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Remembering Berneri
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Apart from her periodical
writings, she produced one
major work in the history of
social ideas, her Journey
through Utopia, which 1
helped to edit; she finished it
about six months before her
death and did not live to see
its publication.

There was nothing in Marie
Louise of the exclusive intol-
erance of the fanatic, and it
was not in her nature to con-
vert her work into the puri-
tanical self-torture of a revo-
lutionary ascetic. Whatever
she did was done with her
whole personality, and in ful-
filment of her nature, and in-
volved no morbid feeling of
sacrifice. As a result, her
broad outside interests ten-
ded to enrich her contri-
bution to the libertarian
movement. For in addition to
the propagation of anarchist
ideas to which she brought
the earthy kind of realism
associated with the Italian
thinkers like Malatesta and
her father, Camillo Berneri,
she was widely involved in
cultural issues. Her interest in
and knowledge of psychology
was wide, and she was one of
the first libertarians to under-
stand the implications of
Wilhelm Reich’s revolution-

=

Berneri with Spanish ref

ary ideas, about which she
wrote in my literary quarterly
Now. She had a deep under-
standing of modern painting
and writing, and associated
with the Surrealist group
which centred around the
London Gallery. She often
expressed her sadness to me
that she found it impossible
to write creatively. I encour-
aged her to begin by writing
down the memories of her
childhood in European poli-
tical refugee circles, about
which she would often tell
one very vividly, and when
we last met, a few days before
her death, she had decided to
start on this immediately.

e

ugees in England, 1945.

Alas, it was a project never
fulfilled, and for the same
reason she and I were never

able to undertake the task of

translating Bakunin’s com-

plete works in which we had
agreed to work together.

But it is still as an irreplace-
able friend that I remember
Marie Louise Berneri. She
always tried to understand
the problems of those she en-
countered and there was a
gentleness and generosity in
her nature that made her
always anxious about the
welfare of those for whom
she felt affection or respect.
There was a directness in her
approach to others which

those with any feeling of em-
pathy with her appreciated,
for she had a sound critical
sense, and her praise of any-
thing one did was something
to be treasured, since it was
always devoid of sham or
flattery. Yet the same direct-
ness of approach sometimes
led her into great unhappi-
ness, for it made it difficult
for her to understand more
complex and tortuous charac-
ters, and she did not behave
always with that elaborate
tact which a more worldly-
wide or more naturally sus-
picious person would have
adopted. So, by her very
candour, she herself often
helped to create the most un-
justified enmities.

There were many tragedies
in her life, like the death of
her father at the hands of
Stalinist thugs and the still-
birth of her child, but such
matters she bore with a forti-
tude and an outward serenity
that made her reluctant to let
them impinge on the concern
of others. Her feelings were
deep and easily hurt, yet I
remember only two occasions
when she allowed them to
break out demonstratively,
and those were when she had
been unjustly treated by
people who had once been
her trusted comrades.

I remember as I write these
words, with a vividness
wholly undiminished by the
years, how much my life and
the lives of others were en-

riched by Marie Louise’s
friendship; I realize also that
what she did was only the
promise of what she might
have done if she had not died
so young; I know how much
working with her for those
years affected the course of
my own writing, and how she
helped to establish the direc-
tions of the new anarchism
that emerged in post-War-I1
England, an anarchism far

broader in its receptiveness to
ideas from many ways of

thought than the more doc-
trinaire anarchism of the

early years of the century.
She was a vivid and generous
person, with a capable intel-

ligence and a dedication too
realistic to be defined by a
vague term like idealism.
And, I repeat, she was too
real to be made a myth.

Anarcho-syndicalists
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(April 20-May 1), Ohio_and
Detroit (May 1-May 15), New
York City (about May 21),
and Boston (about June 1). A
date is also being arranged
for Montreal and Toronto.
For exact dates and other
information, contact the
IWW or other anti-
authoritarian groups in each
area (see Open Road contact
list, last issue and this issue),
or contact CNT Tour Com-
mittee c/o IWW, Box 25072,
Los Angeles, Calif. 90025).
During his week-long visit
to Vancouver in early March,
Mesa spoke at a public
meeting of 300 people—the
largest strictly anti-authori-
tarian manifestation in the
city in some years—and at
numerous small meetings of
activists. The tour provided a
means for coordinating the

energies of groups within the
emerging local anti-authori-
tarian movement, including
Open Road, Revolting
Women, the IWW, Anarchist
Party of Canada (Groucho-
Marxist) and the Service Of-
fice and Retail Workers
Union of Canada.

