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LABOUR AND THE BOMB

T the time of writing the gloom emanating from the decision

of the shopworkers and engineers to reject unilateralism at their
annual conferences is still very much with us. It now looks as if
the Scarborough resolution will be reversed at the Labour Party’s
annual conference this Autumn. For the moment it looks as if we
must admit defeat.

But wait. It is not as if a world full of promise has been utterly
smashed. The Scarborough decision was at best partial. The
arithmetic of bloc voting added false stature to the Left, making it
appear the majority view where it was no more than a vocal,
organized section of the Party. The unilateralist leadership was
undecided as to the next move, sat tight and aliowed the initiative
to fall to the Right.

So it was with the defeat. The number of unilateralists has pro-
bably not declined. What has occured is the result of the Right
organizing around the issue and delving into the reserves of support
it can always find in the apathetic and most backward section of
the Party and trade-union membership. If anything, the defeat shows
the true relation of forces within the Party,

It also shows the weakness of the Left leadership. Where the
Right gathered support by attacking the unstated implications of

unilateralism—the withdrawal from NATO, the dissolution of the™

American alliance—the Left leadership shirked these issues. Cousins,
Foot and the rest preferred to keep silent. Instead of uniting the
greatest possible number on a clear anti-NATO program, complete
with appeals to the workers of Europe and beyond, they sought
a false unity in anti-Gaitskellism. They went as far as to support
Wilson the natopolitician against Gaitskell the natopolitician in the
Parliamentary Party elections. They gave the Crossman-Padley
variant of Gaitskell’s ‘defence’ policy their blessing (Cousins by
voting for it in committee; Foot in Tribune, 3 March, on the eve
of CND’s annual conference). And as the personal struggle hotted
up, so cooled their defiance towards the Bomb. In a word, they
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helped build the bridge to Gaitskell which the weaker elements in
the Party have now crossed in the name of unity.

~ What of unity? An appeal to it is certain to stir very real emotions
in the Party. Where the Left leadership could have attacked
Gaitskell and Crossman and Wilson for flouting Party policy and
breaking Conference decisions from positions in which they were
supposed to represent the Party; where this Left leadership could,
in the name of unity, have called for a wholesale attack on Labour-
Tory bipartisanship in foreign policy and in the domestic policy
from which it arises, they let the Right assume guardianship of the
Party’s emotional heart.

We have seen with what result. But defeat this year is no more
absolute than victory was last year. Then, the consistent Left had
to damp down the flush of illusions; now our job is to combat
demoralization, recoil and ‘what’s-the-use-ism’. We must use facts

and cool appraisal to wash away the tears; strengthen the connexions
with CND and Direct Action in order to fight the Right more
effectively, remembering how they, in their turn, put heart into the
Party Left; and finally, we must clarify the implications of unilateral-
ism: the fight against the Bomb is a fight against the Boss.
Reproduced by permission of International Socialism.
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falcation or other embezzlement

THIS is the central theme of
the new Soviet Death Sen-
tence Law for embezzlement and
theft. The Law is in the “great”
tradition of Stalin’s rule.

Thus, under a law of 7th
August, 1932, “On the Protect-
ion of the Property of State
Enterprises, Collective Farms and
Co-operatives and Instututions of
Socialist Property,” the theft of
property belonging to the state,
kolkhozes and co-operatives and
theft on the railways or water-
ways, became punishable by
death by shooting, accompanied
by the confiscation of all pro-
perty. If there were extenuating
circumstances, the penalty in-
curred was imprisonment for not
less than ten years and confisc-
ation of all property. (A Coll-
ection of Laws and Ordinances
of the Worker-Peasant Govern-
ment of the USSR, Russian

(Moscow), 1932, No. 62. Article
360) Stalin christened this [aw
“the foundation of revolutionary
legality.” (J.V. Stalin, Works,
Vol. VIIL p. 209).

In point of fact this law was
seldom applied in cases of
minor theft. Therefore, when the
Presidium of the Supreme
Soviet of the USSR passed a
decree on 4th June, 1947, on
“Protection of Citizens’ Private
Property,” the first article of
which reads: ,‘Theft—that is,
covert or open appropriation of
the private property of citizens
—is punishable by confinment in
a reformatory labour camp for
a period of five to six years.
Theft committed by a gang of
thieves or for a second time is
punishable by confinement at a
reformatory labour camp for a
period of six to ten years”
(Pravda, 5 June, 1947). Any

mitigation of severity in dealing
with crimes against property was
more apparent than real.

On the same day the Presid-
ium also passed a decree on
“Embezzlement of State and
Public Property”, which includ-
ed the following articles:

“(1) Theft, appropriation, de-
falcation or other embezzlement
of state property is punishable
by confinement in a reformatory
labour camp for seven to ten
years, with or without confiscat-
ion of property.

“(2) Embezzlement of state
property for a second time, as
well as when committed by an
organised group or on a large
scale, is punishable by confine-
ment in a reformatory labour
camp for ten to twenty-five
years, with confiscation of pro
perty.

“(3) Theft, appropriation, de-

of collective farm, co-operative
or other public property is
punishable by confinement in a
reformatory labour camp for
five to eight years, with or with-
out confiscation of property.

“(4) Embezzlement of collect-
ive farm, co-operative or other
public property for a second
time, as well as that committed
by an organised group or gang
or on a large scale, is punish-
able by confinement in a reform-
atory labour camp for eight to
twenty years, with confiscation
of property.” (Ibid)

A month later the Public Pro-
secutor’s Office gave some ex-
amples of how the decrees were
being carried out: ,

“(1) In the city of Saratov,
VF Yudin, who had been pre-
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