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HE ANARCHIST WEEKLY
IT REALLY THE ONLY WAY?

“Force i1s as pitiless to the man
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who possesses it, or thinks he

does, as it 1s to its victims: the
second it crushes, the first it

intoxicates,”’

—SIMONE WEIL
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THE British Empire faces trouble

both in the Red Sea and in the support, or even attention from his
ersian Guli—right across trade and own party.
defence communications with India
fid’ the Vie' Date However, there must be elderly

As a result, war-
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ships are sent to the troubled waters, M¢MOer of the Labour Party who

remember the bitter analyses which

THE publication last week of the
pamphlet, One Way Only, was

greeted with howls of outrage from
the Conservative and Liberal press,
non-committal remarks about
“Labour’s fundamental unity” from
the Daily Herald, an embarrassing
weicome from the Daily Worker, and

cordial approval from the New
Statesman.
The pamphlet, published by the

Tribune is sub-titled “A Socialist Analy-
sis of the Present World Crisis”’, and has
a foreword by Ancurin Bevan, Harold
Wilson and John Freeman, the three
Ministers who resigned in protest against
the provisions of the budget introduced
by Mr. Gaitskell a few months ago.
They lean over backwards in disclaiming
any intention of impairing the ‘“unity and
strength of the Labour Movement’.
. “The pamphlet is not intended to be a
statement of policy for the Labour Party,”
they say, but if it is not intended as the
manifesto of the Bevanite opposition at
the forthcoming Scarborough Conference
of the Labour Party, what on earth can
it be?

The pamphlet argues, with a great deal
of skill, for a re-affirmation of five prin-
ciples, which are as follows:—

(1) War is not inevitable, but will cer-
tainly become so if the rearmament race
continues unabated. For that reason, a
supreme effort must be made to negotiate
a settlement with Russia in the next two

years.

(2) The under-privileged colonial peo-
ples have a right to complete their social
revolutions. It is the task of British
Socialism to persuade our Western allies
to assist those revolutions by economic
and technical aid, instead of collaborating
with counter-revolutionary forces in order
to suppress them and so driving them
into the arms of Soviet Russia.
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ANARCHIST EDITOR
JAILED

Amedeo Vannucci, editor of an Anar-
chist newspaper at Leghorn, Italy, has
been sentenced to 18 months’ imprison-
ment for printing a libellous statement
about the Rev. Gustavo Scagliotti, director

of a Catholic Institute,
Evening Standard, 5/7/51.

THE atmosphere of panic and suspicion
engendered by treason trials in the
Soviet Union and its satellite countries
has often been commented upon in Free-
dom. In the West a similar phenomenon
has been observable only in the trials for
atomic espionage of such scientists as
Nunn May and Klaus Fuchs (and the un-
tried Bruno Pontecorvo) and such agents
as Greenglass, Gold and the Rosenbergs.
At the time of these trials, Freedom noted
the atmosphere of hysteria which sur-
rounded them: the trials are commented
upon in the May issue of the Bulletin of
the Atomic Scientists, in an article
entitled “Atomic Spy Trials: Heretical
Afterthoughts’”, and the comments are of
such interest that this article aims at
presenting a summary of them.

The writer, Eugene Rabinowitch, is the
editor of the Bulletin. He sets out to
examine three widely-held propositions:
(1) that without their spies the Soviet
Union could never have
American atomic bomb supremacy, or
hence threaten American cities with
atomic bombs; (2) security measures for
guarding atomic secrets have in the past
been insufficient, more and better secrecy
is needed in the future; (3) in view of the
extreme damage inflicted by atomic spies,
no penalty was too harsh for them and
the death penalty inflicted on the
Rosenbergs was fully deserved.

What Russia Has Gained

Rabinowitch points out that the public
is led to belicve that without spies the
Russians would never have had the atomic
bomb at all. The perfidy of those who
passed on information therefore becomes

challenged

(3) To this end, the military rearma-
ment of the Atlantic Powers should be
subordinated to a World Plan for Mutual
Aid. Britain should urge the use for this
over-riding purpose of a considerable
part of labour and resources at present
allocated to the combined rearmament
programme; and we should give a lead by
announcing our determination to do this
with our own rearmament programme in
the coming year.

