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THIS

AS BIG BEN sends the notes of midnight booming across the Thames
on Sunday, May 4, an unaccustomed hush will descend upon the
metropolis. The wheels of 10,000 London buses will cease to turn.
Fifty thousand busmen will begin the most important strike of the
post-war period. -

_ Only a change of tactics at Whitehall—or a sudden attack of cold
feet at Transport House—can avert the collision. The London bus-
men—and women too—are ready for a fight in which not only their
own future but that of all trade unionists will be decided.

Only twice before—in 1926 and 1937—has there been a com-
plete shut down of the capital city’s bus services. Should this happen
again on May 4, it is mortally certain the Underground Railway staffs
will refuse to operate the trains—and some 10 million people will lose
all their means of public transport.

Pressing close behind the busmen in the wage fight are half a
million main line railwaymen whose claim for a living wage has been
conteg:tptu]ously and utterly rejected by a Tory sponsored and inspired
“Tribunal.”

MERSEYSIDE TRADES COUNCILS

Conference on Unemployment

Liverpool May 11th
Details from Eric S. Heffer, 54 Avondale Rd., Liverpool 13

Should the railwaymen become involved in strike action, an
gnnitﬁdiatc refusal on the part of dockers and road-haulage drivers to
andle
stacked, something approaching a miniature general strike, is clearly
on the agenda of the day. In this fight the enemy stands clearly
identified—it is not merely the two ‘ Knights of the Round Table
(Sirs Brian Robertson and John Elliot) who are the figureheads of
nationalized British Transport—but the Tory Government, standing
four-square at the head of British capitalism. O Tl

* e Y. s

TWO VITAL LESSONS must be understood and quickly acted upon

by the whole labour movement—and every individual socialist. The
first is to appreciate that an attempt is being made to use the London
busmen as a “cosh” to beat down the living standards of the whole
working class—and to take swift action to rally every possible ounce
of su for the strikers. The second is to spread understanding
throughout the Labour Movement on how this “publicly owned” and
“nationalized” transport industry is used—mnot to provide service to the

public, but as a prop for private enterprise and a happy hunting

ground for bondholders and tax collectors. : o
~ If, as appears likely, the London busmen are first to enter the ring

through

weight of the organized employers and their Tory Government. -

goods will be forthcoming. In fact, as the cards are now

h strike action on May 4, they must not be left to fight alone.
There must be no “keeping the ring,” no standing by-as spectators.
while a small section of the working class takes on the combined.

1S OUR FIGHT!

“What the individual socialist, shop steward and trade unionist
does in the local organizations of the labour movement in the days

and weeks ahead may well prove decisive.

Through press, radio,

and television, the government will work upon the minds of the 10
million people deprived of transport facilities to present the strikers
as greedy blackmailers, holding a pistol at the head of a defenceless

public.
Yet, the engin

eer, the bricklayer, the docker, the clerk, the typist,

the butcher, the baker—and the candlestick maker, who is being
forced to walk to work because of the bus strike, has as big a stake
in the outcome as the strikers themselves.

H BOMB FRONT

NOW BLACK

writes Raymon.d Challinor

THE BLISTERS, sore feet and
even colds have now gone—so
what remains of the 50 mile
march to Aldermaston? Not
merely those, like myself, who
marched all the way, but also the
thousands of people who sympa-
thized with the aims of the march
must . ask themselves: has it
made a lasting impact upon the
British public? What is the next
step? e

Undoubtedly, one of the most
encouraging signs was the num-
ber taking part. Never below
600, the ranks swelled to well
over 4,000 on the first and final

- days.

