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for the nationalisation of the mines, industry, transport
and banks without compensabion and their opveration under
the control of workers! committees;

for full. and immediate frcedom to all the coloniosg

for en internationszl worksrs! fishting front egainst im-
perlalism and war;

for a Socialist Britain in a Socialist Fedoration of Bur=-
ope and the world:

againgst sccret diplomacy and the imperialist division of
the world: |

against the dmericen Imperialist Power bloe and against
the Russian Impcrialist Power bloc,

NEITHER WASHINGTON‘NOR MOSCOW, DUT INTERNATIONAL SOCIALISM
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J AFTER THE
L Ll OIS,

Now that the election is over it is necessary to draw up & bale

ance sheet to evaluate the result and to learn from it how to do better
in future.

S Tg;ysgﬁgsgscéifggznzifwn th%t‘there was going toLbe en election,

S 1 . an?edlctod a landslide, Ite statisticians
and ?xperts_ on public opinion caleculrted that there would be a Tory
majority of 100 or morc., The rnood of the Labour movemmnt wog rather
hesitant at first, but there was a rapid change when once the clectiam
battle bogan, and we may be very proud of the tromendous strength and
loyalty shown by all ranks of the Lebour movement . Labour polled more
votes than in the 1950 clections, and many morc than in the 1945 c¢lce=
tions, so that allthec Tory prophccics of a rout of the Labour Party
proved unfoundeds Instcad thorc was a cortain gotbacke . The pendulum
swung a little to the Right, just cnough to give the Torics a smll
majority. Why did this happen? The concentration of ILabour votors in
industrial arcas, rosulting in very large ma joritics for some Lebour
members, gave the Torics a certain advantages But this was a factor
in the two previous eloctions, and doecs not by itseclf explain why tho
1945 Labour majority of 150 scats dwindled to only 7 in 1950 and dise
appeared altogether in 1951,

The day after the eloction rosults were announced, the "Daily

Horald" gave threc roasons for the deofeat of the Labour Party.

1) "Conscrvative propaganda has ceasclessly tried to conceal the world
auscs of rising pricos, and to protend that cvery difficulty is duo
to the Labour Govermment's policy." 2) Theo faet that in 1950 tho
Liberals put up hundreds of candidates but in this eclcction far Towen,y
coupled with the fact that more of the Iiberal votes went to the Cone
sorvatives thon to Labour. 3) Tho Bevan campaigne "It was o misw-
fortune for Labour that threec of its Ministors should have recsigned a
few months before the Elcctions and werc actively campai gning against
Government policy right up to the time when Mr. Attlce ennounced the
date of the polls The Torics exploited this division of opinion very
vigorously."

The last point can be recadily dismissed, for all the Bevanites
who contested marginal scats =~ Frecoman, Driberg, Wilson, Mikardo, Foot
and Byng - were clceted. The working class isnot frightencd by nor
antagonistic to open domocratic discussion, On the first two points,
the oditor of the "Daily Herald" thinks that he has answercd the qucst-
ion by merely posingi The question should be put in this way: Why is
it that the Labour Govermment, which after the 1945 cloction hod an
overwhelming majority in the Heouse, failed to undermine and destroy the
mags influence of the Torics? Why did millions of poor pecople continue
to vote for the Tory clique which represents the handful of rich people
in the country? Why has populer support for the Tories cven incrcascd,
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some millions voting for them who did not trouble to vote at all in
1945% According to the 1931 census, 79 per cent of the earning popul-
ation of Britain are wage and salary earners. 4 small number of the
salary earners are not members of the working class, such as Lord
MacGowan, who has a salery of £50,000 a yoar, but the grec® majority
are poor and exploited, and even 1f their outlook approrimate I
of the petty bourgeoisie, their material conditions of 1ifoc are little
different to those of woge carners, After ycarsof Labour i rower why
did the maJnrity of the population-79% as shown-not vote Labour in
19512 It is vital for the Labour Movement that this question should be
enswered corrcctly. RPSpon*?bllluV for the defcat must be laid at the
right door, Thls requires an analysis of the right wing policgy of the
leaders of the Labour Government.

First of all, undcecr the cconomic poWic of the Labour Government
millions of workors, although enjoring 2 slight improvemecub in their
conditions of life, ocxpericnced no basic chﬂnrn For millions of sal~
aried people, lower middle class, ctcs, therc was no improvement at all,
The main reason was that only at the cost of profits could the cond-
itions of the great majority of the British pcople be improved, but
the Iabour leaders did not dare to encroach boldly on the interests of
big capital.

The share of thc capitalists in the national income did not dec=
rease at all under the Labour Govermment, as can be scen from the
following tables

Proportion of the National Income going to Different Classes

Before Tax 1946 1947 1948 1849 1950
Profits, rent, otC. 39 41 40 £0 40

Wages 35 36 37 3 37

Salarics 20 20 24 ok 2

Pay of armed forcos 6 3 2 e 2

After Tax

Profits, rent, ctce 32 50 54 53 35

Wages 40 40 41 42 41

Salarics 21 21l 22 22 22

Pay of armed forccs 4 4 3 ) 2

("Labour Resoarch", May, 1951)

The table does not take into account the appreciation of ecapital,
When a capitalist seclls for £20, 000 ,shares whose former valuc was
£10,000, he does not pay income tax on the £10,000 profit, and such
proflts arc not included in tho itom "profits, ront, otc.ﬁ in the
tables. Whilc the relative sharc of the capitelists in the national
income did not decline undor the Labour Government, notwithstandinz
so much talk about the "soaking of the rich by taxntlon" their pro©its
in "bsolutc,llgurus shot up alarminglye. According to tho ”Flnan01 5
Timcg", the profits announced by 2,729 public companiocs in the fir
eight months of 1951 were £1,550 ﬁllllan compared with £1,062 nll_.,
in the first eight months of 1950, i.ce, & risec of 26 per cent -in one
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yeare Actually the rise would have been bigger if the hidden reserves
hed been taken into account. The ordinsary capltael of these companies -
rose from £1,362 million to £1,421 million, declared reserves from :
£2,137 million to £2575 million, an increase of £438 million. The offi=
cial limitation of dividends, the imposition of excess profits tax, etc.,
do not prevent capitalists enriching themselvese. The big companies are
agtgte enough not to divulge thoir increasing profits by a big rise in
leld?ndg. I.6.I., for example, whosc declared profits in 1949 were

£17 million and in 1950 £31 million, raised its dividend only from 10
per cent to 12 per cent,

The rising prices were ¢ xplained away in the Tory press by a dom=
agogic outery ageinst the mismanagement and inefficicncy of the Labour
Govermment, The right wing Lebour leadors tricd to belittle the e xtont
of the risc in prices and to blame it only on factorsoutside the cont=
rol of Britain - the risc in the pricc of raw materials after the out= .
break of the Korean war, ctce Neither drew attontion to onc important
roason for this risc - the increasc in profits.

A policy of dividend limitation, cxcess profits tax, otc., was not
adcquate to doal with the increasing profits of the capitalists and the
undiminished or even increcased part of the national incomo absorboed by
profits, A socialist government would have opencd tho books ol all -
the companies to the inspcction of thc trade unions and workcrs! com=
mittoces,so as to prevent increcasing profits leading to 2 rise in priccs.
Measurcs would have boen takon to lower prices by roducing profitse
Such o step would not have mcant the cstablishmert of Socialiasm, but it
would have been a step in that dircctions

The Tory press, appealing to the prejudices of thc petty bourgcoi=
sie, prctended that the high taxes, the high prico of tobacco, bocr,
cinoma tickets, ctc., was duc to the Labour Govermmont 's policy of food
subsidics, social serviccs, etc. Tho same explanation was given for :
a different reason by the Labour lcaders. Subsidics, Govermment expends-
iturc on housing end on the.other social s crvices,make up & very small’
per contage of the budgot. In the last budget, the cost of all tho soc=
ial scrvices, including cducation, food subsidies, national insurancce,
hoalth, housing, grants to local authoritics, otc., was only 7/7d. in
cvery pound of govermment expenditurc. The year before it was 9/3d.
Against the £410 million in the present budget year for food subsidies,’
£684 million went to payment of intercst on the national debt, the larg-
ost part of which gocs to the big financiors. The interost on the nat=’
ional debt alene cost ncarly four times morc than all the housing cxpens=
diture, grants to local gthorities, ctcCs Tho'"defence budget alone 1is
cqual to the totel cost of the social scrvicese &

The workors and the lower middle class make & much larger contribe
ution to the Gowvernment's income than they did boforeces Indircct taxes,
leas subsidies, on personal consumption, rosc from £543 million in 1938,
to £1,436 million in 1950. By far the greater part of thesc indirect
texes are paid by the poor. During the seme period income tax on wages
rose from £2 million to £219 million. Direct taxes on salaries rosc
from £52 million to £280 million., 2o, while making social incquallty
legs pronounced by helping the poor with food subsidies, the national
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health scheme, education, housing, etc., the budget did not change the
general pattern of wealth distribution. The total taxes imposed on thq‘
rich in the present budget vear is not enough tc cover even the "defencd
budget, The whole burden of the social ssrvices and of a big part of
the Mefonce"budget falls directly on the poorer pcople (not to mention
the fact that the profits of the capitalist on which he pays taxes, arc
created by the sams peonle).