(4) The degree of rearmament neces-
sary to deter the Russians from military
adventures should be financed not by in-
flation but under a system of Socialist
controls designed to steady the cost of

living, maintain the social services and
prevent excessive profits and luxury
spending.

(5) It is not only possible, but both
desirable and necessary, to embark upon
a fresh series of measures designed to
carry us forward towards the establish-
ment of a Socialist society in Britain.

It can be seen that here is a programme
designed to appeal to the large number
of Labour Party supporters who have
with growing uneasiness witnessed the
triumgh of “realism” in the party’s policy
since™ the days of opposition and tub-
thumping; in fact, like mos: of such
documents, One Way Only has something
for everybody. At the same time it has
carefully avoided laying open its authors
to the sort of criticism thev are bound
to meet, charges of disruption, fellow-
travelling, pacifism and anti-Americanism.

The destructive criticism which the
authors make is good. Their strongest
point i1s in contrasting economic develop-
ment in the West with the plight of the
“underdeveloped areas” of the world,
which, excluding those under Communist
governments, comprise 750 million people,
about a third of the world’s population.
“Almost all these peoples live on a diet
twenty per cent. below what is considered
necessary for health and efficiency. The
fight for a bare minimum of food is un-
ending and often unendurable. Over a
large part of these areas one-half of the
children born do not live past their sixth
year; the expectation of life is onec-half
that now established in the developed
areas.”” All Asia will receive this year
from America one cent in economic aid
for every $300 spent on armaments.

But the very moderation of the pamph-
let and the assumptions upon which it is
based, should, it is to be hoped, prevent
it from becoming the rallying point of the
Party

disillusioned Labour supporters

Atomic Spying

limitless. This hysterical view has over-
whelmed the educational campaign ini-
tuated by American scientists in 1945
under the slogan “There is no secret of
the atomic bomb.” “Those who always
‘knew’ that the Soviet scientists could not
build an atomic bomb by themselves, but
only ‘steal’ it from America, felt them-
selves vindicated.”

In contrast to this hysteria, the recently
published report of the Joint Committee
on Atomic Energy more soberly estimates
that atomic spying has advanced the
Soviet Union by “at least -eighteen
months”. Rabinowitch points out that
this figure is necessarily a guess: ‘“No-
body can say with certainty whether the
speed-up was by one year and a half,
rather than by one year or two vears.”
But his main point is that there is all
the difference between saying that without
the activity of spies the Russians would
have no bomb (as the public are led to
believe) and advancing their project by
one or two years.

Real Factors in Atomic Progress

He goes on to point out that “one must
not forget that the development from
scratch, of the supposedly most important
secret of the American project—the
mechanisms of the atomic bombs em-
ployed in Hiroshima and Nagasaki—was
the result of less than a year of intensive
work at Los Alamos. According to the
Senate testimony of Admiral Parsons, the
principles of these mechanisms were
clearly established within a very short
time eafter the beginning of this

whose faith in the validity of political
action has been shaken by experierice.
There has been a tendency among them
to look back on the history of the move-
ment asking the question “What went
wrong?” and to see the answer in the
adoption of the principal of political
struggle and the rejection of the aim of

workers' control. They thus concern
themselves with fundamental issues which
One Way Only ignores. If they let

themselves become an instrument in Mr.
Bevan’s long-term campaign for power,
they will only have their own short-
sightedness to blame for the inevitable
disillusionment.

One Way Only demands that Britain’s
three-year rearmament programme be re-
duced from £4,700 millions to £3.600
millions, the difference being spent on
social services and aid to backward
countries. Is this modest proposal the
only alternative to what Messrs. Bevan,
Wilson and Freeman describe as “‘mass
suicide or mass-surrendes’’?

‘Charm of the English

Countryside’
o D. PROPERTY. Consecrated
Ground. Keep Ouc”, said a char-

acteristically tacit notice; and an eight-
foot-high barbed wire fence surrounded
the Iittle churchyard. Imber Church
app:arad to be undamaged, but the rest
of the village is in a shocking state. The
gaping cottages bear the scars of street-
fighting; cartridge-cases and expended
thunder-flashes litter the filthy floor of

what was once the drawing-room of
Imber Court.
On the rolling uplands round the

village the guns have reduced the belts of
trees to sparse, bare, splintered pallisades,
which look, because they suggest 1914-18,
old-fashioned and which seem, because
they are on the wrong side of the Chan-
nel, out of place. Tank-tracks make
wayward, Criss-cross patterns on what
must be one of the biggest areas of un-
grazed pastureland this side of Mongolia.

