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| lation and appeal.

-keep it up.

L gaining -in v
strength as workers gain in

| militancy and experience.
To this end we are turn-
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Dear Readers,
We haven't always been
like this. One year ago the

SOCIALIST - REVIEW was a

small paper in size, in circu-
But one
year ago, under the pressure

" of events in Suez and Hun-

gary, feeling the demand

- growing for a paper that

stood for international
socialism, independent of
the blocs ruled either from
Washington or Moscow, we
took the plunge and in-
creased our size by 300 per

5 CENL.

At first it was difficult to
But we won
through. Our readership has

- doubled over the last twelve

months.

The time has come to
plunge again. The Tories
attacks, the sharpening in-
dustrial struggle, the attempt
to sacrifice full employment
to the needs of the City—
all these, and more, make
the need for a fighting organ
greater day by day.

We hope to provide this
organ. We hope to become

~.one of the clarions in the

class -struggle in Britain,
n  volume and

ing into a fortnightly next

“year. Help us. Send articles,

money, orders. Write more,
pay more, sell more. Build
the - fortnightly SOCIALIST
REVIEW; lay the basis for a
weekly one.
Yours fraternally, -
- EDITOR.
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SIXPENCE

Now is the time to

1957 1s ENDING, and with it a period
in British working class history. “The
important domestic development of the
past ten days . . .,” writes the bosses’
organ, the Economist (November 9),
“ . .is that the Government has made
plain its view that the nation would be
better served this winter by standing
up to strikes, rather than by giving way
to inflationary wage settlements.” The
private employers “are ‘saying,”
according to another of their organs,
that “ strikes are not necessarily a
national disaster and are less disastrous
than surrender ” (Times Annual Finan-
cial Commercial Review, Novem-
ber 13). |

There is nothing new in the words.
We've heard them before. But the
tone is different. There is a hardness

" in the air, a mood we haven't felt for

a long time,

And they are organized.  Private
capital in engineering, in building,
everywhere, is limbering up.  State
capital has already struck the first blow
and rejected a wage award granted to
health workers by their arbitration
body. And the Government, their
government, is deploying their forces,

instructing their troog:z in the strategy

and tactics of class struggle.

They are organized. Are we? Must
we allow them to pick time, place and
victim? What plans have been made
to spread the strikes that the bosses
are touching off? Where is our alter-
native to their combined power 1n
industry and government?

It is no good waiting for the top to
move first. Transport House is not
known for its mobility. The TUC 1s
rusty with * responsibility.” The British

‘workers must build an alternative in

the localities. We must, as Comrade

“| am not here, then as the accused; | am here as the accuser of capitalism

WAGE WAR AGAINST
CAPITALISM

and its H-BOMB

adds Clir. W. Albrighton, Greenwich

LAST MONTH I resigned from the Civil Defence Committee of Greenwich Borough
Council. I did so because nothing I had learned during my sixteen months’
membership of that Committee was sufficient to change my firm opinion that
the only defence against nuclear weapons is a political campaign. I quit because
I am convinced that the civil defence recruiting campaign currently being

-defence of standards, every
‘Tory policy. The bosses attack where

conducted is hypocrisy and humbug, deliberately designed to lull the popula-

tion into a false sense of security.

A good case in point is the ninepenny
pamphlet, “The Hydrogen Bomb,”
issued by the Home Office last month.
With a facade of coloured pictures
and a jazzed-up lay-out, it aims at
convincing people that vacuum-
cleaners and whitewashed windows
can do what the Minister of Defence

‘himself admits is impossible: provide

the people of Britain with defence in
the event of an H-bomb attack.

Let us examine briefly what this
pamphlet has to offer for the protec-
tion of the civil population. After
assuming that a ten megaton bomb is
most likely to be used (a “ conserva-

Heffer points out in an article on page
2, revive the Trades and Labour
Councils and make them the organs of

class defence where each can be helped
by all.

And their task? and the task of
every other working class organ? To
support fully, with every weapon in the
armoury of solidarity, every strike in
| strike at

they are strongest ; we must counter-
attack where we have power—in the
factories.

tive” estimate?) the pamphlet then
describes what happens when the bomb
is exploded. The chain of events is
now so well known it is not necessary
to repeat them here, except to remind
readers that total or irreparable dam-
age up to five miles and severe dam-
age up to 13 miles can be expected.

A slit trench covered with a few
feet of earth will give best protection
from blast and radiation, we are told.
So come on Dad, out with that spade,
and you'd better make the trench com-
fortable because you may have to stay
there a few days.

Of course, if you're unlucky enough
to be within five miles of the bomb
you will probably stay there for ever.

Other *“helpful hints” such as
whitewashing windows, switching off
gas and electricity, filling bath and
buckets with water, etc., are offered
by the pamphlet. Presumably the
enemy is going to behave like a gen-
tleman and wait until these chores are
completed before exploding his H-
bomb. These and other fatuous sug-
gestions are liberally  sprinkled
throughout this ninepenny * Funny
Wonder.”

[Turn to back page

dripping with blood from head to foot.”

These words are taken from a speech made from the dock by John MclLean
when charged with sedition during the first world war. His closing words were :
- *“ No matter what your accusations against me may be; no matter what reser-
vations you keep at the back of your head, my appeal is to the working class. |
appeal exclusively to them because they and they only can bring about the time
when the whole world will be in one brotherhood, on a sound economic founda-
tion. That, and that alone, can be the means of bringing about a reorganisation

of society. That can only be obtained when the people of the world get the

world, and retain the world.”
John McLean stood out against war. He supported every effort of the workers

to secure higher wages. He took part in the rent fight of 1915, He organised

the unemployed. He helped the miners.

Next month, Harry McShane, friend and disciple of the great revolutionary,

writes:in memory of his death just over 34 years-ago.
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MANY YEARS AGO, Robert Blatchford,
through his paper, Clarion, issued a
small pamphlet on what the functions
of Trades and Labour Councils should
be. His work was a pioneering one,
but retains an amazing freshness even
to-day. = The conception developed,
was one of Trades and Labour Coun-
cils being the local fighting unit of
the workers’ movement.

It must be admitted that although
at certain historical moments, Trades
Councils have come close to that con-
ception as, for example, during the
1926 General Strike, today they are
in danger of becoming mere talking
shops, places where steam is let off,
without any real influence.

There are two types of Trades

Councils. The purely industrial one,
which is considered by the TUC as its.

local agent, and the Industrial and:

Political Trades Councils, which are
both TUC instruments, and City or
Borough Labour Parties. These joint
bodies, include not only TU delegates
but also delegates from the Co-opera-
tive Party, the Labour Teachers, Uni-
versity Labour Clubs, Poale Zion, the
Socialist- Medical Association, the
Fabian Society, and other bodies.

Conference curtain ?

To-day, some of these bodies are
threatened by the decision taken at the
Labour Party Conference, that City
Labour Partles should meet only quar-
terly with two. special meetings in
addition.

This decision coupled with the rum-
our that certain leading Trade Union
figcures would like even industrial
Trades Councils to have less meetings
or eliminated altogether, should make
all those active in Trades Councils sit
up and take notice, and to act before
it 1s too late.

The danger in all working-class or-
ganizations is over-centralization with
a bureaucracy resting on the backs of
the lower bodies. That danger exists,
and to some extent is already there, in
relation to the Trades Council move-
ment.

Initiative imm below is being gra-
dually stifled, and increasingly the
position is that Trades Councils are
expected to act on circulars from
above, rather than the General Coun-
cil of the TUC act on instruction, and
requests from below. Federations of
Trades Councils and Trades Councils
themselves are discouraged from mak-
ing any move, which has not first got
the approval of the General Council.

I could give a number of examples
when the TUC officials have discour-
aged Conferences and other action.
The agenda of the Annual Conference
of Trades Councils is so designed that
the most controversial issues are kept
off, with the result that the conference
in the main is as dull as ditch-water.

Sometimes delegates are able to en-
liven it by challenging the TCICC’s
(the leading committee, elected half by
the conference and the other half ap-
pointed from the General Council)
report by reference back, but usually
these are small sparks in a dying fire.

It would appear that an attempt is
being made by the leadership to con-
vert Trades Councils into mere rubber-
stamps. If this is carried out success-
fully, Trades Councils will die, as no
organization can live unless it is able
to express itself not only by resolu-
tions, but also able to act on decisions
taken.

The General Council places great
emphasis on Trades Councils partici-

ERIC HEFFER,

Socialist Review

EC Member, Lancashire Federation of Trades Councils,

EC Member, Liverpool Trades Council and Labour Party,
shows the

NEXT STEP FOR TRADES COUNCILS

pating in productivity councils, and
supporting Civil Defence, also on the
need to ensure nominations for Hos-
pital Management Committees, Nat-
ional Assistance Tribunals and Road
Safety Committees, etc., but do not
encourage Trades Councils to show
local initiative in relation to strikes,

- rent struggles- and demonstrations.

I do not deny that nominations to
Assistance Tribunals, Hospital Man-
agement Committees, etc., are import-
ant, but they ought not to be the
Trades Council’s main function.

TCs—our weapon

Trades Councils, precisely because
they are made up of delegates from
most workers’ organizations in a loca-
lity, are of vital importance in the
struggle for socialism. They can and
should be the local workers’ parlia-
ments, and unlike Westminster not
merely talking-shops, but co-ordina-
tors of the workers’ struggles in a
locality. They should give a lead on
all issues facing the workers (rents, un-
employment, efc.) and should be re-

sponsible, for example, for organiz-

ing Tenants’ Committees, calling
Rent Demonstrations, and linking up
the struggle on rents with the factories
directly. They can be the body which

‘brings shop-stewards committees clo-

ser to the Tenants’ Associations and
the initiative should not be left to those
outside the official movement.

Trades Councils, should together
with bodies like the Confederation of

Shipbuilding and Engineering Un-
ions, the NFBTO, the Furnishing

workers.