A pamphlet outlining the
history and aims of the CNT,
reporting on current condi-
tions in Spain, has been
issued by Open Road in con-
nection with the tour. Copies
available for donations by
writing to OR. To stay current
on Spain, check with News
trom Libertarian Spain, Box
733, Cooper Station, New

York, N.Y. 10003: the
Iberian Solidarity Com-
mittee, 3934 St. Urbain,

Montreal, Que.; and the In-
dustrial Worker, 752 W.
Webster, Chicago, Ill. 56172.

Notes
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tive energy (wind, solar, heat
pumps, etc.) and alternative
transport (electric vehicles)

~ “mseas, plus kidney machines
and other medical aids.

Workers are thus begin-
ning the long road towards
‘“‘encroaching control,”’ i.e.,
challenging corporate
decision-making as to ‘‘what
should be made.”” They are
also proposing alternative
methods of working—e.g.
autonomous work groups,
project teams made up of
‘blue and white collar workers
:and so on.

Keep writing. Yours
fraternally,

Dave Elliott
London, England

ANARCHIST ALL-STARS

Earl Averill, Editor
The Open Road

- Dear Earl,

Ran across a reproduc-
tion of one of your baseball
cards from the ’30’s and
knew you would probably
want to use it as the centre-
!‘old poster in your spring
iIssue. Incidentally, here,
before I forget it, are my
ngminations for your All-
Time Anarchist All-Star
Team:

@4& Medwick —incited a
niot at the 1934 World Series
1b—Orlando Cepeda —only
former MVP in prison for

pot (in Puerto Rico)
2b—Larry Randle —Master
- of the Sucker Punch
Ss—Honus Wagner —Only
- known Wobbly in the Hall of
- Fame

- If—Babe Ruth —Q: ““Don’t

- You think it’s wrong for you
10 make more money than
the President?”’ (Hoover)

: “I had a better year

the President.””

3b—PeeWee Reese —First
white player to befriend
Jackie Robinson

rf—Roberto Clemente —Re-
duces Lou Gehrig to a dash-
board Virgin

cf—Jim Piersall —Abbie
Hoffman’s boyhood idol
c—King Kelly —last star
loyal to the Players League
lhp—Warren Spahn —Once
undressed a reporter inter-
viewing him live on radio

rhp—Dizzy Dean —Went on -

strike during a close pennant
race

rp—Rube Waddell —Rode
firetrucks to games

ph—Hal McRae —Charged
he lost 76 A.L. Batting
Crown due to racism
Mgr—Casey Stengel —The
question isn’t why did he put
the sparrows into his cap, the
question is how did he catch
them?

Steve Conliff
Columbus. OH

DESTROY AUTHORITY

Dear Sisters,

We go along with your ef-
forts to destroy authoritari-
anism—the patriarchial
authoritarian society of the
Judeo-Christian religions,
but we do not go along with
your acts of violence and
sabotage. It should be evident
to you that violence breeds
more violence and that
authoritarianism is the cause
of violence.

Valida Davils
San Diego, Ca.

SAM REPLIES

Rebels of Open Road:
SALUD

_This condensed reply is
written in response to some
of Murray Bookchin’s more
serious allegations made in
his reply to my review of his
book The Spanish Anar-
chists. As far as I am con-
cerned further discussion in
the columns of Open Road is

- finished.

Murray ignores my main
point: that Proudhon was a
precursor of syndicalism and
workers’ self-management of
industry, the ideas that
shaped the Spanish anarcho-
syndicalist movement.

