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with George Melly
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Sidney Carter, Bob Davenport, Red Nerk, Redd Sullivan
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In the second half of the twentieth century we have reduced able-

bodied fully employed people to homelessness; we never managed this
before we decided that housing should be regarded as a social service.
In the second half of the twentieth century a man made nearly Ã3 million
proýt in seven years from art investment in land of Ã35,000; no one
did quite so well as this before we adopted planning powers. In the
second half of the twentieth century the man who gets the greatest State
aid with his housing is the owner-occupier millionaire; this was not so
in the days of privilege, before we promulgated the Welfare State.

Market research can now predict the demand for new products
within a few per cent; and we have a slum-clearance programme based
on ýgures that show Welwyn Garden City with the same proportion of
unýt houses as Stoke Newington, Cheltenham with the same proportion
as Swindon, Carshalton with the some proportion as St. Pancras. The
ýrst serious eýort to see that the most money goes to the areas in the
greatest need has been taken in the 1961 Housing Act; and the Act
works in such a way that Bournemouth qualiýes for a higher subsidy
than Liverpool. The Government has deliberately reduced the building
of council houses in the belief that, except in special cases, private
enterprise cam do the job better; and virtually no private housing is
being built for rent.

sing  I ss ss
THE DEVASTATING WORDS AT THE HEAD OF THIS PAGE are the opening
paragraphs of Mr. Aldersonôs new Penguin book on housing. The
subject has so many aspects that we could easily devote an issue of
ANARCHY to each of them: the plight of the homeless in London--living
in the LCCôs reception centres in conditions which are dteliberately
degraded in case others should be tempted to join themzl the workings
of the Rent Act, and the way in which houses which used to be let
at working-class rents are now being sold at middle-class freehold prices;
land speculation and the boom in oýice-building and in speculative
housing for sale together with the decline in building for rent by local
authorities; the farce of slum-clearance and the absurd promises made
by a succession of Housing Ministers;t2 the fact that a quarter of a
million people in this country now live in caravans; the technical
backwardness of the house-building industry? the lowering of housing
standards since the hopeful post-war years, to the extent that a govern-
ment committee declared last year that the ordinary house built today
by local authority or speculative developer is obsolete before it is dry.ó

But the aspect of the housing question which we want to stress is
the absence of choice, initiative and freedom, which the ordinary family
have in the most elementary and universal human task of ýnding
somewhere to live. The number of houses rented privately is steadily
diminishing, and virtually no new housebuilding is for rent. Thus, apart
from the horrors of furnished rooms and subletting, there are virtually
only two possible ways in which the British family can gain possession
of a house or ýat: the breadwinner can become an owner-occupier if
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he has the kind of job and income which will enable him to borrow
money on mortgage from a building society, or if they are lucky and
have the appropriate disabilities, and have been on the Councilôs list for
ages, they can become local authority tenants.

The Economic Council for Europeôs analysis European Housing
Trends and Policies in 1960 showed that houses completed in the
United Kingdom in that year could be classiýed thus: Municipal
housing 42.2%, Private unaided building (mostly for owner-occupation)
56.3%, Other (i.e., Housing Associations) 1.5%.

Here are some comparable ýgures for other countries. Sweden":
State and local authorities 31.1%, Co-operatives 29.5%, Owner-
occupiers 22.2%, Other private development 17.2%. West Germany:
Public authorities 2.4%, Housing associations and co-operatives 26.1%,
Private individuals 63.9 %, Private housing companies 4.11%, Other
3.5%. Czechoslovakia: State 58.6%, Co-operatives 11.6%, Enterprises
6.4%, Private persons, aided 6.5 %, Private persons, unaided 17.0%.

Lewis Waddilove, in his recent PEP report. points out that a
range ot choice as limited as that in Britain is found only in Greece,
Ireland, Portugal and Roumania. The advantages of housing asso-
ciations or co-operatives, which at present provide an inýnitesimal
proportion of housing 1.11 this country are so obvious compared with the
two available alternatives, that we thought it essential, in attempting to
lqoýl at housing from an anarchist point of view, to include an account
o em.

