before this, there were reports that some 
of the toolroom strikers were thinking 
of leaving the A.E.U. and joining a 
small craft union for toolmakers. I do 
not know what became of this move, 
but I feel sure that this lack of solidarity 
reflects dissatisfaction with the unions. 
Possibly they did not feel that it was 
worth it, in light of the fact that the 
other unions at Raleighs had accepted 
the sackings. Of course the number of 
unions involved did not help in this 
respect, but I still feel that the two-thirds 
who did not respond to the union call, 
should have given their support. The 
absence of this response points to a lack 
of education in basic union principles.

If there had been unofficial liaison 
between the shop stewards of the various 
unions, the story might have been differ
ent. However, the strike committee has 
been seeking support at other Raleigh 
factories, and as a result of their visit 
to the Smethwick plant at Birmingham, 
the shop stewards there are putting a 
suggestion to the men that they ban 
overtime in support. The strikers also 
hope the B.M.C. car factories, which 
are supplied with ball-bearing races by 
Raleighs, will black these supplies.

This type of backing will help the 
toolroom strikers, but I feel that more 
effort should be made to bring out the 
other workers at Nottingham. This can 
only be done by the strikers themselves 
and the case for supporting them should 
be put to the men still at work. The 
fact is that these men are “scabbing", 
for the job is in dispute. The narrow 
basis of the craft unions has to be 
broken and the principle of “one out, 
all out” should be applied until a settle
ment agreeable to the strikers is reached.

P.T,

Power which might threaten Ameri
can hegemony, surely justifies one 
drawing the conclusion that the cold 
war is a matter of power politics and 
not ideology. How, else explain

. America’s indifference (relatively 
speaking) to the Russian revolution 
with her almost pathological concern 
now that the Soviets Union is no 
longer the spear-head of revolution 
but a world power, Second only to 
the United States in its military and 
economic resources Jtnd potential?

In terms of (Spnomic self- 
sufficiency and the ability to absorb 
population growth, the USA and the 
Soviet Union are by comparison 
with the European ifldhstrial powers, 
undeveloped areas onthe world, and 
the future of mankind may well 
depend on the way the natural 
resources of these® nations are 
developed. But today and for some 
years to come Germ ay, Britain and 
France, even shorn of? their colonial 
empires, will still' -be the threats 
to peace as well a i t  he stumbling 
block to any divisi >nFof the worldtrocwccTq TTTĝ

' Uiffce again theselhtie war-shattered 
industrial powers have wormed 
their way back into dominant 
positions in the rparkets of the 
world. To say that they have done 
so thanks to American generosity, is 
romantic nonsense! which has no 
place in capitalist economics. If 
America “helped” : , her erstwhile 
enemies, as well as her friends, to 
finance their industrial recovery 
after the war one* can be sure that 
such action was motivated by hard-

headed business considerations and 
not brotherly love. After all what 
was America’s attitude when her 
“friends” were engaged in “a life 
and death struggle” aainst Naziism? 
To quote from our predecessor War 
Commentary in the early months of 
the war:

Roosevelt’s moving appeals which 
have reached Europe during the last 
few years: have been strangely contra
dicted by his eagerness to turn the war 
to profit as soon as it was declared. 
Thanks to this great pacifist, Wall Street 
is rubbing its hands ae the prospect of 
French and English orders, and the im
portance given during the debate on the 
Neutrality Act to the cash and carry 
provisions leaves no doubt as to the 
disinterested sympathies of the US for 
the two democracies!*

★
' J ’ODAY both the United States 

and the Soviet Union are faced 
with rebellion among their satellites 
and their proteges. Not only is it a 
verifiable truth that healthy people 
invariably bite the hand that feeds 
them, it • is also a kind of law of

-r»owisr b e g e ts  a n  a p p e ti te
for more power. -For reasons un
connected with humanitarian or 
other non-capitalist considerations, 
colonial powers have been generat
ing “winds of , change” in their 
colonies and placing their hopes in 
the hands of people they had form
erly imprisoned or driven into exile 
and are then surprised and hurt

•Will America Rule the World (War 
Commentary, Dec. 1939. Reprinted in 
Neither East nor West, by Marie Louise 
Berneri, FP 1952, 7/6).

when their new-found proteges 
double-cross them. Such has been 
the case with Castro and the 
Americans. In his struggle against 
the Batista regime Castro originally 
enjoyed American support. When 
he got rid of Batista he then set 
about getting rid of the Americans! 
Both from our point of view and 
Castro’s this was obviously the right 
thing to do; from the Americans’ 
it was not.

As anarchists we don’t have to 
choose between the Castro- and 
American- regimes. Castro started 
as a reluctant revolutionary, a 
member of the privileged class with 
a social conscience and so we under 
stand, on the whole vague ideas as 
to how to deal with the day to day 
problems confronting the Cuban 
people once they had made their 
revolution; the American author
ities naively imagined that once he 
had got rid of Batista he would play 
their game. They were thinking in 
terms of a coup d’etat and not a 
revolution. For revolutions set in 
motion forces and ideas which often 
gpiv pe^.oad--the, imenliom or the 
control of their initiators or their 
backers. From an anarchist point 
of view the Castro revolution has 
failed because it has deposed one 
oligarchy only to put another in its 
place; has rid itself of one “pro
tector”—America—only to instal 
another—USSR. Yet this writer, 
as a professed anarchist, cannot in 
all honesty simply write-off the 
revolution in Cuba. In economic 

Continued on page 4

AFTERMATH OF COLONIALISM
TN front of me as I write is a map of 

the continent of Africa. It’s an old 
map showing colonial possessions and 
spheres of influence. The benevolent 
colonial powers who went to Africa to 
help the poor backward natives, the map 
shows them clearly. Britain, France, 
Belgium, Portugual, Italy and Spain. 
Just how much blood has been spilled 
to enable the imperialistic powers main
tain their influence we will never know, 
what we do know is that investors have 
made a fortune from African wealth 
and in turn the workers in the metro
politan countries have increased their 
standard of living ‘off the backs of the 
Africans’. It can and will be said that 
this is a worn-out left wing cliche, but 
unfortunately it is u solid fact and no 
argument no matter how clever or intel
lectual can refute it. The imperialist 
powers have consistently to defend their 
colonial administration from each other. 
Britain attacks S. Africa but conven
iently forgets the criminal situation in 
the Protectorates of Basutoland, Swazi
land and Bechuanaland although ironic
ally enough if it wasn't for S. Africa the 
Africans in Basutoland would starve to 
death: half of the male population work 
in S. Africa. Swaziland is the richest, 
with asbestos, coal and iron deposits 
not yet fully exploited. Bechuanaland 
also has mineral deposits not fully ex
ploited.

The history of the Belgian Congo was 
one of subjugation developing to the 
paternal with the resultant political 
intrigue and vested interest leading to 
chaos when the Belgians left.

Portuguese Angola vicious colonial 
repression but crying to the world about 
her liberal ideas for her possessions. 
On the other coast Kenya, Tanganyika, 
Nyasaland and Uganda looking to their 
African leaders for salvation, but finding 
the only thing that’s changed is the 
colour of the skins of their rulers. The 
Kenyan Minister of Labour has warned 
African trade unionists that if they 
abused their freedom their governments 
would “take it away”. In Tanganyika, 
Nyerere clashes with the Federation of 
Labour over the question of Africanisa- 
tion.

Right in the centre of this mess arc 
the former mandated territories of Bel
gium; the Kingdom of Burundi and the 
Republic of Ruanda which in the last 
month or so has been the scene for 
mass murder. It is only in the last few 
weeks that the national press has taken 
any notice.

