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RUDOLF

1873~

A biography of Rudolf Rocker’s long
and remarkable career would encompass
more than a half century in the histo-
ry of the revolutionary movement. His
autobiography alone(to say nothing of
a mass of other material), consists of
three volumes of almost 800 pages each.
A comprehensive history of his life and
an evaluation of his work and influence
await future biographers. Here, we can
only offer a very sketchy outline.

On Sept. 10, 1958, Rudolf Rocker
died at the age of 86. He was born in
Mainz, Germany, March 25, 1873. His
father was a music typographer. When
he was six years old his parents died
and he spent his boyhood in a Catholic
orphanage. Rudolf Naumann,his mother’s
brother, introduced him into the so-
cialist movement. This was the time of
Bismarck. The socialist movement was
outlawed and functioned underground
and imported its literature from a-
broad.

At the age of 14 he was apprenticed
to a bookbinder. As was the custom,
the journeyman travelled throughout
Europe working at his trade. Thus Rock-
er wandered throughout Europe afoot,
absorbing and observing the customs
and languages of various countries.
During this time, he met and became
friends with such outstanding liber-
tarian thinkers and militants as Kro-
potkin, Elisee Reclus, Errico Malates-
ta, Domela Niewenhuis, Luise Michele
and many others. Rocker was banished
from Germany for revolutionary acti-
vity and lived in Paris from 1893 to
1895, broadening his libertarian con-
cepts and contacts. Then he went to
London and worked at his trade. There
he became active in the Jewish labor
movement. Although he was a non-Jew,
he learned to speak and write Yiddish.
He then became editor of two outstand-
ing Yiddish publications; Arbeiter
Freund, a weekly, and Germinal,a theo-
retical and literary monthly to which
leading libertarian thinkers contri-
buted. He edited the papers until the
outbreak of world war I. Then, for his
opposition to the war, he was arrested
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and interned.

At the end of the war, he returned
to Germany and became intensely active
in the revolutionary movement. He
helped organize the revolutionary syn-
dicalist “Free Workers’ Union of Ger-
many” and helped publish the papers
Der Syndikalist and Der Frier Arbeiter.

In 1921 he took amajor part in the
reorganization of the old Internation-
al Workingmens’ Association. When Hit-
ler came to power, Rocker fled, leav-
ing his five thousand volume library
which the Nazis burned. He escaped with
only the clothes on his back and the
manuscript of his distinguished work,
Nationalism and Culture.

Since then he has lived in the U-
nited States, devoting the rest of his
life to writing and speaking. A bibli-
ography of his books, pamphlets and
articles would make a fair-sized vo-
lume. 1In addition to this he trans-
lated into Yiddish Kropotkin’s “Words
of a Rebel,” Elisee Reclus’ “Evolution
and Revolution” and many other works.
He also did translations.in other lan-
guages. His books include: National-
ism and Culture, The History of the
Terrorist Movement in France, Francis-
co Ferrer and the Free Education of
Youth, Johann Most, Michael Bakunin,
The tragedy of Spain, Pioneers of Am-
erican Freedom, BehindBars and Barbed
Wire, and many, many others.

Very few of his works have appeared
in English, although they have been
translated into many other languages.
The following polemical article,which,
as far as we know, has never appeared
in English, was one of three written
in answer to the revisionist ideas of
Dr. Maryson, a Jewish anarchist writer
of that period. From the Yiddish we
translate extracts from that article,
which appeared in Germinal of Dec.,
1906. It illustrates Rocker’s early
views and it deals with a fundamental
problem which has become even more a-
cute with the passing of the years.
The best tribute that we can pay to
his memory is to make more of his works
known to the English speaking public.

—

ANARCHISM
ACTION

POLITICAL

The question of political action
has been repeatedly discussed in an-
archist circles. Nevertheless, we must
continually deal with misunderstand-
ings and false interpretations of our
position on this point. In reality the
anarchists were never opposed to pol-
itical activity. Since their ideal,
anarchism, is a political doctrine.
Their criticism has been directed only
against a particular kind of politic-
al activity. In order to arrive at a
clearer conception, it is necessary to
define what we mean by political action.
We have no objection to “politics” if
it is understood in its original, et-
ymological derivation.

The Greek word ‘““polis” means city,
community, association. A ‘““politicus”
is anyone who is concerned with the
public affairs of the “polis.” Although
a strike is an economic act, it has at
the same time a political character
because it concerns and influences the
life of the “polis.” With the develop-
ment of parliamentarianism and above
all parliamentary tactics in the so-
cialist movement, the meaning of ‘“po-
litics” has been limited so that most
people think of politics as being only
parliamentary action. But parliamen-
tary action is only a particular form
of general political action. It is on-
ly against this form that the anarchist
directs his criticism. Our modern po-
litical parties have constricted the
whole of political life within the nar-
row limits of parliaments. It is pre-
cisely parliamentary action that Com-
rade Maryson regards as the most im-
portant propaganda tactic for anar-
chism. Maryson tries to prove that
parliamentary action is only a method,
a way to reach a certain objective,
which has nothing to dowith the prin-
ciples of anarchism. This is an unwar-
ranted assumption. Principles and tac-
tics are interwoven. We caneasily un-
derstand why social-democrats partici-
pate in parliamentary action. There is
an organic hatmony between them and
all other political parties.The social
democrat recognizes the necessity of
government. His opposition is only a-
gainst the existing formof government.
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by Rudol f Rocker

He is not against the principle of
government. This ‘is why he strives al-
ways to capture political power. He
considers the state as the only crea-
tor and defender of social life. He
ignores direct action of individuals
and groups and seeks to combat his op-
ponent by the action of his represen-
tatives in parliament.

For the anarchist the problem is
different. He is an opponent of every
government, regardless of the form it
takes. His aim is not the conquest,
but the abolition of governmental po-
wer, He cannot therefore be an agent
or representative of governmental po-
wer, a wheel in the State chariot. An-
ar chism bases all its teachings on the
free personality and the tactical ex-
pression of this teaching is indivi-
dual initiative and direct action. The
forms of Anarchist tactics may vary
according to the circumstances and the
tactics of our enemies, but the strug-
gle itselfwill always be adirect one.

As anarchists we know that modern
parliamentarianism, the so-called re-
presentative system, is only anew form
of the old State principle. The place
of the dictator is taken by the depu-
ties. The results are the same. It is
immaterial if the laws are made and
imposed by the will of one hundred.
five hundred or a thousand persons.
Experience demonstrates that legisla-
tion of parliamentary majorities can
sometimes be more despotic than that
of a personal dictator. If the people
in lands ruled by parliaments enjoy more
rights and freedoms than in despotic
lands, it is not because the govern-
ment is better, but because the rulers
were forced to adapt themselves to the
demands of the masses. As soon as the
masses become indifferent to the rights
which they or their forefathers won
through direct action, then even the
most democratic government exposes the
essentially despotic and reactionary
nature common to all governments. It
makes little difference who determines
the fate of a nation, whether it is an
absolute king or a number of deputies.
Proudhon was correct when he stated,
““Parliament is nothing more than a king
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with 600 heads.” The anarchists want
to make it impossible for one, ten, or
a hundred people to rule and tyranize
over their subjects and control their
thoughts.