Trades Federation, etc., have the
power to call a local stoppage when
this is required in order to fight any
particularly vicious act of local em-
ployers or as part of a national cam-
paign on a specific issue.  During
strikes they should not confine them-
selves to issuing tcollecting sheets, but
organize assistance in every poss:hle
way, by assisting to man the picket
lines, organizing food supplies etc. In
times of great industrial struggle,
Trades Councils as in 1926, can quick-
ly become the organs of working-class
power, but unless the trend towards
bureaucracy is defeated, their power
to act constructively may be lost as
was the case of local bodies in Ger-
many where the national leaders stif-
led the local organizations but were
themselves too cowardly to act, which
led to such disastrous results.

At a time when the employers’ offen-
sive, ably assisted and to some extent
directed by the Government, is now
under way against the workers, the
role of Trades Councils becomes of
greater importance.

Trades Councils can be the restram-

g hand on those leaders whose whole
ou_tlook is dominated by a policy of
class collaboration.

Trades Councils, must demand
greater recognition in the workers’
movement, by insisting on having dir-
ect representation at the Annual Con-
ference of the TUC. This occurs in
Scotland and is a right which was
once held by Trades Councils in Eng-
land and Wales also. After all Trades
Councils were responsible for the or-
ganization of the TUC. They should

also demand, as an interim measure,
that the Annual Conference of Trades
Councils have greater power, and that
the agendas be more controversial,
with items included on the agenda even
if the TUC have already taken a deci-
sion at Congress. A standing orders
committee should be elected from the
conference itself.

Trades Councils must have the right
to be joint bodies, or purely industrial,
according to local feeling, and must be
allowed to meet as often as they wish.
This must not be determined either at
General Council level or NEC Labour
Party level.

Organs of struggle

They must become what they were
intended to be, organs of struggle,
which embrace all sections irrespec-
tive of craft or industry. They should
broaden out, and invite the Tenants’
Committee, Old Age Pensioners’ As-
sociations and such like bodies, to par-
ticipate in their work, and fight for
this to be officially accepted.

At all times they must watch over
the workers’ interests by ensuring pro-
per representation on all committees
possible, but should reject participa-
tion in production and civil defence
drives and anything which smells of
class collaboration.

They must take up seriously the
problem of non-umionism, and over-
come all sectional interests, in the
interests of all. In the fields of youth
and women in particular, much re-
mains to be done.

(continued next page )

The Ford Management is working for a showdown with the well-organised Briggs
This is the culmination of a long, bitter campaign; but it is also an indi-
cation of the type of struggle facing workers in general.

This article, written by

FRED TINSLEY, a toolmaker at Briggs who was on the Negotiating Committee
and Works Committee for seven years, gives the background to the present situation.

THE FACTS

BRIGGS

By Bro. Fred Tinsley

SINCE the lurid pronouncements of the Cameron report, and the subsequent
national publicity, the happenings at Briggs Motor Bodies ceased to be of any
interest to the newspaper world until a letter was sent to the Times by one of
the Briggs workers indicating possible future trouble in regard to the Ford

standardization proposals.

The current agitation can best be
understood when seen against the
background of events at Dagenham.
Until the Ford takeover of the
Briggs concerns the Briggs workers
had one of the most unique organiza-
ations in the country. The old Briggs
management, acting as a caretaker or-
ganization for the principle sharehol-
ders in Detroit, recognized the Trade

Unions in their establishment at a
purely local level. This meant that
under procedure agreement there

were only two stages ‘of negotiation,
first, the Shop Stewards Negotiating
Committee, and second the District
Officials of the London District of
The Confederation of Shipbuilding and
Engineering Unions.

Local negotiations

Faced with a phalanx of progres-
sive local Trade Union officials the
management found that there was
nothing to be gained by taking any
question to the final stage of proce-
dure so on most questions in dispute
agreement was usually found at the
shop-stewards level. Wage claims
affecting 10,000 workers and other
major items were negotiated at this

level so that the Briggs workers esta-
blished comparatively short nego-
tiations and the negotiators were rank
and file workers elected for the job
and under democratic pressure to ob-
tain the best results for their fellow
workers.

Ford moves in

On the death of old Walter Briggs,
it was decided to sell the majority
shareholdings in the company. The
Ford company had been quite con-
tent to let the Briggs concern produce
their car bodies for them at what were
very competitive prices but faced with
the possibility that one of their larg-
est competitors might step in and
purchase the plant they made an offer
of 6 dollars for every 1 dollar original
Briggs share plus shares in the Ford
Motor Company. In this way the old
Briggs shareholders got a handsome
return for their money, Ford got a
plant at bargain prices, and the Briggs
workers were left to face a formidable
employer who had secured from nat-
ional trade union officials a more fav-
ourable (for him) procedure agreement
and working conditions agreement
than that which existed in the Briggs

factories.

Since then there has been a con-
stant round of negotiations with the
Ford management endeavouring to get
trade union agreement for their pro-
posals. At the first stage a compro-
mise was effected and a procedure
agreement alone was established leav-
ing the question of working conditions
to a later stage. The procedure agree-
ment, which covered all Ford factor-
1es, was a considerable improvement on
previous Ford agreements. - Despite
this arrangement the Ford Company
never lost sight of their objective and
during the last three years of negotia-
tions have not been prepared to amend
any of the conditions they wish to
impose on the Briggs workers.

The conditions

These conditions include the loss of
stipulated washing time (5 minutes at
lunch and end of shift); loss of after-
noon teabreak, inability of workers to
hold meetings during meal breaks, the
lowering of craft differentials within
a new wages structure, and the im-
posing of compulsory overtime. TIn
an endeavour to gain acceptance of
these anti-trade union conditions Ford
dangles the bait of wage increases for
the lower paid workers in the Briggs
factories. Like all workers the Briges
lads are not averse to accepting

[continued next page]
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In order to develop closer links with
workers in other countries, Trades
Coungcils should develop the movement
for a two-way exchange of delegations
from all countries, particularly Wes-
tern Germany, France and Italy, also
the Colonial countries.

Trades Councils must increase their
political consciousness and should
clarify their attitude om all political
issues, even if they are purely indus-
trial bodies. The General Council dis-
cuses political issues, from internation-
al affairs, the H-Bomb, to pensions

and the Rent Act, and Trades Coun- '
cils should refuse to accept a double |

standard, one rule for the General

Council and something- different for |

the lower bodies.

All existing bans, on Communist
Party members, or others who are
barred from the Annual Conference,
and certain Trades Councils meetings,
should be lifted. The branches must
have the right to elect whom they
wish, and in any case the arguments of
the Stalinists can only be defeated in
open debate.

Trades Councils should also consid-
er the establishment of youth sections,
and having the existing Women’s Ad-
visory Committees strengthend.

Some may argue that I have
a too gloomy picture, that most Trades
Councils are active, virile organiza-
tions. That is a point of view I do not
quarrel with, but the trend is apparent,
the signs are there, especially where
direct interference takes place with re-
gard to meetings etc. After all we
have the bitter experience of the Lon-
don Trades Council before us, and the
result is there for all to see.

The task now, is to reverse the trend,
to fight back before it is too late, make
ideas a two-way process, with those of
the rank and file equal to those of the
General Council. We shall need the
Trades Councils as the struggle un-
folds. Let us make sure they are
worthy of the task history has set be-
fore them.

BRIGGS end

more cash but there is a sense of frus-
tration felt by the workers who be-
lieve they are entitled to these increa-
ses by virtue of their productivity with-
out having to accept such stringent
conditions.
opposition to all the Ford coaditions,
there is virtual unanimity among the
workers against acceptance of ‘com-
pulsory overtime and loss of meeting
rights.

o

Union attitude .

From statements made by some
national officials of various unions it
appears that several trade union exe-
cutives are prepared to sign the stan-
dardization agreement as laid down by
the Ford Motor Company. The exe-
cutives argue that the members are
losing money by not complying, and
that anyway these conditions are in
operation at the Ford factories. One
might be inclined to ask why the
union executives have not used their
strength to obtain the money without
the conditions for the Briggs lads and
improve the conditions for the Ford
workers. |

It is further argued that the over-
time arrangements are not compul-
sory anyway! Fords have made it
quite clear that workers must be pre-
pared to bring their domestic arrange-
ments into line with company
requirements and that any worker not
working a particular overtime period
must have a reasonable excuse prior
to the overtime working.

Small wonder that workers like’
Brother Jim Sparkes, who wrote to the
“Times,” should feel that against the
background of quiet during the last six
months, the management are not con-
tent with industrial peace and are de-
liberately provoking trouble. @ How-

BILL JONES,

painted

Whilst there is sectional |

leader writes on

London’s veteran busmen’s

BUSES and WAGES

1S A LONDON BUSMAN, in spite of his reputed skill, his responsibility for his

human freight, worth £13 10s. 0d., a week?

Whatever your answer, the fact

is, if his 1957 wage packet had the purchasing value of his 1939 wages, he would

be drawing that amount.
beginning.

In 1939, a top grade Central London
Bus Driver was on a basic weekly
wage of £4 10s. 0d. for a 48-hour week.
To drive or conduct a London bus 1n

' the pre-war years you had to conform

to the highest physical and mental
standards, to be of a certain age, a cer-
tain height, etc., etc. You were com-
pelled to satisfy the Police that your
personal record was clean, that you
had, at no time, committed murder,
arson, rape or any of the lesser crimes
in the calendar, before you could ob-
tain a Public Service Licence, without
which you could not drive or conduct
a bus.

As we were

Highly organised within the Lon-

- don Bus Section of the T and GW

Union, the pre-war London Busman
was one of the aristocrats of the wages
tables of the organized workers in this
country.

With a progressive and militant out-
look, he won a place in the history of
industrial struggle second to none. The
London Busmen’s Rank and File
Movement, with its paper, “The Bus-
men’s Punch,” was outstandingly the
largest and most powerful organization
of its kind the trade unions movement
has ever seen.