Under Belgian mandate both countries 
were ruled by feudal kings of the Tutsi 
tribe who represented about 15% of the 
population the majority were Hutu 
peasants. Both Belgium and Germany 
before her, supported this position until 
1959 when the Hutu revolted against 
their Tutsi overlords. Belgium saw the 
red light of danger and decided to back 
the Hutu majority. The Belgians tried 
to get the Tutsi’s to share their power 
with the Hutu but failed, the damage 
had been done, the Belgians had sup
ported the Tutsi too long and too well, 
by giving them preference in education 
and maintaining them in power. After 
the showdown in 1959 the Belgians then

helped and encouraged the Hutu to per
secute the former ruling Tutsi’s. So 
much so that the self-exiled Tutsi king 
was able to persuade Lumumba and 
Russia that the Hutu’s were Belgium’s 
stooges and therefore should support his 
claim to power.

The Belgian mandate ended in July 
1962, the murders started in December 
and January 1964. According to the 
“Guardian” 11/2/64, probably panic set 
in due to the invasion of refugees from 
Ba rundi.

Burundi hopes to and probably will 
escape the Rwanda catastrophe. Hutu's 
and Tutsi share power under an easy
going monarchy. The two countries will 
not unite politically but have an econo
mic union.

The problem of Rwanda is a serious 
and difficult one, the answer is not easy, 
when the oppressed are released from 
their oppression, they are either so 
cowed that they are zombies or the 
hatred built up during the oppression 
explodes violently. Somehow mediation 
must be sought and found.

In Africa ‘the have’ and ‘have nots’ 
are poles apart, federal co-operation is 
the only possibility. Political leaden 
twist and tum, political programmes 
promise the earth, and as always the 
ordinary people gain little if anything. 
Imperialist powers have taken all and 
given little, it all comes back to the old 
solution, world co-operation of ordinary 
people. A pipe dream? If it is, then 
we are wasting our time.

B ill Christopher.



Africans Enslaved
“BLACK CARGOES”, by Daniel Man-

nix and Malcolm Cowley, Longmans,
30s.

This must be one of the first ^histories 
of the European a n d ' American slave 
trade with Africa to be published for a 
long time. The authors believe that 
this trade, which by the end of the 
seventeenth century was already becom
ing of major importance to the Euro
pean economy, was one of the factors 
which brought about the. Industrial 
Revolution. If one sees human history 
as inevitably a tragic and ruinous 
struggle, carried on not in the interests 
of human happiness but for some ab
stract conception of “progress”, and 
many do, then the Industrial Revolution 
is an entire and complete justification 
for wrecking the lives of millions of 
Africans (and Europeans) over the course 
of three centuries.

Slavery had always existed in Africa, 
as it did in all other civilisations, but 
until the Europeans arrived the slave 
trade was merely one among many other 
trades, in ivory7 in gold, in textiles 
and in iron. Africa was in a stage of 
development roughly corresponding to 
that of Britain at the time of the Roman 
Conquest, except for the East Coast, 
where an Afro-Arab-Indian civilisation, 
based on the Indian Ocean trade, was 
flourishing.

When the Spaniards at the end of the 
fifteenth century over-ran the West 
Indian islands they encountered a prim i
tive race, who were utterly Unable to 
work regular hours, being used to a 
foodgathering economy. They soon died 
out, leaving the Spaniards with the 
problem of finding a labour, force to 
work their mines and plantations. The 
Portguese had begun trading with West 
Africa, and importing into Europe a 
number of items, including slaves.

The authors make very clear that 
the value of the African as a worker 
lay precisely in the fact that he was 
not a primitive. Very few Bushmen 
were enslaved, because people who are
■used to a hunter3 s . l ife ^cannot adjust 
themselves 'ro 'iTm ^^nour^o^^regiilar 
labour at another’s bidding. The slaves
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were mostly peasants, prisoners of war, 
criminals or people who had become 
destitute and surrendered their freedom 
in order to live.

Soun slaves were being imported into 
the West Indian and South American 
colonies of Spain and Portugal in large 
quantities. When the English, the 
French and the Dutch acquired Ameri
can colonies this process was speeded 
up; The demand in Europe for luxury 
goods, like sugar and tobacco, and later 
cotton, was the cause of a boom in the 
West Indies, which went on till nearly 
the end of the eighteenth century. The 
mass consumer society had already 
arrived.

Slaves were paid for in guns, among 
other things, mostly harmful and anti
social, and this meant that the different 
African kingdoms had to acquire fire
arms at any cost, or be over-run by 
their less squeamish neighbours. Some 
tribes tried to avoid getting entangled 
in the slave trade, but few succeeded. 
The kingdoms had to fight each other 
to get slaves to get arms to fight each 
other to get slaves, a vicious circle. 
Some tribes made their own guns, a 
few their own powder, but they had not 
the productive capacity to produce on 
the scale the Europeans could.

Nevertheless, although social life be. 
came more and more brutalised, the 
tribes were strong enough to keep the 
Europeans confined to their coastal 
settlements, which they only held on 
sufferance in any case. The tribal 
ruling classes were quite as crafty as 
the Europeans, and would play one 
European power off against another.

The boys’ adventure yarns I used to 
read in my childhood were full of the 
horrors of the evil kingdom of Dahomey, 
with its palisades of skulls. These 
stories never mentioned that Dahomey 
was a British satellite, equipped with 
British muskets and cannon, because this 
kingdom was a good supplier of slaves.

F or a variety of reasons, some good, 
some bad, it was Britain who, after

to suppress it. It was not until the 
American Civil War however that it was 
brought to  a final end. The Atlantic 
trade that is. The Arab trade continues 
still.

However even this was not the end. 
In  the latter part of the nineteenth 
century the Europeans grabbed each of 
them as much of Africa as they could 
seize, and this could only be justified by 
maintaining that the Negroes were a 
sort of Neanderthal race- of human 
animals, who had to be “civilised” as 
far as was possible, and kept in order 
by the Northern European lords of the 
earth.

It is undeniable that African society 
had become much more brutal since-

the sixteenth century, thanks to the slave 
trade, but th£ P®°P^e begun to 
repair the damage done ^ em* when 
th e ' final disaster of foreign conquest 
struck.

This book is a useful account of one 
of the most decisive factors in the 
creation of the modern world.

A.W.U.

INDIAN s 
MASSACRED
"M A S S A C R E ;  ]AT A M R IT S A R ",  by

Rupert Fumeaux, George Allen & 
Unwin, 25s.f

Q N  April ljth , 1919, General Dyer 
ordered his men to fire on an un

armed and peaceable crowd, which was 
gathered in a^Wide but almost totally 
enclosed stretch1 of wasteland in the city 
of Amritsar. The crowd was unable to

escape, and the result was nearly four 
hundred dead and one thousand, two 
hundred wounded. Controversy rages to 
this day. I have myself heard General 
Dyer’s action defended, on the grounds 
that it prevented another Indian Mutiny.

Rupert Fumeaux’s explanation is that, 
not to put too fine a point upon it, 
General Dyer was becoming senile and 
did not really know what he was doing. 
There had been days of rioting, some 
Europeans had been killed, and an 
English woman had been badly beaten 
op, so he was out for blood. He did 
not realise that the Jallianwala Bagh 
was an enclosed space, arid when the 
crowd surged backwards and forwards, 
unable to escape, he thought he was 
being rushed. He appears to have been 
a humane man normally.

It is a horrible story, for which 
Indians as much as British must bear 
the blame, for it was Indian troops who 
did the shooting. They appear to have 
performed their “duty” with (the skill 
and enthusiasm of the true soldier . . .

f r e e d o m
Far from there being a “new Indian 
Mutiny” the troops remained stoutly 
loyal to their British masters, while, 
although Moslem and Hindu rioted 
together, the Sikhs kept out of it, and 
even made General Dyer an honorary 
Sikh. Charming!