- That.so many people are pre-
pared to""sai.iriﬁcgea tieir Easter
holidays and to rough it, shows
there is a definite, determined op-
position to the H-bomb in Bri-
tain. A strong and vocal nucleus
exists to carry the struggle into
every crevice of British life—un-
til the bomb is ultimately banned.
. Another encouraging sign was
that four-fifths of the marchers
were under 30, just the age group
politicians accuse of being poli-
tically apathetiv. But surely this
march -proves-.that apathy is

manufactured -by- the politicians

themselves.  “Youth. are pot pre-

(turn to page 2)

THE BOMB!

pared to take an active part in |
political parties because, being
without miscroscopes, they find it

difficult to detect the differences

between the two major parties.
They regard the parliamentary
parlour game, where heat is gen-
erated over trivialities, as of little
consequence to 'themselves or
anybody else. But when an is-
sue of life-and-death importance
arises, it is youth that gives the
lead. Their infectious enthusiasm,
confidence and boisterous energy
was in evidence throughout the
march,

Public support

Even uncommitted members of
the general public were im-
pressed. The march clearly
showed that the cause of nuclear
disarmament was not the proud
possession of cranks, but the fer-
vently-held opinion of many
ordinary men and women like
themselves. The banners, songs
and chants illustrated the dangers
of the current Government—and
official Opposition—policy of
placing faith in the amassing in
larger and larger stocks of
nuclear weapons.

- (turn to back page)

MAY DAY — MARCH FOR PEACE

BLACK THE BOMB! BLACK THE BASES!
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busmen — continued

If the busmen go down, the railway fight is lost before it starts.

- If the workers in the nationalized transport services are beaten, then

the rest of the trade union movement will take their licking as surely
as day follows night. The greatest service that the London busmen
can render to the British people today is not to keep the buses run-
ning but to stop the wheels turning until the wage claim is won and
the Tory Government is broken and defeated.

Never did the old axiom—* United we stand—Divided we fall ”’
stand more true than today. It is this understanding and spirit
that we must spread throughout the Labour Movement. It is this
vital truth that must penetrate every factory and office, every local
organization, every working class area. Every single one of us has
a personal and urgent job to do.

To win the wages battle is the first and most vital need, yet, even
as we marshal our forces for the fight we must also give consideration
to the political lessons involved.

* ® *

IT IS NO ACCIDENT that the first working class section to take
the brunt of the Tory offensive are the staffs of the nationalized
transport industry. Yet it was but a short ten years ago that this very
industry was held up to us as the shining beacon of socialist pro-
gress, as the harbinger of the socialist society, the first magnificent
fruit of the first Labour Government. Nationalization was to put
the capitalist system in “Carey Street,” instead, it turned ex-owners
mmto guaranteed bondholders and put them on Easy Street” for
the rest of their lives, irrespective of whether the industry prospered
or foundered. As for the employees, the “promised l4nd” opened
up for them has proved the graveyard of their hopes: ten years of
nationalization has left the railwaymen the worst paid section of in-
dustry—bar none—while the London busmen have witnessed their
status descend from Ist to 57th position in the national wages scale.

What precisely were these assets that were nationalized in 19487
What was this “going concern” that was taken over at the stock-
exchange valuation of some thirteen-hundred-million-pounds—for the
benefit of humanity and the greater glory of the Transport House
brand of “‘socialism”?

Let the Daily Herald—then the official organ and mouthpiece of
the Labour Party pundits—describe the British Railway Industry. It

said:
" This. century-old railway system is a decaying anachronism, with its

museum-piece goods trains which have to pause at a gradient of 1 in 260
while somebody hops down and pins the brakes of every wagon separately,
because there is no mechanism to put them all on together. Now we see
why this system could not have been given away to anybody.”

There you have it. Here is the underlying reason and cause of
the present plight of our railway system. And here also is the classic
indictment of the Herbert Morrisons and the rest of the Transport
House “experts” who saddled this millstone around the necks of the
British people—and called it “socialism.” -

For ten of the thirty years preceding nationalization Britain had

been engaged in total war during which not even normal replace-
ments—Iet alone improvements—had been made to our railway
system. From 1940 to 1944 the railway system was under constant
bombing attacks resulting in massive destruction of track and rolling
stock. .
In 1948 the British Railways were decrepit, decaying, and obso-
lete—and, as the ‘ Herald * admits, couldn’t be given away. In the
last year before nationalization the British railways incurred a working
loss of £60 millions. Railway stock was worth as much as Hitler
(11 markS'T‘P ;

