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WO thousand five
story of the two crabs.

its Left side and one on its Right.

hundred years ago Aesop the slave told the
They both walked sideways, one on

Consequently each thought

that he alone was going forwards while the other was in reverse.
One day the Left-handed crab chided the Right-handed one
pointing out that it looked very awkward and was quite unlike

the way the rest of the world walked.

other crab, *I walk as well as I can and
I'm sure I'm on the Right road. If you
would like me to do it a different way
I wish vou would set me an example,
and show me the proper way beeause I
have always noticed that you walk side-
ways vourself.”

HE party leaders have been getting
very active lately, sharpening their
claws for the electoral battle. The
Labour Party has published its policy
in the pamphlet “Labour Believes in
Britain” which has been followed by
the Conscrvative statement “The Right
Road for Britain”. Herbert Morrison
got very crabby about this. “The mis-
crable little things,” he said, *“would
not publish their programme until they
had seen ours.” And since the theme-
song of “The Right Road" is *Anything
vou can do, I can do better”, his peev-
ishness is understandable. But duc to
their habit of walking sideways, our
political crabs cannot see that the Right
road and the Left road are one and the
same; they see, in their opposite num-
bers, the faults which are so glaring in
themselves.

Mr. R. A. Butler, one of the builders
of the Right road (subject of course to
the approval of the Grand Lobster him-
self ) observes that: “Policy making pre-
sents the politician with many tempta-
tions. It is so easy to give way to the
natural desire to be all things to all
men, 1o disregard unwelcome facts and

to tell people only what they obviously
want to hear.” He was thinking of
course wbout the Labour progeamme,

but anyone not walking sideways can
sce that it applies most forcibly to that
of the And when the

Conservatives.

“Indeed,” replied the

Once Upon
a Time...

E know what to expect when
the Tories are in power; cor-
ruption at home, aggression to cover
it abroad; the trickery of tariff
juggles; palrmlmn and impéerialism’
by the imperial pint; dear food for
the million and cheap labour for
the millionaire . . .  The party of
the rich against the poor, of the
upper classes and their dependants
against the masses, of the lucky,
the wealthy, the happy and the
strong against the left-out and shut-
out millions of the weak and poor.”

—WiNsTON CHURCHILL,
(in his honest youth).

“

Chief Crayfish of the Left, bristling with
indignation, says that the Tory policy
statement is “‘one of the most dishonest
documents  that I have cver read.
There scem to be inereases for every-
body, but nothing as to how they are
going to fi money or who is
going to find i anyone not walking
around in a »I is bound to draw the
sume cmu.-lu s about ‘‘Labour Be-
lieves in Britain".

*
BRAHAM LINCOLN is reputed to
have said “You can fool some of
the people all the time and you can fool
all the people some of the time but
you can't fool all the people all the

Can We Take
The Party
Programmes
Seriously ?

time.”  But . since Lincoln’s day the
politicians have become more audacious
and ambitious. They are trying to
prove him wrong. For the Tories, no
longer content with the support of some
of the people—the privileged ones—now
seck to fool the ranks of organised
labour: “The Conservative Party sup-
ports the Trade Union movement . . .
we hold the view that the Trade Union
movement is absolutely essential to the
proper working of our economy and of
our industrial life.”” And the Labour
Party which has hitherto been content
to fool the industrial workers, and the
public-school socialists, now woos the
middle class and praises its ‘‘responsi-
bility and forbearance.”

Everyone knows that the Conserva-
tive Party is the party of monopoly and
big business, but now we learn from
“The Right Road” that “It would help
small traders and manufacturers to
carry on their independent economic
existence in fair competition with one
another, with large trading and manu-
facturing concerns and with the Co-
operative  Movement”. Indeed the
Tory solicitude for the Co-ops is so
great that it warns them that “their
interests are as much threatened as
those of other traders by specious plans
for further nationalisation”. In the
same way, private enterprise and ‘“‘the
small man® are given re-assurance and
congratulations in ‘‘Labour Believes in
Britain”. “We believe in the right to
strike” said Churchill at Wolyerhamp-
ton. “We cannot have strikes,” said
Attlee at Durham.

*

What conclusion is any thinking per-
son to draw from all this contemptible
deceit and duplicity?  As the Irish say,
“The only difference between them is
that they’re the same”. Can we take
seriously the pretensions and  high-
nded platitudes of these confider
tricksters? If they tried their three-
card trick at a race meeting we would
think it an insult to our intelligence.
Are we to tolerate their ridiculous
audacity in spheres where our lives and
happiness are in their hands?

FOOD

CAPITALISM CREATES SHORTAGE

CHRONIC undernourishment, punctua-
ted by periods of outright famine,
has been the permanent accompaniment
of existence for the great mass of workers
in every country during recorded history.
In the past this has been regarded as in-
evitable, part of the natural order of
things—“The poor ye have always with
you” remarked the founder of one of the
most influential religious systems. In-
deed, many social thinkers have held that
it is the function of religion to inculcate
resignation and make their poverty accept-
able to the poor.

In our time there has been a certain
change in attitude towards these condi-
tions. To-day, official estimates recog-
nize famine and gross under-nutrition as
afflicting 50 per cent. of the world’s
population—a thousand million indivi-
duals; bur—this fact is no longer either
acceptable or accepted. The nutrition of
one’s neighbour is a matter that has stir-
red what is called the ‘“conscience of the
world”.

Such advances in self-consciousness
have characterized some of the major
revolutions in thought of past epochs,
and it is possible that the present wide-
spread concern for food supplies may
exert more than an incidental influence
on the social revolution of the future.

Social Factors

World food production—and its distri-
bution—involves many technical problems
which are outside the scope of people not
directly concerned in agriculture. But
the problem has general aspects which
concern everyone, and if we are to alter
the pace or the direction of events we
must have some grasp of the general
issues. Lord Boyd-Orr is reported as
saying recently that “the greatest problem
to-day was that of adjusting politics and
economics to the tremendous advances
made by science. There was no difficulty
about producing enough food for the
present population of the world, or even
twice that number, but the problem was
could politics and economics arrange that
the food that was produced, was dispersed
and consumed in the countries that need-
ed it?” The chief obstacles in the way
of agriculturists grappling with the tech-
nical problems of ensuring that every-
one gets enough to eat are not ones of
climate and crops, tractors and fertilizers,
but are social factors which place rational
agriculture in fetters. Solutions which

Power Bloes & €

’I‘HE line-up in the struggle for power berween the world’s two great power
blocs is now being extended from the political plane on to the industrial.

Thar is,
political.

In this country, the Unions always
managed (0 maintain an apparently non-
political character until the Labour Party's
advent 1o power in 1945. They had al-
ways been regarded as the industrial wing
of the Labour movement, with the Party
itself as the political wing, This flying
machine was 10 carry the worker heaven
wirds into the Socialist community, where
the boss brought you tea in the morning
and you really could eat the pic in the
sky.

Alas, for the carth-bound worker! As
the "Workers' Pamy” grew swronger in
the political struggle, helped by the poliv
cal Jevy, and soared 1o the heights of
power, so the induswrial wing flapped
after it, caught the power bug—and left
the worker behind. And left its industrial
character behind, too

When Labour was in opposition, the
TU.C, could be as rebellious as its e
n'}ally respectable leaders could mak
The Labour politicans themsclves were
not quite so forgetful of their Socialist
principles then, after all, and the Capital
ist Government could be denounced with
fire and fury, But with the triumph of
the politicians, it fell o the industrial
leaders to bear the whole burden of the
pretence. The Labour Goyernment had
to recognise its ‘“‘responsibility to the
whole country”; the T.U.C. had o pre
tend to represent the workers on its own.

Playing the Political Game

It is a pretence that has miserably
failed. The Unions could not hide—did
not want to—their political allegiance. It
became perfectly obyious to all but the

if we can sull regard the Trades Unions as industrial and not

most hypnotised reformist that the T.U.C
was more concerned with playing its part
a8 junior partner in the State than with
defending the economic and industrial
interests of the organised workers, To-
day we hear the leader of the biggest
wmion in the world, Arthur Deakin, not
only defending such actions as putting
woops in the Docks, but resisting his own
union’s resolutions demanding a higher
standard of living

To-day the polical State is also
economic boss and because of their politi-
cal allegiances the industrial  workers'
leaders are part of the same set up, in
evitably playing the political game

This sort of background exists in every
country. In the so-called “Soclalist
States it is no more than expecied, but in
the great American democracy it is just
ay  noticeable—American Trades Union
leaders believe in free capitalist enter
prise!  Since they are leaders, of ¢ourse,
that is understandable, for, just as law
yers have 8 vested interest in crime, T.U
leaders have a vested interest in the con
tinuance of the class-divided society in
which they can rise o privileged positions.
And those positions are more securely
held if the holders accept the predomi-
nant political atmosphere of the Swte for
which they play so important a part.