But what is an anarchist point of view? Anarchists are, by
deýnition, opponents of the principle of authority, and as a consequence
espouse that of autonomy and free association. If we are powerless
over housing it is because we have surrendered our power over every-
thing _else, and the ýrst thing we must do is to assert our own initiative.
That 1s why the ýrst two articles in this issue of ANARCHY are on topics
which might seem remote from the question of housing. Ian Nairn
in his article ñDo It Yourselfò discusses the manifestation of free and
voluntary initiative in two ýelds where private and state capital has
moved out for economic reasons-ð-the rehabilitation of a canal which
has been allowed to fall derelict, and the operation of unlucrative branch
lines--and draws some general conclusions. Douglas Stuckey in his
article on the miners of Brora discusses the application of the same
principle to daily work---an exemplar of the syndicalist principle of
workersô control (readers who want to pursue this topic further should
get copies of ANARCHY 2).

Housing, although it is a basic essential of life, is also ñuneconomicò
in the sense that there are more proýtable investments for private
capital, and, in the eyes of the State, higher priorities for public capital.
Until we change the whole structure of our society we are always going
to have a housing ñproblemò. But are there means of exerting pressure
meanwhile, to force at least an alleviation? This is the question that
our account of the post-war ñsquattersô movementñ raises. John Morris
in a recent article in Peace News on ñCivil Disobedience 1962ò points
out that ñthe history of the last ten or ýfteen years abounds with small
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local gains, safer road crossings, local amenities, housing improvements,
won by what we should now call civil disobedience demonstrations."
Can the techniques of civil disobedience and direct action enforce some
changes in social priorities in housing? We can only ýnd out by
trying them.

The article on the squatters contains a little anarchist fable which
is worth thinking about. In citing a contemporary account of the
diýerence, six months later, between the ñunoýcialò squatters, the
people who had the initiative to seize an army camp, and the ñofýcialò
ones, their neighbours who were moved in by the local authority after
the seizure of the camp had been omcially recognised, it mentions that
only the unomcial squatters ñhad set to work with a will, improvising
partitions, running up curtains, distempering, painting and using
initiative.ò

This brings us to a point which we raised in ANARCHY 4: ñOne
quarter of the population of England and Wales live in the three-and-
a-quarter million dwellings owned by local authorities. But is there
one municipal housing estate in this country in which the tenants have
any control over and any responsibility for the administration of their
estate, their physical environment?ò The point we were trying to
make has since been made explicit in Mr. Waddiloveôs PEP Report on
Housing Associations. Citing the experience of Norway, he says:

ñA prev-war municipal estate near Oslo was transferred over a
period from the ownership of the local authority to the ownership
of associations of the tenants themselves. It had been one of the most
diýcult problems to the local authority; its standards were low, its
appearance unpleasant, and there was great resistance to increases in
rents to a reasonable level. A series of meetings patiently arranged
by the housing manager ultimately resulted in the acceptance by the
tenants of membership in co-operatives which, on favourable terms,
took over the ownership of the property from the local authority.
Today it is transformed. The members have cared for their own
property and by corporate action have ensured that others have done
so in a way that they failed to do when it was in public ownership;
they have charged themselves ófees for occupationô higher than the
rents proposed by the municipality at which they protested so vigor-
ously. This experience so impressed the authority that it decided in
principle to transfer all its post-war estates similarly to the ownership
of tenant co-operatives and to base its housing policy on this principle.

When are we going to get even the ýrst glimmerings of this kind
of freedom and responsibility in this country?

1. See Homeless! (Solidarity Pamphlet No 12; 8d. by post from E. Morse, 68
Hill Farm, Whipsnade, nr. Dunstable, Beds.

2. See But Nothing Happens, by Ralph Samuel, James Kincaid & Elizabeth
Slater (New Left Review, January-April, 1962).

3. See Are the Architects to Blame? by Colin Ward (The Twentieth Century,
Summer, 1962).

4. See Homes for Today and Tomorrow (Ministry of Housing and Local
Government, HMSO, 1961).
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1THE SUM SPENT DURING THE FIRST YEARðð-inCllldlI'lg the purchase of
plant and a considerable amount of work under the second yearôs
programme--is well below estimate.ô óThe second yearôs programme
began on April 1, but of this, 3% miles of dredging has already been
completed and ýve lock gates have been installed . . . ô. t

The quotations above do not somehow have the content of an
oflicial report or the work of an industrial mammoth. Ahead of
schedule with cash i11 hand is not exactly the motto of Britain in the
l960ôs. They are in fact from a progress report on the Stratford-on-
Avon Canal which, under the National Trust, is being restored by
voluntary labour. The canal manager, David Hutchings, is an architect.