Yet, this was the precise moment chosen by the master minds
of Transport House to mortgage the future of the British people for
90 years and to the tune of £1,300,000,000 to become “owners” of
this gigantic scrap-heap. Since 1948 something in the region of £500
million has already been doled out as interest to bondholders. Loan
upon loan has had to be raised—at ever increasing rates of interest—
to even keep this clanking skeleton wheezing its decrepit way around
the country. And, ten years after this master stroke—the nationalized

industry owes the private enterprise shylocks hundreds of millions of

pounds MORE than on the day the industry was nationalized. - -
-« - If-ever.a-monument stood:as to how net to tzke over-an industry
—it 1s the British Railways today. If ever a Statue is erected to the
memory of Herbert Morrison—it should be paid for in deep grati-
tude by the railway bondholders. 3 v

But, the story is by no means ended. Having paid the colossal
sum of thirteen-hundred-million-pounds for a derelict industry, it is
now known that a like sum must be spent to bring it to a reasonable
state of efficiency—and once again the money must be borrowed—at
interest. _ - -

Now comes the last touch of irony. Facing a capital expenditure
which will keep it bankrupt for years to come—hopeless if it does
spend the money—and even more hopeless if it doesn’t—the British
Transport Commission is required by its Tory masters to “pay its
wa "\“-l y ! ; 7 s 1] Tt T Chd A :
> Translated at the negotiating table with the railway trade unions,

this means that all wage claims must-be ‘rejected:— Referred to -arbi-

trators, 'such a rejection is upheld by a. Tory ‘sponsored “Tribunal®
on the grounds that the big expenditure facing the Transport Commis-
sion for its “Modernization Scheme” means that no money is avail-
able for wages.

Here the proposition becomes crystal clear. We bought a derelict
concern which will be useless until it is modernized. The cost of
such modernization must be met—not by the Government—not by
the bondholders—not from public funds—but from the pay-packets
of the railwaymen themselves. = - 5 r e 23
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AT THE TIME OF WRITING,
industrial struggles are looming
large on the horizon. On May 5
the London Transport busmen
are due to strike (see page 1). The
‘tubemen’ will not remain silent
on that day.

The three railway unions, pit-
ched into the front line of indus-
trial action by the rejection of
their wage claims, are also hum-
ming with talk (unofficial) of
strike action on that day.

(For the first time for many
years the three Railway unions
are united in common endeavour.
It is to be hoped that from this
new-found unity, a new basis will
be established for the future, lead-
ing eventually to one Industrial
Union for all railwaymen.)

London dockers who have al-
ready placed an embargo on
overtime, have also selected May
5 as the date for a token stop-
page in support of their four-

point program:
(I) Control of overtime,

(2) A rise in the guaranteed

“fall-back” pay to £8 d4s..

IMPORTANT RESOLUTION

ETU :

One important resolution to be
debated at the ETU annual con-
ference this year is the following:

Conference is bitterly opposed to
the attacks of the Tory Government
on the living standards of the work-
ing class and its attempts to weaken
the Trade Union movement. It de-
clares its intention to achieve as soon
as possible, the return of a Labour
Government pledged to socialist poli-
cies. Consequently, Conference calls
on the Executive Council to urge on
the General Council of the TUC to
launch a campaign, if possible in con-
junction with the NEC of the P,
which will include large scale demon-
strations for the purpose of bringing

Socialist Review

by GEOFF CARLSSON

a week,

(3) Reduction of work calls to
to one per day,

(4) Ban on the transference of
men.

* * -

CONTROL OF OVERTIME is
becoming a priority in most in-
dustries now, and with the short-
age of work at the Port of Lon-
don it assumes priority in the
four-point program.