In working for the realization of
these ideals we must never forget where-
in is found the life source of every
authoritarian power. The foundation of
every government is not the police,
army and other power institutions which
protect the state system, but the ig-
norance, superstition and the respect
of the masses for these institutions.
These attitudes must be changed. If
we ourselves participate in legisla-
tive or executive functions and be-
come part of the mechanics of govern-
ment, this work will be impossible.

In the past man could not conceive
of a world without God. To him the
center of all his feelings and concep-
tions was God. Upon this blind fana-
ticism the church built its power. The
pioneers of free thought were forced
to struggle bitterly and long against
the established institutions to over-
come the respect of the masses for the
church and other agencies. Direct at-
tack was the only way to break the pow-
er of the church.

In the period of absolute monarchy,
the king was revered almost as God.
He and his court were the center of
life. Everything revolved around him
and his ministers. At that time a so-
ciety without a king meant for most
people the end of the world. We know
how much labor and sacrifice it took
to destroy this superstition and to
prove to people that the king is on-
ly an ordinary man, very often an in-
ferior one at that; that his power
rested on the ignorance of his sub-
jects.

Now the great superstition is the
worship and belief in the ‘“king with
the 600 heads.” Parliamentarianism is
the most terrible lie of our time. The
people expect everything frmm the state
and its laws. Parliament is regarded
as the fountain of life. The people
cannot conceive of how society can ex-
ist without statist executive and leg-
islative institutions. Just as in the
past, people could not imagine a world
without a God and without a King. The
spiritual and cultural nonentities who
form parliaments enjoy the same super-
stitious respect as did the previous

nonentities who played the partof an-
nointed despots. The newspapers are
full of parliamentary reports as if
nothing else existed in the world out-
side of the few business men and law-
yers who regard themselves and are re-
garded by others as the lords of life.
To destroy this superstition is our
task. If we were to follow the advice
of Dr. Maryson we would not weaken but
support and sanction this superstition
of the omnipotence of the all powerful
parliamentary government, because we
ourselves would be taking part in par-
liamentary action.

Don’t tell me that the anarchist
deputies would be the opposition to
the government. This proves nothing
except that the opposition is also a
necessary part of the parliamentary
system. If theee were no opposition it
would be necessary to create one. A
Parliament without an opposition is
impossible and absurd. The fact that
we go into a parliament is logical
proof that we recognize the moral val-
idity and necessity for this body. We
thereby help to perpetuate the belief
in the magical powers of parliament.
The old saying, “Tell me the company
you keep and I will tell you what you
are” would also be used against us.

But Comrade Maryson tells us that
he is only looking for a platform in
parliament. From this tribunal he can
speak to all the people. Should not
the anarchists avail themselves of this
opportunity? It would be simple. First
of all we must agree that it must be
done. We nominate in the next election,
our candidate, Comrade Yanovsky, (e
prominent Jewish anarchist speaker
and writer) on the condition that he
will not take part in the lawmaking
activity of parliament. He would only
protest against bad legislation and
make propaganda for anarchism, or bet-
ter said, state our position as anar-
chists to all problems discussed in
parliament.

The realities of the situation are
not so simple, my dear Maryson. If you
were to suggest that Yanovsky be sent
to some congress or convention to ex-
plain our position on some specific
problem, no one would object. If Yan-
ovsky would correctly present our po-
sition we would certainly be pleased.
If he did not, no great harm would be
done. No one could force us to accept
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a decision which we did not agree with.
However, the situation takes on a diff-
erent character when we nominate him
for parliament. If Yanovsky should be
elected he is no longer on equal foot-
ing with us. His election gives him a
higher power. He is no longer a dele-
gate but a deputy whose voice and vote
have an influence in the making of
laws. We have not the slightest guar-
antee that Yanovsky will do everything
we ask him. We would have to depend
solely on his personal honesty ,
strength of purpose, energy and so
forth. Should he take an opposite po-
sition to ours on this or that prob-
lemin parliament, we would not be able
to stop him. As a delegate to an ordi-
nary gathering, we would just laugh at
him, if he failed to represent us. He
could do nothing to us. As deputy his
personal will superseces our joint de-
cision. He could force us to accept his
decision because he gives his vote for
or against a particular piece of leg-
islation. His personal will becomes a
legislative and executive power. This
is a fact that we observe every day.
We know of social-democratic deputies
who voted to send troops to crush
striking workers, strengthen the po-

lice, accept the budget of a govern-
ment and so forth. In actual fact you
will not find a deputy who always car-
ries out the will of his electors. It
is true that you can, in the next elec-
tions, pick another deputy if the first
one did not carry out your decisions.
But firstly, you would not be able to
correct the harm done by his predeces-
sor and secondly, you would not have
the slightest assurance that the second
one would behave better than the first.
Perhaps you will answer me that our
candidate would after all be an anar-
chist and not a social-democrat. In
this respect I am a sceptic. I do not
believe that the name will change the
fact. Anarchists are, after all, peo-
ple and not angels and the fault lies
not in whether a deputy calls himself
an anarchist or a social-democrat, but
in the fact that we ourselves give him
the power to regulate our lives. And
even if we nominated and elected the
best anarchist candidate, it would not
do away with the incontestable fact
that we ourselves placed our fate in
the hands of another person who will
do with our trust what he pleases.
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Whether an anarchist can or should
participate in parliamentary action I
leave to the reader todecide for him-
self. As far as I am personally con-
cerned, my opinion is that an anarchist
could not and should not do this. If

he‘dit'i he would betray hi's anarchist
principles and convictions.

It is not necessary to explain in
detail how elections are rigged, espe-
cially in America, where politics is
nothing more than open buying and sell-
ing on the election market. At no other
time is so much appeal made to the low-
est and dirtiest passions of the mob
as in the election period and if a per-
son cannot stoop to sewer politics he
will have no influence in the election.
Idealism will never get him elected,
for idealismand politics are two difi-
erent things.