2 o " L = ) m
The rearmemcnt drive played dircctly into the hands of thoL%ory
demagogucs, who blamed the Labour ministers for the higher taxation amd
increasing scarcitics,

4 socialist policy would have abolished immediaticly all indircct
taxes that fall on the poor, and imposcd a high texaltilon and caplta%
levy on the richs On the cxponditurs side of the hudget it would first
‘of 21l have abolished the national debt, and any compensation for.
shareholdcrs in nationalised industrics.®

4.

i

A socialist policy would have prevented any profitccr%ng"on %cf-
ence preparationss Yot the day after Gaitskell declared his “war™
budget, the value of stocks increascd by more than £1,000 million 1in
24 hours. It is well-known that in cvory imperialist wer "tho prolot=-
artans fell while the dividends risc" (Rosa Tuxembdurg)s. & socialist
volicy would have demanded the netionalisation without compensation of
gll war industrics, (which undcr conditions of total war meons the
groater part of industry), and, as a first stcp towarus the climip;tion
of war profitcoring, the oponing of the books to workers'' inspeciions
A socialist policy would of course have meant an cntirely new concep=
tion of military defence and & now approach to the question of tho mil-
itary budgct, which would have bocn, the result of a socialist foreign
policy, a qucstion with which we shall deal later,

Onc of the strongest attacks in the Tory propaganda against the
Labour Govormmont, and one which brought them hundrcds of thousands, 1if
not millions, of votecs, was the housing shortages. The bottlenceks in
tho building industry, rcsulting mainly from monopolics in the building

X The oxcugc of tho Labour lcaderg, that this would have inflietod hard-
ship on tho snall sharcholdeors ~nd owvncrs-.of government securitiocs, can-
not be takon soriouclys The groat majority of shares and gocuritles arc
concentrated in the hunds of a very small number of peoples Thore arc
bhe and a quarter miilion sharcholders of joint stoclk companies in the
country, but the share of those who have & holding of not more than
22,000 1s only 2 per cent of the total stock of the jeint stoek compan=
iess .IL would be imperative for a socislist governmeont not'-to oxprops
riate these small sharcholders, who scraped togethor their property by
hard wo. ke But to achieve this the government would only have to apply
e "capitalist means test" by which only the people with very snall means
shouldp@é expropriateds Thus, the amount c¢f compensation would have
beig only a small poercentage of the amount that is actually being

balds
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materials industry, and the exorbitant prices for land demanded by the
landowners, is a question we cannot enter into herc (it was dealt with
flly by Comrade Peter D, Morgan in his scries of articles in the "Soc-
jalist Review")s Even if it is assured that the shortage of building
materials, building workers, etce, prevented morc houses boing buillt
than were bullt during the six years of the Labour Govornment, one mca=-
sure could certainly have been takon: the big houscs of the rich could
have bcen distributcd among the ncedys A socialist policy wonld have
dcmanded thé creation of tenanta'! committces all over the country ©o
control the allocation of existing housing spaces If a tonants’ corm=’
ittee,reproscnting workers, cmployccs, small shopkecpers, ctc., had ine
sisted that as a first step towards the solution of the housing pro.lam
a number of families should be sottled in the mansions of the local
rich (the backbone of the Tory Party) all tho propaganda of theo Tories
would have bcen cxposed as hypocriticals In this immediate, il parcial,
solution of the housing question, the Torics would have shown thomsclves
to overybody as enemics of newly-moifried couples, overcrowded familics,
and others nceding houscs and flatse

The way the Labour lecaders carricd out nationalisation also played
into the hands of the Tory encmy. Only the neglected industrics which
werce alrcady in scrious straits wore nationaliscd. For many ycars bo=
fore nationalisation the railways werc given subsidics of more than £40
million & yecar, the coal mines and the power and gas stations were very
badl; equipped. Undcr such conditions nationalisation meant nationalie
sation of losses. Aftcer nationalisation theore was very littic possib-
11ity of increasing wages for the workers while cutting the price of
goods and services produced by the industrics, Compensation aggrovated
the problems The Tories could shout: "You sce, nationalisatio hés not
produccd cheaper goods, mor better conditions for the workers to any cal=
siderable extent, Nationalisation of indusktry, socialism, is bankrupti"
The fact that tho inerease in railway fares and the prices of coal, gas
and clcetricity was lcas than the averago incroase in the price of goods
produced by private ontorprise did not provent the Torles from making a
lot of political capital out of the difficulties of the nationaliscd
industriess 4 socialist policy would have demanded nationalisation
without compensation. It would also have demanded nationalisctlon not
of the bankrupt industries, but of all the key industries of the country,
It would have demanded their operation under the control of workers'
committees. Attlee knew of course that any step towards the nationali=-
sation of a very profitable concern like I.C.I., espccially without
compensation and in order to run it under new masters - the workoers!
coomittces - would have met strong and porsistont opposition from the
bourgeoisie. The coursc which the Labour lecadors took mcant rmch loss
struggle, but it discredited socialism by misrecpresonting statc capitals
ist mcasures as socianlist measures, and thereforo making it casy far the
Tory prcss to expose "socialism.

Onc important rcason for the Tory capitalist mass influcnce iz its
control over thc vast majority of newspapcrse. The democratic principle
of "one man, onc vote" docs not apply at all to6 the British press, who=
thor the Primc Minister is Churchill or Attlecs Tho voice of iord
Beaverbrook is much stronger than thet of John Smiths The Labour Gove-
ernment made a grave mistake in not changing this state of affairs.
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4 socialist policy would have established the principle that, let us
say, every hundred thousand readers would have been given the means of
running a daily paper, thus wresting control over the press from the
capitalists.

It is the home policy of the Labour government which led to the
Tory victory. This must be stated clearly and frankly because other=
wise even if Labour wins the next election there would be no final sol=-
ution of the social problem.

In these days of swift, worldwide communications, the narrow bound-
aries of the national state have become obsoletecs No coyhtry can div-
orce its home policy from its foreign nolicy. When wars'are total wars,
end the whole economy is subordineted to preparation for war, the conn-
ection between housing and armements, butter and guns, is very close.
Modern war demands years of preparation during the period of so-called
"peace" and so even in peacc-time any agpect of domestic policy has imme
ediate ropercussions in forecign affairs. Nothing is casicr for the
government than to say, "The rise in pricecs, the housing shortage, ctc.,
are all caused by our nced to devotc more of our rcsources to national
defence". This docs not adequately oxplain the high prices, shortages,
etc., as it ignorcs the question of the class division of the national
income: profits, compensation in nationalised entorpriscs, interecst on
the national debt, thc distribution of housing space, ctces It is caqu-
ally superficial to "explain" the country's difficulties by blaming
the international antagonisms as though foroign policy can be considered
apart from the question of the class naturo of the forcign policy of
Britain under the Labour Govermment., Was it a socialist policy, or was
1t a capitalist, imperialist policy?

At thc ond of the war, Britain was occupying tho Ruhr, the heart
of Gorman industry. Again and again Bovin declared that it was impora-
tive to nationalise heavy industry in the Ruhr and to expropriate the
rich monopolists who backed Hitlor, But these were only words. The
monopolists were left in control and they are now entering into a car=’
tel arrangemont with French, Belgian and Dutch industrialists (the so-
called Schuman Plan)e If the Labour Government had not prevented tho
nationalisation of the industries of the Ruhr, which was demanded so
vigorously by the Gorman trade unions, and if thosc industrics werc now
being run undor work%ps' control, what a citrdel of socialism this would
have been! The Ruh?,&ﬁﬁer Hitler produced more stcel then the whole of
the USSR is producing todaye The Ruhr workers would have become S0 pow-
erful that instead of the Schuman Plan thore could have been put forward
& socialist plan of production, a socialist integration of the basic in-
dustries of Western Burope (Britain, Gormany, Frence, etc.), instead of
a cartel of monopolists. What o strong bulwark this would have beecn age
ainst the Russian bloc on the one hand and against American imperialiaom
on the othecrs But the Labour Government's policy preserved in power the
monopolists in Western Germany, and so gave o fillip t all the react-
lonary capitalist tendencies in Gormany, and encouraged Right wing cleme
ents in all the other countrics of Western Europe.