This all sounds very cynical, and ob-
viously expresses the beliel that T.U.
leaders are out to feather their own nests,
Cynical it may seem—but is it not the
truth? Whatever the degree of honesty
and sincerity with which the politiciun
se's out on his carcer—and th: union
official is in the same category—he will

¢ Trades Unions

end up pompous, reactionary—and well
breeched. Lord Ammon of the Dock
Labour Board is a prize example of this
species; for years a “humble postman”,
until he went into the union business.

Political Blocs

In view of all this, the recent history
of the World Federation of Trades Unions
is not surprising. As we reminded readers
in our last issue, in January of this year
the dissension within its ranks between
union leaders from the Eastern and
Western power blocs led to the British
and American delegates walking ourt, fol-
lowed by Western European spokesmen.
Stooges of the Russian cause were left
with the remainder of the organisation
and ity name, and they have recently held
# conference in Marseilles where they let
it be known that places were still avail-
able for rrades unionists from the Western
powers who rejected the leadership of
their official leaders, In other words,
more stooges were welcome

Now the officials of Western T.U.'s are
1eplying. It has been announced that a
new T"U. Internationsl is 0 be formed
in opposition to the Stalinist dominated
W.ETU, and, in the words of an
American labour leader, is prepared o do
“battle for the soul of the workers of
Burope.”

S0 now we can see the Trades Unions
coming of age in their political develop-
ment. Not merely do they represent a
political force internally, but they have
entered into the field of international
politics,. No longer are they concerned
with the economic and working interests
of their members but, just like politicians,
policemen and - priests, they are worried
about our souls. How touching!

Leaders in this new move are Arthur
Deakin, Jim Carey of the C.1.O., Léon

Jouhaux (French Force Ouvriere) and
Pastori, of the Italian Christian Demo-
crats. Naturally the Benélux and other
Western  Union countries will be repre-
sented, to say nothing of countries like
Peron’s Argentina.

As far as numbers go, the W.F.T.U.
claim 65 million workers, and the Western
International about 45 million. © And this
is the really fantastic part of the business.
These two handfuls of “leaders” actually
claim to represent these millions of work-
ing men, who have no. control over them
even on the internal issues in their various
countries and have never been consulted
on any international attitudes,

In point of fact, of course, none of
these organisations Aave any international
attitudes that can be of any use to the
workers.  Both sections are ved up with
the natonalism and patriotism of their
own particular ideologies, and are con-
cerned  with playing their parts in the
contlict between Bast and West loyally—
not to the workers but to their States.

l“'t'l'”“‘l()ll!llln\'"l

Nobody is more aware than the Anar-
¢hist of the desperate need for an inter-
national organisation of the working class,
Our only defence against war is the in-
ternational solidarity of the workers; our
\hlkl means of pl(\‘\'l]llllﬂ intervention in
an uprising in one country is Ih‘.ll same
solidarity.  But neither of the two organ-
isations which will shortly be snarling at
cach other as they fight for our souls can
be even remotely connected with any
such revolutionary thoughts,

It still remains for workers to’ begin
again to build the internationalism that
once terrified Burope's bourgeoisie, but
has vanished in the wake of two World
Wars., It will not be found under the
banner of either Western or Eastern capi-

are technically feasible are blocked in
practice by the market economy, the
monetary stimulus to production, the
whole social apparatus with which a capi-
talist society secks to order the production
and distribution of goods. If this is true,
we cannot leave the search for solutions
solely in the hands of the agriculturists;
a social duty devolves on us to remove
these social fetters.

The fact that the conscience
world has been only recently
about world famine leads many
to think that the problem is itself a
modern one, but this is not so. Between
1066 and the Black Death in 1348 wheat
yields in Britain fell from 12 bushels per
acre to 6 bushels. During the same per-
iod the population doubled. It seems
likely that the appalling mortality of the
Black Death was prepared by this relative
fall in productivity. Since then there
has been a rise from the average mediae-
val figure of 10 bushels per acre to 34
bushels in 1939-44. Kropotkin, in his
influential book Fields, Factories and
Workshops, was able to point to the possi-
bility of much higher yields, and his
figures have been borne out by such
record yields as 131 bushels per acre.

of the
stirred
people

Soil Erosion—A Social
Problem

Agronomists regard the increasing loss
of productivity of large areas of the world
through soil erosion as a more important
problem for mankind than the national
rivalries and wars of the future. Soil
erosion is now a matter for popular dis-
cussion in such large circulation periodi-
cals as Picture Post. But in these discus-
sions one hears much about the technical
solutions advanced—the construction of
huge dams and irrigation schemes, contour
ploughing, the seeding of derelict land by
aeroplane, and other means employed in
such grandiose schemes as the reclamation
of the Tennessee Valley. But what one
does not hear about are the social causes
of soil erosion.

I would like to approach these causes
in a slightly roundabout manner.

It is often said that the soil of England
i3 insufficient to support the population,
but a glance at the figures will show that

this is a misconception. In 1866 there
were 18,000,000 acres of arable land
under cultivation. In 1938 this figure
had dropped to 8,780,000—rather less
than half. The same trend can be seen
from another angle: In 1870 the land fed
26,000,000 people; in 1914, only
16,000,000. Much of this fall occurred
in the latter half of the nineteenth cen-

tury; in 1850, three quarters of the wheat
we consumed was home grown, but by
1880 this figure had fallen to only one
third.

The reason for all this was the sudden
flooding of the world market with Ameri-
can wheat. It not only disorganised arable
farming in Britain and contributed to the
loss of labour from the land known as
the Rural Exodus, but also cut away the
European market for Russian wheat and

was thus responsible in part for the
Russian famines of the eighties and
nineties.

How did American wheat capture the
market? In capitalist economy there is
but one way to do that: by underselling
its competitors American  producers
were able to do that because land prices
and rents were low in the Middle West,
and because vast areas could be worked
with machinery, thereby reducing labour
costs far below anything possible to the
small-fiecld farming of Britain.

(Continued on puge 4)

talist States, but in a conceptionm of free-
dom from capitalism and States.

It is difficult enough for workers to
build non-political industrial orgamisations
within their countries, but the rebirth of
Syndicalism may have a good chance in
the light of recent experiences., From that
it would be a logical step to co-operate
with similar movements in other countries,
but the task is tremendous—which makes
it all the more worth-while.

Meanwhile we take a clear stand against
the trickeries of official Trade Union poli-
tics. We stand for a real internationalisnn
on behalf of the workers themselves, not
of nationalist States—for through the un-
official, anti-patriotic actions of the work-
ing class lies the only hope for a world
free from power rivalry with its inevitable
outcome—war. P, S




CULTURE AND RELIGION-—:

Mr. Eliot defines culture as “a way of
life of s particular people living in a par-
ticular place”, and, on another page, as
“‘a peculiar way of thinking, feeling and
behaving”. It is the “pattern of the
society as a whole” and it is “the creation
of the society as a2 whole”. But he agrees
that it is not a conscious creation—it is
in some sense an unconscious phenomenon
and cannot be deliberately produced by
education or political action.

Culture & Religion

Culture must therefore be distinguished
from the cultivated taste of an individual,
as well as from the culture of a pro-
fessional group or separate class within a
society. Again, it is misleading to identify
culture with any of its specific mani-
festations—it is just as much a question
of good manners and good cooking as of
.great architecture and immortal poetry.
Nevertheless there is one quality that, in
Mr. Eliot’s opinion, has characterised all
cultures. “No culture,” he asserts, ‘“‘has
appeared or developed except together
with a religion: according to the point
of view of the observer, the culture will
appear to be the product of the religion,
or the religion the product of the culture.”