Comrade Maryson assures us that he
does not want to compromise in any way.
His opinion is that the anarchist de-
puty need never bypass the anarchist
principles. But I ask him if he ever
earnestly considered the peculiar role-
that our anarchist would have to play
in the chambers of parliament and -the
kind of speech he would have to deli-
ver to the voters in the electoral cam-
paign? He would have to tell the vo-
ters that it is senseless to expect
help from parliament, that social prob-
lems will not be solved there since
parliamentary government, like all o-
ther governments, would be the polit-
ical instruments of the ruling classes
whose purpose is to perpetuate the ec-
onomic and social slavery of the peo-
ple. He would have to declaee that he
could do nothing for themand for this
he deserves to be elected as deputy in
parliament. As an anarchist, he would
have to explain that the representative
system is nothing more than a new form
of political slavery. He would have to
explain that no person can represent
another. Just as another person cannot
eat, drink and sleep for him, so he
cannot think and act for him. This is
why, dear voter, I ask you not to vote
for me or any other candidate.

What impression would such a speech
make? The candidate would be looked
upon as a pelitical clown who is not
in his right mind.

The proposal of Comrade Maryson to
use the parliamentary tribune as a
propaganda stage is by no means new.
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This was the original position of the
social-democracy. As early as 1887
the congress of the German social-de-
mocrats in St. Galen decided that so-
cial democratic deputies should not,
under any circumstances, take part in
the making of laws and should limit
themselves to criticizing and making
socialist propaganda. What was the re-
sult? Other parties charged that the
social-democrats criticize others but
do nothing practical or constructive.
The social democrats gradually relaxed
their original rule and collaborated
with other deputies on practical mea-
sures, because they did not want to
lose influence with the voters. This
is understandable. Placed ina similar
position, the anarchists would have tc
do the same. It is not the name but
the thing itself which produces defi-
nite effects, and even the best inten-
tions of Comrade Maryson would not be
able to halt or reverse the process.

Comrade Maryson stresses the great
propaganda success which the social-
democrats made by parliamentary acti-
vity. The question is, how we under-
stand the word success. If success is
measured by the number of votes, then
the social-democrats have been success-
ful. As a social-democratic party, its
success is null and void, for the
greater the number of votes it won,
the weaker its original socialist prin-
ciples became. In Germany there are
three million social-democratic voters,
but how many real socialists will you
find among them? You have in Germany
80 daily social-democratic newspapers.
If you would not read the line “Social-
Democratic Organ’ you would never sus-
pect, from their contents, that they
are socialist papers. Only the theor-
etical organ of the party, “Die Neue
Ziet,’ edited by Karl Kautsky, carries
from time to time socialist discussion
and articles. Although its price is
low, it has only seven thousand readers
out of three million voters and is al-
ways in debt. Bakunin knew what he was
talking about when he admonished his
Marxist opponents, “You want to con-
quer political power, but I am much
afraid that political power will con-
quer your socialism.” If it were not
for the anarchists, socialism would be
completely submerged in the swamp of
parliamentary action.

Is the parliamentary tribunal real-

ly the only place from which we can
speak to the people and give our move-
ment a practical importance? I think
not. The majority of the people are
not interested in politics. The number
of those who take the trouble to read
the parliamentary reports are very few.
Parliament is but the political stock
exchange of the ruling classes. This
is why the agenda carries the stamp of
those classes.

I do not understand how it is that
Comrade Maryson comes with his propo-
sal at this time when anarchismis mak-
ing good progress in most of the Eur-
opean countries. In France we have the
revolutionary labor movement whose aims
and tactics are closely linked with
anarchist demands. They are against
the wage systemand against every gov-
ernment. They advocate the autonomy of
the communes and declare that it is the
great historic mission of the unions
to organize the coming communistic pro-
duction and the political administra-
tion of every commune. They are anti-
parliamentarian and for direct action.
Their most important and effective
propagandists are outspoken anarchists
who influence the entire French labor
movement. The same in true in French
Switzerland, Italy, Holland and Bel-
gium, to say nothing of Spain, whose
labor movement had from the outset an
anarchist character. Here is our place,
in the union, among the people. Here
is the field for our activity, where
our words will not be lost.

It is not true, Comrade Maryson,
that only through parliament is it
possible to interest the people. Here
is an example from the history of the
first “International Wor kingmens’ As-
sociation.” This powerful organization
had within a short time united two mil-
lion workers in its ranks, despite the

fact that it rejected parliamentary
action. Later, when Marx and Engels

tried to introduce parliamentary ac-
tion there came the split, and the In-
ternational went under.

Let us consider that arbitrary po-
wer has seldom or never been intro-
duced into any country at once. It must
be introduced by slow degrees, and as
it were step by step, lest the people
should see its approach.

--Lord Chesterfield

SRR
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CAN CECENT UNIONS STAY /N 7THE AFL-C/07

The Mechanics Educational Society
of America (MESA) was an independent
union. It affiliated to the AFL-CIO on
the condition that it would keep its
autonomy. It still retains its mili-
tancy, its rank and file control, its
safeguards against corruption and off-
icialdom and its social idealism. In

these respects, it is superior to any
of the unions in the AFL-CIO. This is
all to the good. But, in urging its
members to vote for “labor’s friends,”
we see the beginning of a trend which
would nullify these positive values.
The failure to see the long-range bad
effects of parliamentary action has
been one of the main causes for the
degeneration of many fine and upstand-
ing unions. However, we are not here
concerned with this serious problem,
which we have dealt with and will con-
tinue to discuss in coming issues of
Views and Comments.

What interests us now are the rela-
tions between the MESA and the AFL-CIO
in general and with the United Auto
Workers (UAW) in particular. The Sept.
1958 Mesa Educator tells the sordid
story of how the giant UAW stabbed its
smaller brother union, the MESA, in
the back, and sold out its own members
who were working in Grand Rapids, by
a secret agreement with the employer,
the Kelvinator appliance plant of the
American Motors Cor poration. The agree-
ment involved the moving of the Kelvi-
nator plant (which was organized in
the MESA) from Detroit to Grand Rapids,
Michigan. In exchange for jurisdiction
over the additional workers in the ex-
panded Grand Rapids plant, the UAW made
a secret two-year agreement which was
in every respect worse than the old
contract. It provided for a wage cut,
worsening of working conditions and
deprived the workers of many benefits
that they had already won. The UAW a-
greed to this dirty deal on the condi-
tion that the corporation would move
its plant within six months. The ex-
cuse for this betrayal was that the
UAW wants to help companies to compete
with their more successful rivals—-at
the expense of the workers.

The MESA Educator names the engi-
neers of this sellout: “Edward L. Cush-
man, college professor, so-called li-

beral, ex-New Dealer, Vice President
of American Motors, and conspirational
pirate friend of Norman Mathews, Vice-
President of the UAW!” 1In the same
front-page editorial, the Educator
castigates the UAW officialdom and
raises a number of vital questions:

“It is certain that seeds of fear
and mistrust have been planted in the
minds of every UAW member when the UAW
and its high officials, such as Norman
Mathews, have so lost all understand-
ing of the principles of unionism that
they stoop so low as to collude with
employers in wage-cutting and forging
the shackles of servitude on their
workers.