The same lesson can be drawn from Labour's colonial policys In tho
struggle of the Powers, Russia is very weak indeed compared with the
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United States. U.S.A. has two-thirds of the world's industrial produc-
tion, but Russia produces only 12 per cent. ?-S:A's steel capaclgy Eﬁ—
dav is 105 million tons a year, Russia's 25 mlll}onj and.sefon: ﬂnr ﬁi
struggle between the Powers the decisive factor is the mllllonohokdggd -
ing people, the thousand millions of Asia and Afrlca,theqthree un
millionsof Western Europes Western Europe alone h%s an industrial cap-
acity twice as great as Russial's, By the woight‘ox nu@b?rs the thous%nd
millions of Asia and Africa cen play a big part in dec}dlng the gtnlgble
of the Powers for world mastery. The strongth of Stalin lies palnly in
the power of appeal and organisation of his agents, the ?talinlstnparties.
Betweeon 1945 and now, no Rugssimtroops have taken an active p?rt in any of
the struggles in Asia. Thorce worc and arc English and Dutc? 1? Indoncsoe
ie, French in Indo-China, Amcrican, English, Fronch, ctc., in Korea = no
Rugsian soldiers anywhore. It has become almost habitual fo? cvery cst=-
ern statcsman to spcak of holping the bockward countrics (Point 4 of tho
Truman Plen ). - Tho Labour Government has repeatedly stated its will to
help the backward countrics, and cxplained the meagroncss of its help by
the lack of mcana in Britain and by thc war preparationses Instead of big
promiscs and plans for thc future, a socialist govemmont in Britain
could have dono somcthing in the prosent. Instead of promising to lond
India somc millions of pounds in the future, a simplc thing could havoe
becon donc immediately, the cxpropriation of all British ocnterpriscs abe-
rocd, calling upon the colonial workors to take them over and run’
thom in their intercsts. If British industry, run according to a soc-
1alist plan, supplied India, Malaya, ctec., with hundrocds of thousands of
tons of stccl a yoar, with locomotives, trucks, tractors, and so helped
to modornisc thesc countrics, what tremendous politicrl coffcet this would
have all over Asiae. (Wo must not forget that Yugoslavia brokc with Russe—
ia mainly because the latter did not supply cnough mcans of production
for the industrialisation of Yugoslavia and chargoed cxorbitant priecs for
tho goods supplicd).

How many allics a socialist Britain could have gained by a socialist,
antl-imporialist forcign policy! |
This in turn would have mocant that loss matorial moans would havo
beon nceded to withstand a Russian imporialist attacks Tho astronomieal '
figurcs of American war preparations - far surpessing anything that Rugom
ian war industry is producing or can produce, is the rcsult of tho onti-
popular character of Admeorican forcim policy. A fcdcration of soecialist

statos could have decfended itsclf with much less matorial moans than an
allisncc of a numbor of plutocracics hoaded by Wall Stroct, And tho
burdcn of armamcnts would havc bcen shouldorod by the workers with muen
grcater reoadiness, and even enthusiasm, whon they knew that thoy werc
being produced in the intcrcsts of Socialism, with no Armstrong Vickors
to make millions out of it.

The foreign policy of the Labour Government has boen a policy of
defending capitalist imperialist investmonts all over tho globe.y of all-
lance with rcactionary capitalist govermments in Europe, of the proscrv-
ation of thec magnates that backed Hitlcr, of subscrvicnce to American
imperialism, of opposition to the anti-foudal, anti-capitalist, anti-
imperialist, mass movements in the colonics, and, when compclled to ro=-
trcat from any colony (os from India ond Pekiston) rectroating in such a
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way as to cause the minimum of disturbance to the social system, allying
with the rich and corrupted local ruling class. The war budget was only
one aspect of this general foreign policr. X 5
s dzﬁge£1§§ttgiggt?olécy of the Iabournleaders led to a Tory wictory.

g S the he Labour movement will allow its leaders to continue
the same policy even if under a little more "ILeft" phraseology now that
Labour is in opposition. The fact that inthe Housge of Commons the Tories
have such a slight majority can help the Right wing Iabour leaders to try
to limit the "struggle®™ to parliamentrry tactics: T4 small swing to the
Left and we are in again. . What is necocssary is to succecd in getting a
few hundred thousand liberal woters, to achicve w ich we must plary dom
any soeialist demands, we must anpeeal to the ILiberal voters by adépting
ourselves to thoir mentality." Such a policy, even iLf it succoeced,
would mean abdication of Socialism, and a see-saw policy, today Torics up
Labour down, tomorrow Labour up Torics down, and so on, without any fune-
damental changcs The Editorial in the "Daily Horald" the dey after tho
elections hinted at a policy of this kind.

But this policy would come into conflict with the immediate nceds
of the working class. The millions of British workers who werc ready to
agree to a "wage frooze", oven if grudgingly, whon it was imposed by a
Labour Government, a government to which thoy are tremendously loyal, will
not stand for a similar policy from the Tories, At the smo time, the
vested intercsts reprcsented by the Tories, and the increasing war pre-
perations, will inevitably push the workers towards industrial strugzle
on a largec scale.

Today mors than ever, no group or scction of tho working class can
to any extent improve its conditions of 1ife and work or defend tho oX-
isting conditions by a purcly industrial strugglc. Whon a government do-
cision on subsidics, on rent control, on arms oxpenditurc, is dceislive
for tho level of prices, scar city, otc., it is abgolutoly csscntial for
the workers to combine their industrial struggle with tho nolitical
strugglce

To generalise the struggle, to draw tho ossential political conclu-
sions from it, a political organisation is ncedcd. There are two cand=-
1dates for leadcrship of the industrial struggle, end for making it a
bridge to the crcation of an important political factor, tho Left Wing of
tho sabour Party and the Stalinist Party.

Lot us first deal with the Communist Party. The clection of 1850,
and oven more that of 1951, showed a big declinc in the influcnce of the
Party, an influcncc that was ncver vory groat in Britain at tho best of
timcs, 1In 1945 Gallachor got 17,636 votos in West Fife, in 1950 hc got
9,301 votes, in 1951 the Stalinist candidate in the same arca got 4,728,
In Rhondde Bast Harry Pollitt got 15,761 votes in 1945, in 1950 4,463,
ard in 1951 the Stalinist candidate got only 2,948. (0f course aftor bur-
ning their fingors in 1950 theoy werec not so foolish as to risk Harry Poll-
itt and Gallacher losing their dcposits, but they put up lesser lmom
figures.) Neverthcless the Party has a good cadrc of militant trade union-
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ists, well-organiged ¢nd ¢ .ciplined, and if no other well-organised,
clearly militant tendency arises to lead the industrial strugsles before
us, there is a danger that the C+P. will fish in the troubled waters,

Much more important than the C.P. as a candidate to lead the indus-
trial struggle and generalise it politically, is the Left wing of the
ILebour Party. The fact that the Stalinists lost in the elections of
1950 end 1951 show that the workers had a healthy suspicion of the C.P.
ag the agent of a totalitariam foreign power, as splitters of the united
workers' front sgainst the Tories (we rust not forget that in 1950 in
four constituencics the Tories got in only because a few hundred votes
werc takon from Labour by tho C.Ps) At the samc timc, tho Bovanitos vho
stood in marginal constituencies, did woll in tho last clcctions, vwhich
shows that the workors tend to support anyone who within the framowork
of the united Movement, puts a Leftist policy forward. Thc cmergence of
a Left wing, however hesitant, inside the labour Party - the Bevan "rcb-
cllion"” - was reccived very badly in Washington, and the American prcss
was not slow to oxpress fears of Bevanisme The Russian press was cqually
unhappy over the Bevan affair. "Trud", the official trade union papcr,
of June 26, opencd a full-scale attack on Bevan soon after he recsignod
from the govermment. The "Daily Worker" was equally uncnthusiastic. Both
the American bourgcoisie and the Russian burcaucracy know very well that
the only alternative to their policy ond in opposition to both is milit-
ant revolutionary socialism., Any step in this dircetion cannot but be a
sctback for the two contending world powecrs,.

In facc of the Tory cnemy the whole Labour mevcment must closec its
rankse We must support and defend Attlee against “hurchills, In the faco
of a right wing policy insidc the Labour movement we must support any
left wing tondcney, howcver half-hcarted, hesitant and opportunist it may
be. We must defend Bevan from any attack by the Transport Housc burcau=
cracy. At the samec time we must be absolutely cloor that, whother Labour
is in powor or not, the only consistent way to fight the Torics, the
only way to break their popular mass support, the only way to galvanisec
and consolidatec the overwhelming majority of the people in the Labour
movement is by putting forward a rcally consistent programme of social-
1st demandse In face of rising priccs, it is nccessary to insist on a
sliding scalc of wages and on opening the books of the factoriess In
face of the housing shortage and the certain failure of the Toriecs to
fulfil their promises, to demand a state-financed national housc-building

plan dirccted by the building trade unions and tenants'! committces,

and allocation of the existing housing spaco by tonants' cormittces. In
face of a Tory attempt to denationalisc the stecl industry, to usec cv-
cry mecans to oppose it; just as the Tory Iron and Stecl Fecdoration sab-
otaged the nationalisod steel industrr, so the steel workcrs must be no
less class-conscious, no less loyal to their class, and Oppose any
trangference of the industry into private hands. In the faco of the
Tory's "devolution" and other administrative changes in other branches
of the nationalised industrics, the workers of the industrics must put
forward cleerly the demand for the opcration of the industrics under the
control of workcrs! committcess If the Tories try to "rut the worker

in his placc" by creating mass unmmploymont (as was opcnly proposcd by
the "Economist" of 20th October) the Labour movancent will have to put
forward the demand for a sliding scalc of hours to absorb the uncmployocd
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without wage reductions,

In face of the strong-arm imperialist policy of Churchill, the
Labour movement must struggle openlr and clearly for the right of self-
determination of the colonisl people, for the withdrawal of DBritish
troops from these areas, for the expropriation of British capital inves-
ted abroad, and its transference to the colonial toilers. In faco of
conscription and increasing militarisation, the Iabour movanentnmust
struggle for the dissolution of the standing army and its substmtu?ion
by a workers' militia organised under the control of workers' cormittccse
The Labour movement must oppose the alliance with Truman( Adonauer, Syng-
man Rhee and other representatives of "Westoern Derocracy®, they must :
fight for an alliance with tho millions of toilers of Buropc, Asia, A ri-
ca and the rest of the world,