At this point Mr. Eliot joins forces with
Professor Weidlé, but he is more precise
in his definitions. He takes great pains
t0 define this “‘togetherness” of religion
and culture. He warns us several times
not to make the mistake which Matthew
Arnold made and assume that culture is
something more comprehensive than
religion. Equally we must avoid the
error of regarding religion and culture as
two separate things between which there
is a relation—which is as bad as the
alternative error of identifying religion
and culture. Such descriptive statements
miss the essential point, and though he
is “aware of the temerity of employing
such an exalted term”, Mr. Eliot cannot
think of any other which would so well
convey his intention as the word incarna-
‘zion; the culture of a society is the
incarnation of its religion.

But there are still further qualifications
to be made. Mr. Eliot, like Professor
Weidlé, assumes that there are religions
of “parual truth” and people with “a
truer light”, “higher” religions and
“lower” religions, and if we should be
compelled by the objective evidence -to
admit thar a religion of partial truth, such
as Buddhism, is incarnated in a culture
superior to our own, the explanation lies
in the fact that our culture is not really
Christian. But surely 2 Buddhist might
retort that if in some respect the culture
of India or China is in our view inferior
to our own, that is only because it is
not really Buddhist. If we are to have
what might be called a science of com-
parative culture, then we must have too
a science of comparative religion; and all
that the scientists would be able to con-
clude is that while culture is generally
found in association with religion, there
is no evidence to show that one type of
religion is more productive of culture than
another. There is one way of life (com-

ising religion and art and every other
kind of cultural manifestation) and there
is another way of life (equally comprising
all these things), and the only objective
test of their worth would seem to be the
degree of happiness generated by each way
of life—Bentham's sensible test of the
greatest happiness of the greatest number.

Christian Society
I ggree with Mr. Eliot on so many
essential poinis that it is only a feeling
of hopeless bafflemen: compels me to
confess my scepticism on the issue which

be obviously regards as the most im-
portant of all. If 1 do pot musunderstand
him, he assumes that our European

destiny is o work out @ patiern of culture
ordained nearly wo thousand years ago.
I am genuinely anxicus 1o understand the

Christian sociologist on this point. |
agree with Professor Weldlé in thinking
that Christan culwire reached its per-
fection in the Middle Ages—in the
Christian society of Saim Louis, for ex-
ample It s surely mot very realistic
1o suggest (hat we should oy 10 re-
establish the oculiural pattern of the
thirteenth century; but at the same time

THE second part of Herbert Read’s broadcast review ?f .\:'nlc~ Towards the Definition of Culture
by T .S. Eliot, and The Dilemma of the Ans_ by \\'Iadnmi‘r Weidlé, is of especial interest to
Anarchists. Here Herbert Read discusses the question of equality, and attacks the doctrine of_an

élite within society.

The first part appeared in the last issue of Freedom (23/7/49), copies of which are still

available.

any incarnation of the Christian faith
would seem to imply a society far more
like the feudal societies of the Middle
Ages than anything we have experienced
in modern history. If that kind of
medievalism is not in Mr. Eliot’s mind,
then he must envisage a very different
kind of society—a society different from
that of the thirteenth century no less than
from our present society. But a different
society—a society different from the
Christian society of the Middle Ages—
would seem to imply the incarnation of a
different religion. That, obviously, is
not what Mr. Eliot or any orthodox
Christian would admit as a possibility.

“Elites”

That Mr. Eliot does—at any rate in
broad outlines—seek to restore a past
order to correspond with a past stage in
religious evolution is shown by his treat-
ment of the question of élites. This
fashionable word hides the social pheno-
menon more realistically known as a
dominant or privileged class. Admittedly,
a culture is never uniform in its mani-
festation: the fact that people are
variously endowed at birth with genius
or talent means that if a society is to
benefit to the full from its membership,
it must allow its best brains, its wisest
minds, to rise to positions of influence in
the public service. It would seem, from
what might be called the biological point
of view, that the best system would be
one that allowed this talent to rise freely
to the top, like cream on milk. That is
the system known in politics as “equality
of opportunity”. Mr. Eliot is opposed
t0 it, with a somewhat surprising violence.
He argues that it “is an ideal which can
only be fully rcalised when the institution
of the family is no longer respected, and
when parental control and responsibility
passes to the State.” Any system which
puts such a policy into effect, Mr. Eliot
thinks, “must see that no advantages of
family fortune, no advantages due to the
foresight, the self-sacrifice or the ambition
of parents are allowed to obtain for any
child or young person an education
superior to that which the system finds

him to be entitled.” I should hayc thought
that the family, in Mr. Eliot’s no less
than in my own view, was bound together
by something more spiritual than self-
interest. 1 should also have thought that
our recent experiences in war and in peace
had shown not merely the danger, but
even the impossibility, of relying on an
élite produced by privileged education.
When a nation is at the end of its tether,
it is not education that counts, but some-
thing which would usually be called
“character”, and which is just as likely
to be found in Wigan or in Stepney as
in Eton or Oxford.

Equality

Mr. Eliot is contemptuous of the
doctrine of egalitarianism; he thinks it
leads to licentiousness and irresponsibility.
I do not think he has given due con-
sideration to what might be called the
mystigue  of the doctrine. Some
Christians argue that this mystique is
implied in the Fatherhood of God, in the
Brotherhood of Man; I am not in a
position to substantiate their theology. I
take my evidence from the natural
sciences and history, and this evidence
suggests to me that the highest achieve-
ments of man, moral and material, are
due to the impulse of mutual aid. There
is. of course, an individualistic, one-way
expression of this impulse—we then call
it sympathy or charity. But the higher
form of its expression is mutual, an
“I-Thou” dialogue, a sinking of differ-
ences, an exercise of humility. To the
extent that this relationship prevails in a
society we have that social unity, that
“peculiar way of thinking, fecling and
behaving”, which generates and transmits
a culture. It is this unconscious and
instinctive sense of social communion
which underlies the whole of the religious,
artistic and social development of man
from the dawn of civilisation.

At this point I can imagine Professor
Weidlé and Mr. Eliot, in the unlikely
event that they were listening to me,
getting a little impatient. But we have
admitted all that, they might say; indeed,

it is the very substance of our thesis
But no. It s the substunce of their
thesis s0 long as they write in the

abstract, and %o long as they speak af the
past. But when it comes to the present,
by which I mean the past hundred yesrs
or so, they become illogical Te be
logical they should say that during the
past hundred years or o there has
developed in Western Europe a particular
way of life involving practices and ex
periences almost totally differemt from any
that have hitherto been charactensuc of
human communities. Science has resulied
not only in a mechanised civilisation, bt
in materialistic beliefs about the origin
of the world and the desuny of mankind
In conformity with this prafound revolu-
tion in our ways of thinking, feeling and
behaving (Mr. Ebot's definivon of a
culture, you remember), a new type of
art has sprung into existence, as cxpressive
of our modern way of life as the art of
the past was of the way of life in the
Stone Age, or in Ancient Rome, or in
the Christian communities of the Middle
Ages.

Modern Art

It follows from this line of argument—
which, I submit—is the only logical line,
that we cannot hold the modern artist
responsible for the art which we don't
like. Professor Weildlé does not like the
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HEINE, MARX AND

Heine: A Biography, by Francois
Fejt6 (Allan Wingate, 18/-).

UNFORTUNATELY, one cannot
recommend this biography of
Heine, since there is a certain amount
of truth in the allegation by one of
his many adversaries that “the foreign
cult for Heine was based on a mis-
understanding, inasmuch as they took
him more seriously than he had taken
himself”: Mr, Fejté is a striking case
in point, since he endeavours to retell
many of Heine’s autobiographical
sketches in a manner which painfully
proves that he has missed the point
of much of his irony, whicl is rather
100 keen-edged for anyone attempting
a study from a Marxist angle, and
anxious to read as much as possible
into Heine’s acquaintanceship with
Marx.
One could have wished that more had
been written regarding Heine’s relation-

ship with the German intellectuals of his
day, wince it has importance for us inso-

Works of Wilhelm Reich and the
Orgone lastituie:

The Function of the Orgasm 30/-
Character Analysis 30/-
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far as the modern deification of Marx
(and denigrification or distortion of his
opponents) has become as essential a part
of the Marxist religion as the life and
times of Jesus has become of Christianity.
Just as it might be interesting to know more
about the Pharisees—who despite one
sectarian’s unfortunate experiences, were
probably not all hypocrites (any more
than the Samaritans were all helpful)—
it might be useful to have the reverse side
of the picture of Marxist folklore.
Amongst Heine’s own autobiographical
and contemporary sketches—which it is
much to be hoped will one day make
their appearance in a decent English
translation—the German demagogic revo-
lutionaries of his day are very well
depicted.

