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THE CAMPAIGN AGAINST NUCLEAR DEATH is

growing in intensity. Meetings, resolutions and
demonstrations, the Aldermaston march and the mass
lobby of May 20th—all demanded a return to sanity, to
peace.
* * *

More. The peace campaign is spreading to ever-
‘wider sections of the population. As protest succeeds pro-
.test, so the voice and the wrath of the people mounts—a
million-voiced crescendo demanding END THE H-
BOMB THREAT, is heard throughout the land.

* * *

The people’s confidence increases. Ordinary folk,
many for the first time, are taking their destinies into their
own hands, are joining in the battle, and this is most
important, indeed, essential. Essential, because the success
or failure of this great campaign will be determined by the
-extent to which the people really do determine the fate of

humanity.
% & *

Therefore a word of warning isot out of place. Let
us answer the war-maniacs with EFFECTIVE action. Let
us not be content with mere appeals and protests, how-
ever necessary they may be. To leave it at that is tant-
amount to political beggary. Let us go beyond Alder-
maston, beyond May 20. Trust not the diplomats, makers
of two world wars; trust not Governments, avidly prepar-
ing a third. Summit talking is not good enough. Pay no
attention to those who advise, “It is Governments which
will take the decision—not individual peace-lovers or peace
organizations,” (World News, Communist Party weekly,
March 15th) for this way leads to a political cul-de-sac.

& L *

Effective action—but what kind? The working class,
we who makethe Hydrogen Bomb, we who build the rocket
sites, we whose skill turns the wheels of industry, we CAN
-and MUST decide which road humanity will take—death
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STRIKE AGAINST THE BOMB'!

or life, Capitalism or Socialism. Our action is decisive,

is effective and sure.

The working class movement must declare with one
voice: Industrial action against the H-Bomb and the capi-

talist war machine.

Black the Bomb !
Black the Bases!

FRANGE

Report from Seymour Papert, Paris

IN 1956 the French electorate
gave a majority of votes to the
parties putting forward a plat-
form of Peace in Algeria. But
once in Parliament these parties
combined to continue and inten-
sify the war. The Socialist Prime
Minister, Mollet, asked for, and
was given with the help of com-
munist votes, special powers to
crush the Algerian national
movement. The communist and
socialist trade unions effectively
squashed -widespread working-
class resistance to mobilization.
Why?

War or what ?

The recent events in Algeria
spotlight an essential aspect of
the explanation. For the big in-
dustrialist, the Algerian question
is a matter of balancing cost
against benefits; but there are a
million - settlers in Algeria, and
several million, namely petit-
bourgeois, hangers-on in metro-
politan France by whom it is seen
as a matter of life and death.
Thus a compromise in Algeria
would mean throwing down the
gauntlet to a large section of the
population who have shown that
they are ready to resist by force
if pushed too far. The parliamen-
tary parties from the communists
to the representatives (Mendes-
France radicals) of the liberal
bourgeoisiec were (and still are)
faced by a naked choice: carry
on the war or face a trial of force
that would immediately put in
question the existing parliamen-
tary state.  They unanimously
turned in horror from the latter
possibility. The war continued.

The war continued. The cost
mounted. The Algerian move-

ment grew by its own dynamic
and through the ideological and
material backing of the Arab and
Russian sectors. Western. coun-
tries became more and more con-
cerned about the gaping hole in
their myth of a “free world.”
France faced bankruptcy. More
and more people in France—in-
cluding the clearer-sighted sec-
tions of the ruling -class—whis-
pered: “the war must stop.”” Fears
and tensions grew amongst the
direct exploiters of Algeria. A
whispered hint from Pflimlin,
prime minister designate, that a
cease-fire might be considered,
was enough to precipitate the Al-
gerian seftlers. Overnight Paris
lost control over Algeria except
on the terms of the insurgents
who recognise no authority but
that of the generals and their own
“ Committees of Public Safety.”
Their demands were direct: in-
tensification of the war, forma-
tion of a strong-arm national
government in Paris.