In the decisive years of struggle dur-
ing the depression, the years of the
hungry thirties, with two million un-
employed, London Busmen were the
only section of the British trade un-
ion movement which successfully
fought and won out against the wage
cuts Reing imposed by the Tory Gov-
ernment of that period.

What has happened to this once-
proud trade-unionist, the London
Busman, with his high wage standards
and his readiness to fight at all times
to improve his standards? With a
wage increase application now being

- made on his behalf by his union, this

is surely a good time to take a further

look at him.
From £4 10s. 0d. per week in 1939,

' he now stands, in 1957, with a weekly
 basic wage of £9 13s. 6d. per 84-hour
fortnight. He has just managed to

ever don’t do the Ford Motor Com-
pany an injustice. The Ford manage-
ment don’t spend their time thinking
up attacks on Trade Unionism. They
are much to busy thinking about
building motor cars for profit! Like
the rest of British capitalism they are
faced with a growing crisis that invol-
ves demanding increasing sacrifices on
the part of the working class in the
loss of rights of skill, leisure, living
standards, and democracy. Conscious
planning and conscious improvements
for the workers are impossible under
capitalism. Ford Sales Division like
any one else can only make inspired
guesses into future orders.
£74,000,000 expansion program that
seemed so necessary some time ago
might seem a little too ambitious in
the future.

With the general picture of national
industrial disquiet now coming into
focus, what’s going on at Briggs may
seem of small concern. Nevertheless
it is indicative of the relentlessness of
capitalism to secure its objectives and
shows the need for the working class
to build and- maintain an industrial
and political organization, just as dis-
ciplined and determined as the em-
ployers’, to combat it.

The |

That however is another story, so let’s begin at the

double his wages with 13/6 to spare.

The previous high medical and men-
tal standards for his job have been
slashed and slashed again. For some
years there have been some 3,000 dri-
vers and conductors short of service
bus requirements; at the same time,
those services and buses have been cut,
cut and cut again. From January, 1949,
to January, 1957, some :55,580 new
drivers and conductors have been re-
cruited, while some 62,155 have left
the job. In other words, the whole of
the LTE’s labour force has turned .it-
self over in eight years.

The bottom of the labour market
has been scraped.
their need become that agents were sent
scurrying to the West Indies and the
remotest parts of the Emerald Isle, for
labour. .

This, then, is how the wage stan-
dards of London Busmen have been
debased. The London* Tube driver,
with whom the bus driver was on
equal wages in 1939, is now 25/- per
week in front. The policeman, the fire-
man, the postman and many others in
public or semi-public services have left
him well behind.

What of his working conditions? In
spite of his 84-hour fortnight, com-
pared with his pre-war 48-hour week,
his work has become more intensified
and concentrated with increased speed,
highly developed schedules, plus a ter-
rific increase in traffic on the roads.

Conditions, wages and fares

He hasn’t got the five-day week: he
can only look forward, very occasion-
ally, to a week-end off. Saturdays and
Sundays have become for him his hea-
viest days’ work. If the * parrot cry”
of “no wage increases without in-

creased production,” was applied to |

the London Bus Workers, then we are
certain that a Public Enquiry held now
into the increased productivity of the

- busmen would earn them a wage which

might make the salary of an MP look
like chicken feed. |

The travelling public have been told
repeatedly that it is the increased wages
costs which have sent up fares; well,
keeping in mind the wages facts we
have already dealt with, we should re-
member that the basis of fares on
London Buses, when the men were on
a wage packet of £4 10s. 0d., was 1d.
per mile. The 1d. fare has now become
3d., for most cases less than a mile
. . . that’s not double, that’s treble,
with a bit to spare.

A job to be done

It was not the purpose of this article
to apportion the blame or analyse the
reasons ' for the progressive sliding
back in both the wages or conditions

of London busmen, nor of their loss |

of their once proud place in the ranks
of London’s trade unionists.

The past leadership of the union
with its insistence upon wage restraint
must be given its share of the blame.
The continuing changing staff and the
difficulties, therefore, in organizing a
really stable fighting force is another
important factor.

It would appear to me, that every |

sincere trade unionist and socialist will
be watching out for signs and acti-
vity supporting any steps taken to put
this section of London’s workers where
they once belonged, in the forefront
of the industrial and political struggle
of London’s working-class.

l

{
|

So desperate has |
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from the Midlands -
"AEU PROFILE

SO ERNIE ROBERTS has finally made

the grade. After a second ballot—in
which he beat Manchester’s Jim Con-
way by 32914 to 27,549—Cllr EAC
Roberts - has been elected Assistant
General Secretary to the Amalgamated
Engineering Union. No one would
begrudge Ernie his moment of triu-
mph. For he has come a long'road
and a hard road.

In -his early thirties, Ernie presents
a tall, slim, trim figure with the good
looks of a film star (although of pre-
war vintage) and enjoys a tingling,
persuasive voice which he uses to good
effect whenever he enters discussion.
He knows how to wear clothes well
—an added advantage.

Cradle cars

A Coventry man, he was born in
the cradle of the British motor indus-
try. He soon made a mark in the
AEU and has served as District Pre-
sident and Trades Council President.

He has probably been victimised at®

- more Coventry factories than any other

man in the town (although his ene-
mies hint darkly at * professional mar-
tyrdom ). .

He was one of the youngest Coun-
cillors ever to. be elected hereabouts
when he became representative for the
Holbrook Ward in May, 1949—

- the first year that municipal -elections

were run in the spring. He was re-
elected in 1952 and 1955. He has
served on the Education, Finance,
Housing, and Planning and Re-deve-
lopment Sub-Committees and has
been the City Council’s representative
on a number of outside bodies.

These included the Coventry Em-
ployment Committee and the Coven-
try Health Executive Council but even
more important he has been a Gov-
ernor of Birmingham University since
last December.

However, his greatest impact on
local government must surely be his
part in the epic work of the City
Council in the last five years. Deci-
sions included the suspension of Civil
Defence; the payment of wages and
salaries in excess of the nationally-
agreed union rates; and the early in-
troduction of automation in their
offices.

In, out and up

My principal impression of Ernie
is that he has always been a rover.
Never (according to my information,
anyway) a member of the CP, he “fel-
low-travelled” for quite a few years.
He was also one of about a dozen of
us who gathered in a Midlands school-
room to inaugurate the Midlands
branch of the Socialist Fellowship—
though Ernie didn’t stop . . . He has
also turned up at meetings of the Vic-
tory * for Socialism, Movement for
Colonial Freedom and 101 other
bodies on the Left. .

He has set his cap at a number of
Parliamentary candidatures though he

1" has never been successful in obtaining

that goal of all aspirants—a safe seat.
So his eventual arrival at Peckham
Road must seem like the Travellers’
Rest at the end of a stony road to
_ Ernie.

Bemoaning the low poll (which is,
of course, no fault of the victor) ‘Iris,’
the anti-communist monthly, said,
“(We) think that they made a poor
choice . . .” The author feels they
have little to worry about, Ernie’s wild
days are over. He has arrived . . .

MORGAN JONES
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By Andre' Giacometti, Paris

ON SeEPTEMBER 1 Messali Hadj, the
founder of the Algerian nationalist
movement (MNA) and its present
leader, addressed an appeal to the
Algerian people. -
For several months, the fight between

the two nationalist parties MNA and -

the National Liberation Front (FLN)
had grown worse. The slaughter
by the troops of the FLN of whole vil-
lages, near Melouza, in the Soumman
valley, near Relizane, near Saida, near
Massena, were bloody episodes in this
struggle. In France, assassinations and
attacks on the nationalist militants be-
came increasingly frequent. As we
have explained in detail in earlier 1ssues
of Socialist Review, there cannot be
any doubt that the primary responsi-
bility for this situation lies with the
leadership of the @LN which, in the
absence of a firm political basis and
programme, falls back on terror as a
means to monopolize the coming nego-
tiations with the French government.

The appeal for truce

This is not to say that the MNA has
not used terror itself. However, in the
assessment of responsibilities, two facts
stand out: the military units of the
MNA have never resorted to wholesale
slaughter of whole groups of popula-
tion in regions that supported the FLN.
Further, the MNA has never denied the
right of the FLN to exist as an indepen-
dent tendency, and the right of the
FLN to participate in negotiations with
the French government. The FLN, on
the other hand, has always defined the
MNA as a ‘‘counter-revolutionary’ ten-
dency which must be wiped out, if
necessary by terror.

In his appeal to the Algerian people,
Messali Hadj pointed out the tremend-
ous danger inherent in this situation.
Not only does the French colonialist
press spread these crimes all over its
pages to justify the perpetuation of the
colonialist war, but the spectacle of
division within the Algerian nationalist
movement alienates even those sectors
of French and  international public
opinion who are ready to to support
the struggle of the Algerian people for
self-determination.  Every political
crime thus represents a weapon of the
French government before public opin-
ion and at the United Nations. The
public support which the Algerian re-
volution has acquired in all circles,
Messali continued, is one of the con-
ditions of its success. The Algerian
people cannot afford to allow a hand-
ful of adventurers to jeopardize 1its

AEU Elections

A POLITICAL PROGRAM means some-
thing, even in the conditions of such
a low poll as was registered at the
latest AEU elections for national or-
ganizer. Geoff Carlsson, whose elec-
tion address was reprinted in last
month’s Socialist Review, had little
experience compared with the other
candidates; he is comparatively young;
and comparatively unknown. But he
has a program, and he fought the elec-
tions on this program.

This means something. It meant
just under two thousand votes for
Carlsson (Howarth, top of the first bal-
lot received just under 7,000); and it
meant thirteenth place, It meant—in
its small way—that a socialist pro-
gram means something to many trade
unionists, and could be made to mean
more to many more.
-_-_—__-_——m-i

common cause. Thc vast majority of
the Algerian emigration in France is
opposed to murder as a means of set-
tling political differences: it must 1s0-
late and remove from its midst the
irresponsible elements that discredit its
cause.