Heine nailed these “Doctors of Revolu-
tion” to the pillar as effectively as he
did the reactionaries; and he was met
with lifelong slanders, backbiting and the
most contemptible vilification. It is in-
teresting for Anarchists to note that when
Marx and his associates displaced the
Republicans as the revolutionary party in
Germany, the same tactics of character-
assassination and intrigue were used
against Bakunin, in the struggle in the
International many years later,

In the nineteenth century, Bakunin’s
name had a place in working-class imagin-
ation that could not be so easily displaced;
with the decline of libertarian thought
after the First World War many writers
attemptred to soil his reputation, beginning
with the discovery of the “Bakunin
Confession” (his plea o the Tsar for
mercy when incarcerated in his dungeons)
which incriminated nobody and  (if
authentic) proves little but commonsense
expediency, and culminating with a num-
ber of books setting out to prove
Bakunin's “anti-Semitism”. Max Nomad
went so far as to compare Bakunin with
Hitler, and Jaroslavsky (Stalinist Russian
writer of History of Russian Anarchism) to
“explain” this by the fact that Bakunin
was, after all, a Russian nobleman in his
origing and naturally possessed the pre-
judices of his class which not even his
renunciation of it could exorcise. But
they overlook the same references as
Bakunin's amongst the Jewish intellect-
uals (as Heine, Marx and Engels) who,
not forseeing the Hitler race theory,
dismissed Judaism as a religion and, with-
out believing in Christianity, underwent
the act of baptism “as a passport 1o

BAKUNIN

European culture”, only this meaningless
ceremony being sufficient to make them
German citizens. They constantly de-
nounced the obscurantism and superstition
of the Ghetto or accused their opponents
of being still steeped in its ignorance;
Mr. Fejtd, with the consciousness of
Hitlerism which could not exist one hun-
dred years ago, says “one could compose
a vicious anti-Semitic pamphlet from
(Heine’s) writings,” exactly the same
charge against the Jewish bourgeois Heine
as against the Russian aristocrat
Bakunin. Bakunin had renounced his
background entirely, and the alleged
“anti-Semitism” which some modern
writers see in him (as in Heine) is that
current amongst the German-Jewish free-
thinkers (with whom he mixed in the
days of his association with Marx) who
had no inhibitions about their opposition
to Judaism in the days before fascist
anti-Semitism had decreed it to be a “race”
instead of a religion. In view of the
steady acceptance of the Nomad-
Jaroslavsky theory recently, this needs to
be pointed out more clearly, and nothing
would make it plainer than the prose
works of Heine,

Perhaps, too, they would afford a
striking contrast with his countless would-
be imitators, a motley variety ranging
from Benjamin Disraeli (whose philo-
sophic Judaic-Christianity expressed in
many of his novels such as Tancred and
also on the floor of the Commons, is
directly cribbed from one phase of Heine)
to an entire German Marxist school
which did its best to imitate his flashing
wit and often spent on utterly insignificant
opponents. ‘The last of them was pos-
sibly Leon Trotsky (who, like Lenin, was
far more German in his outlook than
Russian) whose bitter sectarianism and
completely Olympian attitude to the
masses was modelled on Heine’s style, the
aloofness of which cost him the crown
of Russian Communism and the oppor-
tunity of building an Opposition. For
Heine was not after political power,

But Heine still reads fresh and
topical a hundred years after, even after
suffering at the hands of translators with
as little understanding as Mr. Fejtd, and
the reader is advised to find one of the
few worthy translations—Works of Prose
of Heinrich Heine—a very abridged
“reader” covering a small fraction of his
writings (published a few years back by
Secker & Warburg).

AM.

MAYHEW’'S LONDON, edited
by Peter Quennell ( Pilot Press,
21/-)

FOR many years Henry Mayhew |
been little more than a name in 1
memories of a relatively restricted numt
of students of the Victorian era; yet !
most important work, a great pionecer i
the then almost unknown territory
sociology, entitled London Labour and
London Poor, is the lineal, but not alw
recognised, ancestor of the more celebra
surveys of the lot of the working
which were later carried out by men !
Charles Booth.

Mayhew was a journalist and a n
cellaneous author, with a leaning rowar
philanthropy, and a rather vague
viction that there must be somethir
fundamentally wrong with the kind
society which produced the terrible co
trasts and injustices he saw daily arou
him. In the height of Victorian pr
perityy he saw the rottenness of
foundations on which that wealth a
good-living were built up, and set him
the task of making a vast and compr
hensive survey of the way in which
poor of London lived in the 1850°s
1860°s. Many such surveys have sin
been made, have served their useful pur
pose, and have fallen into justific
obscurity because the information the
gave was merely factual and had, outsid
its' own period, a restricted interest onl
for' the research worker. But Mayhe:
differed from these other surveyors of th
same ground since he was not only
statistician with a fine and patient faculty
of gaining information, but also a man

with a broad and tolerant interest in
human beings of every kind. The result
was that his survey was filled with
brilliant sketches of the lives and

characters of the working men and the
really destitute poor of London, sketches
in which literary vividness and human
insight are combined to a surprising
degree. The fine independence of nine-
teenth century London costers, the misery
of those social derelicts who scraped a
starvation living by gathering dog dung
from the streets for sale to tanners or by
grubbing old iron and other rubbish eut
of the tidal mud of the Thames, are ad-
mirably shown, while the patience of this
indefatigable interviewer of the humble
and downtrodden is shown by the wvast
variety of almost fantastic trades which
he covers in his survey.

Mayhew’s work has long been out of
print, and Peter Quennell has done an
excellent work of selection by compressing
the most interesting parts of the 186!
edition into a single volume. It is an in-
dispensable book for those interested in
the development of sociology as a genuine
ﬁgld science, or in the background of
nineteenth century English history, whilt
the more general reader will find much o!
nterest In its sympathetic portrayal ol
the real life of the poor in an era when
the impact of the industrial revolution was
still at its height and the fortunes of °
few were being built up on the miser
of the great army of wage slaves creatcd
by the break-up of the old peasant society
of agricultural England. G.W




n & Nation recently
an article with
¢ ge title “A Meditation

eaten Up” by a Mr. Robert
writer happened to be pass-
ough St. Germain des Prés in Paris
 July Ist at 5 p.m. when about 400
tudents who had just finished their
‘bachot examinations were showing their
feelings by singing and shouting and
dancing in the middle of the streets, and
not unnaturally holding up the traffic' in
‘the process. Then the police vans ar-
tived and in Mr. Payne’s words: “vans
arrived. Their tyres screamed, and their
sirens screamed louder. There was a
panic among the students, for the police
cars drove straight at them—I still can-
not understand why none of the students
were run down . . . The police cars came
to a stop. The police jumped out with
trupcheons, revolvers at their sides, and
their faces set for murder—the ugliest
brood of Frenchmen I have ever seen.
They simply threw themselves at isolated

THROUGH
THE
PRESS

IGNORANCE [S BLISS

The colonel, a lively man in the early
forties, says that on the whole they seem
to have enjoyed their expedition to the
docks.

He has found no instance of any sol-
diers resenting being put on to this work.

This officer reports, merely as a matter
of observation, that, of each successive
batch of conscripts he receives, about six
per cent. are “‘not all there” and twenty-
five per cent. “cannot read a newspaper.”

Daily Graphic, 20/7/49.

So the government which through its
educational system keeps children
ignorant, through its military system
exploits that ignorance.

LEARNING FROM
EXPERIENCE

Practically no one I have met intends,
as @ result of Army -experience, to join
the Territorials or have anything what-
soever to do with the Army.

Letter in Leader Magazine, 30/7/49.

SUPPLY . . .

“The suffering of little children” can
always be counted on to move the warm
heart of the Briush people. That is why
Socialist Britain is one of the few coun-
tries where schoolmasters are able to
“equip them in facing the trials of a
brutal world” by thrashing them with a
cane imported, manufactured and sold
(purchase tax included) by a private enter-
prise closely linked with a Society for the
Retention of Corporal Punishment in
Scheels.

Lener in Tribune, 22/7/49.

AND DEMAND

We are consiantly reading of the need
to discipline our children, yet a parent
who believes in discipline finds it impos-
gible 10 buy a cane.

In the last two days I have visited 20
shops pnsuccessfully. T was told in some
shops: “We do not find it worth our
while 10 sock canes; there is not the
demand for them.”