Mr, Fumeaux believes that the 
massacre helped to encourage the cause 
of Indian independence, just as the 
murder of Christ stimulated the growth 
of Christianity. He may well be right. 
However, once independence had been 
achieved Hindu and Moslem flew at each 
other’s throats and perpetrated a mutual 
massacre that puts General Dyer’s 
achievement in the shade. The British 
feared the cry, “Hindu and Moslem 
together!” for their policy had always 
been to play one group off against the 
other. However once the British were 
expelled the fruits of this policy made 
their appearance in a horrifying blood
bath. Nobody comes well out of the 
story.

A.W.U.

MAX STIRNER
LETTER

Comrades, « |
A recent ;Lamb and Flag speaker 

^pointed out that, in one sense, any 
faction undertaken voluntarily is motiva
t e d  by self-interest. The revolutionary 
in the torture chamber keeps his mouth 
shut, comrades, sell Freedom on windy 
street corners,|sit!-downers are impris
oned, and all act as they do because 
they have identified with a cause and 
consider that their self-interest is best 
served by furthering that cause whatever 
the immediate physical hardships. How
ever much youV- actions may benefit 
others you have your own self-interest 

, at heart. In short it is logically im
possible for someone to voluntarily do 
«something without self-interest motivat- - 
lin g  his decision. That the decision may 

turn out later to have been the wrong 
one is beside the point.

Individualists are the same as the 
ipeople described above except that they 

factually call themselves ‘individualists’.'' 
XThe only onesgwho differ are solitaries 
Jwho retire to cabbage-patches or desert 
Elands. Solitaries apart, the hallmark 
of the individualist is his admission, that

I write this ijb try to clear up the 
vagueness that surrounds Stimerism. 
Armand’s article ‘on Stimer presented by 
S.E.P. (15/2/64); bnly adds to the con
fusion. Stimerifes often deplore the fact 
that people thfiik they are advocating 
the philosophy v6f Genghis Khan and 
Jack the Ripper but they have only 
themselves to blame. What a pity that 
intelligent men, <cannot express them
selves more clearly. If the issue of 
15/2/64 was the^rst F reedom  I had ever 
read I would have thrown it down in 
horror convinced, that anarchism (or that 
part of it called .Stirnerism) was a creed 
of ruthless hostility and selfishness with 
the weakest going to the iyall. The only 
positive part of the article was the 
‘Union of Egoists’—presumably Stirner’s

way of describing mutual aid. The rest 
of it would put the shudders up anyone. 
For instance it says that a Stimerite rids 

-himself of the ideals of liberty and truth. 
Can one be blamed for taking that to 
mean that Stimerites use coercion and 
deal in lies. Presumably what the 
writer means is that a  Stimefite does 

rio t .regard liberty and truth idealistic- 
j ally but simply as things to be taken 
■ and used in a practical sense.

Stimer’s contemporary, Henry Thor= 
eau, seems to me to be a much better 
writer on individualism, particularly 
parts of “Walden” and “Life without 
Principle”. Compare Thoreau with 
Stimer. Firstly Thoreau was intensely 
practical and showed in detail how an 
individual can break away from society 
and live his own life. Stirner’s writings 
contain no practical proposals except 
the shadowy ‘Union of Egoists’ and con
sist of seemingly endless theorising. 

) Secondly Thoreau had the courage of 
his convictions and actually did live his 
own life. Stimer by contrast was always 
a member (albeit an unsuccessful one) 

F rcke

as people with secure jobs and regular 
incomes. 'Why then did he himself not 
become declasse and slide down into the 
lumpen proletariat that he theoretically 
admired so much? Why when writing 
“The Ego and Its Own” did he do that 
bourgeois thing—getting married? Sure
ly Stirner’s egoism was merely the result 
of his qwn frustration and littleness? 
What was his ego ever conscious of but 
its own inferiority? The shrill whines 
of Stirner compare unfavourably with 
the calm rugged Yankee individualism 
of Henry Thoreau.

But Stirner the man is separate from 
Stimerism and I should like to ask some 
questions regarding the latter. •

1. Why is it believed that' it is in 
one’s self-interest to cultivate one’s ego?

ROUND THE GALLERIES

... and no man foamed
'T H O S E  who can buy everything must 

of necessity tqrn to the gutter for 
their gifts, and the society that produced 
the plastic lily will seek its scents fropi 
off the decaying rose. Within the close
ted society of our time, so self-contained 
so clinically clean, those who produce, 
and how they produce, offer to the gelted 
few the hypnotic fascination, yet repel
lent horror, of the conquered but unruly 
barbarians without the city gate. The 
empty and rusty can of meat, the use
less debris of the junk-man’s yard, the 
overflow from the alley dust-bins de
mand, by their very nature, the exqui
site setting divorced from the world that 
made them, for their beauty lies within 
their alienation and their fascination in 
that they are decayed. It is for this 
reason that Robert Rauschenberg has 
been ill-served by the Town in that his 
massive retrospective exhibition is being 
held within the Whitechapel Gallery in 
London’s East End. The Whitechapel 
High Street is a winding road of broken 
houses, grimy strip-lit cafes, larled catch
penny shops and shadowed public 
houses, and to enter the Whitechapel 
Gallery is but to continue the abysmal 
journey, for the debris of my society 
is continued onto the walls of the 
gallery.

Rauschenberg as an entertainer belongs 
to the world of the stage;, his offerings 
are as ephemeral as a cafe society come
dian’s jokes and he has most assuredly 
found his niche as the designer of stage

and costume gear for Merce Cunning
ham’s Dance Group. Yet for all that, 
without his own minor talents Rauschen
berg offers a needed and traumatic kick 
to the art Establishment and this exhibi
tion of work spanning the last fifteen 
years is an ^exciting and worthwhile 
rendezvous for the young and the dis
possessed, Robert Rauschenberg has 
been brought to this country at the insti
gation of Bryan Robertson, the O.B.E. 
Director of the Whitechapel Art Gallery 
and Robertson «has seen fit to introduce 
Rauschenberg the John the Baptist 
of our native but naiv6 pop art, with 
the unfortunate Kurt Schwitters, as its 
lawmaker. Yet to me Rauschenberg 
would appear to owe a greater debt to 
the surrealists of the ’30’s than to Schwit
ters, Picasso or Duchamp. His work 
lacks the old-maidish mcliculousness of 
the midwars surrealist groups yet there 
is little that pould be out of place 
among their works. “ 193466” is a cov
ered pail in a*frame of wire netting and 
one remembers Roland Penrose’s “Cap
tain Cook’s Last Voyage” (a tailor’s 
dummy wilhirifa wire frame) “created” 
in 1936. Rauschenberg’s “Empire II” is 
a chimney cowl mounted on an ancient 
trolley and retails Dali’s 1938 mildew 
taxi with its interior rain. Again one 
would be hard pressed to find within 
the Whitechapel exhibition anything like 
“The Pool” of ihe 1938 Paris exhibition 
with its costly bed and wall paintings 
situated with in 'a mass of rotting vegeta

tion, for Rauschenberg’s “Pilgrim”—-of 
a kitchen chair primly placed against an 
abstract expressionist painting—is but 
a poor echo of gestures that once had 
the right wing in art and politics foam
ing at the mouth. But no one foamed 
at this exhibition for, all in alj, the 
awful truth is that so much of it is 
old hat, so much of it re-cooked com.