For over two weeks after the appeal,
the political murders ceased com-
pletely. Then came the answer of the
FLN. x

The bloody reply

Ahmed Semmache, the treasurer of
the usta in France, was shot at Col-
ombes (Paris) on September 20.

Mohammed Nadj, regional secretary
of the usTA in Paris, had been killed at
an earlier date.

Hocine Maroc, an auto-worker at
Panhard, member of the USTA regional
organization for Paris, was shot on the
Boulevard Saint-Germain on Septem-
ber 24. His brother, Mohammed
Maroc, is one of the leaders of the
MNA Nnow serving a two-year sentence
in Paris for his activity in the national-
ist movement.

Mellouli Said, secretary of the USTA
at the Renault works, was heavily
wounded by a gunman on the Boule-
vard Diderot, also on September 24.

Abdallah Filali, Assistant General
Secretary of the usTA 1n France, was
shot on October 7 near the head-
quarters of the union on the rue
d’Enghien.  He survived in spite of
having been hit by four bullets—in the
back, as always—but he is not yet out
of danger. |

Mansour Bouali, who had replaced
Semmache as treasurer of the USTA,
was sfot on October 11.

Ancene Lahouati, regional leader of
the MnA in Clermont-Ferrand, was
killed by a gunman on October 17.

Ahmed Bekhat, General Secretary of
the usTtA in France, was killed on Octo-
ber 25. His body was found on a
vacant lot in Colombes, a suburb of
Paris. He had been kidnapped and
shot. He had narrowly escaped an
attempt on his life a few months ago.

The guilty men

The striking circumstance about this
series of murders, is that it is directed
primarily against trade-unionists, mili-
tants of the ustA. What we are wit-
nessing here, is a deliberate attempt
to decapitate and to smash the Alger-
ian trade-union movement. It is well
known who the killers are.  These
assassinations are carried out by profes-
sional gunmen of the North African
underworld in France, who are paid for
each job done (the equivalent of £70,
it seems). The important question 1s:
who is behind the killers? Tradition-
ally, the responsibility for a crime is
laid to those who benefit most by it.
By these standards, circumstantial evi-
dence points to three groups, which
have been prominent in organizing

- political murder in the past:

(1) The bourgeois leadership of the
FIN, which is interested in destroying
the USTA as the main base and strong-
point of the MNA.” From its point of
view, these crimes are simply a con-
tinuation of its policy, in France and
in Algeria, of exterminating political
opponents by wholesale murder.

(2) The Communist Party, which is
interested in eliminating the only inde-
pendent, democratic and militant work-
ing-class organization that can block
its path in Algeria. The affair of the
ceT arms cache in Lyon, ameng other

incidents, has proven that it actively
helps the FLN in the organization of its
political murders. This is its calcula-
tion: if the ustA takes these blows
lying down, it will eventually be
smashed; if it retaliates against the

Stalinists, the cp will be able to cry

that the “‘Messalist provocateurs’ are
“turning against the French working-
class”.

(3) The French police, who would be
delighted to smash the spearhead of the
Algerian revolution while putting the
blame on the other nationalist organ-
ization. Since the ’thirties, the police
has always tried to infiltrate the Alger-
ian nationalist movement; it is naive to
assume that it has not succeeded to
some extent. The loose, heterogenous
structure of the FLN, its lack of inter-
nal control and discipline, are elements
which favour such infiltration.

This is a “united front” of a new

kind: a political cesspool in which pro-

fessional criminals, police provo-
cateurs, political adventurers and Stal-
inist agents can operate at ease. The
men of the FLN who have ordered these
murders have taken a terrible responsi-
bility before the Algerian people and
before the intermational labour move-
ment; they have turmed a significant
part of the Algerian nationalist move-
ment into a tool of its worst enemies.

The victims

Who are the victims? The person-
ality of the two main leaders will serve
to further clarify the significance of
these murders.

Abdallah Filali, who narrowly
escaped death, is an outstanding veter-
an of the Algerian working-class move-
ment. In 1927 he was one of the
co-founders with Messali Hadj of the
“Etoile Nord-Africaine”, the first pro-
letarian party and the first- nationalist
organization in North Africa.  Since
then, he has participated in every
struggle against colonialism.  Under
the Vichy regime he was first con-
demned to forced labour for life, then
to death for contumacy. He is one of
the founders of the usTA, and repre-
sented this organization, with Bekhat,
at the recent congress at Bamako of
the ‘‘Rassemblement Démocratique
Africain”, the leading nationalist
organization of French West Africa.

Ahmed Bekhat was twenty-seven
yvears old. @ He had been a metal-
worker and a welder since the age of
sixteen. At twenty years, he was one
of the leaders in the trade-union work
of the MTLD (forerunner of the MNA)
and of the MTLD fraction in the CGT.
He was one of the outstanding leaders
of the North African labour movement.
All who have known him will remem-
ber him for his clear intelligence, his
warm humanity, his absolute honesty
and integrity.

The men who are being killed now
represent the hope and the best human
potential of the labour movement in
North Africa. Their death is an irre-
placeable loss. @ The movement will
continue and grow, as it continued
after the murder of Ferhat Hached,
founder of the Tunisian UGTT. But its
progress will be slower and less steady
than it would have been had these men
lived.

In a statement, signed by leading
French and African intellectuals,
socialists, and trade-unionists of differ-
ent tendencies (*) after the attempted
assassination of Filali, it was written:

“We do not know who has armed
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|NTERNATIOAL Algerian freedom is being murdered .
SILENCE WOULD BE COMPLICITY!

The only viable trade union
organization for Algerian
workers is being crushed in
France. Gangs of thugs
hired by the capitalist-led
National Liberation Front,
aided by the French Com-
munist Party and ignored by
the French police, are syste-
matically assassinating
leaders and rank - and -
filers of the Algerian
workers’ organisation,
USTA. Readers should
mobilize opinion in their
unions for the defence of
their Algerian brothers, pro-
test through their branches
to the union headquarters,
to the TUC and to the
ICFTU, and send all pos-
sible material help to Union
des Syndicats des Travail-
leurs Algeriens, 13 Rue d’
Enghien, Paris, 10e.

the assassins, and it is astonishing in-

deed that the recent attacks were
directed particularly against the trade-
unionists of the USTA. But, even if these
crimes were committed at the instiga-
tion of nationalist leaders, they none-
theless remain crimes. . . . We cannot
-but cry out in anger over crimes against
men of the value of Abdallah Filali and
his union brothers. What is involved
here is our basic conception of human
dignity and brotherhood.

“Moreover, these acts hurt terribly
the Algerian cause and build up a wall
of hostility between the French and the
Algerian workers.

“Only the ultra-colonialists can wel-
come such acts which eliminate men
who have survived the repression.

“As to those organizations and mili-
tants who have always advocated oppo-
sition to colonialism and support to the
Algerian people, they must cry out in
indignation.

Silence would become complicity.

Our task

We await the statement by the
leadership of the FLN and of the uGTa
dissociating itself from these murders,
condemning the practice of settling
political differences by murder and
expressing their willingness to make an
agreement with the MNA to end all
mutual aggressions.

We await a statement from the
French cp, condemning the murders of
the trade-unions of the USTA.

We await the appointment by the

ICFTU of a meufral investigation com-

mission into the murders of Algerian
trade-unionists, and speedy action with
all means at its disposal to protect the
USTA from further repression.

We await statements from the Moro-
ccan UMT and from the Tunisian UGTT,
whose founder Ferhat Hached was
assassinated under not dissimilar cir-
cumstances, condemning the murder of
Bekhat and of his comrades.

Silence would be complicity.

(*) among which Jean Cassou, Claude
Gerard, Andre Breton, Yves Dech-
ezelles, Marceau Pivert, Jean Rous,
Edgar Morin, Colette Audry, Paul
Ruff, Alexandre Hebert, Daniel
Guerin, Pierre Lambert, Daniel
Renard, and others.
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EDITORIAL

FOR THE PAST TWO YEARS youth has been stirring into revolt. In Hungary and
Poland, young workers and students fought back against extreme political and
economic oppression with the techniques and slogans of socialist revolution;
here, in Britain, it was only a politically conscious minority of young people
who came out into the streets to stop the Suez War. But although tempers
in Britain have been cooled with the usual bromides since then, undercurrents
of resentment and rebellion remain.

Militant young socialists can get more than nostalgic memories from those
heroic days last November. We can see what huge powers exist in youth, what
huge energies are released under pressure; under pressure and with a militant
lead, these powers, these energies will be transformed into action.

Over the next few months, the direct attacks of the Tories on our living
standards—short-time working, higher rents, dearer food, cuts in social ser-
vices—will make young workers start looking around for a lead. This we
in the Youth Sections must provide, but if we are to do the job propertly,
we must educate ourselves for it. If we want to translate energies from jeering
at policemen, laughing at the Queen’s voice, dressing up like James Dean, we
cannot be content with routine denunciation of Tory methods and motives.
We must present constructive, radical socialist alternatives. We must show
the need to transform society. We must make Socialists. And to make
Socialists we must educate ourselves, Keir Hardie’s slogan can serve us

well today:

EDUCATE, AGITATE, ORGANIZE. And Education must still come
first.

The aim of THE YOUNG SOCIALIST is to help us in these tasks: to
examine the issues affecting us, and present them in socialist terms; to work

out a programme, and see how to bring it into effect; to weld together individual
Youth Sections and college Labour Clubs into an effective movement for inter-

national democratic socialism. And socialist education is the tool.