Parliament’s Paralysis

The choice which faced all par-
ties in 1956, now took on a new
burning urgency. At all costs, the
trial of force had to be preven-
ted; the pretence that parliament

rules the country in the name of

the people had to be maintained.
Backed by a united vote of the
“left.”” Pflimlin gave in to the
chief demands of the Algerians:
the war effort is being intensified;
military service lengthened; the
war budget was immediately in-
creased by eighty thousand mil-
lion francs; emergency laws have
effectively freed the government
from all constitutional restraint;

turn to back page
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TH THE LONDON BUS

STRIKE being recognised as ~ P2

the fight of all organised labour
against the Tory Government,
messages of support and financial
contributions have come in from
every corner of the country.
Against this background it is hard
to appreciate the reasons for the

three railway unions’ settling their

claim for a miserly three per
cent. With the railwaymen and
the busmen the Government were
in a tight corner. How pleased
they must now be to have calmed
the railway men for a few paltry
shillings and at the same time
have only a bus strike to deal
with in London. Maybe some of
the railway workers will not be
as happy when under the Govern-
nient’s modernization scheme they
find themselves out of work, for
it is well to remember that the
3 per cent was given on the
understanding that economies
were made.

e It pays to Organize

ONE INCIDENT during the
bus strike is worthy of mention
for the lesson that can be handed
on to other workers in disputes.
At Harrow Weald garage the
strikers put their own cars at the
disposal of sick, aged and crip-
pled people. One of the local
papers, the Harrow Post, dis-
torted the motive behind this
move by the busmen., Angry re-
presentation was of course made
to the editor, who in the next issue
put in an apology. The damage
had, however, been done. At the
end of the second week of the
strike, the Harrow Post required
some further information from
the strike committee.  The re-
porter who turned up at the strike
HQ was asked to produce a union
card. Unable to do so, being a
non-unionist, the reporter was
sent packing without the infor-
mation his paper desired. It will
soon be obvious even to the editor
that it pays to organize.

e Rate for the Job!

THE . ANNUAL NATIONAL
COMMITTEE Conference of the
AEU was unanimous in its con-
demnation of the Rent Act and
called for the return of a Labour
Government. The Conference
also passed a motion urging the
nationalization of engineering,
shipbuilding, aircraft, machine-
tools, motor and textile machin-
ery industries. ~Among the
decisions made was one to cam-
paign for women’s minimum pay
to be that of the adult labourer.
Whilst it is true that women have
been regarded as second-class
citizens in industry and have been
used for decades as a cheap
labour force, it is not to the credit
of the AEU that their policy
should tag along in this reaction-
ary manner. The demand for
equal pay for equal work irre-
spective of sex, has been voiced
from every socialist platform in

this country, all the trade unions -

y lip'service to it, yet from the
powerful AEU National Commit-
tee we have a decision to engage
in 2 campaign which in itself is a
denial of basic trade unionism,
that is, the rate for the job.

o SUppdrt for

Swindon

AT THE TIME OF WRITING,
about 10,000 car workers in the
Midlands have been laid off as a
result of the strike at the Pressed
Steel Company at Swindon. The
strike, which. has received official
recognition from the unions con-
cerned, is over wages, which at
the Pressed Steel Company are
considered to be the lowest in the
car industry. The workers at
Pressed Steel have no intention
of being used as the cheap labour
force which, if allowed to con-
tinue, would bring down wages in
other sections of the motor in-
dustry. To the credit of the
Midland motor workers who have
been hard hit by the strike, the
call has come from their shop
stewards for full support, and a
demand that the Confederation of
Shipbuilding and Engineering
Unions take action.

o Out of Work

THE NUMBER OF UNEM-
PLOYED in Great Britain rose
by 11,000 to a figure of 440,000
on the 14th of April, according
to thge Ministry of Labour and
National Service. The number of
operatives working short time was
119,000, an increase of 16,000,
Out of the total unemployed, over
200,000 have been out of work
for more than 8 weeks. Whilst
the 440,000 represents only 2 per
cent in Great Britain, the figure
of 51,276 in Northern Ireland re-
presents 10.8 per cent of the
working population. These fig-
ures call to mind the slogan,
“Tory Freedom Works.” If the
unemployment figures get any
worse then Tory freedom will be
the only thing that works.