If the Labour Government had put forward such a programme instcad of
the retreat of 25 October we should have hnd an absclute rout of the
Toriese Tho ncew Tory government ig far from stable. It has only a small
majority in the House, and what is ruch more important, it has no sipport
from the workers in tho basic industrics, the railwaymen, the minors,
the engincers, the millions without whom no war can be launched, the
millions who have the docisive power in the class strugslos. With a roal
socialist programme theo Torics can be cxnosed and crushed, whother they
havo twenty moro or lcss M.P's in the Housce From the dcfcat of 25th
October we must draw the real lesson in ordaer to bring a real victory
for Labour.
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RN g AL L CVRER AGATERR In 1931 the Tory attack on

the workers was profoced by
the symbolical act of cutting the Ministers' salarics. If tho impor=-
tant Minister in the prevailin-~ crisis was rcady to sacrifice, the un-
employed, the poor pensioncrs and the workors should most cortainly also
be ready to give somcthing to the "nation". The cutting of the Minis-
ters' salaries today by £1,000 a yoar is an cmpty gesturc, as it hardly
touches the pockots of these gontlemen. All of them fall within the
brackets which pay a hirh income tax and surtax. The highecst incomo
brackets pay 19/6 in the £, so that a Ministor who falls within this
bracket loscs only 225 by the cut. £25 is a mere 1 pcr cent or therc-
abouts of the not income of these gentlemen. The rise in prices in any
recent month has put a much bigger burden on tho worker, the pensioner
and the housewifc than this cut on the golfesacrificing Ministors.
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| BRITAIN AND EGYPT |

by C. Tarig

It is seventy years since the occupation of Egypt by British troops,
and all we hear of the attitude of the Egyptian people to it after this
long tutelage is mass demonstrations demanding the evacuation of the
country by Britain., The stubborn persistence of the Egyptian masczes in
their demand is given a clear explanation when we see the bslance sheet
of the seventy years of Britain'c direct and indirect rule over the
country.

IMPERIALIST CAPITAL DOMINATES RGYPT During the years 1883-1910, Bri=-

tish bankers gave a loan of £60
million to Egypt. The interest alone paid during this period amounted
to £105,600,000. Nevertheless the debt did not decreasc but even ine
creased, in 1910 being £95 million, During the same 28 years the Boypte
ian folleheon paid a sum of £30 million for tho maintonance of tho Bri-
tish occupation army in the Sudan which protects the intorests of the
British plantation companics. At the same time English, French, Italian,
Belgian, German and other contractors wero wringing millions of pounds
out of the Egyptian people by the construction of works at very ocxagg-
erated prices. Thug, for instance, the Assuan dam, which according to
the estimate of Sir William Willcocks, thc British irrigation expert,
should have cost £2,500,000, actually cost £7,000,000, cxcluding tho
£1,200,000 for rcpairs, During these years, in which forecign capitalism
drew out of Egypt a sum of about £200 millions, the Egyptian Education
Department rcceived the almost infinitesimal sum of £3,600,000 (less
than £130,000 a ycar) and the Ministry of Health £3,400,000. Is thero
any botter proof of the civilisatory role of imperialisml

In the last few decades there has been a change in the dircction of
imperialist capital investmont. Tho place of state loans has boen taken
by investment in railways, trams, light and power, water, banks and ind=-
ustry, etce Today all the keoy positions in the economy of the country
arc in the hands of foreign capitalists.

According to an estimate made by French circles ("L'Egypte Indepcnd-
antc par lec Groupe D'Etudes de L'Islam", Paris, 1938, pp. 144-5) foreign
capital in 1937 amounted to £450 million, the on%ire wealth of the coun=
try being estimated at £963 million, which mecans that Toreigners owned
47 per cent of it.

According to another cstimate, capital investmont, besides land, in
the same yecar amounted to £550 million (4. Donne, "The Economic Doevelop=-
ment of the Middle East," Jorusalem, 1943, ps 73)s Socing that tho
price of land is cstimated at £500-600 million (and according to another
estimate £670 million) the total property of Egypt amounts to £1,000-1,100
million. According to another cstimate of 1937 based on English calcula=
tions, foreign capital invested in Egypt amounted to £500 million. Thus
the property of forcigners constitutes 40-50 per cent of Egypts total
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property, which sum does not differ from that arrived at by the French
expertse

As far as land is concerned, foreign capitalists have direct pro=-
prietorship over 8 per cent of the cultivated land of Egypt, lee., land
worth £50,000,000, If we deduct this sum from the total of foreign
capital invested in Egypt, we get, according to one estimate,
£400,000, 000, and according to the other, £450,000,000,

Taking Bonne's estimate of capital investment, besides land, we
see that foreign cepital accounts for 73=81 per cent.

Thus foreign capitalists own nearlvy half the total property in
Egypt and about threc-guarters of all property besides land.

WORKERS4 CONDITIONS The conditions of the urban workers in Egypt are

s terribles For instance, in the textile industry,
the prevailing wage of a skilled worker is 2/6 a daye. Workers in the
large sugar factories, owned in the main by French capital, got no more
than £2 a month. The municipal workers of Alcxandria got 2/- a day.
Whon the workers in the Briticsh army camps in 1944 complained to the
Health Department that they did not got a cost of living allowance in
spite of the rapid risc in prices during the war, after long ncgotla=
tions the milltary authoritics agrcod to pay every worker who carncd
less then 2/- a day an additional 2%d,

On these low carnings a very large family must livce On the av=
eragc a worker has to support a wife and three or four childron., It is
not to be wondered at that they rarcly taste any meat, that the children
never get cggs or milks Connected with the low standard of living is a
very high incidence of discase, 4n invostigation revealed that of 6,000
printing workers in Egypt, 62 per cent suffcored from disecases of the
digestive systom, 85 per cent from anaomia, and 45 per cent from lead
poisoning ("Al Ahram", June 14, 1943). Of the school childron of Cairo
investigated, 93 per cecnt showed signs of malnutrition, and 96 per ccnt
suffored from chronic diseases. The number of tuberculetics in the
country, the majority of whom are urbon workers, was 300,000 or about
2 gerdccnt cf the total population, which is a very high porcentage
indecd,

On ‘the other hand, capltal is doing exccptionally well, It was
calculatod that on every £ paid as wages in industry the copitalist
gots £3 or £4 in profit, i.c., the rate of exploitaticn is 30C-400 por
cente In the United Statss the rate of oxploitation in 19828, as calcu~
lated by the Marxzian cconomist, Lewis Corecy, was 155 por cont ("The Do= : .-
cline of American Capitalism", 1934, p, 83). Egypt therofore gives a
rate of evploitation double that of the United States. The rate of
rofit in Egyptian industry is about 14-15 per cent, whilc in America,
in 1929, the poak year of prosperity, it was 7% per conk,

IMPERIALISM STRIVES TO KEEP EGYPT BACKWARD Sceing that imperialist

; capital desires to monopo=
lise the Egyptian market for its manufactured goods, and thc raw matcr-"
ials produced for its industries, it strives to hinder industrial devel-



opment there and especially the rise of a machine industry which would
make for economic independence. Seeing that the profits of imperialist
capital are dependent on the low wages paid to the Egyptian workers and
the low prices paid for the products bought from the peasant, imperiallem
is interested in keeping the countryside in the most backward condiltions,
so that it will be an inexhaustible reserve of labour power and cheap
raw materialse Imperialism is further intercsitsd in this for soclo-
political reasons; firstly because only baclwsr i, illitcrate, sick
masses dispersed in tiny villages far away froa onc another can be ruled
easily, and sccondly because the imperialist fifth column in tho colon=
12l countries, its most faithful agents, are tho foudal landlordss. Thus
imperialism is intricately involved in the agrarian qucstion.

THE AGRARIAN QUESTION Three=-quertors of the Arab population lives in

the country, subjugated to a tiny handful of big
landowners. 0e¢5 per cent of the landowmers have 37.1 por cont of all
the land, while 7047 per cent have only 12.4 por coent of the lande_
Three hundred and thirty-one mon have three times morc land than 1%
million poor peasants and therc aroc morc than 4 million land cultivators
who have no land of thoir own whatsoover, Orc plantation company alone
owns such a large arca of land as to omploy =5.000 workorse The king's
estatoe covers a similar arca, ard maintains o:out 30,000 small peasants,
A calculation of Emilc Minost, Director Genert' of Credit Foncier Egypt-
ien, a bank connected by meny tics with the cxisting cconomic and soeial
order, ard thercfore not likely to exaggerate thec cxtent of exploitation
of the masscs, gives the division of the net income from agriculturc as
follows:

per cent
To taxes 6ed
" large landowners 5646
" merchants 121
" follahcen 2850
100, 0

e e e st

Thus a fow thousand landowners reccive twico the sum that threc
million fcllehcen reccives On an avorage, & poor peasant defore the
war did not carn more than £7-8 a yoar. During the war his nominal in=
come rose, but the cost of living rosc more, and his real income thero=
fore decrcaseds The incomc of the agricultural werker was oven lowors
The daily wage of a male agricultural worker pefore the war was & plas=-
tors (7 1/5d.); of a fomale 2; and of a child 1-1%, and thoy wore sont-
enced to cxtended periods of uncmployment eversy year acd the scason of
work lasts 6-8 months, FEven a foreman did not receive more than £2 a
month, a clerk £3, and a cart driver £1 to &% 43 Od. Although during
the war wages about doubled, the cost of 1living rose by much more; and
there sre places where, ¢ven today, the wage ol a male agricultural
worker does not reach 1/= a daye

With such low incomes, the food position is obviously terriblec., As
a mattor of fact 1t is comparable only with that of the Indians, It has
been caleculated that the consumption of the average Egyptian, which is
of course much higher than that of the poor peasant worker, is only 46
per cent of the optimum in whoat, 25 per cent in sugar, 23 per cent in

——
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meat and fish, and 8 per cent in milk productse Furthermore, the
nutritional position is not improving, but steadily deteriorating.