“Is this the brand of dishonorable
conduct the President of the UAW meant
when he saidwe have big business and,
therefore, must have big unions? Are
these ‘““big unions” to be built on the
cruel disillusionments and shattered
hopes and aspirations of thousands of
captive and stolen workers, who have
no knowledge of secret sweetheart deals
that so adversely effect their lives
and the livelihood of their families?
Is it the strategy of the UAW that
their members working in small plants
are expendeble pawns in the UAW’s drive
for power and “bigness.”?

“’What profit a man if he gain the
whole world but lose his own soul?’
These facsimilies of men surely sold
their souls to the devil when they
consumnated this avaricious deal in
the dark recesses of their rapacious
minds.”

If this is the way a decent union
is treated by one of the most “progres-
sive’” unions in America, one of the
framers of Labor’s “ethical code,’ we
can imagine how things stand with even
less “progressive” unions! How long
can a smaller honest union stand for
the aggressionofits rapacious fellow
“unions’” in the AFL-CIO, who want to
swallow it up? How long can it main-
tain its autonomy? Has it the resources
to fight back and win, and if not, does
it not risk the danger of contamination
if it gives in and is forced to play
the same dirty game? One of two things
is bound to happen. Either the forces
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of progress and militant rank and file
unionism will unite and smash the re-
actionary forces within the AFL-CIO
and rebuild it on new and different
lines, or, failing that, leave the
thieves to themselves and build a fe-
deration which will win the support
of the masses of unorganized and mis-
organized workers.

Although the MESA does not go as
far as this, the last paragraph of an
article about the social responsibili-
ties of labor which appeared in the
same issue of The Educator indicates

serious thinking about the future of
the labor movement. This is a healthy
sign:

“If the labor movement rejects its
responsibility to champion the cause
of social progress - if the labor move-
ment persists in playing footsie with
those dedicated to keeping the worker
in his present status——then it will
have waived its jurisdiction and a new
formof organization must come forward
to carry out this necessary job.”

The State and/or Society

The lives of men and of communities
is a continual contest between the
tradition of power, State and author-
ity on the one hand, and on the other
--society, community and mutual aid.
The preponderance of one over the o-
ther is the measure of the degree of
liberty or slavery in a nation. The
Jewish philosopher Martin Buber, calls
these two opposing traditions, the
Political principle and the Social
principle andhe sees them as based on
the State andon Society respectively.
He also makes the very important ob-
servation that the strength of the one
is equivalent to the weakness of the
other, that thereisin reality an in-
verse relation between them.

This mannerof viewing human insti-
tutions, reen forced by theobservations
of anthropologists and sociologists,
isof great importance for Anarchists.
If we wish to weaken the State, we
must reenforce Society. The totalitar-
ians know this very well and invariably
seek to destroy the social instmtutions
that they cannot dominate. The degree
to which the social principle predom-
inates is called by Buber, the commu-
nitarian content of a society.

The Anarchist, in his effort to
transform the daily struggle in the
factories and on the land, in urging
workers control of industry, in his
desire to free education from all re-
ligious, nationalistic and authoritar-
ian dogmas, in encouraging spontaneaus
and voluntary local forms of social
organization, stimul ating the quality
and varietyofhuman life, is strength-
ening the communitarian content of a
society. In doing this he diminishes

the sphere of the State, and of the
authoritarian interests that the State
protects.

lfoday, the Anarchist sees everywhere
a massive society easily manipulated
by political demagogues, who are in-
different or apathetic to the revolu-
tionary alternatives, Our task in all
aspects of life is to transform the
society of masses into a mass of so-

cieties.
-Colin Ward-

FROM OUR PRESS ABROAD:

BARCELONA, SPAIN--A court martial tried
45 persons, among them nine women, for
possession of aims and explosives and
reconstituting Anarchist groups. Laza-
ro Anguera and Gines Moreno, accused
of assassinating a police agent in
March, 1956, were condemned to death.
16 were freed, and the others were sen-
tenced as follows: 1 to 30 years, 3 to
6 years (among them a woman), one to
7 years, another to 6, another to 2
and 18 to from 3 to 6 months.

LISBON, PORTUGAL--The ministers of the
Interior and Justice have issued new
decrees increasing penalties for strik-
ing. Closing of industrial and commer-
cial establishments, curtailment or
suspension of work in any public ser-
vice or any other economic activity
without ‘‘legitimate” cause will be
punished with prison. Those who help
or initiate curtailment or suspension
of work will be punished with penal-
ties of from 2 to 8 years imprisonment.

Government is the outcome of conquest.
--Lester F. Ward (Pure Sociology)

&>
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BOOK REVIEW

IN THE STRUGGLE FOR EQUALITY
The Story Of The Anarchist Red Cross
by B.Yelensky.

A.Berkman Aid Fund, Chicago.

96 pp--$2.50

(available from VIEWS AND COMMENTS!)

Human beings make events and his-
torians record them for the guidance
of coming generations. Both are needed.
The honest historian always tries to
get information from orginial records,
or if possible from the people who wit-
nessed or took part in the events them-
selves. All too often the actors in
the drama of history leave no written
record of the parts they played. Sig-
nificant pieces in the historical puz-
sle are lost forever and the missing
parts are filled in by outright lies
or unintentional distortions. In eith-
er case a false picture is projected.

Our fellow worker, Boris Yelensky,
understood this and decided to set
the record straight. With the help of
his friends he has written a provoca-
tive little book--In The Struggle For
Eqpality. The title is well chosen.
It describes the struggle and the part
he played in it. Yelensky tells about
his fifty years of unceasing activity
to help the victims of oppression and
injustice. He dedicated his life and
his book ‘“to the Fighters for Freedom,
Humanism and Justice, to those who en-
deavored to help these fighters by ap-
plying the principle of mutual aid.”

The book begins by sketching the-

history of the Russian Revolutionary
movement and the part played by the
Anarchists. Then Yelensky gives the
history of the Anarchist Red Cross
which was founded in 1905.

In telling why a special Anarchist
Relief Organization became necessary
he calls attention to a neglected as-
pect of revolutionary history--the sa-
botage and discrimination of many so-
cial-democrats against their fellow-
prisoners and in the outside relief
organizations. Of the vast sums col-
lected all over the world, from Czar-
ist times up to the present, very lit-
tle reached the Anarchist prisoners.
Yelensky quotes H. Weinstein who was
jailed in Czarist times for radical
activity:

“In July or August of 1906 I was
placed under arrest in the city of
Bialostock. When I arrived at the pri-

son in that city, I met there, Jacob
Krepleich and a friend of his, a Rus-
sian teacher; they likewise informed
me that the organization which then
existed in Russia, set up by the so-
cial-democrats to extend aid to all
revolutionary captives regardless of
political affiliation was refusing to
help the Anarchists; and during the
brief period that I remained in the
Bialostock prison we received letters
from the Grodno jail which gave confir-
mation of the truth of these state-
ments.”