The village is a sad sight, but it is the
rabbits who lent it a touch of the
macabre. Gross thistles, man-high nettles
and elm-suckers swamp the gardens, mask
the ground-floor windows and do their

best to engulf all Imber (population,
until 1t was evacuated in 1943, about
20U); and under cover of this jungle

growth the rabbits have taken the place
over.
—Peter Fleming in
The Sunday Times, 15/7/51.

in Perspective

work . . .”” And he points out that in
this field of internal ballistics the
Russians have more experience than

America and possessed a number of first-
class specialists.

The bottlenecks in atomic bomb pro-
duction have not in fact been “in the
establishment of basic facts or the blue-
printing of technical solutions, but in the

actual construction of the large production

plants. There is no reason to assume
that the same was not true of the Soviet
progress as well. This means that the
speed of this progress probably was deter-
mined by factors on which spying had
but little, if any influence—except pos-
sibly, by inducing their earlier initiation.”

On this last point, he points out that
the important factor is not whether the
U.S.A. had so many years start, or
whether that start has been reduced by
spies, or even on the ingenuity of Soviet
engineers:

“The most important (factor) may well
be whether convenient supplies of raw
material for the production of nuclear
explosive in the area dominated by the
Soviet Union equal those available to
American and British projects. From
this point of view, the most fateful step,
which has permitted the Soviet Union to
achieve its present atomic strength, was
not the betrayal of our secrets by May,
Fuchs and Greenglass, but the decision
of American political and military leaders
in 1945 to give to the Soviet Union con-
irol over the parts of Czechoslovakia and
Germany in which important wranium
ore deposils were Rnown to exist. These

T'his kind of news seems simple
enough and natural enough to-day,
and it excites little comment. But to
a Labour Party supporter of forty
years ago it would have been a cause
for indignation. And if such a man
knew that his own party formed the
government that sent the warships,
he would have been completely dis-

qiayed.
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armaments, and against Imperialism.
Socialism was then represented as
something radically different from
capitalism—a way of life, a mode of
brotherhood and equality between
ations and races, an abjuring of
methods of sabre-rattling and the big

A
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method of economy.

This older view of socialism per-
sisted even between the wars with
such figures as Lansbury, and there is
something of it in some of the ad-

herents of Bevan, though they are less
It was the remnants of this
tradition which attacked Ernest Bevin

naive.

and demanded a “socialist foreign
policy”. Behind this rather incoherent
attack, lay something of the outlook
of the older socialists, who were dis-
turbed by the post-war events in
Greece and by Bevin’s acceptance of
the dictum that “‘there must be con-
tipuity in foreign policy™.

Victory of Practical Men

Significantly, all this opposition has
died down, easily defeated by prac-
tical reasons for meeting foreign
exigencies in the normal way. There
1s something almost absurd in such
demands to-day, and if a Labour
member were to attack the sending of
warships to the Red Sea and the

regions had been reached by American
troops first and abandoned to the Sowiet
Union i1n accordance with demarcaton
agreement. Perhaps, if the atomic bomb
development in the United States had not
been surrounded with such extreme
secrecy, those responsible for the drawing
of the demarcation line would have known
better what they were giving away—or at
least, would jhave been exposed to the
advice of those who knew.”

Too Litile, or Too Much
Secrecy?

On the second question, Rabinowitch
suggests that it would be impossible to
conceal a project involving two billion
dollars and two hundred thousand men,
and that security checks can never cover
so large a project. Indeed, the attempt
to screen enormous numbers of people
may so stretch thes capacities of the
checking authority as to reduce its effi-
ciency in checking the really important
questions, so that even from the stand-
point of the F.B.I. (Federal Bureau of
Investigation—equivalent to the C.I.D.)
more secrecy is impracticable. He concedes
that such checks might be possible in a
totalitarian state in. which “one-third of
the population (in¢luding minors) spy on
the other two-thirds, and the secret police
can ecasily follow every step of a citizen”.
But obviously such a concession to totali-
tarianism would defeat the ideological
aims proclaimed by the West. Whether
they ensue or not will be seen.