Murray, places (however
skimpily) Proudhon’s ideas
in the anarchist context, but

distorted beyond recognition
in his reply, emphasizing only
Proudhon’s prejudices and
inconsistencies. . . But, I am
concerned only with the
creative libertarian ideas
upon which Proudhon’s pre-
eminent place in the history
of socialist thought rests.

There is not, as Murray
implies, the slightest connec-
tion between ‘. . .contract as
a bourgeois right. e
(Murray) and Proudhon’s
conception. On the contrary,
Marx himself praised Proud-
hon’s anarchist classic What
Is Property? because he
analyzed the fraudulent
character of bourgeois con-
tractual and property rela-
tions—which Murray falsely
attributes to Proudhon.

Murray’s denial that he
considered Bakunin a “‘strict
collectivist’’ is decisively con-
tradicted on page 115:
‘‘...Bakunin’s emphasis on
collectivism (pay according to
value of work) was much
stronger than Proudhon’s. .

Not I, but Murray ‘‘...sad-
dles himself with the notion
of peasant vanguardism...”’
He also contradicts himself

and favors Proletarian Van-
guardism. Evidence for my
objection is overwhelming.
(See pp. 69, 70, 91-92, 102,
103, 120, etc., etc.) In his
reply, Murray declares that
‘‘...neither one class nor the
other, is more or less revolu-
tionary...”” If he would have
said so in his book, I would
have agreed with him 100%. I
criticized him precisely
because he did not.

Would Murray dismiss as
useless workers’ and peasan-
ts’ struggles (even massive
wild-cat strikes) against their
leaders, the State and their
employers for better con-
ditions, simply because the
people are not yet ready to
make the Social Revolution?

To realize that ‘...social
revolution in our time (can-
not) be achieved without the
active participation of the
proletariat...”” (Murray, p.
309) and then deprecate the
capacity of the ordinary
workers to develop revolu-
tionary consciousness in the
course of such struggles is to
renounce revolution itself.

Since Murray is not in the
least responsive to the limi-
tations of affinity groups and
how best they could fit into the
structure of the free society,
further comment on my part
is useless.

If Murray would have
defended the necessity for

violent retaliation as
measures of self-defense
against the ‘Pistolero’

assassins, I would have raised
no objections.

N.Y. 10013.

YIPSTER TIMES
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an Extra! Covers prison struggles, the counter-
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pieing of America. $6 from 9 Bleecker Street, NYC,

While Murray in other
passages of his book con-
demns terrorism, he incon-
sistently approves and lauds
individual attentats and
terrorism in PRINCIPLE—
and cites examples. (See pp.
201-202.) More disturbing is
his brazen attempt to deny
what he himself wrote.

I criticized Murray for
talking about the “*...increas-
ing bureaucratization of the
CNT...”” without producing
evidence. Telling us in his
reply that Richards, Semprun
Maura, and to some extent
Peirats, agree with him,
proves NOTHING.

Murray insists that he is
NOT and NEVER WAS an
‘‘abundanist.”” But he
decisively refutes himself in
this extract from his essay,
The Legacy of Domination
(1965): ““...we, of this cen-

tury have finally opened up
the prospect for a vast
material abundance... of
sheer superfluity in the means
of life...”” If Murray would
simply acknowledge, that he
has since reconsidered his
views on abundance, he
would not have left himself
open to criticism on this
question.

We could do with less in-
vective and more attention to
the issues. The tone of
Murray’s remarks is not in
the least conducive to a
meaningful exchange of
views between comrades.

Best,

Sam Dolgoff
New York, NY

(A longer text of Sam Dol-
goff’s comments is available
on request from Open Road.)

OUR GENERATION

$1.75. Also,

Montreal, Quebec.

Analysis of anti-authoritarian movements, world-
wide, with special emphasis on Quebec and Canada.
a series of anarchist
Phillips, Murray Bookchin, Karl Hess, and the
Durutti Chorus. $3.95-4.95. 3934 rue St. Urbain,

tapes: Utah

Canada

The Open Road wel-
comes correspondence
and contributions (both
editorial and financial).
Writeto us at:

The Open Road

Box 6135, Station G

Vancouver, B.C.