When Man Ray a half a lifetime ago 
welded a row of tacks onto the under
side of a tailor’s iron he divorced that 
utilitarian object from its plebian back
ground and gave the monied intellectuals 
a meaningless toy to play with; and 
when Oppenheim covered a spoon, cup 
and saucer with fur he gave the Town 
a creepy giggle that five years of mass 
murder has relegated to its sad little 
role of things that don’t really matter. 
If one. is very young, then accept the 
exhibition of Robert Rauschenberg’s 
work as a gay and exciting afternoon 
well spent. But accept the fact that 
there is nothing to accept. Despite the 
pretentious blurbs by Bryan Robertson, 
Gedzahler and Cage to an excellent but 
expensive catalogue; despite the two 
shillings and sixpence demanded for 
thirty pages of duplicated nonsense to 
describe thirty-four dreary collages on 
the theme of Dante’s Inferno (that 
fifteen years ago Mesens of the London 
Gallery could have rejected, in favour 
of more exciting and technically better 
contained work); despite all this, the ex
hibition is worthy of your time for 
though Rauschenberg has failed to set 
the Town by its ears he has shown our 
local talent that there are still minor 
masters working within a minor medium.

A rtnur  M o y se .

Surely enlightened self-interest (as op
posed to blind grasping) is best served. 
by disciplining the ego rather than de* tj 
veloping it. I understand that the Bud
dhist Nirvana is the highest state that 
men can achieve and to reach it the 
ego is annihilated.

2. This concerns the practical appli
cation of Stimer’s theories. The article 
said:

“In Stimer’s Union one may sacri
fice oneself for others so long as one 
does not invoke the sacred character 
of the Union. You will do it simply 
because it is pleasing and natural for 
you to do so.”

So logically a Stimerite could be the 
man in the torture chamber and could 
make the greatest sacrifices for others 
providing he finds it ‘pleasing and nat
ural to do so.’ I believe that a Stimer
ite. would end up the same as any other 
anarchist except he would, always have 
elaborate philosophical reasons for his 
actions.' In my article on Free-will 
(25/1/64) I pointed out that free-will 
can only operate within confines 
determined by instinct, heredity, up
bringing and environment. The same 
laws of Nature would apply to Stirner- 
ites as everyone else. The ‘Union of 
Egoists’ would end ud

. sense m uch ' the same as a com m une .or

to cabbage-patches in which case they 
would need no union. Is not a Stimer
ite the same as everyone else except for 
the philosophy and the labels? What 
are the distinguishing marks of a British 
Stimerite in 1964?

I  am an individualist. I admit quite 
frankly that I  am interested in No. 1. 
Yet I  realise that it is in my self-interest 
to work for the movement and try to 
behave in a socially responsible way.
I might rescue someone from drowning 
but only because I (ME) do not like 
people to drown and it could be me next 
time. Perhaps one day I will become a 
solitary and retire to the Outer Hebrides. 
But whatever happens I think it would 
be a good thing if the pedantic, ambigu
ous writings of Stimer were either trans
lated into coherent language or con
signed entirely to the dustbin. For it 
there is no practical difference between 
Stirnerism and. other anarchism of what 
use is something the ambiguity of which j 
puts people off anarchism altogether?

Fraternally,
London Feb. 16 Jeff  Robinson.

TO A L L  A N A R C H IST S
DEMONSTRATION

Last September 21, comrades of the 
FIJL (in exile) were arrested by the 
French authorities and charged with 
“association with criminals”. These 
arrests were made in collusion with the 
Spanish Government.

Several of these comrades have since 
been granted “provisional liberty” (this 
entails handing in their passports, 
forced residence,, and police supervision).

However, six still remain in prison 
andy a seventh—Josd Pascual (who is 
tubercular)—is confined in hospital.

Our comrades have remained in prison 
for nearly six months without any sign 
of a trial. By the time this statement 
appears they will be on a protest hunger- 
strike.

In solidarity with these comrades, 
anarchists are going to demonstrate, in 
London, outside the French Embassy 
this Saturday (Feb. 22nd).. We are 
assembling at 10.45 a.m., corner of 
Sloane Street and Knightsbridge (Tube).

Please support our comrades by join
ing this demonstration.
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LETTER TO THE EDITOR

THE ONLY VALID REVOLUTION...
Dear E ditors,

Surely, we must have realised by now 
that the working class has no messianic 
role. to play, it is a worthless concept, a 
myth belonging to the last century. The 
idea of revolution, as still envisaged by 
some anarchists, is like KrishnamurtFs 
definition of religion: “A peg on which 
people seek to hang all their Unsolved 
problems”. History shows that a revo
lution can only lead to great suffering, 
possibly greater tyranny, but never a 
free society.

Let us face facts, we are going to be 
with government for the rest of our 
lives, and we might as well .accept this, 
just as we have to accept the reality' of, 
money.

There is a world of difference between 
a  socialist government on 'the Scandi
navian pattern, and a fascist regime; if 
you don’t believe it, brother, try living 
under Franco! This is no apology foi 
government, but let us hope that anar
chists have something better to differ 
than a rather puerile anti-election cam
paign. I say this, even though in a 
past election, I, with others, had great 
fun taking the mickey out of the Labour 
leaders at St. Pancras Town Hall; I 

. consider that this proved nothing, 
achieved nothing, save perhaps, to make 
us seem like a bunch of eccentric cranks 
to some people, who might, otherwise, 
have been sympathetic to our libertarian 
ideas.

The Labour Party, like all other organ- 
isa tions, h a s - its  q u o ta - .o f p ow er-seek in g

maniacs, but it is also supported by a 
great many people who do so out of a 
genuine desire for social justice. Could 
one say is  much for right-wing parties?

The only valid revolution is that 
which takes place within an individual, 
when he discovers that he can be free; 
he may ' do this without even having 
heard of Anarchism, although contact 
with the libertarian body of ideas will 
confirm and give cohesion to his experi
ments with, and quest for freedom. The 
integration of the individual, the respon
sibilities which his newly found freedom 
impose upon him, is the only worthwhile 
revolution, he is now on his own, and 
not answerable to any outside authority. 
To such an individual, relationship with 
his fellow men will now be based on 
complete integrity both in thought and 
deed. >

To me, an anarchist is an integrated 
being, who can be free regardless of his 
social environment, and, as such, can 
act as a catalyst within society, his 
liberty of both thought and action set
tings an example to his less fortunate 
fellows, still shackled by their conform
ing hedonism, fears and prejudices. As 
I see it, there is no other valid way of 
changing society, for this can only 
change for the better to the extent that 
the individuals who constitute it are 
successful in becoming their own mas
ters, instead of by violent upheaval, 
which can do nothing to change the 
personality/of a man, except possibly for 
the worse.

- Ts>nrinn -Feb 14 < E.J.B.

171 PAPER-BACK COPIES of tonny Hill the 
eighteenth century novel were ruled as 
obscene by Sir RobertJBIundell, the 
chief metropolitan magistrate and order
ed to be forfeited to tl« police who 
seized them. The expurgated edition 
is still for sale, and a Paper-back of 
this edition is forthcoming ?One of the 
characters in Fanny ‘considered
pleasure, of one sort or another, as the 
universal port of destination, and every 
wind that blew thither a Sood one, pro
vided it blew nobody any warm”. Raids 
were made by police on Soho bookshops, 
and a photographer and bbokseller were 
summoned for distributing ‘obscene 
matter’. The publishers Of Fanny Hill 
are contemplating fighting! cases as 
brought up in the provides—-since they 
feel that the Metropolitan magistrate's 
ruling only holds good! for London. 
C. H. Rolph, writing of; the Obscene 
Publications Act in the fptardian, says: 
“New statutes often fill fan emotional 
need, enabling their autfjbrs and spon
sors to feel that they bite found and 
supplied the answer to (Jj problem—the 
Litter Act was one enilple, and the' 
‘Flick Knives Act’ was s (other. Neither 
of them has changed a thing." Lolita, 
banned in Australia, has been prescribed 
as a set book for an Australian univer
sity English course. Tinik in its survey 
“The Second Sexual Revolution” writes: 
“It remains for each matwand woman to 
walk through this sexuaMbombardment 
and determine for then telves what to 
them seems tasteless o il objectionable, 
entertaining or merely dill. A healthy 
society must assume a ortain degree of 
immunity on the part of Its people”.