Report from

NINE MONTHS AGO the London
Labour Party Conference rejected the
advice of the Executive and insisted
that youth organization should be take
taken seriously in future. A sub-com-
mittee was set up, a meeting of Youth
Officers and Party Secretaries was
called, and at last on November 9/10
we saw the result: a week-end school.
- The living conditions, in the words
of an organizer, were grim; the pro-
gram was grimmer. As we expected,
over one-third of the time was devoted
to electioneering; but much of
this could have been far better
put over at individual Sections in
‘live’ conditions, while the rest was
so skimped as to be largely useless.
The prospect of a captive audience was
obviously too good to miss, and since
the Wilson Report on organization,
London Regional Office has felt it has
a mandate to convert the Party into
an annex of the Electoral Registration
Offices.

The opening session of the School
was, however, devoted to °politics.’
Michael Stewart MP gave an address
smartly tailored to the political build
of the audience on ‘The Task of the
Young Socialist’ and presented four
subjects for discussion by the School,
which split up into four groups for this
purpose; the subjects—the plan of an
introductory primer ‘What is Social-
ism?’, the three main planks of a social-
ist policy, techniques of propaganda
and education, and a model program
of Youth Section activities—all gave a
broad basis for discussions of varying
value. The minute amount of time
allotted, could not prevent the accept-
ance of the principle of Workers’ Con-

éuildford

trol by the first group. Our elders’ eye-
brows were duly raised . . .

The final session of the school was
intended for political discussion, and
was to take the form of a parliamen-
tary selection conference for the con-
stituency whose organizational prob-
lems we had been so busily solving all
morning. Meanwhile the Organisers
had made up a list of candidates of
varying competence but all quite ‘safe.’
We were told by the Chairman, Bob
Mellish MP, without a touch of consci-
ous irony, that our democractically-
elected EC had made its short-list selec-
tion and after the four short-listed had
carefully shown they were not social-
ists, Phil Sheridan of St. Pancras
moved that no selection be made; the
Chairman asked for a show of hands;
it looked as though it would be carried
by a small majority; there was no
count; Resolution lost. The selection
proceeded, and after the Chairman had
pointed out that there was no time to
get further nominations, the ballot was
taken.. The least objectionable candi-
date, who is sure to go far, got 24
votes; there were 14 blank papers, and
the three others shared 16 between
them. It was all most instructive.

As I was leaving, the Regional Or-
ganiser told me how pleased he was
that I had come; I don’t know whether
they’ll ask me again. Meanwhile, Lon-
don’s EC has promised more schools,
more activity for the future; amongst
other things, they hope to have mem-
bers of the NEC working-parties open
discussions on the subjects of the 1958
Policy Statements, before publication.
This is good news.

ROBIN FIOR, Uxbridge.

The need in Youth Sections for a primer of Socialism
Is generally recognised. Here The Young Socialist
prints the opening of our new pamphlet, What is

Socialism ? by MICHAEL KIDRON, which will be out
in the new year.

WHAT IS SOCIALISM -1

SOCIALISM is a type of society in which all the members of the community
collectively determine their conditions of life and their way of living. In order
to do so, they must control, collectively, the use to which machines, factories,
raw materials—all the means of production—are put. Unless the means of
production are effectively in the hands of the whole society, not as in Britain
today where 1 per cent. of the population owns more than half the national
capital, there can be no question of the collective control of the conditions of
life. This can best be illustrated by seeing how Capitalism works.

Every capitalist competes with every other one for a market. When they
sell similar goods, their competition is obvious. Even when they sell altogether
different goods, like TV sets and houses, they still compete for the limited
wage-packet of the worker. If one capitalist does not compete, he is lost.
Others will nab his buyers. -

Competition means underselling and price-cuts on the one hand, and on the
others, advertising wars (fully 25 percent of the price of a packet of detergent
is the cost of advertising) Whoever can undersell or spend more money
on advertising is sure to win and knock the others out of the running. In other
words, the bigger the amount of capital under your control, the bigger it is
going to become. Only the very big capitalists can afford the techniques of
mass—and cheap—production (conveyor belts, breaking up highly-skilled jobs
into many semi-skilled ones, automation, and so on). Only the big ones can
buy raw materials in bulk at lower prices, or employ special staffs of lawyers,
market researchers, advertising men and so on.

To become big the Capitalist must either squeeze out his weaker competi-
tors and add their capital to his—centralization of capital—or make as much
profit as possible from his current sales and reinvest it—accumulation of
capital. The first method is of no direct interest to the worker as it matters
very little ' who the boss is. If the capitalists want to fight things out amongst
themselves, it 1s their business. It is of little interest for another reason:
it adds nothing to the productive powers of society; the national wealth does
not grow as a result of it. In fact, all it leads to is the concentration of the
same amount of wealth in fewer and fewer hands.

We are interested mainly in the second form of capitalist growth: the
accumulation of capital. It is accumulation which has made capitalist society
the dominant form of society im the world. This is what affects the worker
most directly.

How do capitalist firms accumulate? Where does the money which they
reinvest come from? . .

The source of accumulation — surplus value

In order to produce commodities for the market, every capitalist must
buy other commodities which he uses in production. The things he buys are
mainly: machines, raw materials or semi-finished goods, and labour-power.
Machines, raw materials or semi-finished goods, although an item of expendi-
ture on the part of one capitalist, are commodities sold by other capitalists
and appear as part of their incomes. Those capitalists also spend money on
machines, raw materials or semi-finished goods and labour-power, the money
spent on machines, raw materials and semi-finished goods being the income
of yet another group of capitalists who spend money on . . . and so on inde-
finitely. Whenever one capitalist spends money on machines, etc., that money
is part of the income of other capitalists who then hand it over to yet other
capitalists for machines, etc. If all the capitalists belonged to one great
trust these transactions would not take place and the only buying and selling
that there would be is the buying of labour-power by the capitalists and the
selling of it by the workers and technicians in exchange for wages and salaries.
Taken all in all, the capitalist class (not the individual capitalist) has only one
expense—buying labour-power. Whatever remains to that class after its pur-
chase of labour-power is profit (surplus value).

Before going on to see why the existence of these profits makes the world
the Hell it is, let’s discover where they come from.

That part of the capitalist’s expenditure which is spent on machines, raw
materials and unfinished goods goes the rounds from one capitalist to another
in a perpetual circle—this is the social wealth that has already been ereated.
If the productive forces of capitalism were to remain static and not increase.
this expenditure would appear like a constant, fixed fund thrown from hand
to hand in an endless relay race of production, each capitalist handing on to
the next the exact amount required to renew his stock of machines and
raw materials. No profit would be made on such sales as each capitalist
would swap exactly that amount of machines, etc., for an equivalent amount,
and, when all the exchanges were done with, everyone would be where he
started.

There is, however, one item of expenditure which makes all the difference.
namely, wages and salaries—the expenditure on labour-power. This expendi-
ture is the only one which is not a transfer of goods already produced from
one capitalist to another. It is the only item of expenditure which is productive
in the dual sense of producing the wealth of society and in the sense of producing
profits for the capitalist. Labour alone produces wealth.

. [continued next page]




Socialist Review

Page Six

a

‘Why have the Tories got cold feet about the Wolfenden Report on Homosexuality and Prostitu-
tion? Why are they willing to implement its recommendations on prostitution but not those on
homosexuality ? What should the Socialist attitude be? This article explains the social back-
ground to these abnormalities and the political background to the recommendations.

THE MEANING OF WOLFENDEN

A criTIQUE of the Wolfenden Report
presents problems which spread beyond
the sphere of our normal daily activity
in the Socialist movement. Qur rou-
tine activity is a constant strengthening
of the means whereby men and women
will be liberated from the bonds of
class society. A critique of the Report
must necessarily enter the realm of the
ends themselves, the ethics and moral-
ity of man under Socialism, for the
simple reason that the sores of homo-
sexuality and prostitution, touching as
they do on man’s basic urges, on his
innermost being, can scarcely be alle-
viated except by a violent rebellion of
his crushed and wounded spirit and
its uplift to the heights of real liberty,
equality, dignity and all that we aspire
to for the individual under Socialism.
Between the hurt, perverted person of
today, and the proud, free man of to-
morrow there is an abyss that cannot
be crossed in little steps.

I

Homosexuality is rare in some socie-
ties—feudalism, for instance—but very
prevalent in others, such as Greek slave
society.

In capitalist society homosexuality
is quite widespread. Dr. Kinsey, in
the United States, “* found evidence to
suggest that 4 per cent of adult white
males are exclusively homosexual
throughout their lives after the onset
of adolescence. He also found evi-
dence to suggest that 10 per cent of
the white male population are more or
Jess exclusively homosexual for at least
three years between the ages of six-
teen and sixty-five, and that 57 per
cent of the total male population have
at least some overt homosexual experi-
ence, to the point of orgasm, between
adolescence and old age.” (p. 17).

There is no equivalent statistical evi-
dence for Britain, but some medical
witnesses before the Wolfenden Com-
mittee suggest figures somewhat lower
for Britain, others, comparable figures.

The causes may perhaps be sought
in the inferior position of women in
the home. The all-pervading money
element in capitalist society turns the

male breadwinner into the head of the
family, the authority and arbiter of its
destiny to which the rest have to sub-
mit. The young boy looks up in ad-
miration to the strong man, finds the
woman an inferior being, and with a
fitting mental make-up and/or suitable
contributory circumstances, will de-
velop into a homosexual.

The contributory circumstances may
be the segregated school, where homo-
sexual experiments take place.

It may be the army, where the forced
contact of men with men only, leads
to a number of at least temporary
homosexual acts. Another important
breeding ground of homosexuality is
prison. And finally, there is the per-
iicious aspect of money-ridden capi-
talist society where widespread submis-
sion to homosexual acts for financial
or other gain takes place.

A legal matter ?

The actual number of persons
against whom proceedings were taken
in respect of homosexual offences in
1955 was 2,504.