The hard economic conditions of the masses impai? their health
very much and cause terrible mortality, as the following table shows
(1938):

Mortality per 1,000

England 11,6
Belgium 1340
Poland 1548
India 2445
Egypt 2644

Vortality of infants below &
vear to every 1,000 born alive

England 52
Belgium 73
Poland 140:
India 167
Egypt 163

Only India reaches the death rate of Egyptl

Besides "normal" deaths, famine and epidemics take their toll of
lifes Thus during 1944, malaria managed to wipe out tens of thousands
of fellaheen in Upper Egypt, whose bodies, weakened by continued hung-
er, were susceptible to the discase in its scverest fomm, Acoordigg
to one estimate which we may be sure is not exaggerated, 140,000 died
in the epidemic that year ("Al Ahram", April 14, 1944), Five hundied

workers of the land company Kom Ombo alcne, died ("Al Ahram", March 1,
1944).

Because of the poor conditions of health, the expectation of 1life
is very low, males 31 years, and females 36, In thc United Kingdom
the oxpectation of life is 60 ycars for a male and 64 for a fcmale.
Those who live to be adults are very wcak, Among those conscripted
from the villages in 1941, only 11 per cent wcre mcdically fit for
army services 90 per cent of Egypt's population suffers from trachoma,

o0 per cent from worm diseases, 75 per cent from bilharzia, 50 per cent
from ankylostoma,

Poverty is incvitably accompanicd by ignorance, which in Egypt
reaches fcarful dimensions. Some idea of its oxtent may be gained
from the very succinct remark of "EIL lMussawar", when it discussed the
results of the 1937 census (August 27, 1942): t"Wo have 30,000 holders

of dip%omas as against 14 millions wiio know nsither how to read or to
write.

Ignorance 1s the product of the exiating social system, and also
one of its pillars, and the ruling clags knows very well that the 1lle
iteracy of the masses is onc of the grcatest asscts of the regimo.
Thus a certain Egyption senator thanked God that his country took
first place in ignorance. ("4l ahram", July 7, 1944).
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Riches, pleasures and hilarity of some tens of thousands of Egypt-

jens and foreigners on the one hand, and hunger, diseasge and ignorance
of the millions on the other - this is the picture of agricultural Egyptl

THE PRESENT CONFLICT The ruling class of Egypt today tries to uese the
genuine and justified hatred of the Egyptian
people towards British imperialism in order to get full control over
the wealth of Egypt and the Sudan, thus becomlng the sole exploiters of
the two peoplese The weakening of British impcrialism all over the
world tempts them to this at the present time. British imperialism ro-
lies on its bayonets and on the help of French and Amcrican impericlisme
French imperialism has a direct interest in the quelling of any national
~revolt in Egypt, as 1lts present hold over the Arab countries of Tunisia,
Algeria and Morocco is very shaky. American irperialism, in tho intor-
ests of its world rule, cannot afford the disintegration of the British
end French empirese

It will not be to the advantage of the British working class if
British imperinlism amerg: the victor in Egypte. Morrison's policy nsan
bring it no berefit, as it has nothing to do with socialism, & rcally
Socialist British government would have carried out the followinzg wpcliey
It would first have withdrawn all the occupation forces from Eg7ynt and
the Sudani it would have renounced all its property rights in bosth coun-
tries; it would have called upon the industrial workers cmploycd Ly Briw
tish companies to take the factories and run them; 1t would have called
upon the hundreds of thousands of Egyptian and Sudanese agriculinral
workers omployed in the large British plantations to take over this pro=-
perty and run it ocither as cooperative enterprises, or if the majority
of them wishod, to divide it among thamselves. With the most important
industrial cnterpriscs under workers! control, and a large-scale agrarila
revolution, the demagogic King of the Casino, with his ontouragc of rieh
landlords and capitalists, would have found thomselves an object of the
people's hatred and angers Thc workers in the former British-ownsd en-
torprises would attract the rest of the Egyptian workers and peasantd
and would go forward to the establishment of a workera! and pcasanta!
governmente Such a government would be & truc and loyal fricnd of S0C=
{alist Britain, a reliablc antagonist of all {mperialist opprosscria,
American, French or Russiane. Thc signal would be given for soclalist
revolution in the Arab countries of the whole of North Africa, and iUs
repercussions would have beon widcspreadas

For seventy years British capitalpggploitcd the Egyptian maoscs
end supported its allics, the Egyptian landlordss The time is Tipo,
nay overripe, for the British workcrs to fight against thie exploiiatliol
and to gain millions of allies in the struggle for socialisw, asainst
imporialism and its wars for the division of the world, and for a
socialist peacce
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"TO OUR ENGLISH ® COMRADES,.."

(from "LA LUTTE", 1st September,
1951)

The rift between Stalin and Tito, which exposed the reac=-
tionary nature of Stalinism, brought about a rumber of splits
in the Stalinist Parties = in France, Germany, Italy, Belgium,
Norway, etc. The split-away organisations stand for a socw
ialist policy, independent of the two Power blocs. Thus the
"Socialist Review" has a lot in common with these tendencies,
and we shall try to establish an eéxchange of views, discuss=-
ions and a clarification of the path of revolutionary social-
ism, in the camp opposing both Washington and Moscow, -

One of the most important tendencies is that of the "Ind-
ependent. French Communists." In the last gencral elections”
(Junc 1951) although they put up only a small numbcr of cane=
didates and had but mecegre resourceg, they polled more than

.30 thousand votess ‘ |
7 In the coming issucs of our paper we shall publish articles
. from their paper, as well as from papers of other tendencics
.Which stand for independent, internationalist, working class
strugglec. :

"Following the visit paid to us over a month ago by manbers of the
English organisation, grouped around "Thc Socialist Revoew," of young
revolutionarics who are struggling against the opportunist betrayals
of the Labour leaders on the onec hand ami the betrayals of thc English
Stalinist leaders on theo other, friendly contact has bcen cstablished
with the lecaders of this tendency. They have recently sent us Compade
Cliff's document on the Soviet Union. A4s soon as tho translation of
this work is completed, we shall publish the text as a pamphlet and
extracts in "la Lutte.ﬁ Just as our young English comrades will, if
there is an opportunity, study and criticise our papers and our strug-
gle, we, for our part, will in an honost and fraternal way, give our
views on the struggle which they arc carrying oute We hope in this
way that the bonds of comradeship will be strengthened, Since we are
trying to establish the same relations with revolutionarics in Germ-
any, Belgium, Italy and various Central European countriecs, we can
today envisage the rapid development of international relations wih
tenderncies which, built up enew, will in future give birth to a gon-
uine international Movement based on the equality and independence
of all the constituent national groupse"

Sresescas
®20c 000
..l\l.
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THE_TSARIST FMPIRE THROUGH STALINIST EVES,

by Rogor Tenn-nt

For ~snerations Russian soacialigts and democrets thought Tsariast
Russia cizon of the peoples" eand Taarist iwussriclist opprosiion of
the Fo.i=s. iinng, Lithuanisng, Tathonians, Ulksainisng, Georgians, Armons
lans, Uzboika, Kazakha, etec., a most rcactionary force. Stalin's Russia
gives a diffcront teaching,

"Proppdaraniye istorii v ahlnlye" (liistory Teaching in School), No. 6,
Nove=Doce 1660, writecs: "s..co0czabtion by Ruosia represcnted the only
path of social-economic »nd c¢. ltural develogment and also sslvation of
national existence for tho pecoplos of thoe Cruecasus and Transcaucasus
threatoned with conquest by backward, foudal Turkey and Iran or with Cols
onial englevement by capitnlist Britain and France." "For the poople of
Transcaucasus...thc annexation by Russcis was the only means of saving
themseclves, procerving their ancicnt eulturcs and dcveloping cconomic=
ally and culturallyees"

"Voprosy istorii", No. 10, Oct. 1950 writcs: From the 15th conbtury
onwardg, the feudal monarchics of Turkey and Iran canducted a long and
stubborn strug:lc to seize various torritorics in the Caucasus,

Many Caucasinn peoplos, unable beceusce of their disporsed charactor,
to withatand foreipgn aggrossion, "sought salvetion and intorccssion from
the Russian state, turning to it for agsistonce and patronage"s In tho
middle of thc 16th century the Circassian (Kabardian) princcs appoalcd
to Ivan IV to give them Rugsinn citizenship and to protecct than from the
raids amd plundcerings of Turkey end the Turkish vassal, the Crimcan Khan,
The Transcaucasian peoples cstablished tics with Russia towards the ond
of the 15th century, and these tics wore strongthenced in proportion as
the military danger prosonted by Turksey and Iran incrceseds By their
actions against Turkey and Iran, "Russian troops often saved tho pooplos
of the Caucasus from militery danger " Iow well put! The Taarist troops
which occupicd the Caucasus saved it from military denger!