T he Lord Chamberlain -gave permission 
for producers of an anti-capital punish
ment play “Hang DownjYour Head and 
Die”, presented at Oxford, to describe 
instead of showing a mail being pressed 
to death. A mime of (fib execution of 
the Rosenbergs was suwtituted for by 
a narration of the exeOTtion. Christo
pher Simcox is to apJnl against the 
death sentence passetMiupon him for 
murder. He was sentenied to death for 
another murder sixteen!(years ago and 
reprieved, Paul Winocour of 38 Pern- 
bridge Villas, London, W.ll, is organis
ing protest action. The jfeader of a gang 
who used mental patients to produce 
knitwear was sentence# to death in 
Moscow. Jesse Parker*23), a Negro, 
of Dallas,-Was executadpn the 'electric g,9ngir . Texas, xur
raping a white womanTn 1961. . . I

... DEMANDS NO COMPROMISE!

TF, as our correspondent maintains, an 
anarchist “is an integrated being, 

who can be free regardless of his social 
environment, etc.”, why does he worry 
about “changing society”, or make dis
tinctions between political parties and 
regimes? At the beginning of his letter 
he tells us anti-election-anarchists that 
there is “a world of difference between 
a socialist government on the Scandi
navian pattern and a fascist regime” and 
that if we don’t believe this then- 
“brother, try living under Franco”. But 
friend, you have also said that an inte
grated anarchist is one who is “free 
regardless of his social environment”, 
and you made your meaning even clearer 
when you refer to “his liberty of both 
thought and action setting an example”. 
Now which is ,it? Is not our corres
pondent confusing between. freedom of 
thought which is possible for some indi
viduals in whatever environment they 
find themselves, and real freedom of 
action which is not possible in any 
authoritarian—that is governmental- 
society for all but the few individuals 
who wield the power?

Anarchists are opposed to all govern
ments—and therefore to the elections by 
which, in the “democracies”, rival con
tenders for office are : chosen—because 
they cannot think and act freely so long 
as other individuals are empowered to 
determine and control their daily lives 
for them. To say that some govern
ments or regimes are less oppressive than 
others is too obvious to deserve repeat
ing, least of all in an anarchist paper. 
It is as obvious as saying that a broken 
leg is less crippling than an amputation. 
But just as nobody would express a pre
ference for either, and could at most look 
upon the former as a lesser evil, so with 
governments, surely?

YV7E quite agree that among Labour 
** Party supporters there are those 

who are “motivated by a genuine desire 
for social justice”. The same could be 
said of some CP supporters; and that 
some also strongly believe in socialism. 
And anarchists obviously find ourselves

EDITOR’S REPLY
having much in common with them over 
ends. But socialism by the ballot box 
is a question of means, not ends, and 
on the means we profoundly disagree 
with them.

For our correspondent revolution 
“can only lead to great suffering, .pos
sibly greater tyranny, but never a free 
society”, but it will be noticed that 
though he implies that we should use 
our votes since “we are going to be with 
government for the rest of our lives” 
he does' not tell us as categorically as he 
did in defining revolution where gov
ernment leads us. Indeed after his 
piece on good government versus bad, 
he switches to a definition of his one- 
man revolutionary who is so perfect that 
he obviously intends him to play the 
“messianic role” which, he wrongly, 
alleges we anarchists have allotted to 
the working class!

If authoritarian revolutions produce 
“possibly greater tyranny”, then by the 
same logic governments, all of which, 
by definition, must be authoritarian, can 
never lead to freedom of the individual, 
or to a free society? One has only to 
use one's powers of observation to see 
that the trend in this age of technology, 
mass communications, mass production 
and consumption, is that the power of 
the ruling class, and the role of gov
ernments is greater than it ever was in 
the past.

And the improved standards of living 
in the “developed”, (by which we mean 

.the “have”) nations of the world cannot 
/  be attributed to good government as 

opposed to bad. If anything they are 
the bye-products of the rival groups 
within the capitalist system whose in
satiable appetite for more power and 
profits, has inevitably created a need for 
mass markets. That the over-riding con
siderations of the capitalist system are 
markets and not people (though people, 
make up the markets) can it seems to us 
be demonstrated beyond any shadow of 
doubt. All governments, and aspirants 
to office, declare that their policies are 
directed to increasing production and 
consumption, (which is a vote-catching 
formula to which every party must sub
scribe if it doesn’t intend to commit

political hari kari), fiHowever, when 
it comes to the point'the party in 
office, Labour or Communist, Liberal or 
Tory it makes no difference, is at the 
controls of a “machine” designed to 
perform a particular fjnetion, and just 
as you cannot make A motor car fly, 
neither can the machinery of government 
be used to introduce j$qcialiim or the 
free society.

TVIOW, when our correspondent writes 
that revolution cap only lead to 

greater tyranny possibfy, and never to 
a free society, it seems}to us that he is 
confusing revolution with government. 
All popular Revolutions, unlike coups 
d’etat, generally haveTiad as their in
tention not a violent change Of govern
ment but the breakdown of all the insti
tutions of government, TMany have suc
ceeded to that extent. They have failed 
because the successful, revolutionaries 
did not always have a clear idea of what 
kind of organisation should take over the 
functions of government which dealt 
with the day to day affairs of the com
munity; or because they believed in 
“revolutionary government” as do the 
marxists and other authoritarian revo
lutionaries; or because) the revolution 
produced courageous and capable leaders 
(in the best sense of ifthe word) who 
found themselves increasingly being 
urged to take decisions for others; or 
because of force majeure it was not 
possible to immobilise all the political 
leaders of the establishment (left or 
right). And so the oversights, the hesi
tations and the doubts have been seized

SIMPLE ARITHMETIC
If every reader of 

FREEDOM found just 

one more reader 

our sales would 

be doubled

A white farmer in Virginia, Orange 
Free State was fined £25 for common 
assault on an African who was drowned 
after the farmer threw him into the 
river on Christmas day. A lawyer for 
the widow of an African detainee who 
was found hanged in his cell walked out 
of the inquest when his submissions on 
torture used against prisoners were dis
allowed by the court. Mr. Vorster. 
Minister of Justice in South Africa said 
that 49 complaints of assaults by police
men or warders on 90-day detainees have 
been made since last May. 23 people 
said they had been hit or kicked, and 
twenty said they had been given electric 
shocks. Mr. Vorster said that investiga
tion of 32 of the complaints had been 
completed and seventeen were still being 
investigated. He said that none of the 
cases had "substance”. A South African 
judge said that the jury’s verdict in 
finding two men ‘not guilty’ of murder
ing an African was ‘totally wrong’. An 
African and a European employed by 
the Forestry department claimed that 
they fired in ‘self-defence’. The man 
was shot in the back. . . .

A  Jamaican lorry driver, Eric Taylor, at 
Bow was boycotted by his fellow-workers 
who held a meeting and said “either he 
goes or we do”. He was kept on by 
the firm without working. He said, “I 
never dreamed that I would be the 
victim of racial trouble like this. I want 
nothing other than to be allowed to do 
a decent week’s work for my money. 
Now I feel a big fraud because I am 
taking money under false pretences. A 
lorry driver later explained that the 
■IgmfOcan w o u ig  b e  , cx p loiteO b y  yfee 

management and their decision was in

his own interests. ‘‘We think Taylor 
will be exploited by the management 
and in the end we shall all suffer. He 
seems an intelligent man and we have 
nothing against him as we have worked 
with coloured men in the past. But \vc 
feel that when we are entitled to receive 
double time or time and a half for work
ing overtime, he will be content with his 
normal pay. That has already occurred 
with coloured men employed on other 
work at the depot.” Schoolboys held a 
demonstration in Wimbledon by picket
ing for eight hours a shop which carried 
“white only” accommodation advertise
ments. The shopkeeper said, “I accept 
they wanted to make their point. But 
I shall not meet their demands. I think 
coloured people prefer advertisements 
that state whether they are wanted. It 
prevents any snub when they call per
sonally”. | . .