Lenwer in News Chronicle, 25/7/49.

THE CAMERA DOES
NOT LIE

The south side of Oxford Street is a
dead loss for walkies. Once Master Mind
himself snapped a spiv there. Usually
spivs love being photographed, but this
ene turned out to be a plain-clothes man
* *Thanks,” he says, pleased-like. ‘Now
just you come along to Bow Swreet. I've
got & summans for you" 1 paid my fine,
#l pice and friendly, and blow me down

he doesn't come trotting along to the
studio two davs later o order hir snaps
w. he Bavs, ‘T never knew 1 looked
siich @ miserable bastard!” >

: Interview with a
Walkic Cameraman’,
Leader Mazagine, 30/7/49,

DEPT. OF CONJECTURE

What do we think human life is abour?
And how do we propose to put our think-
ing into actien? It is not a bad ides
to imagine 2 man fromm Mars, 4 wWoman
from \-engs. Or an angel, if you like,
grriving With an esrnest curiosity about
this planet and tpcn see how some of our
most cherished institutions such as cus-
toms barricrs, frontiers, currency restric-
tions, the Berlin (‘omdox:. licensing laws,
: ip, prisons, armics, working in
divorce. probate and admiralty—

whole experiment in gracious dying—
1 when patiently explained in such

Herizon, July 1949.

and defenceless groups of students, hurled
them on to the pavement, cursed them in
the foulest language, and then frog-
marched those who were in their power
to the police vans. After about four
quite obviously innocent students had
been clubbed and thrown into the car, I
took out a piece of paper and began to
take down the numbers on the collars of
the more brutal policemen.”

The next three minutes were eventful
for Mr. Payne and he has a vivid recol-
lection of them.

“Three policemen charged me, swore at
me, threatened to ‘kick my arse right the
way through’, and then in unison decided
to give me a lesson. Evidently, even in
France, one should not take down
numbers on collars. I remember five
terrific blows on the side of my head,
and then the whole of the Boulevard St.
Germain began wheeling like a futurist
painting. I was frog-marched to the van.
I remember thinking: In the van it will
be all right, it will be quite calm and
probably very hot, for it was a hot day.
But this is not at all the technique. The
moment you are thrown into the van the
beating begins again, and there are very
well-fed policemen waiting to club you at
the moment you are thrown in.

Eventually when the van was stuffed
full with victims they were driven to the
police station.

“The guardroom was filled with brutal,
coarse-faced clowns who played dominoes,
swore, waited for orders, and refused to
answer any questions of the prisoners
except with threats . . . There was no
longer physical brutality; but the
psychological brutality remained—threats,
silence, the long wait before the names
and the charges are written in the
dossier. When it came to my turn to be
examined, I was asked who I was. I said
I was a professor, their faces fell, almost
on their knees they asked me to leave.”

Mr. Payne was lucky, since he escaped
th.e traditional passage a tabac (beatings
with truncheons) with which the French
Police defend the law. And Mr. Payne
is obviously naive when he attributes this
police violence to the bad example given
by the Nazi occupation forces. And in
a subsequent issue, a correspondent
rightly points out that this kind of treat-
ment existed long before the war and
quotes from personal experience in 1938
when he was detained 17 hours because
he had left his passport behind at his
hotel only five minutes walk from the
police station.

But these are minor incidents in a long
history of police brutality, and readers
of this column may recall that Freedom
revealed a number of cases including one
in which the victim died as a result of
the beating-up he received at police head-
quarters.

In France everybody knows what it
means to fall into the hands of the police.
In hospitals doctors and nurses often have
their victims as patients. Besides our
contemporary Le Libertaire (which re-
cently published a courageous editorial
denouncing police violence), few voices
are raised in protest. When one dis-
cusses these matters with Frenchmen they
shrug their shoulders adding, ‘“Nothing

can be done. Everyone knows about it,
but we can do nothing to stop ir.”

In Paris the visitor immediately feels
the power of the police. They are
everywhere; van-loads of them seem 1o
be on the move wherever one turns; police
posts are to be found in the most up-
expected places, and when one sees them

)LD FRENCH TRADITION

close-up with their revolvers st thesr sides
snd white truncheons (and st domomwtre-
tions some carry Tommy guns' one fecls
that the police rule Paris. And are there
really no men of goodwill to support the
Anarchists in  demanding that  pobce
brutality shall cense in France?
Lissxramian

Atom Bomb Statisties

EACE NEWS (22/7/49) quotes from
a lecture given in Bristol by Dr.
Daniel Posin, Professor of Physics at N.
Dakota State College in which he stated
that it is now estimated that the atom
bomb dropped on Hiroshima accounted
for 35,000 men, women and children who
perished leaving no trace; 25,000 whose
bodies were found a mile off; 75,000 who
died of flash-burn three miles off, and a
further 20,000 affected by Gama rays
who died of fever and sickness lasting not
longer than 10 days.

That is a total of 155,000 compared
with the figure of 60,000 given by John
Hersey in that memorable piece of jour-
nalism, Hiroshima (Penguin Books).

But Hiroshima was an example of the
atom bomb in its infancy, for as Dr.
Posin pointed out, “Since then the Bikini
Mushroom has been produced and now
it was known that a body of water could
be made to ascend 20,000 feet from its
river bed and to disappear as a cloud in
the sky. But it was an atomic cloud that
pverhaps 75 miles away would shed its
fine spray, contaminating man, woman and
child and food and water with the merci-
less Gama rays.”

And having taken in the full signifi-
cance of this we cannot repress the some-
what sad reflection that the average per-

son thinks of an anarchist as a desperate
individual with a smoking bomb in hs
right hand and of the Government as @
peace-loving father protecting him from
the anarchist’s home-made bomb

- - -

MORE POLITICAL DEATH
SENTENCES

One day it is Greek rebels being sen-
tenced to death. Another day it is the
Spanish underground fighters. Now fram
Beirut comes the news thatr twelve alleged
members of the Natiopal Svrian party
have been sentenced to death by a military
tribunal for participating in a revalt
against the state,

Fifty-three others were sentenced
prison terms ranging from three years w
life in a mass trial which was one of the
biggest ever to be held in Lebanon

It appears that the party advocated a
greater Syria, under the leadership of its
head, Antoun Saadeh, who was captured

on July 7, tried secretly and executed
within twenty-four hours.
Those sentenced were charged with

participating in raids early this month on
five police stations in an attempt to cap-
ture arms and ammunition.

3

Member of New Zealand
Community Arrested

AYMOND ERNEST HANSEN was
arrested on the 6th July on a three
months’ warrant of commitment. This
was issued on account of an unpaid fine
of £100 imposed by the Ngarnawahia
Magistrate’s Court on June 9th, 1948.
in connection with an action taken by the
Taxation Department.

Raymond Hansen is ene of a group
known as Beeville Community. The fine
was not paid as the Community is of the
opinion that the prosecution and the pen-
alty were not justified. Similarly Ray-
mond Hansen felt that he could not assist
the police to effect his arrest, and in order
to take him from the Community pre-
mises it was necessary for the constable
to drag him in a limp condition from the
Community buildings to the police car on
the roadside.

The prosecution was for failure to make
an individual return of income. Hansen
submitted that he could not make the

returns demanded by the Taxation Dept.
as there was no division of income,
property or shares among members of the
Community. The Dept. refused to ac-
cept a Community return showing all
members as joint participants and all
children as joint responsibility. Since
May, 1948, when it became apparent that
no arrangements could be agreed upon
between the Community and the Dept.,
the Community has voluntarily foregone
drawing Family Benefits and other Social
Security allowances to which all persons
in New Zealand are normally entitled.
There are fourteen in the Community and
economic life is maintained by the pro-
duction of honey and the running of a
farmers’ welding service.

Taupiri, N.Z. DaNn H. HaNSEN.
P.S.—Thanks for continuing to send
Freedom. We put it on the tray of free
literature which we keep for customers
to the welding works, when we have fin-
ished with it.