In the "Diplomatic Dictionary", Vol, II, thc article on Bogdan
Khmelnitsky, quoted by "Voprosy istorii', Yo. 2, Fobe 1251, rcads: "Sinco
it was unnble to form its own indecpondent stote, the Ukraine was faced -
with the cholcce of being absorbed by gontry Poland and the Sultan's Turs
koy, or coming undor Russia 'g rmilc, This lattcr prospcct, despite tho
fact that it mecant extending Tsarist autoeratic oppresslon to the Ukraine
was, in the glven historical circumstances, the best way out for the
pcople of the Ukraine., Khmelnitsky's groatness as statcsman and diplo-
mat .lay in his realisation of this historical nccessity and his stubborn
pursuit of this gal."

"Pravda" of July 2 0, 1951, comcs back to Khmelnitsky: "For many
vears the Ukraine bore the heavy yoke of foreign rule (Poland)s But
nothing could brcak the will of the frocdom=loving pcople, and they roso
to fight for their frecedome The Ukrainian pcople's long and stubborn
struggle against thelr enslavers was crowned with success - the Polish
gentry wore driven from the Ukrainian land. Bogdan Khmelnistky's deoeds
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as statesman and warrior became a glorious page in the history of the
liberation struggle of the Ukrainian people." Not a wvord about the
Russian gentry who enslaved the Ukraine! Not a word about the 200,000
Jews massacred by Kmmelnitsky to cement the annexation to Russial

v

"Literaturnaya Gazeta™ July 10, 1951, writes: "The annexation of
Kazakhstan by Russia, which took place in the 18th contury, was of pro=-
foundly progressive significances Thisg historic act was conditioned by
economic and political causes, by the entire course of historical dev-
elopment of the Kazakh pcople tormented by incessant raids of the feu=
dal states of the Moslan Easte It created the conditions for the nidh-
ty impact of Russian sconomy and culturc in Kazakhstan.

"The Kagalkh people made their historic choice wiscly and correctlys
At that timc, besides Rusasia, tho Kazalths could have fellen in tho bond-
age of Central Asiatic fhenatos backed by Zritaine, Not spurning any -
means, British capital crept up on Kazakh lands and resources, calcula=-
ting on rich gains"e "...the working people (of Kazakhstan) through
their daily exgerience, comprehended the advantages of 1life in a mighty
state, Ruszia.

The Kazekh pcople chose to be annexed by Tgarist Russial They pre-
ferred to be in "a mighty st-te"!

"Pravda", Dec. 26, 1950, wrote: "The annexation of Kazakhstan to
Rfssia began in the first third of the 18th contury and continued up to
the sixtics of the 19th ccnturye. The annexation was of profoundly pro=
gressive significances It determined the historical fate of Kazakhstan
and sccured the cconomic and cultural intecrcourse betweoen the Kagzakh
people and Russia"s, "The Kazakh working pcople were vitally intorested
in thc anncxation of Kazakhstan to Russial"

On the conquost of Georgla 150 yoears ago by Russia, "Pravda', Jan.
7, 1951, wrote: "The Georgian pcoplec are cternally gratoful to the groat
ﬁgssiﬂn pcople who oxtended the hand of aid to them in their most arduous
mca »

"Vestnik akademii nauk S3SR" (Horald of the USSR Academy of Scion-
ces), Dece 1950, criticiscs a numbor of books on the history of the
Kirghiz pcoplc for the following "crime": "Tho anncxation of Kirghizia
to Russia has been cquated with the conquests of the Manchu emperors am
the Kalmyk and Kokand Khans, which could not but lead to politically
poernicious conclusions..."

"Litcraturnaya Gazcta", Jan. 9, 1951, writocs: "The sottling of
Alaska by thc Russians bore a clearly marked labouring and democratic
character dissimilar to the trading and plundering colonisation of the
Anglo=S8axons who recruited their agonts from among tramps, adventurors
and criminals." This was said about the 18th-10th, ceptury!d In 1867 the
Tsar sold Alaska to the United States, an act of/@ﬁgcgtnlinist histor=
lans arc very criticals "The Tearist diplomats pursued a policy of con-
ceseions with respect to Russia's ovcerseas posscssions, In 1867, tak-
ing adventage of the woekening of Ruasia as a conscaquence of Tgariam's

(continucd on pe 25)
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|STALINIST RUSSIA -THE FACTS |

HOUSING IN RUSSIA

L

by T. Cliff

(from a series of articles appearing
in INTORMATION DIGEST in March, April,
Mazr, 1949)

(We publish here the fifth of a series nfarticles on Russia
with the object of bringing before the British workcrs the
real situation in 3talinist Russia, bassd on facts. The
worksrs in Britain sre becoming more and more uneasy about
what is taking place in Russia, and in order to answer these
growing doubts, the Stalinist Parties have poured out a
spate of lying propaganda about the situation in Russia.
Thesec articles are based entircly on official Ruscion mat~
erial and their accuracy cannot be challengede. Even when
other sources have been quoted, they have been checked with
the original Russian sourccs.)
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The concentration of the means of production in the hends of the
state, anmd their planned use, caused a tremendous risc in Russian pro=-
duction, notwithstanding thc mismanagemont, cmbezzlomont, otce., which
incvitably rcsult from the lack of dcomocracy ard any control by thoe
workers over the officials and mansgers, but becausce of the rulc of the
officials, thc maosscs grow no moterial benefits from the blg succcesses
of the plane Lot us oxemplify this by giving somec facts about the hou-
ging activity of Stalin's govermment in the same years that the annual

production of cecmont, the most important building material, about gquad-
ruplcd itsclf. .

In this article we proposc to show only the housing conditions of
the Russian masses undcer Stalin's rogires In the next article wo shall
show thc food and clothing situction, and in the onc following tho conw
ditions in schools, hecalth nnd social serviccs. ’

Whilc the urbon populntion incrcoased very rapidly during the Five
Yoar Plans, the burcaoucracy was not at 21l zcalous in its allocation of
worke rs, machines, end moterials to build houscs for the incronsed num=
ber of workoers. Whilc the Russian press was proclaiming Ruscials sup-
remacy over all othor countrics in tho sphorc of housc building, the
actual housing situation was for from inspiring, as the following table
gshowss
Yoars Urban Ponulation Total Floor Space Floor Space per Capitg

(in millions) T(million cqemctrs) (8qe motrs)
1927/8 26¢3 160.,0 6el
1032 3546 18541 Se2

1937 50.2 _ 211.9 4.2
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4,2 metres, or 44 sq. feet, is the average floor space per personl
And this includes not only the bedroom, but the passage, kitchen, bath-
room, lavatory, etcs Besides, we must not forget that the bureaucrats
have much more living space than the average, so that the masséds have
even less than this amount,

COMPARISON WITH ENGLAND In order to understand how little this is, we

must remember that in England "The Ministry
of Health normally allows a maximum of two people to & housc containing
only one room of 110 sqe fts, Or overe. The number allowed incrcases
with the number of such rooms, being 2, 3, 5, 73 and 10 for houscs up
to five rooms in size, This standard is now considered by many to be
too low." ("Facts for Socialists", 15th edition, Fabian publication,
March, 1944),

Thus English law, that of a capitalist country, does not pormit
less floor space por person than 55 sqg. fte (and this not including
kitchen, bathroom, lavatory, ctc.) if the housc has onc room, 77 sqe
ft. for a housc of two rooms, 66 sq fte for a house of threcc rooms,
57 sqe fte for o house of four rooms, armd 55 sqe. fte for a housc of
five rooms,

EFFECTS OF THE WAR The war causcd the housing situation in Russia to
deteriorate considerablys The German imperialid
army left 25 million pecople homcless (according to the Russian papors).
Faced with this acute situation, the Government promiscd the construc-
tion of housing space of 84 million sq. mctres in the Fourth Five Yecar
Plan (1946-50), This would give a little locss than 3¢5 metrcs per cap=
ita to the homeless population. But lot us not too readily assume that
even this meagre plan was roaliscd, We rust remember that the houscw-
bullding quota of the First Five Year Plan was 53 million sqe. motres;
actually only 25,1 million sqs motrcs were builte The Sccond Fivo Yoar
Plan promised.64 million Sqe motreg; only 26,8 werce built. At the same
time the urban populrtion inecrcased much morc than the plan laid down,

Tho Russian papers, which do not give any figures sunming up hous=
ing activity on a netional scale, novertheless do publish lctters, and
many small ncws items and articles showing the terrible ncglect provail-
inge £ fow eoxampleos will show this,