The Wolfenden Report starts by
stating that the Committee was con-
cerned throughout with the law and
offences against it, which were indeed
its terms of reference. Such a com-
mittee, appointed by a capitalist gov-
ernment, is bound to take as its point
of departure bourgeois morals and
prejudices and the institutions built to
materialise and defend them. This by
its very nature excludes any radical
change of attitude to the problem based

.upon a fundamental analysis of it—

and may even exclude the analysis it-
self, as it has done in this case. The
Report says explicitly: *. . . we do
not . gonsider it to be within our pro-
vince to make a full examination of the
moral, social, psychological and bio-
logical causes of homosexuality or
prostitution, or of the many theories
advanced about these causes. Our
primary duty has been to consider the
extent to which homosexual behaviour
and female prostitution should come
under the condemnation of the crimi-
nal law. o .’

SOCIALISM |

continued

The capitalist controls the physical means of production; the workers
control nothing but themselves, the capacity to work. They are driven to
work, to sell their labour-power to the capitalist, in order to keep themselves
and their families. When they sell, they demand a °living wage’ for their
labour-power, and, if unions are strong and there is not much unemployment,
they usually get it. Of course there are exceptions, but by and large, for the

working class as a whole, this is true.

If the worker produced exactly that amount of products which he could
buy for his weekly wage plus what would replace the raw materials and
machinery used up in its production, the capitalist would clearly not make
a profit. Profit can only be made when the workers produce more than their
wage bill and the depreciation of machinery amd the depletion of stocks of
raw materials put together, i.e. when they produce surplus value, value over
and above the wages necessary to maintain themselves and their families.

- To take an example, in ICI in 1955, for every 11/- paid in wages and
salaries (including some fat salaries for Directors and others on the * managerial *
side) the bosses made a clear profit of 9/- after all expenses for raw materials

and depreciation had been met.

To put it differently, in a 40-hour week the

worker put in 22 hours for himself and his family and fully 18 hours for the

boss.

On a national scale, the picture is very similar.

In 1956, for example,

out of a total met national income (i.e. after the stocks and machines used
had been replaced) of £16,465 million, £7,375 million were paid out in wages
(before taxation), £3,715 million in salaries, including the fat ones (before
taxation)—altogether, only 69 percent of the new wealth produced in Britain
that year. The other 31 percent (£4,977 million) was surplus value, i.e. rents,
interest, profits paid out to the capitalists.* So that again, for every 13/9d. paid
out in wages and salaries (including the fat ones) the capitalists made a clear
(net) 6/3d. over and above replacements. Part of that surplus went in taxes,
part on living (on the Riviera and elsewhere), but the biggest single portion
of it (£1,487 million) went on the accumulation of capital—investment.

* Surplus value amounted in fact to more than this figure—no account has been taken
of taxation out of working-class incomes, the payment to workers of wages for non-

productive labour and much else.

The law it manipulates and makes
more easily workable in present-day
society is the law by which the ruling
class defends its privileged and strong
position—this is the constant purpose
of law as such. If it is the strong who
are to be defended, it is the weak who
are going to suffer, the poor, the mis-
fits, the abnormal. The Report never
strays from this path of thought.

I shall give examples later of its
hard and arrogant attitude. Any pro-
gressive measures it recommends—in
particular *That homosexual behavi-
our between consenting adults in pri-
vate be no longer a criminal offence,”
merely make the law smoother and
more consistent, and bring it into line
with legal practice in a number of
other countries, for example, Den-
mark, France, the Netherlands, Swe-
den). Whatever the origin of the re-
commendation, we must without doubt
support this measure which is quite a
step forward in Britain.

highly-strung and very sensitive, that
it might cause permanent mental dam-
age.

The Report further completely justi-
fies police snooping in plain clothes.
“It must, in our view, be accepted
that in the detection of some offences
—and this is one of them— a police
officer legitimately resorts to a degree
of subterfuge in the course of his
duty.” (p. 43). It does also say: “It
has been suggested by more than one
of our witnesses that in carrying out
their duty in connection with offences
of this nature police officers act as
agents provocateurs.” (p. 43). To
disprove this, where did the Commut-
tee seek evidence? From the police
themselves. “We feel bound to re-
cord,” says the Report, “ that we were
on the whole favourably impressed by
the account they gave us of the way
in which they carried out their un-
pleasant task.” (p. 43). The victims
have a different tale to tell.

In addition, the Report fails to take
cognizance of the fact that those who
desperately seek psychiatric treatment
to normalise their lives have the great-
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In line with its general outlook, the
Wolfenden Committee refuses to con-
sider homosexuality a “ disease ” and
therefore makes the homosexual en-
tirely responsible for his behaviour. (1
may mention in passing that in Russia
after the Revolution homosexual acts
were not punishable by law and homo-
sexuality was treated as a disease. By
a law of 1934, “ sexual intercourse be-
between two “men—homosexualism—
is punished by deprivation of liberty
from 3 to 5 years.”—Article 154a of
the Criminal Code, 1934—and at the
same time homosexuality ceased to be
considered a disease—a rather signifi-
cant indication of the social changes
taking place in Russia at the time.)
The Report neither seeks nor finds the
basic causes of the abnormality and
admits no factors in society contribut-
ing to its spread. The limit of its ana-
lysis is that there is an inborn “ pro-
pensity ” toward homosexuality in
some people that in the absence of
counter-vailing factors might lead them
to commit homosexual acts.

Again in line with its gemeral out-
look, the Committee makes the com-
mission of homosexual acts easy for
the rich, more difficult for the poor.

It says: “It is our intention that the
law should continue to regard as cri-
minal any indecent act committed in a
place where members of the public
may be likely to see and be offended by
it, but where there is no possibility
of public offence of this nature it be-
comes a matter of the private respon-
sibility of the persons concerned, and
as such, in our opinion, is outside the
proper purview of the criminal law.”
(p. 25). This makes it easy for those
with housing to spare, difficult for
those without, particularly if they may
try to hide their acts from those near
to them, as conventions push them to

do.

Prison and police

In spite of the damning evidence,
the Report continues to justify prison
sentences for a number of homosexual
“offences ;" ~. prison will always
have its place as a method of dealing
with the homosexual offender, whether
as a salutary deterrent for some offen-
ders. or as a place of detention for
those who in the last report must be
put away for the protection of the
community.” (p. 70). Besides its com-
plete futility as a cure, prison life is so
degrading for a man who might be

est difficulty in getting it, and then
prison might thwart attempts at treat-
ment. Peter Wildeblood, who wished
to have psychiatric treatment in prison,
was told by the psychiatrist (after wait-
ing many months to see him): “Even
if we had time, I rather doubt whether
it could be carried out satisfactorily in
prison. You might, perhaps, consult
a psychiatrist about it when you are
discharged.” (p. 145). In fairness, it
must be said that the Committee re-
commends wider psychiatric reports on
“ offenders,” particularly “first
offenders ” before a decision is taken
on the method of punishment, but past
experience such as that described

- makes the prospect look anything but

bright for the sufferers.
The real solution

As I pointed out before, the pos-
sibility of a solution of the problem
under class society is remote. It is
only when there is complete equality
between the sexes in all respects, be-
inning with economic equality and
extending throughout all aspects of
life; when psychological development
will be more balanced through free-
dom from the struggle for existence
we fight today, and people more tol-
erant; when submission for gain is
unnecessary because the poisoning
effect of the money cancer is absent,
that homosexuality would disappear

“naturally. If nature then produced an

abnormality which it might do in a
small number of cases, medical treat-
ment would take good care of it.
Meanwhile some alleviation of the
problem could be achieved even today
by instituting umiversal co-education,
by doing away with conscription, by
taking cases which might harm weaker

" members of the community (those who

are attracted to young boys, in par-
ticular), into hospital where they
should have a minimum of restriction
in their daily lives while undergoing
treatment, and by ing a much
needed scientific study of the subject
and spreading psychiatric treatment as
widely as possible.

1T
WHEN THE REPORT deals with prosti-
tution, its submission to prevailing pre-
judices, self-righteousness, lack of
human sympathy, and intolerance to-
wards the victims of the system are
even greater. Any Socialist who reads
this section must be angered by its

[continued next page]
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In Defence of IRA

By W. P. Lavin, Glasgow

MAY 1 BE ALLOWED tO express regret
that Mr. Owen Sheehy Skeffington
should have used the columns of a
Socialist publication to make a
cowardly attack on the Irish Resistance
movement? His article might have
been written by an official agent of
the British Government.

Many weird things have been said
by Ireland’s enemies about the struggle
for Irish freedom, but it has fallen to
the lot of an Irish senator to plumb the
uttermost depths of fatuity by suggest-
ing that the Irish  Republican Army
demands the unconditional surrender
of the British Empire. Not content
with this gem, he goes on to inform
us that “ it is Ireland, North and South,
that produces the TRA.” 1 should
'have thought that anyone would have
known that the IRA was * produced ”
by the British Government and that as
long as there is a British Army in
Ireland the IRA will be there too.

Mr. Sheehy Skeffington maintains his
form by truckling to British Jingo

-. opinion in blaming Hitler for the last
- war, just as Imperialist propagandists
blamed the Kaiser for the previous one.

There is no hint that the war was 1n

any way the outcome of the rivalry

WOLFENDEN REPORT

affront to human sensibilities.  Per-
haps the reason it is so much more
F severe towards prostitution than homo-
. sexuality is that homosexuals come
from all walks of life, are sometimes
in high places in the social world, or
| the arts, whereas the  prostitute is
p nearly always from the poor, is much
more abject and crushed by circum-
stances. This explanation, even if ten-
tative, fits in entirely with the general
outlook of the Report.

A social problem

Prostitution is even more directly a
social problem than homosexuality. In
the past in Britain, and in poorer coun-

~ tries today, girls adopted this way of
E life, or were pushed into it by their
fathers or husbands merely to get bread
and butter for themselves and their
families. This led to a big interna-
tional traffic in girls. Today in many
countries this is not at all the case,
and the fact that the traffic has prac-
tically ceased is proof that prostitu-
tion is on the whole not brought about
by the pure need for money. It goes
deeper than that. Mammon indeed,
is still the evil genius lording it over
the market, but it is for the desire of
easy money, rather than just money
itself, that drags the. girls down. As
the Report says: * Our impression is
that the great majority of prostitutes
are women whose psychological make-
fup is such that they choose this life
because they find in it a style of living
which is to them, freer and more
more profitable than would be pro-
vided by any other occupation.”  (p.
79). .