Linked closely with the docks
is the ship-repairing industry. On
Merseyside 3,000 out of 16,000
workers in the particular indus-
try are now out of work, and
300 more have been paid off
from the dry dock department of

Swan Hunter and Wigham
Richardson, Wallsend.
* ES ¥

AFTER THE SHAMEFUL
treatment of the Levine dispute
by the AEU Executive (reported
throughout in SR) we hear of an-
other blow to engineering work-
ers. Three hundred and twenty

about the defeat of the Tory Govern-
ment.

Conference asks the EC to urge
the General Council in the event of
this campaign being insufficient to
bring about fresh elections to use,
the full strength of the Trade Union

- movement industrially,

Further, because of the importance of
winning the Labour Party to under-
stand that only a planned nationalized
economy can solve Britain’s problems,
and that therefore bold nationaliza-
tion policies must be incorporated
in Labour’s election program, Con-
ference asks the EC to encourage in.
every way possible, the active par-
ticipation of the Union’s membership
in- the Labour Party, supporting that
section of the LP struggling to win
the LP to socialist policies.

Such a proposition, if it can be put over, holds uﬁtuld possibilities
for employers and government alike. If railways can only be mod-
ernized from the pay-packets of railwaymen—Cclearly schools can only

be built from the salaries of teache

rs—hospitals from the pay of nur-

ses—public lavatories from the pay-packets of the attendants—houses
from the wages of building workers—and so on ad infinitum. The
case for a complete standstill and wage freeze in all public services is

complete.

What has been said of the set
be repeated with little variation a

up in nationalized transport could
bout the nationalized coal mines—

the miners indeed have had their pay claim rejected with similar argu-
ments—and here the burning need for modernization has existed for

decades.

*

*

THE SOCIALIST, while participating at all levels in the immediate
fight to support the London: busmen and win the wages battle, must
use the dispute to extend and deepen socialist discussion around the
whole question of future policy in relation to nationalization.

Nationalization that accepts

maintenance of the ex-owners in
called them, and excludes workers’
of control, has been tried for a dec

as a first charge upon industry the
the state to which capitalism has
representatives from any measure
ade. The bondholders are laugh-

ing their heads off: only the employees in the industries—and the
public who depend upon their services—weep. Well might a Lon-
don busmen’s spokesman remark: “In 1948 I.ondon Transport was

nationalized—in 1958 it is paralyzed

L]

-Never, in the forseeable future, will the nationalized transport
and mining industries be free of the leeches who batten upon them,
never will these industries really belong to the people, so long as the
existing financial arrangements and system of control is permitted to

There ¢an be no burking this issue of “compensation” or “expro-

priation.” The taking over of the means of production can never be
a polite stock exchange operation—it is an act of revolutionary class

war

A real socialist government will cancel all existing compensa-

tion payments and never again enter into such arrangements. If, in
the process, any transport bondholders become available for work—
there are 3,000 London bus drivers and conductors needed immedi-

ately.
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men employed at the Yorkshire
Engine Company struck work in
support of Brother Bucklow the
\ Convenor who was sacked for al-
leged abusive language. (He
threatened to “sort them out”
after a junior progress clerk had
altered the price on a job ticket).
Once again the AEU Executive
refused to give official backing,
Result—after three weeks the
men went back to work leaving
the Convenor outside. Another
one of the many who have been

sold.

THE MARGATE CONFER-
ENCE of the Union of Shop, Dis-
tributive and Allied Workers,
considered the problem of Wage
Freeze. The General Secretary
told Conference that controls on
industry and improvements in
social services—both of which
- could be expected under a Lab-
our Government—would * pro-
duce a substantial change of out-
look on the part of the trade
unions.”

A motion (No 26) calling for
Conference to reject any policy of
wage restraint was opposed by
the Executive and defeated by a
show of hands. However, one
resolution, stating that

the take-over of the economic and
efficient industries in addition to
those that are uneconomic and
inefficient is essential to the suc-

cess of the next Labour Govern-
ment

was carried despite the platform.
* ; * *

CLERICAL and Administrative
- Workers, meeting at Whitley Bay,
debated whether the Union

should buy shares in leading air-
craft companies to “give them a
voice in the firm’s affairs.” The
resolution, from Brockworth
branch, said
By investing £750 or £1,000 the
union could have a voice in the
affairs of the five leading compan-
ies in the aircraft industry con-
trolling 50 percent of the indus-
try. By sending a nominee to
annual meetings they could tell
the shareholders of the real posi-
tion in the industry and of the
waste and incompetence in it.