A poll at Bristol Univeisity found that 
E. S. & A. Robinson’s building was the 
ugliest post-war building in the city. 
It was decided by the students to bum 
a replica and present the ashes to the 
architect. 20,000 people marched to 
Portsmouth Guildhall with a petition 
against council house rent increases. 
1,000 Young Socialists marched through 
the West End to Westminster to lobby 
M.P.s for a better deal for youngsters 
leaving school. According to Anthony 
Howard, of the New Statesman there 
were only forty in the audience addressed 
by Bessie Braddock, M.P., at Central 
Hall, Westminster at a rally following 
the march. Howard claims that the 
Young Socialists are suspected by Trans
port House of having been taken over 
by Trotskyists and that the major meet
ing organized by the Trotskyists was 
crowded. . . .

M r. M aurice M acmillan, Economic 
Secretary to the Treasury, introducing 
a bill to wind up the scheme of compen
sation for war damage, said that the 
original scheme was one of the “success 
stories” of the war and its immediate 
aftermath. Some four million claims 
were made and compensation paid in 
respect of about 3.5 million properties. 
Claims not concluded within ten years 
would be extinguished. New claims 
resulting from the explosion of unex
ploded bombs would be dealt with by 
the W ar Office.

Jon Quixote.

upon by the “politicians” and have led 
to the reintroduction of government. It 
is not, however, the revolutions that 
have produced “greater tyranny, etc.” 
but the governments which have taken 
over.

So, if our correspondent is pessimistic1' '  
about the chances of revolution to pave 
the way for a free society, then he should 
be a thousand times more pessimistic 
where governments are concerned. And 
threfore if he really desires a fee society 
the last thing he should do is waste his 
time, or seek to use our columns, to 
peddle the reformist arguments about 
government!

★
Let us repeat: We are anarchists and 

not parliamentary socialists (or com
munists) not because of any fundamental 
disagreement over ends but because of 
a disagreement over means.

Far from believing in the “messianic 
role” of the working class, the anar
chists’ aim is to abolish the working 
class in so far as this term refers to 
the underprivileged majority in all ex
isting societies, whether they are referred 
to as capitalist, socialist, democratic, 
people’s republic, African people’s- fed
eration or what have you. What we do 
say is that no revolution can succeed 
without the active participation of a 
large section of the working, producing, 
section of the population. We make 
our own one-man revolutions, which in 
more prosaic language means that we 
are clear where we stand in relation to 
the State and to society. In so doing 
we may well have transformed ourselves; 
but we should have no illusions that we 
have also done very much to change 
society or undermine the State. Our 
attitude to the State has changed but 
its attitude to us has not. The power 
of the State, the values of authoritarian 
society can only be challenged, and 
destroyed by a greater power and new 
values.

If one accepts this approach then one 
must also recognise that this only poten
tial power capable of overthrowing the 
authoritarian system of privilege under 
which we live, is to be found among 
those members of the community who 
are not privileged, and this comprises

most of the working population and 
their families. Those of us who are 
anarchist propagandists direct, therefore, 
our arguments to “the people in the 
streets” and not to their masters. We 
do not advocate or seek a compromise, 
a modus vivendi, between the haves and 
the have-nots, between employer and 
employee, between justice and injustice, 
between equality and inequality. Such 
contortions we leave to the parliamen
tary socialists and their supporters in the 
knowledge that their methods do no 
more than prolong the evils, the social 
inequalities and the tensions we seek 
to destroy.

*  *  *

BECAUSE we hold these views we are 
anarchists, and when elections take 

place, we use the occasion to make pro
paganda for anarchism by attacking the 
extravagant promises made by the politi
cians in their scramble for votes and by 
seeking to persuade our fellow beings 
that if they want to be free and respon
sible people they must be prepared, 
and want, to run their own lives. Our 
correspondent and others recently who 
have been apologists for the Labour 
Party and voting, are, in our opinion, 
not anarchists—or at most they are 
jaded anarchists—and it seems to us 
that their contributions are more suited 
to journals such as Tribune and the New 
Statesman than Freedom. No reason
able person surely expects an anarchist 
journal to give space even to ballot-box 
revolutionaries when virtually every 
political journal and all mass communi
cations (not to mention the politicians 
themselves) are at present engaged in 
conditioning the people for the (still 
unknown) day .when they will be sol
emnly called upon to entrust life and 
liberty to others by simply making a 
cross on a piece of paper. If the anar
chists’ “rather puerile anti-election cam
paign” succeeds only in making some 
people feel uncomfortable it will have 
done something towards breaking down 
the blind faith many otherwise progress
ive people have in the potentialities of 
the ballot-box. But given a concerted 
campaign by all anarchists we can do 
more than make some people feel un
comfortable.



F R E E D O M
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I

Subversion 

in Schools
Dear Sirs,

I read with interest your article in last 
week's Freedom (8/2/64) entitled “Sub
version in Schools”; I'm  sorry it was so 
lightheartedly phrased, because the 
subject is of utmost concern to all 
those who believe in freedom of thought 
and speech.

Anyone who has been subjected to a 
public school education should know 
just how rotten and disgusting the set-up 
is. Charles Radcliffe’s article in Anarchy 
29, though excellent in analysis, lacks 
diagnosis. In closed communities, fet
tered by petty restrictions, muzzled by 
censorship, and made to run before the 
boot of a bloody-minded authoritanian- 
ism, where young boys are degraded and 
made subservient to a selfish careerism 
of which soviet bureaucracy could be 
envious, there is a potential source of 
young anarchists to whom we have not 
yet fully extended our hand.

In some schools Freedom and 
Anarchy have already been banned, 
along with all Communist, Socialist and 
CND literature. My few cherished 
memories of my particular school were 
,of rigged debates, tight censorship, con
fiscations, suppressions, victimization, 
insults and isolation. And yet it is from 
these schools that the leadership of to
morrow will emerge, vaccinated and 
imune to all “pseudo-revolutionary, 
puerile and irresponsible elements”.

From experience I know how difficult, • 
and in many cases, how impossible it is 
to disseminate ideas that waver in any 
way from the official “school-line”. The 
public schools have developed into little 
monastic apartheids, in which the per
iodicals are in the hands of the authori
ties and are used by them to justify and 
perpetuate the system ad infinitum. 
Some, however, have in  them sufficient 
foresight to realize that the censoring 
or muzzling of such a magazine could 
only serve to reduce it to a load of 
apathetic drivel and drain the creative 
life-blood of the school in the process.

I have often toyed with the idea of 
setting up a public school magazine to 
cater for those who are normally muz- 
led or just rudely ignored because of 
their beliefs. The magazine would also 
help co-ordinate CND anti-military acti
vities, as well as provide a theoretical 
and creative outlet. I feel this is the 
least—and only—thing that can be done 
in the circumstances.

To those who oppose a free public 
school magazine on the grounds of sect
arianism, I reply that different diseases 
call for different cures, and that what 
may be useful for a grammar school 
student need not necessarily be appro
priate given public school conditions. 
If anyone is interested and/or would like 
to offer assistance in this venture, I 
would be grateful if they could write to 

6 Northumberland Street, 
Edinburgh 3. ■

Though anarchists have done a great 
deal in aiding a revolution working from 
the bottom ‘up’ we would be foolish to 
ignore the more likely possibilities of a 
revolution working from the top 
‘down’.

Yours,
Edinburgh, Feb. 11 Bill Jamieson.

society that most of us merely talk about. 
Talking and writing on the many prob
lems that we face is of course necessary 
but, unless we translate our words into 
action they will not amount to much. 
The dissident individuals and groups of 
the community are looking far beyond 
the consumer goodie values of the major
ity of people.)