A closer look at the workings of this canal repair enterprise reads
like a fantasy in these days of supposed apathy and non-co-operation
(if the cause is drab or unworthy, then apathy can become almost a
virtue). The initial grant of money was Ã20,000, but the balance had
to be made up by public subscription. Ã26,000 was raised in six
months, the best appeal that that National Trust has ever conducted.
The cost of opening the canal will be half the oýcial estimate and
one-third of the cost of closure. The work has been carried out almost
entirely by volunteers and it has included ýtting lock gates in bad
"weather, which is hardly the easiest way to spend a weekend . . . At
the end of a yearôs work, two miles of canal, formerly useless, are open
for business or pleasure, and this with an average volunteer force of
ýfteen. . . .

The same pattern is repeating itself in other ways. Privately run
branch railway lines are working at a proýt--the fantasy of the Titýeld
Thunderbolt come trueð--although the deýcit of British Railways mounts
every year. One of these branch lines, in Leeds, handles goods traýic
and is run by schoolboys. Even in the ýeld of transatlantic air travel,
private charter can halve the cost of a journey to America-ð-although
most of the worldôs big airlines are having a job to break even.

But most of the do-it-yourself is an act of love; the proýt is inci-
dental. If one symbol of English life is the patient queuer, another is

IAN NAIRN was born in 1930. It was he who coined the word ñSub-
topiaò in his books Outrage and Counter-Attack (about what we are
doing to our physical environment) which were originally special num-
bers of the Architectural Review, of which he is assistant editor. We
are grateful for permission to reproduce this article from the November
issue.
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the folly builder, or fanatical enthusiast, or free-thinker. Together
they form a polarity, sometimes present in the same person, like those
who stay up all night for a seat at Covent Garden. The Covent Garden
queue, in fact, unlike the number eleven bus queue, is a kind of
collective do-it-yourself. So is CLASP, which in other countries might
have been the result of a massive governmental programme, instead of
being an almost impromptu aýair of local oýcials pulling themselves
up by their own bootstraps. The outstanding architectural example is
Eric Lyons and his partner who, when they found themselves frustrated
by ýnance, turned half of themselves into a business concern: be-your-
own-client. Thank goodness they did.

The English jet engine came about because a Cranwell ofýcer did-
it-hims-elf in his spare time; the hovercraft because Mr. Cockerell begun
experimenting with holes in tins. Gordon Cullenôs development of
Townscape has been just as direct, just as unoýcial, just as unprofes-
sional. So was Payne Knightôs development of Picturesque Theory.
So, to an extreme degree, was William Blake both in his writing and
his painting. Art history all but breaks down in England because of
the persistence of the man who does not depend on X or Y but sits
down and thinks or feels it out for himself. The only thing you can
do with Vanbrugh is to begin a new chapter in the book. And you
donôt even know which book it isð-architectural history or theatrical
history.

It is very odd that where individual enterprise has been made into
the cornerstone of Tory political theory, its near neighbour, do--it-
yourself, has not been and is not catered for. (The rough distinction
I am making is that enterprise is for proýt, do-it-yourself is for joy).
In fact both left and right seem to be committed all the time to more
ofýcial do-it-for-you. Everything is slowly becoming more and more
professional. Degrees and qualiýcations are becoming sine qua non
with the best of intentions but often the worst of results. The amateur
can always buy his way in, but we used to have a better tradition than
that. At the very time when working conditions are making it possible
to have one job for existence and another for joy, the ranks are being
closed.

There is here a political force, neither left nor right, of some
importance. If the aýuent society remains affluent, it may grow to
be one of the most important of political factors, using ópoliticalô simply
in the sense of a like-minded body of men. Such men are not likely
to be attracted to a world of power-enterprise where ICI tries to
swallow Courtaulds and Ind Coope succeeds in swallowing Taylor
Walker. They are equally unlikely to respond to a falsely egalitarian
society where everything is nationalized, everything is bureaucratic and
done by the books, and nothing has any joy in it at all.

Yet this is precisely the time when do-it-yourself could take over
large sections of the economy, and precisely those sections of the
economy which have become unproýtable. Even more precisely, it is
just because labour rates have risen that railways, canals and even bus
companies can now only make a proýt out of their big routes. And






