e Black the Bases

ONE OF THE CURRENT
DEMANDS of the Socialist- Re-
view is to Black the Bomb, Black
the Bases. From the Head Office
of the ETU a circular has been
sent to all branches requesting
them to participate in “all organ-
ized activity” to prevent the In-
stallation of rocket bases in the
United Kingdom. With this re-
quest was sent a joint statement
signed by the leaders of the
French electricians’ union. It
would be a great day for the
British working class if all unions
could discuss this issue and come
to the conclusion that all work on
rocket sites should be declared
black.

GEOFF CARLSSON

BUILDING

A Socialist
OME TIME AGO I wrote an
- article for SR which the

Editors were pleased to title “A

Socialist Policy for Building.”

" Whilst it is true that in the five

most coherent lines in the whole
article T did suggest
1 Nationalize the land.

2 Nationalize the matenals
industry,

3 Nationalize the = plant-hire
firms.

It is also true that I did not go on

to state further proposals which
the

would be necessary to justify
title “Socialist Policy for Build-
ing.” The reason for this is quite
simple. 1 am not at all clear as
to what constitutes such a policy.
The reasom for the confusion is
the lack of clarity as to the

nafure of tramsitional demands

-and the character of the struggle

around them. I hazard a guess
that the confusion is quite wide-
spread. Two extremely useful
pieces of reading on this question
are a pamphlet by Trotsky called
“The Death Agony of Capital-
ism” which I believe is out of
print, and an address, again I fear
by Trotsky, on “Radio, Science,
Technology, and Society” pub-
lished in the Nov.-Dec. issue of
Labour Review. The point of go-
ing into such detail in relation to
the building industry is not just
to get political clarity, but also
because the beginnings of a very
good rank-and-file movement
amongst the building workers has
as one of its points “nationaliza-
tion of the building industry”
which 1 think is inadequate as a
transitional demand.

Transitional Demands

Correct transitional demands
raise doubts in the minds of the
workers fighting for them about
the ability of capitalism as an
economic system to satisfy their
material and cultural require-
ments, and suggest the necessity
of replacing this system by
Socialism. Perhaps it would be
more true to say that militant
marxist workers are able to raise,
in the course of joint struggle
with other workers for correct
transitional demands, the issues
of capitalism or socialism on the
basis of these. demands. Equally
important however, is the need to
make clear, over and over again,
that socialist forms of property
relations are no guarantee against
the growth of a bureaucratic
strata who can hold back the
advance of the workers materially
and culturally. These bureau-
cratic strata spring as easily from
the ranks of the working-class as
they do from the petit-bourgeois
or the “intellectuals.” How often
in the biographies of the Morri-
sons and the Deakins does one
read, in the early chapters of
militancy, mass struggle and even
marxism. The proposals to
nationalize land, materials, mono-
polies, and plant-hire firms must
therefore of necessity include
proposals aimed at preventing not
only
a these industries being run to
benefit other private sectors of
the economy, and

b centralized boards being set
up as a refuge for retired army
Generals, Labour Peers and
industrial relations experts,

Socialist Review

Policy by
but also .

c proposals aimed at raising the
whole issue of workers con-
trol, workers councils, election
of officials, right of recall,
limitation on salaries and
“disbursements,”” and direct
creative participation in the
day to day running of the in-
dustry by everyone including
the tea-boy. |

Having written this, one has
written nothing either original or
profound. Whilst a glow of self-
righteousness comes over one
when attacking “the bureaucracy”
whether in the working-class
organs of struggle the Trade

Unions, or in the socialist prop-

erty framework in the Soviet

Union, one still has not tackled

the adequacy of nationalization

proposals in terms of the struggle
of British workers in the coming
months of 1958. Since the land,
the materials industry, and the
plant-hire firms are centrally or-
ganized monopolistic groupings,

I can see no altermative to the

slogans of nationalization with

workers control. Even if under

a reformist Labour Government

these demands were only partially

carried out, as in ‘the case of
transport and mines, they would
nevertheless constitute a rational-
ization of parts of the industry
which could lead to more homes
being built quicker and cheaper,

a result which only the most sec-

tarian would dismiss.