I~ PAGE FOUR

used to be made for propaganda pur-
poses of "the politics of oil”, and

I.abour
Second
Interrational, and as such was com-
mitted to opposition to war and to

the manceuvres and machinations of
the oil barons. Such long memories
may have twinges when they see
Herbert Morrison advising the Anglo-
Iranian Company, and insisting that
the Government have a proper in-
terest 1n promotng its welfare.

Ve doubt would to-day be
more than passing twinges, however,
and more recent adherents of the
Labour Party are probably quite un-
conscious of anything amiss, so com-
pleiely have they accepted the role of
the party in power. For the govern-
ment which administers the British
Empire must carry out certain safe-
guards, must protect British interests

. must therefore make full use of
the Navy and the other Services in
their traditional work in “maintaining
the life-lines of the Empire”.

if thes

Fuifilment of Anarchist
Criticism

Fifty and sixty years ago, the
anarchists attacked the reformist and
parliamentary socialists for their in-
sistence that the important thing was
to seize the State power. As anar-
chists foresaw, the result could omly
be that the wielders of power would
change, not that they would wield it
to bring about socialism as a new way
of life. The present day Tsarism of

the Russian Social Democratic Party
illustrates the same general trend.

To-day we see the fulfilment of
those anarchist criticisms. True, they
have not come as “betrayals of the
ideas and ideals of socialism”, though
that i1s how a pre-1914 Labour Party
member would view them. Such
critics have, however, moved with the
times and what would have seemed a
berrayal forty years ago, is to-day
seen only as pracucal politcs.

Yert the anarchists and the socialists
of forty years ago are right. All the
century's agitation for socialism was
not so that Mormison could send war-
ships to the Red Sea. It is not
socialism that should change, but the
illusion of the socialists that the
desirable society can be brought into
being gradually and piecemeal by
using the machinery of government.
That illusion should give place to the
recognition that the world cannot be
changed without completely changing
its basic structure—its economic
foundations in money and markets,
and profit and banking, and their
social reflectons in wage-work and
administraton from above with
material gain as the incentive to work.

Such a concept may seem vague,
impractical. Yet it is in harmony
with the natural social aspirations of
man. Sending warships to troubled
waters 1s not.

We need 1,LOOO New
Readers this year.
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N Amernica from the 17th century to the

the 19th there were numerous ideal
communities. Nearly all were formed by
Europeans: some of them wanted to see
the will of God done as it 1s in heaven;
others hoped to disengage the true good-
ness of man from false imstumunons; most
had suffered from religious ntolerance
and revolutionary defection at home, and
all agreed that by their own direct actuon
Utopia could be realised.

Mark Holloway has written an enter
taiming and thoroughly instrucuve history
of these expenments,* giving full accounts
of fifteen communal scttlements and des-

cribing many more in less detail. He
surveys their economy, their inner ad-
ministraton and contact with the sur-

rounding world, their art and provisions
for education, and he takes a verv hively

inferest 1n  their sexual vaganes and
reforms. Though he 1s often amusing
about the large hopes and religious
excesses of some of the setders, hus

scepucism does no more than sharpen his
sympathy for their achievements. He
demonstrates that they “produced a high
standard of living and workmanship, were
pioneers in Negro and feminine emancipa-
tion, in  democratic government, 1In
eugenics, in the primitive psycho-analysis
of mutual crincism, and 1n educauon and
social reform. They were a benefit to

* HEAVENS ON EARTH, by Mark Holloway.
{(Tumstile Press, 16/-).

The

their neighbours and also to the nation;
and they showed by example that associa-
tive effort of this type can be highly
satusfactory.”

The longest-hved of all
munitiecs was founded in 1735 by a
German Bapust named Johann Beissel,
He called 1s Ephrata, meaning Bethlehem.
It was a small settlement at first, having
about fortv members, with men and
women living in celibacy under monastic
conditions. Their diet was meagre, their
dress and custom ascetic, their relhigious
beliefs peculiar: they used no i1ron 1in
building and their mystical principles re-
quired them to adopt a curious set of

these come-

measurements for their houses—so that
the passages, for example, were only
twenty inches wide, Nevertheless, they

published many beautiful books and were
celebrated for their choir and educational
work—they gave something to the world
other than an architectural image of sexual
suppression. The men were war-resisters
and the sertlement was communist until
1786—s0 successfully that the members
decided that they were too prosperous for
their spiritual health. Accordingly they