Tho paper "Trud", of 2nd April, 1946, tclls us that in the prove
ince of Krivoi Rog the following is the picturc of housing: 43 iron
mines arc already in opcration, armd another 15 will bo put into oporaw-
tion before the cnd of the ycar; the number of workcrs in the mincs is
bigger than it was before the war, ard in addition thorc are thousands
of temporary workers busy rebuilding the destroyed plants; furthermorc,

two-thirds of the dwelling houses of the district worc destroyecd or
very heavily demaged,

Despite allfthis, building nctivity is almost non-cxistont. Evon
wherec houscs arc begun, their completion is always long overdue, beccause
of the lack of windows and doors, the Impossibility of finding hinges
and othor ossential parts. The local brick factory, whosc output, ace=
ording to the Plan, should have been 16,000,000 bricks in 1945, produccd
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only 6,000,000s The tile factory, whoée output should have been 600,600,
supplied only 54,000 tiles of Very poor qguality,

Accor’ing to "Trud" of 30th Merch, 1946, in the coal trust, Molotov,
theahous;ﬁ% plan was realised only 50 per cents The situstion as regards
sanltary ~nd health arrangements is also vsry bads Of the budget ann-
ounced for loans to individual miners to build their own houses, only a
fifth was distributed, and only a half of the latter sum was spent, as
it was impossible to find building materials,

QUALITY OF HOUSES  "Trud" of 23rd March, 1946, says that in the Elcctroe=
Steel Factory, a new housc was built for the workers = containing twelwvo
flatse Those lucky enough to get a flat here, found great difficu lty

in moving in, as the passage and steirway were so narrow, that the fure
niture could not be got throughe The ovens werc out of order and cons-
umgd an inordinate amount of fuel. The gtoves had place for only onc
PCTe

'The correspondent of "Trud" who visitod the new house says that it

looked old and dilspidated. The walls and ovens were full of cracks,
and the plaster was alrsady falling off,

POWERS OF THE MANAGERS The same paper says that the machine factory

of Dniepropetriovak recoived prefabricated parts
for the workers' houses., But the Director of the factory took the buil-
ding workers oOff the construction of workers'! houses, and put them to
work building & house for himgelf, In the meantime many of the pre=
fabricated parts disappcared - nobody knows whereo,

In a letter to the paper "Trud" a Red Army soldier's wife comp-
lains that while four people live in one room, the payments for the froom
are shockingly high and without any stability. For instancge, in Jane
vary they paid 28 roubles for heating, while in February they paid 148
roubles, The management of the house claimed that the price of fucl
rose very much, but the paper proves that the managoeuent was to be
blamed, having wasted the moncy of the tenants owing to its lack of
accounting skill, or other, worse reasons, ("Trud", 8th April, 1946).

In such a situation it is very casy to undorstand what o trameadous
weapon the Director of a factory or minc has at his disposal if, as an
Order of the Commissariat of Labouwr of 26th November, 1932, allows him
Po do, he can take the worker's living quarters away from him as a
punishment for any misdemeanouwr or disobedicnce, determincd arbitrarily
by the manoger himsclf,
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WHAT!S BEHIND THE PURGES IN THE UKRAINES?

by Vse Folix

. .lecased by VPERED, Westcrn Germany, July, 1951.
‘/ERED is the¢ organ of the Ukrainian socialist rove-
olutionary movement published by its mombsrs in omi=
gration, rccording the thinking and activitics of tie
revolutionary socialist, anti-Stalinist resistance
movement in the Ukraines )

The Rugsian Stalinist pross has agein announced a now attack on
Ukrainian "nationalists" in tho Ukraince. Tho Central Committec of the
C.P. of Ukraine, scvcral district committoocs, cditorial boards of the
central papers, cultural and sciontific inctitutions, and prom%nontqper“
sonalities have bcon gharply criticized for "deviations! The Kremlin's
attack on such g bilg scale is the first in the last five postwarnyoars.
It is tharefore of gserious significance, and needs somc explanation.

I

May 24, 1945, was the date which should be reckonod as the begin-
ning of the era of unconccaled Stalinist Great Russian nationalisme On
that day Stalin himsclf, speaking beforec the asscmbly of gonorals and
officers of thc army. announced for the first time that the Russians

"are the most ominent natior of all the nations which constitvute the
Soviet Union," and that the "Russian pcopless.eis the 1oadlng”£orco of
the Sovict Union among all the other pcoples of our country. (CT

I.V. Stalint "On the Great Fatherland War of the Soviet Union", Moscow,
1249, page 197).

OPEN RUSSIAN CHAUVINISM  From that timc on, the Stalinist pross and all
thé¢ publications were overflowing with propage-
anda for Russian nationalismes For instance, we quote a couple of cx=
amples from quite rccont publications:

"The Great Russian people have beon generally rocognized by

all the pconles of the Soviet Union as the leading force in

the country." ("Pravda" cditorial, "Under the Banner of an

Unshaken Friendship of Fsoples," April 13, 1951),

"Me arrival of a new ora in the history of mankind is

connected with Russia and the Russian pcople." ("Komsomol=

skaya Pravda", editorial, January 24, 1951).
Note that thc words "Russia" and the "Russian people" are never used in
Stalin's ompire to mean the USSR ard tho people of the USSR, as thoy
are commonly used in the U.3. There they refer only to the "Russien
Foderated Republic," one of the 15 republics constituting the USSR, and
to the 90 million Russians of this rcpublic, out of the 200 million ine
habitants of the USSR. Besides the CGreat Russians, there arce 181 othor
peoples within the USSR,

"The groatest significance in the development of the nat-

ional cultures of the peoples of the USSR is posscssed by

the Russian languagce It has a grecat uniting and oducat-

ional roles It should be clear to everybody that without

a kniowledge of the Russian language it is impossible to
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become a highly cducated end culturcd man." ("Narodnoye Obrae
zovaniye", No. 8, August 1950 = the organ of the Ministry of
Educationi.

GENOCIUDE Tho nationalist course hes been pushed in all aspects
of 1ife in 3talinland, Zhdenov's attack on the "cosmopolitans" in cul-
tural 1lifc was in reality an attack against the Rugsian intcrnational-
istss Later came anti-Semitism amd "pogroms" against the Jewish intcll-
igentsias Then came the attacks on the historians of the Central Asia=
tic republics and the purge of Russian historians who wrote the history
of the Ukraine and the Caucasus. The rcbirth of the Great Russian Or-
thodox Church and the glorification of the tsarist generals, an announce=-
ment that all the scientific discoverics in the world were made by Russ=-
ians, the now All=Union hymn with the words "all the peoples of the Un~
lon are once and forcver united by Great Rugsia", otc., etc, - all these
followed in the post-war ycears.,

4t the same time there was a real occurrence of genocidece The
following non-Russian regions of the Union were totally liquidated:
(1) Checheno-Ingush Autonomous Republic; (2) Crimean Autonomous Repube
lic, Tatar population only; (3) Kalmuck Autonomous Republic; (4) Volga~-
German &utonomous Republic; (5) Balkarian Autonomous Republic; (6) Kara=-
chayev Autonomous District; (7)Kyzlar Naetional Region; (8) FPopulation
of Adygey Autonomous District; the district exists still but now with a
Russian population; (9) National minorities of Taman Region.

The native population of these nine areds have been entirely re=
settled in Siberia and their territories inhabited by Russians, t the
same time therc took place several mass deportations from the Baltic
republics and the Ukraine to Siberias

11

RUSST ANS DISAFFRCTED This time the discontent in the party amd appar-.

atus does not go along the lines of the former
party oppositions of the '20's and early !'30's, This time it is a ques-
tion of discontent inside the bureaucracy itself., It goes along the
lincs of tho gquestion of nationalities and from there it goes cn to all
other questions. The regional and provineial burcaucracics in the gov=
crnments and party committees of the national republics arc not sa?ls-
fied with the growing centralism of Moscow, which infringes on their
power and position in society.

The important issue is that though this now opposition stgrts f?om
the question of nationalities, it is very often not native=national in
essenccs, The Russian-majority Central Committee of the CeFe of the
Ukrainec has now becn accused of lack of viﬁilﬂnce toward the growing
Ukrainian nationalism. The "Pravda Ukrainy, the Russian central paper
in the Ukraine, hes bcen accused of the same deviation. Several secre-
tarics of party district committees recently attacked arc also Russlans,
The same course of ovents is now taking place in other republicse. Scv-
eral months ago membors of the govermment of tho Baltic republics who
were dismisscd were accused of Titoism, among them several Russianss
The purge of the Azerbaidjan CeP. swept from the central posts not only
the native bureaucrats but the Russian oncs too.
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ONE-WAY LOVE But the national schism does not limit itself to the party
: bureaucracy only. Among the technicians and direc?org of
gseveral big industrial enterprises in the Ukraine and Central Asiatic
republics there took place recently new dismissels, without any clear
explanations and despite the fact that the enterprises did fulfil  the
plan and all the obligationse

The Moscow authorities have officially found the source of growing
nationalism in the cultural field, here was recently held in Moscow a
performance about Ukrainian culture called "The Ukrainian Decadel The
Moscow officials were present and found it "nationalistic! Right after
that, the attack upon the Ukrainiaen cultural workers began,