PAUL SIMON, is the pseudonym
of an architect, member of the
Communist Party. We are pub-
lishing this second article of his
as an important contribution to
the argument on the future of the
building industry—a future fouled
by capitalist control at present—
and a contribution to the formu-
lation of socialist policy. Replies
and criticism are welcome.—
Editor.

So far as the industry itself is
concerned however, we have no
centralized anything to take over.
It therefore seems to me, and this
is made as a suggestion for dis-
cussion, that we can make a call
for alternative organizations even
within the framework of capital-
ism which will challenge the
system of capitalism effectively.
The one which suggests itself
most readily is of course the
direct labour schemes operated
by local authorities. It is inter-
esting to note that the Federations
proposals for nationalizing the
industry only mention direct
labour schemes as something that
would not be “taken over.” Bill
Hilton, research officer of the
AUBTW writing recently in Tri-
bune said however that many
Labour councillors would rather
“howl for parliamentary action,
where MP’s would have to take
administrative and electoral risks
than try to6 build up a Socialist
Unit locally which would have a
greater element of democratic
control than is possible for a
nationalized  structure.”” The
point, I hope, will not be lost at
Cedars Road. Direct labour
schemes in themselves do neot,
however, contain any guarantees
of democratic control. So far as
the building worker is concerned,
he works for the Council like the .
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rates collector or the refuse col-
lector, rather than for a private
boss. Working conditions are
‘better of course, membership of a
Union 1s' compulsory, but getting
wage ‘ncreases out of even a 100
per cent Labour Council is like
trying to break concrete with a
bath  sponge.. The building
worker owns the means of pro-
duction no more than the dust-
man owns the dustcart, and his
participation in the control of
production is as great as the
worker in any privately owned
factory with a JPC. Direct labour
schemes are however a challenge
to the local building firms, and as
such they are hated and feared.
Provided the same attention was
paid by the rank and file to ques-
tions of control and participation,
there is no reason however why
a fight for an extension of direct
labour schemes should not raise
within the industry the very
questions “who controls whom”
in its sharpest forms.

Direct Labour enough ?

A fight for a democratic direct
labour scheme, or for democrat-
izing an existing scheme is a
question which union branches
can take up locally, and which
can be related to local tenants
struggle. Such a fight would con-
cern itself with:

a municipal bureaucracy or
workers control

b private ownership or public
ownership

¢ the role of labour local auth-
orities as instruments of cen-
tral state control or as local
“vanguards” of the class
-struggle.

There is no reason, for instance,
why such an issue cannot be
taken to county council level,
particularly on the question of
school building. It is particularly
scandalous in this connection,
that the Labour Group on the
London County Council have
only recently started direct
Iabour, preferring to guarantee to
pay to private contractors wages
bills, materials bills, and what it
calls a percentage for “organizing
ability” and “techmical know-
how,” which is of course a guar-
anteed profit. -

If direct labour scenes could

be seen as alternative firing posi- -

tions for attacking capitalism and
not a socialist solution, then I

think Marxists should fight for
their extension.

Co-operate against :apita.

I would like to turn now to a
suggestion which, to my know-
ledge, receives little support and

less comment in Marxist circles.

I refer to the idea that workers
should themselves build producer
and consumer co-operatives
which seek to challenge capital-
ism. Such a suggestion is of
course pregnant with confusions
and idealisms. Anyone associated
with the CWS could elaborate on
the points already made on lack
of workers control, growth of
bureaucracy and wasteful and in-
efficient methods of bureaucratic
administration. = Anyone who
shops at the Co-op, particularly
the LCS, knows that with isolated

These pages have been set aside for a socialist
review of the industrial struggle. Help to make
them complete by sending in news and comments.