refused a gift of 5,000 acres of land from
William Penn, and subsequently they let
some of their workshops become 1dle. The
community grew in numbers and threw

out branches clsewhere in America, and
was not finally dissolved until 1934,
Somewhat less restricuve was the com-
unist svstem introduced in 1842 by the
German Inspirationists, who stll prosper
to-day in seven federated willages at
Amana, Iowa. Each of their villages was
economically self-subsistent, with its own
school, store, factories and tavern; there
were separate dwellings for famulies and
communal dining and meetung houses. All
subscribed to a central government in-
vested in thirteen trustees who were elected
annually; through this organisation a loss
or lack in one village would be made up
from the surplus of another. Daily
councils, in consultation with smaller
groups of experienced elders, discussed
and planned the working arrangements.
Though there was a method of religious
and moral supervision which discouraged
worldly frivolity, the members did not
work hard, they ate well, drank beer and
wine and smoked tobacco, and they ad-
mitted Mmarriage. (The successful and
progressive Shakers, who once had a
membership of more than five thousand
in eighteen communities, unfortunately
believed in cclibacy and so condemned
themselves to virtual extinction after &
hundred and fifty vears.)) In 1932, the
Amanites abandoned communism for a

The Principle of Autonomy

1. Even Dogs proclaim it.

THE tendency towards autonomy is one
of considerable importance in bio-
Jogical and historical evolution.

The actual repugnance (of the normal
adult, st least) to accept any direct sub-
jection of his actvity to the whims and
wills of another individual, seems to be
one of the permanent features of man-
kind at large. It may easily lead men
of character to desperate deeds and to
death: on the other hand, it may be
pointed at as the main source of great
hurman achievements; it appears therefore
to be quite fundamental both in_ 1ts
negative and positive aspects—the will of
recistance and the will of creative lhiberty.
Perhzps we should recognize it to be of
near!v the same physiological range as the
avoicence of pain. the craving for food
or the sexuzl des:re.

[t seems not to be confused with des-
tructive aggression, the Instinct of Death,
or th> will of power and authonty on
other beings. The latter, however, may
be n derived product, an attempt 10 com-
pensate the lack of power on orgcsc]{ and
*o meke up the frusirztion of individual
freedom.

We feel thet under presently prevailing
conditions. the auiopomous impulse may
suffer a great deal of detcxioyatioqs (re-
pression into resentful neurotic atatudes,
reversion to the sado-masochist type of
relationship, or fail into primiuve herd-
like behaviour). The struggle for the
autonomy of the Ego can be pcx:vcrtcd
into crime, but it can also be sublimated
into Promethean generosity, protecuve of
the feeble and oppressed, and aggressive
only against the injustice of the powerful.
(Even pan-militarism and world-wars have
made appeal to the sense of personal
liberty!) Something, after all, must have
prevented man from falling to zhe con-
dition of dogs, whose “reflex of fttedqm’
was styled by Pavlov as a basic reaction,
of the same level as fear, hunger and

SCX.

But the autonomistic factor seems, SO
to speak, of a more gratuitous character;
its consideration opens a breach through
the traditional notons of mechanised
determinism. Therefore it is not absurd
to refer to a Principle of Autonomy, 1n

—_—
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handling psychological matters, just in the
same way that Freud refers to the Prin-
ciple of Pleasure.

The Prninciple of Autonomy can also
negatively and more abstractly be des-
cribed as the Anu-authoritanian Principle.
It has been accepted by the Anarchists as
the conscious expression of their atttude:
they affirm that liberty is the only way to
liberty, and that Autonomy demands equal
liberty for all.

2. Autonomy is Mutual Liberty.

S a philosophical pninciple, and as a
criterion applicable to ethics, anti-
authority involves the intellectual recogni-
ton of the autonomy of other individuals;
practically it supposes a certain feeling of
respect and even of sympathy towards the
others and their individual tendencies—
different, or competitive, or hostile as they
can bz. It supposes also an enlhghtened
and passionate critical position in front
of oppressive and servile behaviours,
whatever guises they may ideologically
assume in oursclves, in our neighbours,
or in the societv at large. It denounces
all authority as evil

Proudhon, in his Confession of a Revo-
huzionist, professes and postulates Anarchy
in the following terms: <All men are free
and equal: therefore sociery, in accord-
ance with its nature and destiny, 1s
autonomic and ungovernable. True order
springs from the free acuvity of all,
withour any govermment! Who lays a
hand wupon me To goverm me is an
usurper and a ryrant. I declare him my
enemy.”