This discrimination still persists.
As Yelensky points out in telling a-
bout the conduct of the social-demo-
crat relief organization, The Jewish
Labor Committee in the United States.
It is noca pretty tale, but it had to
be told.

The Anarchists have continued re-
lief activities all this time. The bulk
of this work is now carried on by the
Alexander Berkman Aid Fund, which is
not limited to Russian or Jewish pris-
oners. Aid is being sent to Spanish,
Italian, Bulgarian and other prisoners
all over the world. The fund also pub-
lished a documentary history of Bol-
shevik terror against revolutionists,
The Guillotine At Work, by P.G. Maxi-
mov.

In relating the relief activities,
Yelensky gives us a picture of the
great contribution made by the Easterm
European Jews to the radical movement
in this country. This book should be
read not only for its factual contri-
butions but also because it demon-
strates that people of meager means in
a strange country, against great ob-
stacles, can carry on great work. It is
the people who do the unglamorous but
indispensable tasks, who are the true
life’s blood of every worthwhile move-
ment.

This book was published by the Al-
exander Berkman Aid Fund, a non-profit
organization and all proceeds from its
sale “Innure to The Fund For Political
Prisoners and Refugees”.

-S.D. -
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A Look At Latin America

Vice President Nixon’s disastrous
trip through Latin America has focused
public attention on that area inaway
in which the recent dethroning of sev-
eral dictators had failed to do. How-
ever, the real motives underlying the
hatred which he encountered have been
deliberately obscured in the indignant
splutterings of editorial writers and
politicos in this country.

The United States has always been
about as popular in Latin America as
Angland was in Africa and India, and
for the same reasons. This country has
always followed an imperialistic poli-
cy, both politically and economically,
south of the border. It wasn’t so very
long ago that U.S. Marines were fight -
ing in Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama and
elsewhere to impose the will of U.S.
big business on the recalcitrant peo-
ples of those countries. The lesson
wasn’t lost on the Latin Americans,
and just in case they should tend to
forget, they have the U.S. Government’s
barefaced intervention in Guatemala to
remind them again of this country’s
real intentions toward them. And worse
still, they have seen the United States
sending dollars and guns for years to
support dictators such as RojasPinilla
in Colombia, Perez Jimenez in Vene-
zuela, Trujillp in the Dominican Repub-
lic and Batista in Cuba, to cite only
the most notorious examples.

Thus Nixon, who was the symbol of
U.S. imperialism when he traveled in
Latin America, had to face some hard
truths and some harder stones as those
peoples gave vent to years of hatred
for what this country has done to them.
For to them the United States repre-
sents dictatorship and slavery, just
as surely as Russia represents the same
thing in her enslaved satellites. If
the people of the United States don’t
like to be hated and insulted, then
they should put an end once and for
all to the causes thereof.

A brief rundown on the present sit-
uation in a few Latin American coun-
tries will lead to a better understand-
ing of the forces at work there. It
must be said at the beginning, however,
that the various putsches, revolts and

revolutions which often seem meaning-
less at a distance are no comic opera
farce but an integral part of a bitter
struggle in every country of Latin Am-
erica against the forces of oppression
which will not cease until these peo-
ples enjoy a true freedom. These e-
vents area tribute to the tough, free-
dom-loving spirit of all Latin Ameri-
ca.

ARGENT INA

The overthrow of Dictator Juan Pe-
ron did not usher in a period of tran-
quility in that country. Quite to the
contrary, it merely lifted the lid from
an already discontented people. The
regime which followed Peron does not
have popular support, because the mi-
litary-bourgeois forces which ousted
him did so, not out of love for the
people, but because Peron’s large-scale
robbery was spoiling their own private
thievery. The people did not defend
Peron, but neither did they support
those who opposed him. As soon as the
rebels were in power they initiated a
series of dictatorial, anti-labor mea-
sures of their own, and to break the
resistance of democratic, independent
unions, they strengthened the mammoth,
bureaucratic Confederacion General de
Trabajadores, Peron’s old labor front.
The workers answered with a bitterly-
fought dock strike sparked by the an-
ar cho-syndicalist Federacion Obrera
Regional Argentina, and local strikes
in other parts of the country. Resis-
tance to the present autocratic regime
is also growing among the students,
who have demonstrated on various occa-
sions their solidarity with the wor-
kers.

CHILE

This country still suffers under
the rule of a dictatorial government.
The main resistance to this state of
affairs comes from the Communist-dom-
inated unions, but all positive efforts
toward revolt are hobbled by the Com-
munist Party’s customary anti-revolu-
tionary tactics of opportunism and my-
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stification.

BOLIVIA

A revolutionary situationstill ex-
ists in this country which was led by
a long series of revolts from an auto-
cratic regime to its present weak,
left-wing government. The militant mi-
ners in Bolivia’s rich tin mines are
armed and virtually control the coun-
try through their unions. However, the
revolution lacks direction since the
miners, all of whom are Indians who
speak little or no Spanish, are inac-
cessible to any of the existing revo-
lutionary and political groups. At the
same time, international capitalism,
headed by the United States is attempt-
ing to strangle the revolution and re-
store the expropriated tin bar ons (Pa-
tino et. al.) by boycotting Bolivian
tin and restricting the country’s ec-
onomic credit abroad. Where this sit-
uation may lead has yet to be seen.

PARAGUAY

This unhappy land has been under
dictator’s boots during most of its
history. However, growing guerrilla
and student resistance may indicate
the dawn of a better day.

VENEZUELA AND COLOMBIA

The overthrow of dictator Rojas Pi-
nilla and Perez Jiminez led to un-
stable provisional governments in both
countries. It is as yet too early to
tell what may develop, but one thing
is clear; the hatred of both peoples
for the United States. Only a few short
months ago they saw their friends and
relatives shot down with U.S. arms
when they revolted against their re-
spective dictators.

PANAMA

The assassination of strong-man
Jose Antonio Remon in 1955 led to no
change in the government, which is
completely controlled by the U.S. to
protect the Canal Zone.

NICARAGUA

The assassination of dictator Somo-
za in 1956 likewise led to no change

in the state of things in this strong-
ly U.S.-backed dictatorship. His son
is now dictator. Nevertheless, the he-
roic example of the martyred tyranni-
cide, Rigoberto Lopez, set another ex-
ample for the enslaved peoples of the
world. Incidentally a special team of
surgeons dispatched by Eisenhower
failed to patch up Somoza, who died of
bullet wounds inflicted by Lopez. A
similar team of surgeons was sent to
Panama to patch up Remon with identi-
cal results.