STOP the BLACK TRAINS

exceptions you can get better
value and service at Sainsburys
and Marks and Spencer, or a big-
ger dividend at many multiples.
The Co-operative Movement has
carved itself as large and secure
a place in the capitalist sun as the
TUC General Council, and is sub-
ject to the same stresses. One is
also aware of the confusion gen-
erated by “ Co-op-Ownerism,”
ideas that workers and even capi-
talists will be converted to Social-
ism by the example of co-opera-
tive ownership, or that groups of
artisans-producers banded to-
gether under one roof constitute
a “socialist outpost.” There is
no solution to the problems of
the working-class under capital-
ism except the building of a
socialist society., There is no
alternative to taking state power
by the working class and impos-
ing class rule for the protection
of building Socialism. Such a
possibility is not however, con-
tinuously on the agenda.

Only when capitalism is grip-
ped by an economic crisis, when
the capitalists as a class are
divided and confused, and when
the workers as a tclass are confi-
dent, clear of any reformist illu-
sions and led by a revolutionary
party can we speak of taking state
power. In the meantime we have
to have to start with the working
class where it is, try to solve the
problems it has now, and go
through historical experiences
which, when conditions are right,
will repay dividends.

The way forward

Alongside the right to work at
a li¥%ing wage there is at the
moment as great or greater a
problem facing masses of working
class families. The right to a
home at a rent they can afford.
There is not the space to go into
the ramifications of interest and
profit which go to make a typical
Council house something like
three times as expensive as the
value of labour used up in its
production, but it is clear that as
part of the fight for a home at a
rent they can afford, the working
class have to engage directly with
private land owners, city finan-
ciers, the bank and insurance
companies, and the vested inter-
ests in the building industry.
Many working-class families how-
ever, despairing of the waiting

list and a homeless prospect, are

mortgaging themselves and their
future to buying houses from
private and speculative developers
and builders. Unless capitalism
declined into a critical slump con-
dition, and I am not competent to
speak on this, this process will
increase, even under a Labour
Government inherited from the
wartime, or unless it is prepared
to, say, nationalize the land. My
belief is, that unless the situation
sharpens such that we get the
revoluti situation outlined
above, the labour leaders will be
prepared to let private building
have its head on housing, and will
concentrate on rented property.

If this analysis is correct (and
it does need substantiating), then
there is a case for the formation
of producer and consumer co-

‘those outlined in

ROTHERS: Since midnight on

Sunday, 4th May, not a bus wheel
has turned on the 2,000 square miles
of roads serviced by London Trans-
port. We 50,000 busmen and women
are waging a solid and united strike to
defend our standards of living. We

are fighting for our lives—and for the

future of our wives and children—
against the biggest monopoly em-
ployer in the country—and against
the most vicious, anti-working-class
Government of our time.

From the very moment that the
strike began—on every vard of line—
at every minute of the day and night
~—the London Underground Railway
System has been used as an organised
strike-breaking instrument against us.

Underground trains are full to
bursting point. Millions upon mil-
lions of passengers normally carried
on buses have gone underground. So
great has been the pressure—so acute
the danger to life and limb—that sta-
tions have had to be periodically
closed to avert a major disaster.

And that Underground Railway
System is being operated by our fel-
low trade unionists. By men and
women who—Ilike us—work for the
London Transport Executive. By men
and women who—Ilike us—have had
their just pay claim rejected. By
men and women who—like us—are
being pushed around and treated like
cattle by a Tory Government whose
declared aim is to beat down the liv-
ing standards of all working people.

These are facts—unpleasant—but
true. Every heavily over-loaded train
that moves under the roads of Lon-
don is helping to break the strike of
the busmen up on the surface. Every
time a guard gives his driver a start-
ing bell—every time a station woman
calls “ mind the doors please "’ a blow
is struck at the London busmen.