“Society is perpetual motion. It daes
not require to be wound up, and i 1s
unnecessary to bear time for it. It has
in irself its pendulum, and ils spring 1is
always wound up. An organized society
need laws as little as law-givers. Laws
are in society as a spider’s web in a bee-
hive, they only serve to catch the bees.”

Bakunin, in God and the State, em-
phasizes permagent revolt: “We are rhe
systematic and -« principled enemies of
cvery authority, of every governing force”
we shall ever combatr the authoritarian
state idea and we will never recognise any
social organisarion which is not founded
on the freedom of mankind.”

Even without the hope of a complete
aboliion of authority, any objection to it
(instead of subjection) asserts the autono-
mous value of life, and 1s a challenge to
state power.(1)

3. Who Shall Win ?

THE» case for the Unique individual
against cosmic Unity seems to be
a desperate case. It is the gase of life
against death, of each evanescent and
and ephemeral tensional accident of
organicity, struggling and merging for
ever into an Ocean of homogeneity and
eternal repose. ”

Not an easy downhill leads towards in-
dividualization and autonomy, in a uni-
verse where the degradation of energy and
the dispersion of matter are at the same
time the natural law, our personal destiny,
and the global result of all our records
of struggle.

The Autonomistic Revolt may have to
know itself as the only exception against
the Economical law of Nature, as some-
thing absurd that breaks impiously the
great rule of “the least effort possible”
with its mysterious opposition to that
“law of gravitation” of the quantitative
world. Anarchism may be styled the
revenge of inefficiency. The true Anar-
chist would follow the golden rule of “the
greatest effort possible” to obtain some
previsible effect. He feels that, out of the
voluntary character of human effort, rather
than out of the recordable result, a world

) KPP AT T T ey If Caesar
Can hide the Sun with a blanket,
Or put the Moon in his Pocket—
We will pay him tribute for light!
(Shakespeare—Cymbeline)

of values would emerge: a qualitatuve
world of instantaneity, the rare and pre-
cious world of things that cannot be ronce.

The wvictory of the Autonomust revolt
against the levelling and lethal future of
the common Nirvana can only be the
victory of the lightning in the mght.
Individual progress is anti-historical and
anu-physical, contradictory with the
march of the Cosmos, and the progress
of Unity, with the great Pilgrim’s progress
to the Grave.

Life of course 1s tragical, and the more
conscious it 1s of its isolation, the more
tragical 1t 1s.

But life is also a gay triumph of Time
on Eternity, a wonderful equilibrium of
forces and forms controlled together in
the most perfect organism that exists: the
human being. Life is not to be feared,
and our allies in the duty or play of
living are proven ones: a sound vocation,
love, friendship, and the sense of humour.

So we shall carry many a day . . . not

the last day.
ANDRE PRUNIER.

What an Incredible Folly
feel sure that the time will come

1 when people will find it difficult
to believe that a rich community, such
as ours, having such command over
external nature could have submitted
to live such a mean, shabby life as
we do. And, once for dl, there is
nothing in our circumstances sauve
the hunting of profit that drives us
into it. It is profit which draws men
into enormous unmanageable aggre-
gations called towns, for instance;
profit which crowds them up when
they are there in quarters without
gardens or open spaces; profit which
won't take the most ordinary pre-
cautions against wrapping the whole
district in a cloud of sulphurous
smoke; which condemns so many to
live in houses idiotically cramped and
confined at best, and at worst, in
houses for whose wretchedness there
s 10 name.

I say it is almost incredible that we
should bear such gross stupidity as
this; nor should we if we could help
it. We shall not bear it when the
workers get out of their heads that
they are but an appendage to profit
grinding; that the more profits that
are made the more work at higher
wages there will be for them, and
therefore, all the incredible filth,
disorder, and degredation of modern
civilisation are signs of their pros-
perity. So far from that, they are
signs of their slavery. When they are
no longer slaves they will, as a matter
of course, clmm that every man and
every family should be generously
lodged; that every child should be
cble to play in a garden; that the
Louses should by their obvious de-
cency and order be ornaments to
nature, not disfigurements of it.