THE WELFARE OF THE CHILD

WH_EN we consider the question of

education the emphasis is usually
laid upon the necessity of giving the child
a free environment, and the state educa-
tional system is condemned for its repres-
sive authoritarian atmosphere. The en-
vironment considered desirable is one
which gives a great measure of sexual
freedom, and involves voluntary atten-
dances at classes, and the complete ab-
sence of subservience to authorities. It
is obyious that this environment can only
be achieved in a privately run school.
Private schools mean high fees that put
them: out of reach of all but a minority
of parents. For how many parents can
afford 1o pay for the education of their
children twice over? It would be of help
if those parents who did not wish to avail
themselves of the state schools could re-
frain from paying in taxation for their
share of the cost of the system so as to
male it easler for them 1o support private
schools. Bur would any government agree
1o this? More likely, the progressive
schools are allowed to remain open only
because they are inaccessible to the major-
ity of people. Is the problem of educa-
ton then insoluble, for the anarchist? A
sucoessful insurrection requires a body of
freedom needing people such as are un-
likely to coume out of our state schools
a1l present,

Progressive teachers in state schools,
although perhaps unable to turn out
natural anarchists, could do much to see
that the adolescent leaves them, more
tolerant, broad-minded and less likely to
become a victim of the authoritarian stuiff-
stomached brigade. Although teachers
are tied down t0 a curriculum designed to
provide technological training only, there
is much they could do if they realise that
they are one of the main spearheads in
the attack on authoritarianism. The fol-
lowing ideas put into practice in a New
Zealand school, could be adapted by pro-
gressive teachers in our state schools and
50 neutralise some of the worst effects of
the present system. The teacher must

base his work consciously on the welfare
of the child and not (subconsciously) on
the perpetuation of the present social sys-
tem. The welfare of the child should be
the first consideration. The public de-
mand for matriculation, etc., as a qualifi-
cation for professional employment, the
parents’ desire for their children to be-
come wage slaves as soon as possible, a
certain amount of intellectual snobbery,
and the employers” desire for large num-
bers of wage slaves, all these tend to
obscure the real educational interests of
the child.

EDUCATION

The welfare of the child throughout
life consists in his ability to adjust him-
self to a rapidly changing world and to
take his share in the control of his en-
vironment. This is the essential charac-
teristic of life, correspondence with en-
vironment physical and social.

The life of a community of human
beings is expressed in a complex of activi-
ties which may be grouped into:—

(a) Activities directed towards survival

of the individual, group, or race, fie.,
economic.
(b) Activities directed towards self-

fulfilment, games, hobbies, scientific re-
search, art, philosophy, i.e., the emphasis
I5 no longer economic.

But there should be no fundamental
distinction between education for work,
and education for leisure. Leisure time
should be as fully occupied as work
time, differing only in the relative free-
dom from external compulsion, giving
greater opportunities for self expression,

Factors o be considered are:—

(1) The health of the child and the
dangers of competitive examinations be-
cause of the nervous strain they entail.

(2) Every child should have a thorough

knowledge of his own language as the
chief medium of thought and communi-

cation, including a knowledge of the pre-
cise meaning of words, so that he can
readily detect fallacies arising from the
clumsy and inexact use of words.

(3) He should be able to detect the
difference between scientific and rational-
izing arguments. The first seeks the
truth, the other justifies an attitude.

(4) Every child should have a thorough
course in recent and contemporary world
history, and should examine the present
state of the world and the implications
of nationalistic philosophies.

(5) The racial bias that originates in
commercial rivalries should be counter-
acted and he should understand how easily
the idea of private advantage may be
associated in peoples minds with ideas of
national honour, national obligations, and
patriotism.

(6) The child should know how news
is collected, censored, sub-edited and pub-
lished. He should appreciate the impor-
tance of public opinion, and how it is
influenced by such modern instruments
of propaganda as press, radio and cinema.

This should lead to an understanding
of our social environment, but that is not
enough; the child must realise that indus-
trial and social institutions that are found
to be dangerous can be changed so that
they express the human objectives of the
people. Studies should be designed to
express the significance and achievements
of human life. The natural urge to self
expression should not be degraded to the
level of a competitive market, but we
should encourage instead, disinterested
effort, co-operation, mutual help and a
happier atmosphere in which there is no
place for fear or envy. The ultimate aim
should be to organise the school for
serious work and the employment of
leisure in such a way that every child
following his own bent and expressing
his particular talent is able consciously to
further the co-operative ends of the school
which would become a civilised com-
munity in itself.

HAROLD SCULTHORPE.
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Reds Everywhere
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World Citizen Davis Takes o Rest
Al a Carry Daxis

Press Conferer
said that he planned retire from sctive
work in the world governmemt movemmend,
for a few months, in order W have some
time for “study and meditstion He sad
that his Internavenal Secretanist A
Waorld Citizens had now been constiruted
as a non-profit organization under Fremch
law. He added that he had received et
ters from more than 230,000 peopls in

sevenly-six countries expressing support
for world government
Whether one agrees with Davis or not

and one hopes that his meditstion will be

to good effect), his achicvements in one
year are an example to those chicken
hearted would-be propagandists (even
gmong the anarchists) who do nothing
because “what can one chap do on his
own. Now if only we had a large organ-
ization, etc It is not the organizs
tion but the will to do something which

counts every ume
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Where Do We Stand
on Religion?
ARE WE FLOGGING A DEAD HORSE ?

\1
l‘ i week of mach other, (wo letters on
the aubject of religlon, presenting opposite
Views

'LEWIS MUMFORD ATTACKS
THE AMERICAN GOVERNMENT’
WAR POLICY

N a letter to the New York Herald Tribune for July 16th, Lewls
Mumford attacks the war g;;licy of the Amerivan Gavern.

therefore let us show a truly Anarchist
tolerance towards it,”

In countries where the Church is a
palitieal dominant, anti-clericalism often
takes the form of attacks on the reputa-

Alveudy;, by our goncentiatdon  upon
wcrel wenpons ol genavide, we hayve P

dheed w somtaglon of hae, fear and ws The first saysi

. L
ment. We print here parts of Mumford's very long lettor (in u ‘ WEhe i S ong of individual priests, Thi
% ‘ el b ol owne eoiiey that thieat W atttade of many Britsh Liber- iests. s we
drastically abridged form) since they ffmn # most telling indiet. ), puralyze aur socinl u{,-'.:.m .:,,t.‘:,”,'f', wians  Owards religon is far oo UhInK is fwmnx», The discovery, for in-
ment of the coming war, We feel it casential to point oul, depelve our government of 1the services severe, In view of he relative small-  StAnee, of @ priests secrer sex-life is to

however, that he by no means condemns war altogether, hut al wome uf g ablest and mose pairiots pess of the Libertarian movements of D@ welcomed, not from the mud-slinging

y . i i he World, except in T bapdtls point of view, but because it shows that

demands instead that it be conducted “sanely’ and with dve regard V17200 10 the ind; the very wehniiios bt 1 aaepe 0 b few places such  EEREREES The Church: secks. 1o impots.an
W haye Wilppled o provide  secuilty ns Bpaln, SR Very unwise to an- ! :

its followers are so contrary to human

for morals. This part of Mumford’s letter seems to us notubly
weak, and in striking contrast to the main burden of his ardument
—that indiscriminate death-dealing in indefensible and demaoral-
izing to the murderers, In omitting these puassages, however, we
are anxious to avoid giving the impression that Muomford’s position
is the same as that of Freedom. Anarchists may owe much io

Fgonieg puaaihl-c support from people
who have religious feelings,

"here 18 no doubt, of course, that
the Roman Catholioc Chureh in such
woupiries wg Naly and Spain is a real
abstacle (9 progress) mainly because of

Apainet o Buasian coniier-atiack, by ihe
siiis mdans will belpg about in o awn
oty every darhi one freedom and e
oeracy that the Bassinn dicintorship has
wdopteds Indeed, many of them wre alpeady
qutetly, and mor ao guledy, in operation

needs that they are not strong enough to
bind all of even its own members.

But in England the task is a subtler
one, and Christianity can work its insi-
dious poison in quiet ways as well as
noisy. We do not ignore the sects who

. . . Il i aiinde towards such things as birth 0 4 o) he official
his researches in the social ficld, but they cannot follow him into UCTITE vontioly, but in Great Britain atacking do good” in oppasition to tue o ‘C‘g'_
liberalistic argumentation about humanizing war, Wit eyen from the lowest standpaint Chrigtianity is something in the nature  church leadership, but we cannot be

of flogging & dead horse,” tolerant of the fact that they ngt_from the
wrong motives; that their driving force
is not their belief in their own nature,

ol expediency, the position we have ke
I futally wrong,  As we should know |

he second says

EAR Admiral Daniel V. Gallery's
article in the recent Saturday Even-
ing Post attacking our current plans for
conducting war mainly by atomic wead-
pons has opened up an issue on which
an ominous silence has so far prevailed.
There is a special burden on every
thinking citizen to realize for himself and
1o bring home to his fellow citizens the
implications of Admiral Gallery’s sound
contentions. For the fact is that, under
habits of silence, rules of secrecy, and
something closely approximating a discreet
reign of terror, the American people have
been committed by their elected officers
and their military leaders to a doctrine
of war that is utterly repulsive to our
own American principles, to the decent
opinions of mankind and to the traditions
of cvilization.