The press knows it—the employer
knows it—the Government knows it.
They glory in it—and, if they suc-
ceed in their strike-breaking—if they
can beat the London busmen—then
your turn will be next. They will spit
in your faces—just as they have spat
in ours. 3

We know that you do not like this
set up. We know that you would
rather be fighting alongside us, We
know that we are all paying the pen-
alty for stupid trade union methods
that keep men doing the same class
of job separated into different un-
ions. We know from our own experi-
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ence just how tied up in constitutional
red tape trade union affairs are. We
know that vou wait for a lead—a
lead that does not come—from your

~ top officials.

But, when one’s house is on fire,
one does not wait for a handbook
of instructions on fire-fighting meth-
ods. One gets cracking right away
—to save the home and rescue the
children. And, if the fire is at the
house of your neighbour, you do
not wait for a formal invitation—
you just wade in and help. '

To-day it is the busmen’s house
that is on fire—to-morrow it will be
yours, Next week it will be the turn
of the engineer—the miner—the doc-
ker. And so it will go on—so long
as we are prepared to stand quietly
in our separate folds—Ilike sheep wait-
ing for the slaughter.

We again repeat that we under-
stand the constitutional difficulties,
but blood—working-class blood—is
thicker, and infinitely more precious
than constitutional red tape. Red
tape that permits one trade unionist
to be used against another must be
broken. If those at the top of our
unions will not act—then we bus-
men, who stand alone in the front
line of danger—feel we are entitled
to appeal direct to our brothers who
man the strike-breaking trains.

We know that if you come to our
aid—and stop the trains now—you
will suffer hardship. We know from
bitter experience that a strike is no
picnic. Yet we believe—in all sin-
cerity—that if vou do NOT stop the
trains NOW—you will pay an even
more bitter price in the future.

Never did the old trade wunion
maxim—* An injury to one is an In-
jury to All” ring so urgently true as
to-day. Never before was it so
patently obvious that—"“United we
stand—Divided we fall.”

We busmen are solid and united—
we are determined to fight on—we
will not give up. From the front line
of the battle we call upon you—our
brothers and fellow trade unionists
to come to our aid.

Stop the trains—stop the strike-
breaking. Stop the piecemeal—sec-
tion by section attack by the Tories
on frade union standards. Joint
action NOW can shorten our strike—
defeat the employers—and put the

‘Tory Government in the garbage can

—where it belongs.
Reprinted from Platform

and a footnote on South Bank
by E. J. Scott, T & G No. I/72] Branch Sec.

UILDING
- should

OPERATIVES
take warning and

make bigger efforts to organize.

Once again, as in pre-war days,
our livelihoods are being threat-
ened. I have been constantly re-
ceiving reports of men offering
themselves for work at a rate be-
low the trade union rate. For
example, one of my stewards re-
cently told me that a man applied

for a job and informed the gen-

eral foreman that he would do

operatives in house building. If
such co-operatives were formed
(as they will be formed) with the
active participation of Marxists,
then they will give the working
class rich experiences. With the
participation of Marxists there is
a chance that revolutionary per-

-spectives will not become blurred.

Without it, of course, such co-
operatives can become merely an-
other adaptation, another com-
promise along the rocky road of
reformism.

I think considerations such as
this article
should engage the attention of
rank and file militants in the
working class movement.

any work, and that he was pre-
pared to work for any wage the
foreman gave him. In this par-
ticularly case the site was an LCC
Direct Labour site, and the LCC
will pay the trade union rate
only. But a private contractor, or
at least many of them, will take
advantage of such opportunities
to exploit workers and weaken
union organization. It is there-
fore most important that we re-
double our efforts to organize the
building workers.