All this, of course, would mean the
people—that is, all society—duly
organised, having in its own hands
the means of production, to be owned
by no individual, but used by dll as
occasion called for its use; and only
on those terms.”

—WILLIAM MORRIS.

joint-stock co-operative system, but this
seems to have made htle difference to
their communal spirit, and their numbers
have not declined.

These and other religious settlers,
notably the Rappites, proved that com-
mon ownership and distribution of goods
according to need was a satisfactory basis
for group life over long periods of tme.
Their art and craftsmanship suggested that
despite their renunciation of worldly be-
haviour, they suficred no grave depletion
or disorder of their emotional resources.
But success was achieved at the cost of
individual hbertvy in most cases, and was
often attended by a degree of erouc sup-
pression which few would consider wise
or desirable to-day. A more democratic
communism was a disastrous failure at
New Harmony, and the history of Icaria

makes rather puamiul reading however
admirable the grim courage of Cabet's
followers. Perhaps in some cases the

religious believers had in part put their
ideals into daily practice before they
arrived, whereas the Owenites, Fourierists
and others were attempting to do so for
the first time. The ewvidence 1s scantw
and Mr. Holloway 1s unable to tell us
how far failure was duc to the influence
of the old life on the new.

The Brook Farm co-operauve, which
maintained an adequate balance of manual
labour and intellectual exercise, and which
added to this variety a comparauvely
broad margin of personal liberty 1In
action and thought (the members held
religious beliefs of an undogmatic nature),
might have lasted a long time if it had
not succumbed to a heavy loss by fire,
following upon an unhappy substitution
of the Fourierist letter for the original
spirit of mutual aid and tolerance.
Accadent also overtook the community of
Modern Times (Long Island, 1850/7),
founded by the Proudhonian anarchist,
Josiah Warren—in this case a trade
depression and the Civil War, which
destroyed a manufacturing business on
which the hundred or so participants
depended. Warren, a printer and some-
thing of an inventive genius, founded
three villages 1in all. The first, Equity,
was practically sullborn; the second,
Utopia, reached a vigorous infancy. Here,
“Each family owned its own house and its
own plot of land, exchanging labour on
equitable terms by means of labour notes,
which were used in every transactuon and
provided for all necessities.” Of the third
Mr. Holloway says: “It is a remarkable
testimony to the individualist form of
association that Modern Times held to-
gether without any central government.
While its inhabitants were completely
independent of one another, they were
always ready to co-operate for any pur-
pose that required combined action; and
in their attractive little village, with its
broad avenues, tree-shaded streets, and
well-cultivated gardens, they might have
continued to live happily for many
years . . . Modern Times endured long
enough to prove that Warren’s theories
were capable of practical application.”

Communism combined with a widely
diffused administration (resting on the
sanction of all the members, expressed at
a weekly general meeting) was the basis
of the Perfectionist community of Oneida,

————COMMENT

PADDLING YOUR OWN

WALKING along the towpath re-
cently, I was arguing with a voung

chap who did not agree with me that
revolutionary experiments had any value.
Later on, he told me of how he got
to work. He worked at the sawmills up
the river (one of the small tributaries of
the Thames in London) and lived several
miles lower down the river. It was a
long distance by road, the buses were
always crowded, and he had found a very
pleasant way of getting to work. He was
a canoe enthusiast and he simply got out
his pleasure canoe, paddled down the
river, tied up his boat at the boathouse
nearby, and was there in a short time.

“Why,” I said, “you’re simply a genius

at revolutionary experiments and vyou
imagine you don’t believe in them. You're
pioneering a profound change in the
whole social and economic conditions in
which this district is working and you
imagine you’re not a revolutionary . . .”

“Are you trying to take a rise out of
me?”” he asked.