_GUATEMALA

A highly unstable situation resulted
from the assassination of dictator Ca-
stillo Armas, who had deposed Presi-
dent Arbenz Guzman in 1954 in a U.S.
backed revolt. There was undoubtedly
considerable Communist influence in
the Arbenz regime, but Communist aid
to Guatemala was restricted to propa-
ganda. Reports in the U.S. press of
Communist arms shipments were proved
to be false when the Arbenz regime fell
with almost no resistance despite
strong popular support due to lack of
adequate arms to stop Castillo Armas,
who was supplied with the most modern
U.S. armament. The real motive behind
Arbenz’ fall was the extensive confis-
cations of United Fruit Company land
which his government was distributing
among the peasants. Castillo Armas’
coup considerably strengthened the
Communists in Guatemala and created a
most unpleasant impression in the rest
of Latin America, which saw the bared
sword of U.S. military might backing
up U.S. economic exploitation when its
hegemony was threatened. Despite gov-
ernment decrees to the contrary, 20,000
people marched through the streets of
the capital of Guatemala on May Day of
this year.

CUBA

A highly complicated situation has
developed in this country with the re-
volt against Batista. In the opposition
to the military dictatorship 1is, on
the one hand, Fidel Castro’s 26th of
July movement, and on the other the
Directorio Revolucionario, a coalition
containing student representation
through their organization, the F.E.U.,
and various union tendencies. Also a-

mong the anti-Batista forces are sev-
eral splinter parties, such as ex-Pres-
ident Prio Socarras’ Partido Revolu-
cionario Cuba, and the Communist Par-
ty. Of all the groups in the opposi-
tion, the most powerful seems to be
the 26th of July, which, as a strong
guerrilla force in the Sierra Maestra
in Oriente province, a region which
it practically controls due to strong
support among the peasants and workers
and certain sectors of the middle class
in the cities. This party is totali-
tarian in nature and its leader, Cas-
tro, has all the earmarks of being just
another political opportunist. For this
reason he has been unable to gain any
mass support in the rest of Cuba, and
particularly in Havana, where his
groups nevertheless carry out terrorigt
activities. His militants are mostly
young workers and students disillu-
sioned with the older groups. Both the
Communists and the Catholics are try-
ing to infiltrate this movement, the
latter with some success. However, if
Castro has no widespread popular sup-
port, the same is true of the other
opposition groups. The bureaucracy of
the Cuban Labor Confederation (C.T.C.)
has been perverted by years of class
collaboration and support of the Ba-
tista dictatorship. Therefore, those
elements who now wish to overthrow the
dictator find that they have no influ-
ence among the workers. This was de-
monstrated by the failure of the gen-
eral strike called recently. In fact,
the Cuban people as a whole are mani-
festly dissatisfied with their self-
appointed leaders and are disillusioned
by the uninterrupted series of betray-
als they have been subjected toin the
past, and see no reason why they should
shed their blood to overthrow Batista
only to let another little politician
climb into his place. However, despite
large arms shipments from the U.S.,
the Batista government is so weak
through a total lack of popular sup-
port that it may fall at any moment,
as did Peron’'s paper regime. What will
come afterwards is impossible to say,
but it is certain to be almost as bad,
due to the lack of any honorable revo-
lutionary tendency among the opposition
which could fill the vacuum Batista
will leave.

DOMINICAN REPUBLIC
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To end on a somber note we will now
consider one of the most tragic cases
in Latin America. This little island
for more than 20 years has been held
in the iron fist of the bloody egoman-
iac Trujillo, and his dictatorship is
probably one of the strongest in the
world, not excepting the Communist ty-
rannies. With the sea on three sides
and a weak, terrorized country on the
fourth, he has no trouble guarding his
borders. With a huge police and mili-
tary force he has crushed all resis-
tance within his country, and his hired
gunmen terrorize Dominican citizens
residing in Mexico, Cuba and the United
States (the Galindez case was an ex-
cellent example of his methods). The
amount of aid given him by the U.S.
and his extensive connections with the
U.S. are now notorious, but matters
continue as before, despite complaints
by a few brave individuals in the Un-
ited States.

That is a brief sketch of the Latin
American picture, and the reader can
draw his own conclusions. However, one
last factor must be touched on, and
that is the role of the Roman Catholic
Church in these affairs. This powerful
organization has consistently supported
all Latin American dictatorships——sup-
ported them, that is, until they were
about to fall. In Argentina, Venezuela
and Colombia the Church supported these
countries’ tyrants until it saw that
their days were numbered, and then at
the last minute made a pretense of op-
posing them, attempting thereby to take
credit both domestically and abroad
for their fall. Fortunately this man-
euver was not very convincing, espe-
cially in the countries where it was
pulled. And the spectacle is made all
the more nauseating by the Church’s
unconditional support of the bloodiest
butcher of them all, Trujillo. But
then, the Church is sure that he isn’t
going to fall for a long time. And he
won't, if the “Black International”
has anything to say about it.

—-GWR

Government is not reason, it is not
eloquence--it is force! Like fire, it
is a dangerous servant and a fearful
master.

--George Washington
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e Binefar Collective

Fourth of a series on THE SPANISH COLLECTIVES:

(reprinted from RESISTANCE)

In the province of Huesca, the town
of Binefar was beyond doubt the chief
center of collectivization. The qual-
ities of its CNT militants had estab-
lished them as the guides for a dis-
trict embracing 32 villages, 28 of them
wholly or partly collectivized. In Bi-
nefar itself, 700 of the 800 peasant
families belonged to the Collective.

There had long been a sizable so-
cial movement in Binefar, despite the
fact that the small local industries--
mills, factories, clothing and shoe-
making shops, foundries, farm imple-
ment repair shops, etc.--employed on-
ly a tenth of the 5,000 inhabitants.
In the local CNT syndicate most of the
members--whose number had risen to 600
in the first years of the 1931 Repub-
lic--were peasants. There were econom-
ic facts to account for the peasant
predominance. In that part of Aragon
nature is favorable, and irrigation
well planned, but the land was distri-
buted very unequally. Of the 2,000
hectares of productive land, on which
hay, sugar beets, vegetables and olives
were grown, all but 800 were held by
big landowners. Only about 100 of the
small owners were able to make a liv-
ing from their small plots, and the
remainder had to work on the lands of
the rich.

The syndicate, founded in 1917, had
experienced the typical ups and downs;
times of relative quiet, then persecu-
tion and suppression and imprisonment
of militants. When the fascist threat
appeared in July, 1936, our forces were
still disorganized from the last per-
secution. Nevertheless, the CNT-FAI
militants rose tomeet the danger, and
took the initiative in forming a revo-
lutionary committee on July 18th. (The
municipal authorities belonged to the
Popular Front and did not like fascism,
but they were characteristically inca-
pable of action; two Popular Front re-
presentatives did serve, however, on
the revolutionary committee.) Within
two days the barracks where the Civil

Guards had retreated in the first fight-
ing were taken by assault, and our vic-
torious comrades departed to help li-
berate other villages.