During the recent elections the
Tory Government has been told
in no uncertain manner to get
out, yet they hang on like a
drowning man clutching a straw.
The building workers are pre-
pared to fight the Tory Govern-
ment. For example, on the large
sites in the City of London the
workers are voluntarily imposing
a levy of 2s. a week from each
man in support of our comrades
on the buses. Let all stewards on
sites, in workshops and factories
show 100 per cent solidarity with
the busmen. Their fight will be
our fight tomorrow, if they lose
today; their loss will be our loss.
Let our motto be “Unite to

Fight.”
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LRATAYIAR SR Columnist RON LEWIS looks at the state of the Party

LATEST GALLUP POLL confirms

our assessment of the current political

feeling in the country, viz.—that while the

Tory Party is in a state of rapid decline,

the Labour Party is not winning a new sup-
port.

Not that we need Dr Gallup’s magisterial
assurance on that point, the Borough and
Urban District Council elections were proof
enough. For though we won seats, it was
not on the scale that we lost them in 1955.
And here and there, stifftened by its defeats
a month ago in the County elections the

Tory Party managed to fight back success-
fully and produce majorities against us In
seats we won 1n April. In my own County
seat, this happened, and my majority of 536
on April 12th was transformed into a Tory
majority of 150 on May 10th.

BIRTH OF A STATESMAN

“I am profoundly opposed to the
manufacture of the (H) Bomb.” (Ches-
ham, April 29th, 1955).

2 * ”

“1 wish to heaven that Britain would
rise to her moral stature by surrend-
ering her hydrogen bomb experiment.
I can see no good purpose at all in
Britain also arming herself with that
useless weapon.” (New Delhi, March
28th, 1957).

¥ % *

“If Britain had the moral stature
she could say we can make the H-

bomb, but we are not going to make
it.” (Reading, 5th May, 1957). '

* * *

“The moral responsibility for stop-
ping H-bomb tests lies with Russia.
(BBC Press Conference, May
1957.)

* * *

“The only conclusion that a calm

- appraisal justifies is that the existence

of nuclear weapons can no longer be

regarded as a deterrent to war, but as

making war a certainty.”” (Tribune,
24th May 1957).

b * E S
“With the H-bomb Britain is as
much a dictatorship as any dictator-

ship in the world.” (Cardiff, 8th June
1957.) |

* * £ S

“If you carry this resolution, calling
for unilateral abolition of the H-bomb
you will send a British Foreign Secre-
tary naked into the conferemce cham-
ber.”” (3rd October 1957.)

from the < Welsh Nation’

What is wrong?
Clearly, the Party 1s failing to make any

impact.
because,

a. there is no alternative

b. voting habits take a long while to die,
and a hard core of over-thirties will con-
tinue to vote Labour no matter what, for
their image of the Party was born a long
while ago.

But the young, what of them? The Party
must look a poor, dismal, cynical thing to
them. For on the really big issues such as the
H-bomb, the worker’s share of his product
and the control of industry, the Party talks
out of the side of its mouth.

Until the Party produices a policy in which
the Party-activists can believe this state of
affairs will continue to exist. Sincerity is
an important factor in politics, or at least

That it gets any votes at all is

the appearance of it is. And as clever as
some of our leaders think they are in the field
of television performances, their insincerity

‘all too often shows through, and they must -

remember that lower down we are not such
good liars, and we are the people who count!

e The Bomb

ON THE FIRST ISSUE, the Bomb, why
they don’t give up their lost cause of trying
to convert the Party to nuclear warfare? 1
shall never understand unless I mug up my
Freud, Jung and Adler. For the more
speeches they make on it to Party confer-
ences the more they antagonise people. Whe-
ther they like it or not the campaign against
the Bomb is becoming the biggest thing we
have had in British politics for a generation.
It is even frightening the Tories, but Gait-
skell, Bévan and Strachey seem to be un-
aware that anything is happening.

e No Wage Freeze!

THEN THERE IS THE WAGES QUES-
TION. After a spirited debate on the bus-
men’s dispute, everything has gone quiet
again. Here was a splendid opportunity to
strike at the very roots of the Government—
indeed, we owe it to them to use their sacri-
fice to bring down this government by mass
agitation and by extending the strike.