The strongest complaints in the Russian prces arose over a pocm by
the Ukrainian poet Volodymyr Sosiura, a long-time member of thp party,
several timcs decorated wi th orders, an old mane In his poecm "Love the
Ukrainey which has been "roprinted meny times in the whole pressy he ad-
dresses himself to the Ukrainian youth and says: "Young men! It is impos-
sible to love the other peoples without loving your own! Moscow got fur-
lous and hopping mad at that phrases It is now permissible only to
love the Russian peoplcs

¥ ¥ )

But neither of thess oppositions inside the bureaucracy and mnong
the cultural workers is an organized onee It is only the result of dis-
content caused by the post-war Stalinist policies,

However, there are some indications now avallablc that the Moscow
organs of the party consider these oppositionists as an organized group
inside the party. The Moscow rulers call then"cordonizatory} that is,
those who want to sstablish the frontiers and rclations betwcen the Ruse-
slan and Ukreinian republics, This name, however, 1s not an official
one, it is used only insidec the party. The cordenizatory exist cspoc-
lally in the highest strata of the party, among thesc who dare to talk
more or less freely, Their strength is not yet known, howevers

OPPOSITION IN IENINGRAD? Some kind of opposition has comec into cxisteonece

in Russia too. In Leningrad there are strong an=
ti-Stalin feclings in the regional party committee nows. Thore ig now some
testimony available from people who claim thoy have reed certain oppoasit=
lonist publications of the Leningrad party group. The Ukrainlan condoniz-
atory are being supnorted by the Leningrad group. Stalin's surpricing o=
greement to stand as candidate in the election for the Supreme Sovict of
the Russian Federated Republic in February in 1951 in Leningrad (previous-
ly he had always becn eleccted from Moscow) could be explaincd by his wish
to calm the oppositionist feelings of the capital of the revelution.

However, in spite of these inner contradictions in the party, the
Stalinists up till now did not intend to carry out any kind of goneral
purge of the party, C€re were somc individual dismissals from the
leading party posts even in Leningrad (A, Kuznetzov sand P, Popkov) and
in several other centers, but there has been no general purgce All of
Stalin's dissatisfaction with his lower bureaucrats has been limited
only to inner=party criticism,

¢



Ehe recent announcement in the "Bolshevik" requesting a "security
check” has as its aim the strengthening of the power of the diastrict
committees over the rank-and-file members only. The absence of any
purge on a big scale, as well as the twelve years! delay of the party

congress (the last was held in 1939) indicates that there really exists
some kind of uneasy situation inside of the Stalinist bureaucracy.
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(contd. from pe 18) celeat in the Crimean War, the United States
bought Alaska for a paliry sum, 5 cents a hectare." What a shame for
Tsarism - giving up Russia's risghts over her "labouring and democratic"
colony, and only for "l cents a hectare."! T

If the constructiiosn cf the Tsarist Fmpire was a progressive step,
obviously every national morement of liberation from Tsarist Ruasis is
to be attackeds Thus the liurid rcbels who rose against Russia in the
gaucasus (1850'5~1850's) led by Shamil, were declared reactionary by
"Prepodavaniye istorii v_Shkolye" (History ®achinzin the School), No.

6, Nove-Dece 1950, The Xazakh national revolt of 1820-40 is likewizo
called reactionary: "retarding the annexation (to Russia) it was cont=-
rary to the hopes of the advanced scction of Kazakh society." ("Pravda",
Dec. 26, 1950)s The Uzbek revolt of 1898 against Russia was reactionary
because 1t "would have thrown the Fergana Valley back to the Middle

Ages, to the times of the rule of the Khans." ("ILiteraturnaya Gazecta",
Fobe 1, 1951)s What an argument for Mussolini against the opposition

of thc Abyssinian Rasesl

Stalin, the builder of the biggest Rugsian empirec that has cver
existed, cannot but be cympathetic to his Tsarist forerunncrse. He who
oppre 8ses the natlonal opuosition of Kostov, Rajk, Gomulka and trics =
ocven if unsuccessfully - %o suppress the national indepondence of Yugo-
slavia, can not but censiler with hatred the "Tito's" who fought the
Moscow Tsars of past centirics.

The Stelinists the worid over rcpeat again and again that overy
man, group, nation, must cnoose between Washington and Moscow, that you
cannot be indcecpendent of bothe How natural it is for them to describe
the past history of Kazakhstan as a choice between Britain and Russia,
of the Caucasian peoples as a choicce between Turkey and England on the
one hand and Russia on thc others The working people know "the advantage
of being in a mighty state", amd the question for them is only which
shark to be swallowed up byl

oo
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SHOP WORKERS REBEL
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by Poroy Downey

The strike of the employses of the South Wales concerns of_George
Je Mason, which is a subsidiary of the International Tea Company,
nemely the Direct Trading Co. Ltd., Star Supply Co. Ltde., George J.
Mason Ltd., Thomas Taylor & Co,,Ltd. (Port Talbot and Swansca), Deyer»
all and Pawley Ltd., (Penarth), 0.G. Jones (Llandaff and North Cardiff,
Treberth Stores (Royal Osk and Newport) ended in the greatest success
ever achieved by workers in the privatc trade scction of distribution,

The dispute arosec over the rofusal of George J» Mason to nog9tiato
with the Union of Shop, Distributive and 4Allicd workers. The striko
was supportcd by the union, and was tho iirat official stoppago since
the ropoal of Order 1305, Five hundred grocery workors s?ruck, closigg
82 shops in the groatost act of solidarity cnd determination cver chown
by shop workcrs in privatc trades In an coffort togbcttcrgth01r inado=
quate wages, thoy threow down the gauntlet to onc of t@o biggecst mult-
iplc stores in the world, The Wages Council ratcs paid by the Company
were as followss

Aac Males Females

2 £ & d L 8 d
15 years 1174 6 1:dls 'O
16 O 2, 1, 6 1,15, 0
7 A 2¢ Te 6 1.18, 0
s " 2el%. B B, % 0
9 " 3. 6. 6 2,13, 0
ego " 5:18. & 2,18, 0
g1 " 4,13, 6 e Ty 6
g3 . " 4,17, 6 Bs De B
gs. © By 1y B 3.124 6
g4 ® 50 5¢ 6 3el7e O

What misorable wages! 4nd this very firm, the Intornational Tea Come
pany, had made a trading profit of £1,817,917 in the financial yoar
onding April 1951 (an incrocsc of about £600,000 on the provious yoar))
which cnabled them to pay an ordinary dividend of 16%. i

Various mcans wore tricd to intimidate the strikerse Onc of the
dircctors from ¢he firm's Birminghem hcadgquarters intervicwed
© ach striker individually, inforuing cach in turn that so and
80 had agreed to start work n tho morninge Many of thc managers live
in the firm's flats asbove thc shops, and in the managoer's abscnce his
wifc was visited snd throatonod with cviction, the loss of her husband!'s

JOb, ctcs But all to no avails The strikers hold firm, not onc broke
the ranks,

An intorecsting featurc of the strike was tho part playcd by the
customerses Decapitc the difficultics cauzed.by rationing, all supported

o
the strikcrs by sceuring cmergeney ration cards and buying their groccr-
ies from other firms,
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The firm attempted to brcak the strikoe by scnding inspoctors to
South Walcs from other parts of the countr- to open the shops.e _Again
tho mllitant actions of the strikers cansced them to register failurcs
In onc instance where a shop was kept opcnn by & blackleg manager, fifty
workers stood outside calling on him to come oute He rotroated in
shemo to a back rooms Thoy noxt called upon the throo girls working
in the shop to join them, and aftor a fow minutes tho thrco gir;s did
leave the shop and join the strikers. Blacklecg shops wore pickoted and
apoeals made to customers to boycott thems Many strikers travelled
distances of ninety milcs to picket shops,

The minc workers, rrilway and transport workers rallied to tho
support of the grocery workors by taling collections at the pit heads,
end rofusing to carry goods to the black chiopse Labour Partics and
Trodes Councils up and down the country supported the strikers by
calling upon their membors to write to the firm in question condemning

its rofusal to ncgotiante with the workcrs! union.

The culminating point of the disputc come when the Birmingham
group of shops and tho warchouse in lLondon, ecmploying 500 workcrs,
voted to go on strike in supvort of the Bruth Walos workerse The firm
goeve in, and e little bofore midnight on Septombor 13th, at the Ministry
of Labour headourrtors in Loninn, aftor nine tonse hours of non-stoep
ncegotintions, agrcement was reached, which gave substantial wage in-
crcascs to all shop workers cmployed by the International Tea Eompany.
Managers got £1 per wook incrcoase and managorcsscs 15/-3 mele nssistants
of 24 years of agc got an increzse of 14/6 and female assistants of tho
same age 12/-« Corresponding ineresses above Wages Council ratcs wero
given for all other agos.

This importent dispute rcceived very little publicity, cven the
left wing prcss almost igncring ites But therec is no doubt about its
importance as an indication of the way the wind was blowings Thoso
comparatively conscrvative workors, whom it is very difficult to organ=
ise, as they work in small numbers over a scatiered area, and the maj=
ority of them arc women, many married, acted a&n a most militent manner,
even going to other parts of the country and spcaking to aundiosaces for
the first time in their lives.

The solidarity and success of the shop workers, supported by the
miners and railway and transport workers, was an inspirstion to the
whole working class movementy and a warning to the capitalist class of
the rcscrve potential of tho workors,
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