Genocide

The policy to which the American
people are now committed by the respon~
sible officers of our government can be
put in a few words, By our concentration
on atomic weapons and similar airborne
agents, we have publicly announced, in
effect, that in any large struggle with
an enemy power we shall abandon the
methods of war and resort to the whole-
sale extermination of enemy populations.

The ezact term for this method of
attack is genocide: a crime against
humznity which in the United Nations
we piously profess 1o abhor, The fami-
liar phrase by which we conceal from
ourselves the implications of this policy
is “wotal war”; but as a matter of fact,
it shows a contempt for human life and
for the principles upon which civilization
has been slowly built, a contempt more
unrestrained and brutal than the most
execrated conguerors in history, an Attila
or 2 Genghis Khan, ever showed; so that
it s, in fact, a demial of the formalized
and regulated aggressions of warfare and
an acceprance of the Fascist principle of
treating the enemy, not as fellow human
beings, but as vermin.

The dedision 1o resort to genocide was
made, under pressure of war, without
public debate of any kind.

) ’
Obliteration

The occasion for (he change was due
to the hope, publicly expressed by Win-
ston Churchill, that the overwhelming
application of “saturation” or “obliters-
tion” bombing 1w German cities mwight
force the surrender of the Fascist powers
without even the necessity of mmaking
direct comtact with the enemy’s rmilitary
forces. As it turned out, that hope proved
a complete llusion in Gerpmany,  not in
Japan.

When this method was first put into
practice by the English, a stall but vocal
section of the British public repudiated
this conversion o the doctrine of effecting
# quick and easy victory through geno-
cide, originally advanced by the Fuscist
Iwalian General Doubiet; but the British
at least had the partial justification thet
they were only rewaliating for similler
attacks that the Fascing had made against
thermn

thl (0 774
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UNICN OF ANARCHIST GROUPS:
CENTRAL LONDON

OPEM AIR mestings #ill be held in Hyde

Park on alernate Sundays, colneidin

the publication forta o M.

From 3 pan. to b Speskers, suppert for

the platform and lieraturs sellers will be
squally welseme.

HAMPSTEAD
Waskly discussion tnaetings e held every
Wednesdoy ot
5, Yillas-on-the-Hesth,
Vals of Health, Hampstead, M.W.3,
Evenings at 7.30 Ml w

GLASGOW ANARCHIST GROUP
Outdoar Mestings
MAXSV:SL f‘m’l i
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Frank Loceh. John Goiney, Lddis Shav,
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But hardly a volee was litied in the
United  Siates  when we :lum}ml il
arthodox  method of “plo-poim™  bomb
ing on military targets for the atlefnplod
destruction and  demoralizetion  of  the
enetny's entire urbsn populationy tnd even
to=day & full sense of what wis involyed
in this decision has not, apparently, stk
homie to any large part of our citizans,
even the clergy.

Actually, however, our leaders hsd
broken the most stcred and essentlal of
all human taboos: the tuboo againg 1the
wanton, random killing of one's fellow
men,

Apathy

If we are honast with ourselves we
must admit, as more thati ons Air Vores
pilot who served in Gortnany has pointed
out 1o me, that strategic bombing differs
from wenocide as practised in o4 MNazl ex
termination  catnp, not in 1he  resulis
achieved, but only in the fact that those
who, under military orders, performed the
act still ran 4 risk to their own lives, had
no personal contact with thelr victims,
and did not as & rule derive any positive
sadistic enjoyment from the extermingtion
itself, Perhaps one of the reasons for
our abnormal apathy towards this whru,
i that an exsmingtion of our conducl
would draw on ourselves an almost i
bearable load of guilt,

Put as we know, ths bomb is o
than a super-explosive; the most dendly
effects of the bomb, when used in guat
tities, would come not from blast wnd
heat but from the contarmination of water
and airy; and theoretically this and other
sitnilar weapons of genocide ure capable
of wiping out all human life, possibly
all life of any sort, over a continenial
ares. Once we have released ourselves
from the taboo agalnst the randoimn mnas
sacre of the enemy, there are no lengihs
to which, In the fesr und hate and agony
of war, we might not let our lesders go;
indesd, since genocide has bocomie our #e
cepted policy, we have lost the possibility
of effective civilian control even in pence
vimne s and our Congress Blindly voles ap
propriations for unspecified wespons 1n
unspecified amounts 16 by used for un
specified purposes,

fromn our experispee with Cepmany, 11 fy
fap engler 1o starl o war than o end onaj
und the more compleiely we desiry the
supporting physical straeture of civiliza
Hon, wnd the morale and selfsrespeat anid
hunimn  eonfidenve of  the survivors, the
,,,.,‘,M dithenlt 1 s 1o bring o war 0 an
vl

‘
Disustor

Pyen if the inldal gssault on the eneiny
wire completely successtul, the final ef
focr would be diggatrous, ’um A8 oup
prepurations for such & war have alyeady
involyed us in a stendy strangulation of
demovratic controls, so the aotual execn
tlon of this pulicy wonld leave us, nol
with s world saved for peasce wnd demo
craey and world co-operation, but with a
world filled with paranolds, colminals and
corpses, 1o sy nothing of willlons  of
hurman helngs, polsonsd by our own moral
nibilisin i ,mlnfnllwnn whose inhibj
tong apaings randon l‘illlnu, we  shoulid
huve u;mplntuly dastioyad,

Thupe 1y all the difference in the world
between resortng 10 atomie bombing as
# Jast pesort, In Nmited  vealistion  for
shinilar uets commitied by the enemy, and
resoriing in the Orde Instance (o the
wholesale  use  of  extermination  alone,
By following the latter programme  we
have commitied ourselves, with muddled
Justifications  and  with  unseemly  moral
blindness, 10 4 poliey which undermines
the  elamentary . prineiples  on  whioh
human soclety, itself resis,  ‘This policy
has alrendy hud sinister gonsequences on
our nationul Jite, trning our own oy
ernment ]IIHLI,I"MW"I‘/ Into the Very limage
of the ruthless dictatorship we properly
despise wnd feury and s further conse
yuences will be evan more tragie, unloss
wi  huve the humility 1o confess  1he
depths of the slns we have ulvaudy com
mitted, wnd the far more exionsive de
pravities, indeed the ubterly unpsrdonable
sls, we are ready Lo commii,

Without this self=axamination, wy
nation, we shall probably continue 1o luck
thut insight o change our mind, or the
Colruge 1o reverse our positlon, 1 ihig
should be (raey the Wusions of pride and
power  will  bring  about  our - patjonal
stlelder for in the st of extarmingting
the enemy we shall kUL wll that s homan
I ourselyes, Luwis MuMyokn

FOOD

( Continued Trom page 1)

Destroying Fertility

Bur the same process which onabled
American  land  syndieates v disrupl
Buropean agricolture wlso  succedded in
destroying the soll of Ainerien, Con

siderations of chienpress tmade 11 the pric
tiee 1w plough thy virgin solls and sow
and renp cop alier  ciop  ono them
Powner and poner yislds pegilied wy the
sl was  progressively  eéxhaustad,  Bul
ihe viegin lands wors exiensive anid the
exhausied fieldy were simply abandoned,
the farmi syndicaies moving ot 1o ihote
virgin land. Lo this wey enoringiin aieis
of woil wers improverished

Now exhausied sl will pun sven grow
fhe covering of vegmatlon necesssiy o
hold the snl snd keep back the surlice
wHrers The restilt wus that the surlues
sl wan blown sway, wnd the bure fuck
exposed. A dusibowl hisd been craaiad
The wsetinl sffocts of this  pwihod ol
farming sie described du such vivid bookas
as the Crapes of Wraih, by Juhn Bivli
beck