However, one suspects that on this issue
as on so many others they are speaking with
two tongues. For it is reported that in the
policy statement to be issued soon on com-
trols in private industry, the policy sub-com-
mittee are anxious to include a reference to
a wage freeze. |

At a time when it is apparent that our
economy is under-used and unemployment 1s
beginning to assume dangerous proportions
such a suggestion is criminal. But such is
the obsession of the leadership with the
balance of payments that they are prepared
to risk electoral disaster not merely by resol-
ving to try to introduce a wage freeze, but
by publishing the fact beforehand.

The response to the call for a wage freeze
10 years ago was magnificent, but it was a
sacrifice betrayed. For far from improving
their standard of living as a result of this
self-denial what happened? Since 1948, the
average hours worked have gone up by over
one hour per week. And the amount of
goods and services available per hour
worked are less today than they were in
1938! If we add the benefits of the social-
wage there is a marginal increase of 1 per
cent.

This is the truth. No amount of double-
talk about paying our way and all that sort
of eye-wash can disguise the fact that as
the worker’s output goes up, his share goes
down, and if this has not resulted in the

‘worker’s absolute impoverishment as Marx

thought it would, that is solely because capi-

talism developed sufficient consciousness to

stabilise the workers’ subsistence level just |

a fraction or two above par. |

But today if the workers have cars, tele-
vision sets and go abroad for their holidays
let us not forget that for most of them, it
is paid for out of overtime, and the wife’s

earnings. :
Although I described the workers’ response
to the wage freeze of Cripps’ day as mag-

nificent, I referred to the trust which the
workers were prepared to put in a Labour
Government of that time. I thought then,
and I think now, that that appeal was mis-
guided. But if it was misguided then, it is
folly now. For with automation already
causing sackings all over the place and even
in the white collared professions, it is obvi-
ous that we must increase demand if every-
one is to be employed. Demand is synony-
mous with high wages.

It 1s reported that the TU leaders are un-
happy about the proposal to seek a wage
freeze.- Let us hope for once, that they
manage to exert sufficient influence upon the
policy sub-committee to prevent such a pro-
posal from being included. For such a
freeze is not only in my view economically
reactionary, it is politically unworkable. To
persuade the workers after the war was not
easy and then one had the easy story about
the loss of our assets, etc., and the need to
replace machinery which could not be made
during the war. But now after 13 years of
‘peace’ the workers are expecting to see
some reward for their labours. As for the
“inflationary ’ effect of high wages—so what!
Since when have the propertyless had to
worry about inflation? And as Keynes him-
self remarked on more than one occasion, it
is a great debt payer.

The future lies in an expanding economy
with the worker getting each year a larger
real return for his work. If ‘savings’ have
to be made, let them come first from the
arms bill and when that waste ceases to
figure in our budget, there are still the hun-
dreds of millions that are being fiddled out
of taxation, and the vast army of drones
and spivs who live like leeches off the backs
of those of us who work.

No. The wage freeze must be fought
bitterly and without quarter. Under no cir-
cumstances must the worker surrender his
right to fight for his share of the national
product, for to do so is to embark upon a
road that can lead to Stalinism.

e Abolish Public Schools

A FURTHER POLICY STATEMENT
which is in the course of preparation is on
Education. It is reported that the Party
have agreed a compromise which would still
leave the Public Schools in existence. Our
society 1s riddled with freemasonry of one
sort and another, and none is more omni-
potent than the old-school-tie. Scholastically
these schools have little to commend them,
even though in organization they are ‘com-
prehensive.” The quality which these schools
produce lies in the creation of an elite not
of intellectuals but of people distinguished
by their accents and their acceptance of the
belief that they are the herrenvolk of Bri-
tain.

This is a quality that we do not need in a
socialist society. Therefore there should be
no compromise. They should be taken over
by the state and dismantled. Of course the
buildings might well house other types of
school, but that they should exist in any
form at all whether run by the state and
admission by scholarship or not, should not
even be worth five minutes of the NEC’s
time. That it apparently was is another sad
commentary on how far we are drifting
from basic socialist ideas.
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