The fields of the big land-owners,
who fled to Huesca at the first sign
of the anti-fascist reaction, had not
yet been harvested. The revolutionary
committee took possession of the rea-
pers and mowers, and summoned the pea-
sants who had previously worked on
these lands as laborers. The peasants
decided they would work in the inter-
ests of the whole village. To organ-
ize the work they formed groups and
elected delegates.

Later, after the harvest, industry
was socialized, and eventually c ommerce
was included.

The following are the rules the pop-
ular assembly of collectivists ap-
proved:

Art. 1. The work shall be carried
on in groups of 10, each of which shall
name its delegate. ( ( Later modified
to seven groups of 100 members, each
with a delegate.)) The delegates shall
plan the work, and preserve harmony
among the producers, and if necessary
shall apply the sanctions voted by the
assembly.

Art. 2. The delegates shall furnish
to the agricultural commission adaily
report on the work done.

Art. 3. A central committee, con-
sisting of one member fromeach branch
of production, shall be named by the
general assembly of the Community. The
committee shall report monthly on con-
sumption and production, and supply
news about other Collectives and events
in Spain and abroad.

Art. 5. Directors of labor for the
Collective shall be elected by the gen-
eral assembly of collectivists.

Art. 6. Each member shall be given
a receipt for the goods he brings to
the Collective.

Art. 7. Each member shall have the
same rights and duties. They shall not
be compelled to join either union ((the

socialist UGT or anarcho-syndicalist
CNT)). All that is required is that
they accept completely the decisions
of the Collective.

Art. 8. The capital of the Collec-
tive is part of the collective patri-
mony and may not be divided up. Food
shall be rationed, a part being stored
away against a bad year.

Art. 9. When needed, as for urgent
agricultural work, women may be re-
quired to work, and they shall do the
work assigned to them. Rigorous con-
trol shall be applied to ensure that
they contribute their productive efi-
orts to the Community.

Art. 10. No one shall work before
the age of 15, or do heavy work before
16.

Art. 11. The general assembly shall
determine the organization of the Coll-
ective, and arrange periodical elec-
tions of the administrative commission.

In Binefar the Collective was all-
embracing. Despite its past influence
and importance, the syndicate had al-
most no role: life won out over doc-
trine. lhere wasn’t even really a mu-
nicipal organization. As the Soviet
was the typical organization of the
Russian Revolution, so was the Collec-
tive the typical organization of the
Spanish Revolution.

It was no longer a matter of fight-
ing employers but of assuring produc-
tion, and this meant planning and di-
rection and calculation of local needs
and exchange needs. Production and en-
joyment of goods, labor and distribu-
tion of products, are inseparably con-
nected; and they are influenced too by
the method of distribution, the moral
ideas behind it. Everything is linked
as the gears in a machine. In Binefar
industry and agriculture had a joint
treasury, there was no spirit of craft-
separatism, no rivalry, no disparity
of wages.

An administrative commission, com-
posed of a president, a treasurer, a
secretary and two councillors, super-
vised all activities and kept daily
records. The work-group delegates were
in constant touch with two comrades
assigned to general supervision of
work. Specialized sections—-metallur-
gists, masons, laborers, etc.--met in-
dividually to take up their particular
problems. These groups, or their de-
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legates, met with the administrative
commission as was necessary. Indus-
trial production was unified, with all
men’s clothes, all shoes, etc., hence-
forth being made in one shop.

In case of need the peasants’ sec-
tion could call upon industrial wor-
kers, including technicians, to work
in the fields, and in the July, 1937,
harvest, when labor was short because
of war mobilization and it was necess-
ary to save the wheat, the clothing
workers took part. As the rules stated,
the women comrades were called to help
on the farms. There were lists of mar-
ried and of single women; the former,
particularly mothers, were seldom
called, while the young women were
called in turn by announcement of the
town-crier on the preceding evening.
To plant the beets, groups of young
girls gathered at five in the morning
and went off singing. Some would have
preferred to stay home but they could
do so only if they had old people or
very young children to look after.

Each day the delegates of the var-
ious farm and industrial groups noted
his presence at work in each worker’s
booklet. In this way control was exer-
cised over everyone, and violations
could not be repeated without calling
down open public disapproval, or the
necessary disciplinary measures.

Food and other goods were distrib-
uted in municipal stores. There were
wine, bread and o0il cooperatives, one
for dry goods, three dairy stores,
three butcher shops, a hardware store
and a furniture store.

Bread, o0il, medical care and hous-
ing were free. Everything else was
bought with wages in local currency.
In Binefar, as in many other Communes,
the wage scale varied with the number
of persons in the family, on the prin-
ciple that cost per head was less in
large families. In Binetar the scale
was 24 pesetas a week for a single
person, 30 plus 3 for every child over
10 years old for a married couple. A
household of three adults, one able to
work, plus two children, got 45 pese-
tas; the maximum was 70 pesetas for a
family of 11. The value of the local
money did not fluctuate, as it did in
other Communes, with the value of the
official peseta.

Previously the average wage had been
7 pesetas a day, or 42 a week, but
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there were always months of unemploy-
ment, especially in winter, and only
the hired hands had lived half-way de-
cently. Now, bread, oil, medical care
and rent did not have to be paid for,
each person had a piece of land to
raise whatever food he wanted to; and
electricity and telephones were in-
stalled throughout the region.

As the capital of its district, Bi-
nefar centralized trade among its 32
villages. FEach informed the office of
commerce what surplus food it had. From
October c¢o December, 1936, 5 million
pesetas worth of goods were exchanged
with other collectives in Aragon and
Catalonia, including 800 thousand pe-
setas of sugar and 700 thousand of oil.

These figures are somewhat mislead-
ing, because meat was very short in
Binefar, and sometimes potatoes were
also. For this the war, and not the
Collective was to blame. The district
was extremely generous. Abandoned by
the Government, the militiamen lacked
food. Binefar gave everything it could,
sending 30 tp 40 tons of food to the
front every week. On one occasion the
district gave Madrid 340 tons, in add-
ition to the regular consignments. In
a single day 36 thousand pesetas o f
0il were sent to the Ortiz, Durruti
and Ascaso columns. The generosity of
the Collective did not flag.

In June, 1937, I attended a dis-
trict congress where a grave problem
had come up. The harvest was at hand,
sacks, wire, gas and machinery were
needed to distribute among the vill-
ages, and they would cost hundreds of
thousands of pesetas that the Collec-
tives did not have. It seemed that the
only way to get the money was to sell
the foodstufls normally donated to the
soldiers. Either lose a good part of
the crop. or else not send the free
tfood. The assembly chose unanimously
to try to find another solution. They
sent a delegation to the Government in
Valencia. This effort was foredoomed:
the abandonment of the combatants on
the Aragon front was a calculated plan
of the cabinet majority (Largo Caball-
ero was in power at the time) who hoped
that in desperation the militiamen
would sack the Collectives.