Surely, by far the best way to
combat waste and i nce
is for the next Labour Govern-
ment to nationalize the aircraft
industry under workers’ control.

» Ed *

A GROWING PROBLEM
affecting workers in many indus-
tries is that of coloured and for-
eign workers. ' The April 12 issue
of The Newsletter featured an
article dealing with the subject.
It was an account of a discussion
at a Labour Party Ward meet-
ing, at the end of which a charter
for immigrant workers was

drawn up. Here is part of it.

(1) No immigrant worker should
be employed at a cheaper wage
rate than a British born worker
doing the same job.

(2) Immigrant workers shall be
on the housing list with British
born workers, on the same system
of allocation. Rents of rooms,
flats, hostels, etc., shall be strictly
controlled by a Labour Govern-
ment, with public ownership of
these premises an early target. No
“ ghettos™ for foreign workers to
be formed.

Such a charter can go a long way
way to solving our “problems”
and creating the unity needed to
fight out common enemy, the em-
ployers and their Tory Govern-
ment.

DIRECT ACTION MARCH

an SR Industrial report

The struggle against the Bomb,
the Bases and war is sorting itself
out. After the Labour Party de-
monstration at Trafalgar Square
on Sunday, April 13, had fizzled
out with Bevan asking for “three
cheers for a Labour victory” and
getting just about three cheers
from the 12,000 ple assem-
bled, a column formed to march
to Hyde Park under slogans call-
ing for industrial action against
the Bomb, the Bases and war.
For the very first time London
heard a demonstration—some

400 strong—chanting ‘ Stop work

on rocket bases! Stop work on
H-Bombs!” or ‘ Black the Bomb!
Black the Bases!”

. Beyond Aldermaston

Something had happened be-
tween Aldermaston and Trafal-
gar Square. Not, of course, to
the ‘leaders’ speaking from the
platform, who continue to drone
about summit talks and the like
—as if the safest thing in the
world is to mortgage our future
with the Tories, the American
dollar-ocracy and the Russian
bureaucrats—but to the audience.
The audience had learned that
Aldermaston was not enough,
that we have to go beyond—into
the factories and building sites.

No wonder the banners of
Socialist Review and the News-
letter attracted attention. No
wonder strangers were willing to
march under these banners, to
shout their slogans, to gather in
Hyde Park and listen to suppor-
ters of these two socialist jour-
nals explain how war and its ulti-

Industrial action against the
Bomb_maniacs is becoming
more and more embedded
in the organized Ilabour
movement. We hear that
Harlow AEU No. 2 has
passed a resolution calling
upon the Essex Council to
declare black all work on
Rocket Sites, calling upon
their EC to urge the TUC
to do the same and demand-
ing a national stoppage in
the event of black labour
being employed.

Harlow ASW has also
passed a resolution in favour
of boycotting work on
rocket bases. o .

Other trade . " union
branches in the area are ex-
pected to follow suit.

mate weapon were embedded in
capitalism, how the fight against
the Bomb is the fight against war
and the fight against class society,
that only the workers can carry
that fight to victory and that it

was time to start, by blacking
Bomb and blacking the Bases.

What to do
Every section of the organized

the

workers was asked ta pledge it-

self to
put pressure on the leadership to
lead an industrial campaign
against the Bomb and war. This
was the way to show who stood
where, to show who could be re-
lied on in the struggle against
war and capitalism, in the fight
for a mew society—socialism.

review of the industrial struggle.