Vo destray sl by wasalul tnsibiody Is
susy, chienp, and yulek, To repalr e
dainnge I s contly o }:Hmmhug Jubssiir
wnid ihe sxpendiivuee of vas aieinie of
capitnl that it cun only b utdsriaben by
# bady ks the Sime.  Bui even e
Srate cun only underiaks the ropale of ihe
land o & sl wiy, becwise e hitige
capital outlay tukes yeure (4 dhow ahy
terurtr of  intbtent Bt de dpnpriant
t4r resilize in that the methods of sgrioul
tre whieh destroyed the soil ol Apiselis
Gincidenitally — disctgonizivig — wgrienlioe
elsashiers) was disisted by soomaiid con
widerations of conty 80l inarkets, and s

remwdy 1o etlpplud by the same sconomio
consbderitlony,

Boll aroston 1o nob peedlior w America
[0 ulso menuess agrlonlinee 1o Afvic,
Foarops und the Bovier Unlon,

“Solutions”

Beuring sl thls In mind, we can now
look ay woww ob the sosdnblad solutions
Pt forward by political organlasiions, Ty
W tutuehud obaerver W seans obvious g
soctul Nife ghontld Be grabnded s suble
B uubetn,  Kveryone Ie uwire of  1he
duidening sfteot vl e Wwipehoayvy urban
iochul ghrvgrtipe suich as we havi i el
Weduy, Bt how olieil han one  head
sllebtylud — praetionl - men,  inglading
Maurlut woclihista, dwelire that o ls “un
sehiie” for Webtwln 1 be self slppui
g i Toad, beeatine, they suy " gan b
o el more .h'.quy produved whiround"
Ihey torget tiat sich chaipinose  arlsy
Fromk puarely caplinllst suisona, ol & ki
that oiie woidd have thotghe would by

R v B RS e S e ¢ R TR -
v ' .
ANARCHINT BUMMIER
HOHOOL,
'l‘llﬂ Biugmsr Behool, which haw now
bgropng & ropuler wimual wvein, wii
held  fhis  yonr w0 Liverposl, and was
witenaded by compades Trom all pars of
g s A Tuller weport  of  1he
lugtinies HM'('”V‘ whalone will U TR LT
Wl s ul Pieedom A larue erowidl
Whispidad wp open 8 eiing In “.. SN
ob Lhysrpaal an Bonday svening wnd howid
Mii Vummth, Paab Lasch wid Philip
Bunsom wpsn

“For my part I cannot regard anti-
gleriealism as "Hogging a dead horse’,
Ir {8 centuries singe the R,C, Church
has had the power in the Western
world that it has tw-day, when with the
open alleglance of all Western States,
and the secrer sympathy of the Protes-
wnt  Churches, ¢ has  assumed the
function of ideological spearhead of the
anti=Russian blog,”

w

It hag always been a mystery (o us as
1o how anyons who has embraced anar-
ohist ideas can find it possible to cling to
Chrlstlanity o to any other religlous
faith, “Jf God really existed”, said
Balkunin, it would be necessary to
aholish him', and this was not said with
any spirit of wise-cracking, It expresses,
ersaly und concisely, the true anarchist
atiitude towards domination and the re-
jegtion of authority, whether secular or
divine, material or mental, Just as ic is
necessary for men o destroy the man-
made tyranny of governmental states, so
it 18 necessary to abolish the equally man-~
mad tyranny of a God who presumes to
Judge us and o lay down moral codes o
which we must adhere

I'he essence of religlon lies in humility,
gepvilivy, and a denial of humanity, Which
of us hag not shuddered at  passing
"Nisters of Merey"” in the swreet?  These
black-clad, walking symbols of self-
denlal seemt 10 sum up the withering of
the hady and the restriction of the mind
which surrender o antl-humanism  de-
mands,  As anarchists we ke our soand
on the slde of humanity against the death-
dealing  influence  of both  State  and
churgh, believing that men and women
find thelr full nature only when free from
rastriction from any direction, Our bodies
bloom healthier used fn all natural ways,
our minds Hourish in open-minded know
ledge, our personalides are enriched in
froedom, The restrietive obscurantism of
religious morality can only fossilise us in
the name of homage 10 a higher being.

"Chrlstianity In Eongland,' says our firse

dorreapondent, "is now almost incapable
af dolng harm, while it may do good,

but their belief that “God works through
them", :

As atheists we reject both the idea of
God and the idea that free men have any
need of any foeal point of worship.
Most of all we reject the institutionalised
church, but if individuals find consolation
in a private belief—well, let them. But
don't let any of us imagine that it will
further the cause of human emancipation,
for substituting a heavenly father for an
eurthly tyrant still leaves the human being
underneath——and looking something less
than human,

Pibiisal by

THE DESTRUCTION
OF THE SOIL

Jittla witraction for gocialists=——cheap rents,
dhaap labour, and often enough restricive
methods  of  produetion,  The increased
lving standards tor “backward peoples”
whigh soolalist demand would destroy the
bials for ¢heap centres of produgtion,

One must beware sugh “practical” pro
posils, Lo g useless o put forward solu
Hona which envisage the continuance ot
thy apitalist methods of production and
tigeeibution,  and  enplialist  modes  of
thought with thely beliel fn the Inevita
iy of poverty and competiton, Cloods
e oy produced  under capituliam
there b a prospect of selling them (e, a
mineker) hin fo oan true of foad as of
other vommadities, wnd ofttolal marketing
drganiEntiony express themaselves as actual
ly aleald of large vrop yields because of
the Tall In prices on the workd murket
which an Yeweess” of lood  produces
Hunee the extraordingey apectacl® of food
belng deateoyed and subatdies being pakd
0 fRrmers o restrlon |||u-lmn-m

From  the consumers  point of - view
sl omode of producdon s fantasti
Phose wha are most (n neads=—the needy

't byeeure unahle o provide the pur
hinsing power Which vonstitutes o marker,
the nocessary caplialist stimulus o pro
duvilon hey only provide @ market
when they have money and coase 1o he
Hiwely Henve those who stand most in
need of food are unable 1o buy i and 5o
Wi unable o provide the very stimnlus
Peguleed by capionlise peonomy

I s, thevafore, hardly & Faniastis Claim
ol the anarchisrs that the foad problem iy
Igaluble withowl the destraetion of the
vapia sl modg of geanonty LW

Papens  Fiintein

‘FREEDOM’ AND
THE DOCK
STRIKE

E wish to protest, in passing, on the

lack of consideration shown to

"Freedom's" publishing dates shown
by the London dockers and the Govern-
ment. Too late for our issue of July 9th
came the news of the invoking of the Emer-
gency Powers Act, and on the very day
that our last issue appeared the dockers
announced that they were going back to
work.,

Our production difficulties (because we
are poor) force us to have the last material
for the paper written five days before publi-
cation. In events like strikes, the situation
can radically alter within five days, so that
our contributors and Editors have always to
try to think in advance. That is why "Free-
dom" often does not deal with topical
matters, and why, when it does, it has to
deal with broad issues and is sametimes
vague and non-committal,

Qur headline, therefore, in our last issue
("Support the Dockers!'") was already aut-
of-date when it appeared, and we have been
severely criticised by some comrades for
not stating our position on the lock-out in
the issue before. But what can we do?

There is something that you—as readers
and supporters of 'Freedom'—can do.
Raise "'Freedom's" circulation and raise the
Press Fund! If we had the means we could
be on the right spot at the right time. As
things are, we shall continue to give of our
best to the movement with the materials at
our disposal.

Special Appeal

July 15th to Aug. 2nd:

Gosport: AJ.M.* 5/ Bolton: R.T.S. 3d.;
Llanelly: LW.* & Logan, Utah: B.M.
Vedder Crossing: H.K.Li 19/ London:
B.HLY 5 Birmingham: B.C.L.  10/-;
Glasgow: JW, 10 London: |.A. éd.;
Anon 2/6 H.\u\pxttmd: N.P,5/4; Newcastle:
LJ. 1/6: Luton: J.AL 5/-: Londen: ViR.*
Glasgow: AMcD.* 5/-{ Londens LA™
| London: CW. § London: J.C.D.
£1) MHorwich: W H.B. §
Total £5 16 3
Praviously acknowledged £200 18 |

—
1949 TOTAL TO DATE £206 14 ‘4
e
GIFTS OF BOOKS: LA. and CNWA
*After Initials Indicates contributors

the 5/- a month scheme proposed

e
London reader, F
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