The machinations of the reaction-
aries fell through. Solidaridad Obrera
of Barcelona published an appeal to
the militiamen, advising them of the

situation and asking them to send part
of their pay to help the peasants. Hun-
dreds of thousands of pesetas were sent
to the Collectives, and the harvest
was saved.

Though the planting of grain, for
example, was increased by 30 per cent,
the shortage of some products is not
surprising, considering the large num-
ber of men mobilized, and the 500 mi-
litiamen quartered permanently in Bi-
nefar and provisioned by the town.

Solidarity extended to other phases
of life. One local doctor had belonged
to the CNT, and he was able to persuade
the majority of his colleagues in Ara-
gon to go along with him. He put him-
self at the disposal of the population.
The town pharmacy was socialized. A
hospital, paid for and maintained by
gifts in food and money, was built for
the district and equipped with the es-
sentials. Some 40 beds had been in-
stalled when I was there. An excellent
Catalan surgeon came to help out. They
were building a pavillion for general
medicine, and one for prevention and
hygiene where there were to be pedia-
tric and venereal disease sections.
Gynecolagy was a subject of great in-
terest: till then, births had been at-
tended by woman who lacked the techni-
cal means for difficalt cases. Among
his comrades in other Communes, the
Catalan surgeon initiated a campaign
to have women sent to the hospital when
about to give birth, to safeguard the
health of mother and child.

The organization of the hospital
was, to be sure, the work of the two
doctors who dedicated such enthusiasm
toit; but it was also the creation of
the Collective which took the initia-
tive and supported it financially. Mi-
litiamen were cared for the same as
civilians--everything was free. The
spirit of solidarity extended beyond
the district, and sick people came
from all over. There was, in addition,
a consultation service which handled
some 25 patients daily.

The minority of small land-owners
who chose to work their own lands were
not hindered. None, however, was al-
losed to own mere land than he could
work. Like the rest, the individual-
ists had a booklet which recorded their
receipts and contributiens and how much
they were still entitled to purchase.
In the assembly the individualists
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discussed the problem of rationing on
an equal basis with the collectivists,
and thereby convinced themselves that
the limits set by the food commission
were not invented for their annoyance
but were the general rule.

I do not say there were no excep-
tions to the general spirit of the
Collective. I remember a dispute be-
tween a woman of 50 and a comrade as-
signed to control labor and housing.
She lived with her husband, their son,
daughter-in-law and grandchildern. “My
daughter-in-law and I can’t get along.
I want to live separately!” This com-
rade had the soul of a child, a voice
of thunder, and the heart of a lion.
He argued his best to persuade her to
give up her demand. Finally she left.
I asked the delegate why he had re-
fused. He told me that, since the rate

of pay diminished as the number in the
family increased, some families in
which material interest predominated
agreed on a feinged separation in or-
der to get more income. The case had
already been looked into. In the cir-
cumstances, the shortage
made it out of the question.
The incident was minor, but there
were others like it. The directors of
the Collective had to face up to all
these troubles, to touch-and-go food
problems, to the anti-collectivist mi-
nority (UGT, Communist, etc.). It is
impossible not to admire these men who
gave themselves to the cause with ab-
negation, and knew how to get so much
done in a short time and the best way.

of houses

--Gaston Leval--

LIBERATED TUNISIA

In the article National Independence
Is Not Enough (Views and Comments, Aug.
1958), we pointed out that the notion
that national independence was synon-
ymous with progress-was a dangerous
illusion. We tried to explain that it
was a reactionary doctrine, anew the-
ology, which perpetuates the greatest
enemy of freedom and justice — the re-
ligion of the State.

To illustrate the point, we quoted
the report of J.P. Finidori, one of
the founders of the Tunisian General
Confederation of Labor. His remarks
have been confirmed by a dispatch from
the correspondent of the N.Y. Times,
Thomas F. Brady, dated Sept. 11, 1958.
Space forbids the insertion of the
whole dispatch. Here are some extracts:

TUNIS, Sept. 11—-The liberal Tunisian
newspaper L’Act ion bowed today to pres-
sure from the country’s authoritarian,
one-party regime and agreed to suspend
publication after a final appearance
next Sunday.

President Bourguiba, effectively
the master of Tunisia, is understood
to have taken exception to an article
published last Sunday by L’Action de-
claring that prosecution of former
Premier Tahar ben Ammar under an ill-

gotten gains law was a “false quarrel”
that ‘diminishes Tunisia’s stature at
home and abroad.”

The affair has deeply disturbed
Tunisian liberals who, through nation-
al soliderity in the face of external
threat, have until now justified the
growing authoritarianism of the Bour-
guiba reginme.

L’Act ion, French-language newspaper
edited by the “Young Turks” of the
party, has been virtual gospel to the
younger elements of the party because
it has been the most outspoken and
best read political newspaper published
in nationalist North Africa. It has
never attacked Mr. Bourguiba, and in-
deed has generally given enthusiastic
support to his policies, frequently
urging vigor rather than moderation.

This should serve as a warning to
all liberals, all young revolutionar-
ies everywhere, who, in the interests
of a distorted sense of solidarity go
back on their principles and support
authoritarian practice. This misdi-
rected idealism expedites dictator-
ship and ends with the liquidation of
both the revolution and its misguided
supporters.



WI\at Wcz Stancl For

Two great power blocs struggle for world domination. Nei-
ther of these represents the true interests and welfare of
Humanity. Their conflict threatens mankind with atomic de-
struction. Underlying both of these blocs are institutions
that breed exploitation, inequality and oppression.

Without trying to legislate for the future we feel that we
can indicate the general lines along which a solution to these
problems can be found.

The exploitative societies of today must be replaced by a
new |ibertarian world whichwill proclaim - Equal freedom for
all in a free socialist society.’ "Freedom" without socialism
leads to privilegeand injustice; "Socialism" without freedom
is totalitarian.

The monopoly of power which is the state must be replaced
by a world-wide federation of free communities, labor coun-
cils and/or co-operatives operating according to the princi-
ples of free agreement. The government of men must be re-
placed by a functional society basedon the administration of
things.

Centralism, which means regimentation from the top down,

must be replaced by federalism, which means co-operation from
the bottom up.

THE LIBERTARIAN LEAGUE will not accept the old socio-poli-
tical cliches, but will boldly explore new roads while exam-
ining anew the old movements, drawing from them all that
which time and experience has proven to be valid.

LIBERTARIAN CENTER

86 East 10th St. (between Third and Fourth Aves.)
NEW YORK CITY

ROUND TABLE YOUTH DISCUSSIONS EVERY FRIDAY AT 8

Dinner and social on tneltnird Saturday
of every month at 7:30 PM