This sheds a morbid light on the
corruption of the human spirit engen-
dered by a class society, which makes
labour a drudge, a struggle in which
the worker is always the loser, in-
stead of an uplifting activity in which
you want to participate because you
help yourself and others to win the
joys of life in that way. Only a de-
graded, stunted, crushed spirit could
become a prostitute, The sight in
Amsterdam. for instance, where pros-
titution is legal, of women sitting in

- windows abutting the street in their
underwear with all but a price tag
on them, the atmosphere in which
prostitution is sustained, through “en-
tertainments of a suggestive character,
dubious advertisements, the sale of

of competing imperialist and capitalist
groups. Then there is the easy assump-
tion that *“ Nazism ™ is something more
evil than capitalism and that (of
course) its evil characteristics are
shared by the soldiers of the Irish Re-
publican Army. Mr. Skeffington does
not strek at trifles.

He quotes with evident approval a
letter written by his father (whose
name is held in esteem by all right-
thinking Irish people) saying that he
dreaded the temper of men who could
say that they preferred to see the hills
of Ireland crimsoned with blood
rather than that the country should be
partitioned. But is not that exactly
what happened, and is still happening,
as a result of partition—the kind of
procedure that Socialists used to con-
demn in unmeasured terms but which
was actually approved in the case of
Ireland by a treacherous Labour Gov-
ernment? And of course uncomproms-
ising hostility to British rule is no new
thing in Irish history. Mr. Skeffing-
ton’s status as a senator forbids me to
conclude that he does not know this.
It was well expressed by James Fintan
[alor more than a hundred years ago
when he wrote: * Deliverance or

end

pornographic literature, contraceptives
and “aphrodisiac” drugs (sometimes
all in one shop), and the sale of alco-
holic liquor in premises frequented by
prostitutes” (p. 100), plumb the depths
of human degradation.

The *“ offenders,” whatever their
apparently strong or defiant face,
are the underdogs that society should
protect, defend and gently soothe the
hardness out of.

The Wolfenden Report does no such
thing. Over and over again it cruelly
attacks the prostitute for * parading
her wares > openly and being offensive
to the “ordinary citizen.” A few
quotations will illustrate the ruthless
language of the strong against the
weak, of the rulers against the op-
pressed. ... we feel that the possible
consequences of clearing the streets
are less harmful thah the constant
parading of the prostitute’s wares.” (p.
96, My emphasis throughout), *It
is right that the law should guard
against the congregation in any one
place of undesirables of any type . .."”
meaning “ the streets, where their very
presence would offend.” (p. 113). “A
common prostitute . . . may be deemed

an ‘idle and disorderly person’,” and

as such liable to conviction. On sub-
sequent conviction, she “may be
deemed a ‘ rogue and vagabond’,” and
as such liable to a heavier sentence,
and on still further conviction “ may
be deemed to be an ‘incorrigible
rogue’.” (p. 83). (These are the desig-
nations of the present law.) There are
a multitude of other such offensive re-

marks.

Abolition 7 No !

The Report states explicitly that it
does not wish to abolish prostitution
as such, but merely punish the prosti-
tute. “It will be apparent, from the
recommendations we have made, that
we are not attempting to abolish pros-

titution or to make prostitution in itself
illegal.” (p. 95). “ As long as society

tolerates the prostitute, it must permit
her to carry on her business some-
where.” (p. 104). (How this contrasts
with the sympathetic, humanitarian
attitude taken by the Bolsheviks after
the October Revolution and until the
‘thirties. There the attitude was
“ Against prostiution but not the pros-
titute,” and prostitutes were defended,
given medical attention, and taught

. useful trades).

what

death—deliverance, or this island a
desert.” |

As for the IRA being in honour
bound to produce a blue-print of the
social content of the republic which
they hope to establish *“ by violence™:
it would have been interesting to see
would have happened to Mr.
Skeffington if he had made such a
proposal to, say, a member of the
French Resistance movement a few
years ago. And with regard to viol-
ence: was not the so-called treaty par-
titioning Ireland imposed by violence?
Did not the British Prime Minister
threaten the unfortunate Irish delegates
(emphatically not plenipotentiaries)
with ““ war without stint” if they did
not sign the wretched document? Is
not, in short, the present unhappy state
of Ireland, like many an honoured
peerage of the United Kingdom, a
“Lloyd George creation >?

Mr. Skeffington speaks of the de-
sirability of “ earning, as well as seek-
ing, the goodwill of the rest of the
world.” Well, the Hungarian coun-
terparts of the Irish Republican sol-
diers had the goodwill of the rest of
the world last year—and much good
it did them. The men of the IRA pre-
fer their own watchword: Sinn Fein,
otherwise Self-Reliance.

Does Mr. Skeffington really believe
that the soldiers of the IRA are mur-
derers? If so, I should like to remind
him that at a time when this mons-

]

The Report recommends an aboli-
tion of the requirement to establish
“annoyance,” thus putting the man
under no obligation whatsoever. * If
it were the law’s intention to pumsh
prostitution per se, on the ground that
it is immoral conduct, then it would
be right that it should provide for the
punishment of the man as well as the
woman. But that is not the function
of the law. It should confine itself to
those activities which offend against
public order and decency or expose the
ordinary citizen to what is offensive or
injurious; and the simple fact is that
prostitutes do parade themselves more
habitually and openly than their pros-
pective customers, and do by their
continual presence affront the sense of
decency of the ordimary citizen. In
doing so they create a nuisance which,
in our view, the law is entitled to recog-
nise and deal with.” (p. 87). It it is
hard to believe these remarks refer to
human beings !

The man s thus out of the picture.
The prostitute, on the other hand, is
to be punished much more severely.

Again, because only the * offence
to public order and decency ” is pun-
ishable, not prostitution as such, the
rich are once more given a free hand
as against the poor who suffer from
housing difficulties. The rich can and
do keep luxurious flats for their pros-
titutes.

As I said at the beginning of this
article, the gulf between a prostitute-
ridden society and a ‘clean and healthy
one is too wide to cross in little steps.
It is only when every man and woman
is aware of his or her beauty and dig-
nity and walks with pride, not shame,
that the essential degradation that pros-
titution means will disappear and, with
the cause, the disease. When educa-
tion serves a diffierent purpose than
the mere preparation of ruling class,
middle class and working class, which
is what it does today; when labour is
a creative joy, not a boring drudge;
when sexual relationships are free and
joyous, not bound by prejudices and
conventions and stolen on the sly, then,
in a phrase of Trotsky’s, “ will the
average human type rise to the heights
of an Aristotle, a Goethe, or a Marx,”
and the blights on human dignity be
abolished for ever. Only a fundamen-
tal change, a thoroughgoing smashing
of present class society, will establish
the pre-requisites for this.
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trous accusation was being freely made
by arrogant British partisans the Bis-
hop of Killaloe, Dr. Fogarty, was
moved to say: “The fight for Irish
freedom has passed into the hands of
the young men of Ireland . . . and
when the young men of Ireland hit
back at their oppressors it is not for an
old man like me to cry ‘Foul!’”

Neither Stormont nor Dublin

I should like to comment upon many
other points in this offensive letter,
apart from its misleading title—*Ire-
land versus the IRA ”—which. pre-
judices the whole question, but con-
siderations of space forbid. May I,
however, say a few words on an aspect
of the subject which seems to puzzle
some of our British comrades. They
are, as a rule, willing to concede that
there may be some justification for op-
posing the Stormont * Government,”
as 1t represents a quisling minority with
the mentality, if the word may be used
m such a connection, of the back-
woodsmen of Arkansas, who interpret
the constitution of the United States
to mean that it guarantees to them the
right to life, liberty and the pursuit of
negroes. The comrades in question,
however, see no reason why the Dublin
Government should be opposed. The
reason 1s that the successive govern-
ments which have held sway in Dub-
lin since the Irish Revolution have been
false to their trust.. Upon them has
descended the blood-stained mantle of
the British rulers of Ireland. They
have done little or nothing to re-unite
their country or to endeavour to have
it take its old and rightful place
amongst the nations of the earth.

Prison torture

As an instance of their methods of
dealing with those of their fellow-
countrymen who expose their treachery
I take the case of one Sean
McCaughey—one of many. Sean
McCaughey was charged with assault
and unlawful detention, punishable at
common law by fine or imprisonment.
Under an Emergency Powers Order the
Government decreed that he should be
tried by a military court. He was sen-
tenced to death on 18th September,
1941. The sentence was later com-
muted to one of penal servitude for life.
He was confined in Portlaoghse Con-
vict Prison for four years and nine
months. In all that time he was
not allowed to receive any visitors.
He refused to wear prison clothes
and during the whole term of
his imprisonment the only clothing he
had was his prison blankets. He
went on hunger strike on 19th April,
1946, and on thirst strike on the 24th
of the same month. On the eleventh
of the following month he died in his
prison cell. An inquest was held in

‘the prison, the jury having been oblig-

ingly selected by the police.  The

Deputy Coroner refused to allow

counsel for the next-of-kin to cross-

examine the Governor. I give a few
details of the admissions made by the
medical officer of the Prison, Dr.

Duane, under cross-examination:

Mr. McBride: Are you aware that
during the four and a half=years he
was here he was never out in the
fresh air or sunlight?

Dr. Duarne: As far as I am aware he
was not,

Mr, ?tchride: Would 1 be right i
saying that up to twelve or eighteen
months ago he was kept in solitary
confinement and not allowed to
speak or associate with any other
persons’?

Dr. Duane: That is right.

Mr, McBride: Would you treat a dog
in that fashion?

Dr. Duane (after a pause): No.

[turn to back page
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H.Bomb — contd.