Many readers would doubtless be 
interested in articles on developing com
munities. This is the these of the Jan
uary and February issues of “A Way 
Out”, monthly journal of the School of 
Living, in Brookville, Ohio. Articles 
on Property Community,- the Indivi
dual in Conuiunity, Economic Recon
struction in qbmmunity, Sex in Com
munity and a report on some fifty active 
and planned communities are included.

It may/ be profitable for us to look 
into an alternative to the rat-race and 
the extenmination-race that consumes 
most of our .time and energy. Please 
don’t miss this vital information. Copies 
of “A Way Out” may be had for 40 
cents each (32 pp.) or three for $1.00. 
Write to : ' School of Living, Brookville, 
Ohio, U.S.A. The School of Living has 
been instrumental in starting several 
communities during the last thirty years. 
All inquiries are very welcome.

Fraternally yours,
Virginia, Jan. 16. F erdi Knobss.

Southern Rhodesia

School for Living
D ear Comrades,

I  am in full agreement with the article

-FM E E Q Q U JW E S & -
PUOLICATIONS

“Community” in Freedom of November 
30th. Demonstrations, walks and picket
ing are not enough, to say the least. 
These activities are very useful indeed; 
they inform. But to possess information

SELECTIONS FROM ‘FREEDOM’ 
Vol 2 1952; Postscript to Posterity
Vol
VoJ
Vol
Vol
Vol
Vol
Vol

3 1953; Colonialism on Trial
4 1954; Living on a Volcano
5 1955; The Immoral Moralists
6 1956; Oil and Troubled Waters
7 1957: Year One—Sputnik Era
8 1958: Socialism in a Wheelchair
9 1959: Print, Press & Public 

Vol 10 1960: The Tragedy of Africa 
Vol 11 1961: The People in the Street 
Vol 12 1962: Pilkington v. Beeching 
Each volume: paper 7/6 cloth 10/6
The paper edition of the Selections is 
available to readers of FREEDOM 
at 5/6 post free.

HERBERT READ
Poetry & Anarchism paper 2/6
ALEX COMFORT 
Delinquency 6d.
BAKUNIN
Marxism, Freedom and the State 5/-

PAUL ELTZBACHER 
Anarchism (Seven Exponents of the 
Anarchist Philosophy) cloth 21/-
CHARLES MARTIN 
Towards a Free Society 2/6

aoes no'f alter the" inequities of' society; 
only action that directly subverts and 
withholds support from the coersive 
frame of reference and other maladies 
will be effective. It is just as logical 
to  stand on one’s head as it is to walk 
for peace, for example.

To some, building and experimenting 
in community may not offer the excite
ment of police cordon crashing. To be 
sure, it takes courage to risk a crack 
on the head or a few nights in jail, but 
this type of courage will not add very 
much to the effort that is needed in 
revolution. Political methods only will 
not suffice.

Community may afford a “total” dis
engagement from the undesirable aspects 
of society. In other words, let us asso
ciate with those of like mind and begin 
doing for ourselves what we- don’t 
want the state to do fo r us. Let’s begin 
using our labour for our own interests 
and not the bureaucrats’. As ‘S.F.’ puts 
it: “Revolution must begin at home.” 
Indeed it must; it will not be won at a 
police cordon. We must not dissipate 
our energies on the symptoms of the 
social cancer.

Individuals that form intentional com
munities take the initiative and have 
the courage to implement the changes in

ihg. As for-Tpi talk . of independence 
and my supplied gullibility, in being 
taken in by. bot' air from the white 
Rhodesians; I y îll admit to some hesi
tancy in takingjthe words of the more 
outspoken menipers of the Rhodesian 
Front Government seriously, but I think 
it would be unwise to dismiss them en
tirely—one migjit remember that this 
land has a history that contains" one of 
the stupidist actj conceivable: the Jame
son Raid. )

Second poinj. “Munhu” considers 
“Mr. Nkomo’s |threats are idle". He 
adds that his subporters are either trying 
to obtain funds or are involved in 
inter-party rivalry.

It is my opinion that Zimbabwe would 
erupt if S. Rhodesia declared indepen
dence. Mr. Nkomo has the majority, of 
the population with him in this country 
and he does 6ht depend on political 
opponents (or siipportcrs) for his funds. 
He receives his'funds from Egypt.

I also have friends in the PCC and 
ZANU who hgve been victimised by 
fejlow Africans for their political views. 
For myself I have been victimised for 
my own multi-racialism by Europeans. 
The violence |  of the PCC-ZANU 
factions is quite futile, but these move
ments could well find something against

which they would both fight in a 
declaration of independence by the 
minority Government in this one-race 
democracy.

The frustration, unemployment, lack 
of schooling which leads the Africans 
here to violence is a reaction. The 
causes for this violence are the policy 
of a Government set on repression. This 
is not Mau Mau; the Kikuyu are very 
different to the Shona and Matabele— 
there are no secret oath takings and 
very little of the bestiality of Mau Mau 
(a movement which had its positive 
revolutionary side).

But I agree with the point about legal 
murder by the Government. The police 
have recently made two killings and they 
want to tighten up the laws still more.
S . Rhodesia, Feb. 10 g  K ali.

PROPOSED BRITISH 
FEDERATION OF ANARCHISTS
Co-ordinating Secretary: J. E. Stevenson, 
6 Stainton Road, Enfield, Middlesex.

LONDON ANARCHIST GROUP
“Lamb and Flag’*, Rose Street, Covent 
Garden, W.C.2. (nr. Garrick and King 
Streets: Leicester Square tube), 7.45 pjn.
FEB 23 Albert Meltzer:
The element of magic in Marxism 
MAR 15 Alfred Raik:
Between the Devil & the Deep Blue Sea 
—(A critique of social institutions)

ALL WELCOME

Beatle Rallies
For activities of other London 
Groups, see 'Off-Centre' 
activities below.

D ear Comrades,
“Munhu” takes me to task on several 

issues concerning S. Rhodesia and I feel 
his points ’ require replies (Freedom 
Feb. 8).

Firstly,r he .claims that independence 
for S. Rhodesia is “very much a status 
symbol” and follows this by saying that 
“probably the .only effect would be to 
remove the protection of the British
G overnment”.-'-',/

I would clainr*that this second point 
answers the matter concerning the status 
symbol. In  a recent speech a Cabinet 
Minister (Mr. Gaunt) claimed tha t: “The 
truth of the matter is that the United 
Kingdom Government through its Par
liament has complete control of both our 
Internal and External affairs should it 
wish to exercise such control”. The 
ending of such control by the act of 
declaring independence would seem to

Dear Comrades,
The “Evening Standard” of the 12th 

February, hit the nail on the head, when 
a reporter in New York compared the 
hysteria surrounding the Beatles’ visit, 
with the pre-war NUREMBERG RAL
LIES. Of course, we cannot expect that 
any conclusions be drawn from these 
observations, in that tabloid, however it 
is nice to know that others are slowly 
realizing the significance of these 
shinanigans.

Ideas as Fascism are not limited only 
to one epoch, as history has shown, and 
there is no reason to believe that the 
Beatles, with their uniform beat, hair, 
and clothes, and the hysteria always sur
rounding them, do not point to far 
wider political implications, such as 
stupifying the electorate, the depressed 
North, and more important—the on
coming imposition of FORCED UN
EMPLOYMENT in a newly, speedily 
automated society; as threatened by all 
the political parties.

Pop culture is Government culture, 
and if the Anarchist has anything to  say 
in answer to Yeah! Yeah! Yeah!—it 
should be NO.

Fraternally,
F.H.