“Nonsense! You think of the first man
who took his bicycle to work. Somebody
began that move and it has changed our
whole social outlook. What has been the
result? The bicycle before that was
beyond the reach of the pocket of the
ordinary man. He went to picnics on a
horse-bus, held rather decorous parties at
a few spots, and returned home still in
his stiff collar. But when the bicycle
became popular—because if you took it
to work it finally became yours, as the
bus never did—habits were revolutionised.
Look at the crowds of young people
going out on bikes to-day. They can go
out far beyond the reach of the. pre-
bicycle era, they have cast out prudery
and dress sensibly, they have destroyed
as much of the Gloomy English Sunday
as they could .. . And now you're taking
to the river. Imagine canoe after canoe
along the Thames and its tributarics,
speeding to work—and learning that the
river can be a place for enjoyment and
pleasure. Well, they're already learning

FREEDOM

American Communal Settiements

by the

founded ingenious and capable
J. H. Noves. Noyes believed in sin but
was unconvinced of his own culpability,
s0 in a moment of illumination discerned
that the Second Advent had already taken
place and that he in his innocence must
be one of the saved, whereas all self-
confessed sinners must surely be damned;

thus he found himself living by that
heavenly ordinance which dispenses with
marriage—"The marriage supper of the
Lamb,” he insisted firmly, * is a [feast
at which every dish is [ree lo every
greest.” Hence it came about that the
most prominent feature of Oneida was

the system of Complex Marriage prac-

tised there, according to which any
member might cohabit with any other
within the limits of the community., Dis-

approving of contraception, Noyes ad-
vocated Male Continence (which appears
to have meant coitus intervuptus), to off-
s¢t a possible rise in population and to
spare women the pains of childbirth; also
to prevent random procreation, which he
considered eugenically unsound. Another
ingenious device, which incidentally served
to break up “selfish and ‘idolatrous’”
monogamous attachments, was the insti-
tution of Mutual Critip\m, which was a
sort of group analy§s of individual
delinquents—and even on occasion the
physically sick—as well as those persons
in need of communal advice on moral
problems. Sometimes the sick were healed,
and certainly the system kept the social
body healthy; but one cannot help feel-
ing sorry for those lovers who happened
to be quite satisfied with each other, but
were parted by their more unselfish elders.

The Perfectionists at Oneida and at
Wallingford, a sister community, engaged
in agriculture and industry. They em-
ployed 250 labourers from outside, and
partly because of this, were able to hve
in considerable comfort. The main build-
ing at Oneida in its palmy days “‘was
centrally heated throughout, and well
supplied with baths and labour-saving
kitchens. It contained several large halls,
a visitors’ parlour, a reading and refer-
ence library of 5,000 volumes, with all the
leading newspapers and journals on file,
two ‘family’ or recreation rooms, and a
large number of bedrooms. (The older
members had separate bedrooms; the
vounger usually slept two in a room.)”
Their factories had the Jatest machines;
they ran a well-equipped school and a
communal creche; they had an orchestra
“and engaged in every form of art,
amusement and decorative embellishment
that might bring them culture and hap-
piness”’, these including hunting and fish-
ing at their summer resorts by Oneida
Lake . . . they survived for nearly forty
years, until internal dissension and ex-
ternal attack brought their interesting and
questionable heaven of 300-odd people
to an end. |

In the 19th century more than a
hundred thousand persons lived in
Utopia; few remain there to-day, of the

original groups described by Mr.
Holloway. Yet, as he points out, Utopia
may at any moment become a necessity
for us, too; all those anxious to survive
the next post-war period will find his book
a valuable prospectus.

L.A.

:

CANOE

that—you can see them at Richmond
every week-end in the summer—but your
revolutionary experiment is going to
transform our waterways and bring
pleasure into work. That’s just what we
need—to get away from the tradition
that work has to be something behind
long gloomy walls to which you’re herded
and driven. And somehow I have a feel-
ing that a boss is going to find it tough
'to be up against the race of hardy
‘watermen whom you’re creating . . .I
have a feeling that if he comes it too
too much in the future thev will take
to their canoes and leave him high and
dry on his wharf while they move down
to pleasant fields for an afternoon’s sun-
bathing . . . Of course, you can be sure
‘that all the newspapers who proudly be-
lieve themselves to be in the tradition of
'Drake, Hawkins and Frobisher will look
on you as a lot of water-robbers. But
in days to come when the Thames and
‘the Clyde and the Severn and the
‘Humber are alive with little craft taking
people from their riverside homes to their
places of work dotted about the banks you
may be sure the newspapers will look
back and probably give full credit to
whatever politician first gets hold of the
idea of taxing you, and they'll say he
thought of the idea. Never mind. The
advent of the motorbus drove Society out
of Hyde Park. You may at least drive
the millionaires’ yachts off the river. At
most you may bring the independent
spirit of the waterways into industry and
be the direct cause of workers’ control
being seized at last.”

He eyed the canoe thoughtfu