Every comedy, it is said, bas its
more serious aspect, and this pamph-
let is no exception. Throughout the
reader is lulled into thinking of only
one bomb: even this would be grim
enough, but what enemy is going to
drop only one bomb? Of course, the
real fact is that this tightly packed little
island would be saturated with radio-
active fall-out within a very short time
of nuclear war breaking out.

Victims already claimed

I have given just a brief outline of
what can be expected if war should
~ come, but what of the tests being car-
ried out by the three powers at present
producing these vile weapons? On
November 2nd, the Manchester Guar-
dian reported what it called *a startl-
ing analysis ” by four members of the
staff of the Harwell research station.
The startling information is that the
bones of two children (a year and six
months old respectively) who died in
the summer of this year were found
to contain nearly a quarter of the
concentration of strontium above the
level which the Medical Research
Council has said would require “imme-
diate consideration.” Add this to all
the other previous evidence and it be-

comes obvious that there is real dan- -

ger from the continuation of the tests
alone. -

Our job is clear

Are we, then, just to resign ourselves
to our fate? The answer to this
question for Socialists must be to wage
a political campaign of opposition.

For only by such a campaign can Bri-

tain be defended against nuclear war-
fare.

The first and minimum demand must
be for the immediate halting of the
testing and manufacture of nuclear
weapons by Britain. Secondly we must
advance a positive Socialist foreign
policy which involves a ' complete
break with the so-called “ Western
Camp ” of NATO, SEATO, etc. This
would help to negate ‘the polarization
of the world about which Bevan
seemed so worried at Brighton. Free
from such entanglements, Britain could
then rally all the progressive forces in
the world for a
against the rival imperialisms of Wash-
ington and Moscow and their H-bombs

It will be a long and tough struggle
with no place for the faint hearts and

political dilettantes, but there is no

other road that can lead to a full
life and a lasting peace. Ry
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'PARLIAMENI

Michael Millett again on

INFLATION, ARBITRATION and DESPERATION

AFTER THE LONG dry season of the re-

cess, the house has been largely con-

cerned with debating the economic
situation.

Apparently there is a crisis in the
country’s economy caused—so it is
said—by some mysterious gentlemen
in Frankfurt, Paris and Brussels and
various other centres
rectitude, who are losing confidence in
Britain because they have come to the
conclusion that the British working
classes are a gang of idle layabouts.

- The Conservatives, who are always
keen to beg well thought of in Frank-
furt, decided that this called for imme-
diate action and the Chancellor rallied
the country with these deathless words:

If wage increases in the scale on
which they have been given in the
past—and were still being demanded
—were granted, it would be a disaster
to the country, to the firms who gave
them, and to the men who got them.

The trouble is that whatever the cir-
cumstances the Conservatives have
only two alternative policies:  (a) if
the Unions and the working class are

~weak they reduce wages—as in 1931;

(b) if the working class is strong they
try to prevent wage increases. This

is the policy they have been trying

these past few years.

~ So far as the dangers of wage in-
-creases are concerned the Conserva-
tives have been professional wolf-criers

for so long that it is 'surprising that
their own people have not noticed that

 the shouts of *“ Au loup!” are always

treated with the traditianal apathy that
is appropriate. (The Beaverbrook
press is the only exception to this and
intermittently calls for higher wages
for higher prosperity.)

For the Labour Party, Mr. Wilson
in a typically witty speech (he com-
plim®hted the Chancellor on his inter-
vention at Gloucester on behalf of the
Liberal candidate). suggested some
bold remedies : ik

The Government should. propose now

an economic conference between Bri-

~ tain, the United States, Canada, Ger-
many, and France, if France had a
Government at the time, to examine
the problem of liquidity and the key
position of sterling, the dollar, and
the mark. and investigate internal
- policy in the creditor countries. The

Government should take the initia- -

tive in calling urgent international
talks on the commodity problem.
The United States - might now - be

- more willing to agree. to interna- -

tional commodity agreements.

‘Workers of the world unite and exa-
mine the liquidity ratios: you have

nothing to lose but your sterling bal-
ances !
The truth of the matter is that from

the point of view of the working class
these economic crises not only appear

meaningless with the strange jargon in
which they are clothed but are mean-
ingless. After all, if a working class
movement has any success it means
that its members get more of the pro-

ducts of labour and the capitalists get [
less. Naturally enough this makes the

international bands of financiers and
their tame experts cry out with hor-
ror and say that the National Union
of Railwayman is wrecking Christian
civilisation. It would be a tragedy if
the workers began to believe in this
sort of thing. Fortunately they (as a
whole) prefer to regard Capitalism as
they find it on the factory floor and
in the rent demands and are content,
for the time being. to confine their
more theoretical studies to an analysis

of the future prospects of Preston
North End.

of economic

Mr. Darling (Sheffield, Hillsbporough,
Lab.) said that the categorical state-
ment that responsible arbitrations
should not allow wages to go up
would mean a breakdown in collec-
tive bargaining: It was no. longer
free bargaining if a Government in-
tervened to that exent, It was no
longer free bargaining if the arbi-
trator was under instruction not to
allow any wage increase to be given.

THERE IS a certain amount of distress,
of which Mr. Darling’s remarks are
typical, in the Labour Party at the
“threat’ to arbitration caused by the
Government’s refusal to honour the
three percent award of the Health Ser-
vices Tribunal and by its attitude to

~arbitration tribunals in general. Those

of us on the Left can of course say,
* We told you so!” with cheerful com-
placency. Whenever was an indepen-
dent tribunal on.wages possible under
any system? | |

The trouble with the Conservatives
is that they are so incompetent that

_they scatter cards all over the floor

every time they try to stack the pack.
Under smoother operators there never
would have been a Health Service
award to turn down in the first place
and the “independent” arbitrators
would have refused wage increases
without being instructed in Parliament
to do so.

DURING A DEBATE on housing there was
an interesting example of Tory men-
tality. |

A Labour MP Mr. Arthur Lewis

cited the case of an old lady of 99 who

received notice to quite on her hun-
dredth birthday.

The Housing Minister, Mr Brooke,
said that the house was in her son’s

- name and that as soon as the landlord

got to know of the old lady, he imme-
dlatel}{_ cancelled the notice. |
While the Conservatives were
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IRA -- contd.

The evil against which Sean Mc-
Caughey fought, and in fighting which
he laid down his young life had, of
course, its origin in the shameful
“treaty ” which dismembered Ireland
the terms of which Dublin governments
of both parties seem determined to
carry out regardless of the well-nigh
irreparable injury it has inflicted upon
the country. There is one way, and
one way only, to bring peace to Ire-
land. That way is indicated in Point
XII of “The Socialist Review ” Plat-
form: *““ The withdrawal of all British
troops from overseas.” And may I
emphasize that Ireland is ** overseas.”

Without the backing of the British
armed forces there could be no parti-
tion of Ireland. '

W. P. LAVIN.

Comrade Lavin should read what he
criticises before doing so. Comrade
Skeffington’s article was not called
“Ireland vs. the IRA ” but “ Social-
ist Pelicy vs. the IRA ”; Skeffington
did not hold Hitler responsible for
World War II but explicitly stated that
“ British and French policy after 1918
did much to produce Nazism.” It is
true that these are minor matters, but if
Comrade Lavin canmot see the trees,
can we be sure that he has seen the
wood? 1If, as he suggests, the IRA’s
way is, and should be, Ireland’s way,
why do they not, why does he not,
show us where that way is leading?
Why violence if it leads nowhere ?
if, indeed, it hinders us from getting
anywhere ? This is the 'crux of Com-
rade Skeffington’s article. This is what
Comrade Lavin has failed to answer
and by so doing, he has blunted what
would otherwise have been some tell-
ing points.—KEditor,

warmly applauding this reply they
apparently overlooked the fact that
in the normal course of events the son
of a hundred year old lady would be
around seventy years old himself.

But then, seventy is just the right
age to strike out for a vigorous new
life in the workhouse, for example.

| WHAT WE STAND FOR

- The Socialist Review stands for.international Socialist democracy. Only the
mass mobilisation of the working class in the industrial and political arena

can lead to the overthrow of capitalism and the establishment of Socialism.
T'he Socialist Review belicves that a really consistent Labour Government

| must be brought to power on the basis of the following programme :

[1] The complete nationalisation of heavy industry, the banks, insurance

_and the land, with compensation payments based on a means test. Re-
nationalisation of all denationalised industries without compensaton. The
_ nationalised industries to form an integral

- plan and not to be used in the interests of private profit. i 42

. [2] Workers’ control in all nationalised industries, i.e., a majority of

part of an overall economic

workers’ representatives on all national and area boards, subject to fre-
quent election, immediate recall and receiving the average skilled wage

ruling in the industry.

[3] The inclusion of workers’ representatives on the boards of all private
firms employing more than 20 people. These representatives to have free
access to all documents. |

[4] - The establishment of workers’ committees in all concerns to control
hiring, firing and working conditions. '
[S] The establishment of the principle of work or full maintenance.
[6] The extension of the social services by the payment of adequate
pensions, linked to a realistic ‘cost-of-living index, the abolition of all pay-
ments for the National Health Service and the development of an industrial

health service, - G -
[7] -The expansion of the housing programme by granting interest free
loans to local authorities and the right to requisition privately held land.
[8] Free State education up to 18. Abolition of fee paying schools. For
comprehensive schools and adequate maintenance grants—without a means
test—for all university students.

[9] Opposition to all forms of racial discrimination. Equal rights and
trade union protection to all workers whatever their country of origin.
Freedom of migration for all workers to and from Britain.

[10] Freedom from political and economic oppression to all colonies.
The ofier of technical and economic assistance to the people of the under-
developed countries. - i
[11] The reunification of an independent Ireland.

[12] The abolition of conscription and the withdrawal of all British
troops from overseas. The abolition of all weapons of mass destruction.
[13] A Socialist foreign policy independent of both Washington and
Moscow. ;