REGIONAL FEDERATIONS 
AND GROUPS 
Cambridge Group
Meets Tuesdays (in term), Q5 Queens. 
Details and information, town and gown, 
Adrian Cunningham, 3 North Cottages, 
Trumping!: on Road, Cambridge.

Edinburgh Group
First meeting at Anne-Marie Fearon’s, 
(Top flat), 31 Scotland Street, 7.30, 
March 2nd. All welcome.
Oxford Group
Contact N. Gould, Corpus Christi.
Tunbridge Wells Group
J. D. Gilbert-Rolfe, 4 Mount Sion, 
Tonbridge Wells, Sussex.
Meets 1st and 3rd Thursday in month at 
8 i l l ,
Tyneside Federation
“Trent House”, Leazes Crescent,
(near the R.U.I.), Newcastle....
Meets Wednesdays at 8 p.m.

BIRMINGHAM COLLEGE OF. 

SOCIETY
Discussion meetings weekly, 
from John Phiiby, c/o College.

Details

PROPOSED YORK 
LIBERTARIAN GROUP
Informal meeting to discuss aims at 
8 p.m., Wednesday, 26th February, 1964, 
at Brian McGrath's, Flat 7, 30, Monk- 
gate, York.

GET YOUR PERSONAL 
FREEDOM
BY SUBSCRIBING TO IT

PROPOSED GROUPS
BIRMINGHAM AND 
WEST MIDLANDS 
Peter Neville,
12 South Grove, Erdington, Birming
ham, 23.
BIRMINGHAM (UNIVERSITY)
Dave Chaney,
7, Birches Close, Moseley,
Birmingham 13. _ .ln1-.mirMf ■

■COUNTY OF STAFFORD
“nW rrsiN fT  c o l l e g e
John Wheeler, C.S.T.C., Nr. Stafford, 
Staffs.
HEREFORD
Peter & Maureen Ford, 9 Poole Close,
Hereford
MANCHESTER
lohn McEwan, c /o  Farrish, 4, Sanby 
Avenue, Mount Estate, Gorton, Man
chester.
MERSEYSIDE
Details from Vincent Johnson, 43 Mill- 
bank, Liverpool 13. (STO 2632). - 
Every Saturday'2.30.
Outside Lewis’s paper-selling. 
PLYMOUTH
Fred Spiers, 35 Ridge Park Avenue, 
Mutley, Plymouth.
READING
Meetings third Friday of each month 
7.30 p.m. at Eric and Carol Morse’s, 
16 Foxhill Road, Reading.
ROMFORD & HORNCHURCH 
John Chamberlain, 19 Chestnut Glen, 
Hornchurch, Essex.
SHEFFIELD
Peter Lee, 745 Eccleshall Road, Sheffield.

OFF-CENTRE LONDON 
DISCUSSION MEETINGS
First Tuesday in each month at 8 p jn . 
at Jean and Tony Smythe’s Ground 
Floor Flat, 88, Park Avenue, Enfield, 
Middlesex.

Last Thursday in month:
At George Hayes’, 174 McLeod Road, 
S.E.2.

PETER KROPOTKIN 
Revolutionary Government 3d.
RUDOLF ROCKER 
Nationalism and Culture 
do th  21/-
JOHN HEWETSON 
Sexual Freedom for the Young 6d. 
Ill-Health, Poverty and the State 
cloth 2/6 paper 1 /*

1st Wednesday of each month at 8 pjn. 
at Colin Ward’s, 33 Ellerby Street. 
Fulham. S.W.6.

The ‘Buses for 
Cuba’ Crisis

the dangers inherent in them.
1 ★

3rd Wednesday of each month at Jack 
Robinson and Mary Canipa’s, 21, 
Rumbold Road, S.W.6 (off King’s Road), 
8 p.m.

1st Friday of each month at 4, Benhams 
Place N.W.3. Beginning March 6th.
2nd Friday at Brian Leslie’s, 242 Ames- 
bury Avenue, S.W.2 (Streatham Hill, 
Nr. Station).
3rd Friday of each month at 8 pjn. at 
Donald & Irene Rooum’s, 148a Fellows 
Road. Swiss Cottage, N.W.3.
N otting Hill Anarchist Group. En
quiries (Top Flat) 38 Oxford Gardens, W10.

VOUNE
Nineteen-Seventcen (The Russian 
Revolution Betrayed) cloth 12/6 
The Unknown Revolution 
(Kronstadt 1921, Ukraine 1918-21) 
cloth 12/6
TONY GIBSON 
Youth for Freedom 2/- 
Who will do the Dirty Work? 2d. 
Food Production & Population 6d.

E. A. CUTKIND
The Expanding Environment
(illustrated) boards 8/6
GEORGE BARRETT
The First Person (Selections) 2/6

Marie-Louiae Berner! Memorial 
Committee publications: 
Marie-Louise Bemeri, 1918-1949: 
A tribute 
Cloth 5/-
loumey Through Utopia 
cloth 16/- paper 7/6 
Neither East N or West 
paper 7/6

Continued from page I 
terms is Cuba today as dependent 
on Russia and sugar as it was on 
USA and sugar for the past sixty 
years? Is there a less servile feeling 
among the people to their new 
masters than before? Has the status 
of the people changed since the 
revolution? Has their potential 
standard of living improved? These 
are basic questions anarchist should 
ask themselves in assessing the 
contribution of the Cuban revolu
tion, if any, to the kind of society 
to which we aspire. If we are agreed 
that the anarchist, the free, society 
cannot come about overnight, we 
must be prepared to recognise and 
encourage those movements, trends 
and revolutions which at some stage 
further our ends, just as we must 
have the integrity to warn against

' J ’HE present, row going on between 
the United States and Britain

over the busps sold to Cuba by a 
British firm has nothing to do with 
buses as such. America is deter
mined to prove to the countries of 
Latin America which might have 
ambitions to break away from 
American tutelage that the power of 
an American boycott would soon 
drive them back into the arms of 
uncle Sam;, md it is intended, that 
Cuba shall illustrate the truth of this 
boast.

Much to Uncle Sam’s annoyance 
Cuba is proving just the contrary, 
and is being aided and abetted by 
Britain and France and even Fran
co’s Spain, not because of any love 
for Dr. Castro’s regime, but because 
they too are . anxious to break the 
dollar stranglehold on the expand
ing markets of Latin America—and 
for very obvious reasons!

Freedom weekly
FREEDOM is published 40 times 
a year, on every Saturday except 
the first in each month.

Air Mail Subscription Rates to 
FREEDOM only

I year (40 issues) 45/- ($7.00)

Anarchy monthly
ANARCHY (2/3 or 30 cents post free), 
a 32-page journal of anarchist ideas, 
is published 12 times a year on the 
first Saturday of the month.

Combined Subscription to FREEDOM 
and ANARCHY

12 months 40/- (U.S. & Canada $6.00) 
6 months 20/- ($3'
3 months 10/6 ($1.50)

Special Subscription Rates for 2 copies 
12 months 63/— (U.S. ft Canada $9.00) 
6 months 31/6 ($4.50)

Postal Subscription Rates to FREEDOM 
only

I y.ar (40 issuas) 20/- (U.S. $3)
6 months (20 issuas) 10/- ($1.50)
3 months (10 issuasj 5/- ($0.75)

AIR MAIL Subscription Rates 
(FREEDOM by Air Mail,
ANARCHY by Surface Mail)

12 months 65/- (U.S. ft Canada $9.50)

Chaquas, P.O.s and Monay Orders should 
ba made out to FREEDOM PRESS crossad 
a/c Payee, and addressed to the publishers:

Special Subscription Rates 
for 2 copies FREEDOM

I year (40 issuas) 30/- (U.S. $4.50) 
6 months (20 issues) 15/- ($2.25)

Freedom Press
17a M AXW ELL ROAD  
LONDON, S.W.6. ENGLAND  
Tel: RENO W N 3736.
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