ASSET : A new

asks Eric S. Heffer

CLIVE JENKINS' article on
wage claims, “ASSET springs
wage surprises on bosses,” (Tri-
bune, March 14). should- cause
all in the trade union movement
to pause for serious thought. He
obviously wants to eliminate the
present scramble and thinks that
he and his union ASSET have
found at least one of the an-
SWCIS.

I do not want to tell ASSET
how to do their job. That is their
concern. But since he invites us
all to consider the position, I will
try to do just that.

His main contention is that the
wage structure should be related
to the annual increase in pro-
ductivity in a green industry. He
suggests that in the “growth sec-
tors of the nationally-owned in-
dustries,” we might all try the
ASSET plan. This envisages an
agreement with BOAC and BEA
for 3 to 5 years for annual wage
increases of 5 percent or the in-
crease in productivity, whichever
is the less.

Little to | say

What are the objections to a
scheme which, on the surface, ap-
pears to put more into the poc-
kets of the workers?

My primary objection is this.
The proposals are purely section-
alist; they must lead to certain
key unions getting all the plums,
thereby creating a labour elite,
whilst the mass of the workers
would not share the benefits
gained.

Secondly, such a scheme could
only apply to a small number
of industries, industries assured
of a definite annual increase in
productivity. Can anyone point
to such an industry under capi-
talism with any surety? What
about recessions (and how can
these be avoided under capital-
ism?) when the productivity of
an entirely industry may well
drop notwithstanding an increase
in individual productivity due to
the -added spur of unemploy-
ment? Will those who are the

roduction workers receive the

efits from, say, automation,
and those who are not still scram-
ble as in the past?

Clive Jenkins’ plan results from
the need, on the part of some offi-
cials, for a quiet life. The rank
and file have very little to say in
such agreements, and are very
much relegated to the back-
ground. In any case the idea of a
net increas of 5 percent or less
(supposing productivity rose by
20 percent) is very dangerous.

A bureaucratic fashion %

The cost of living could rocket
(what then of the 5 percent) and
production could remain static
or actually drop. Is it then sug-
gested that because production
did not increase, the industry
would not be able to afford a
wage rise to meet the increased
cost of living? |

Pzgé Three

INDUSTRIAL

These pages have been set aside for a socialist

Help to make
them complete by sending in news and comments.

plan for what ?

Clive Jenkins really knows bet-
ter, because in one part of the
article he hints at the real an-
swer on the wage question—mili-
tant action. Militancy has al-
ways paid off and I am afraid
Clive Jenkins’ present proposals,
could even further dampen down
the struggle. They are obviously
something emerging from an
office, conceived in a bureaucra-

tic fashion and should be rejec-
ted.

Right time, wrong method

By all means let us apply for
increased wages at the “right
time ” (whenever that is) but let
us conduct a fight to get them,
and not try to solve our problem
by looking for a non-existent
short-cut.

The last point is that the
ASSET plan could tie the work-
ers to capitalism by giving them
an interest in maintaining the
present capitalist set-up. Nation-
alization does not in itself mean
any fundamental change and
means at this stage purely an
extension of State-Capitalism.
Socialist nationalization needs
workers’ control, and Clive Jen-
kins does not favour that.

A backward step

At its Easter Conference USDAW
approved a recommendation by
its EC to cancel its educational
scheme with the NCLC at the
end of the year. As USDAW is
one of the largest financial sup-
porters of the National Council
of Labour Colleges, it is a blow
to the organization.

Between the decision of
USDAW EC decision and the
Conference there was only four
weeks which did not give all
branches time to discuss the mat-
ter but the Insurance Agents’
national committee in the union
passed a resolution of protest and
opposed at the Conference.

The logic of the USDAW posi-
tion could well mean the begin-
ning of the end of the NCLC un-
less trade union members wake
up to its implications. All mili-
tant members and the thousands
of officials who owe some part of
their training to the Movement
Independent Working-class Edu-
cation, will realize that the time
for the end of the NCLC is not
yet. It remains a valuable and
vital open forum of the Move-
ment and still mobilizes a con-
siderable amount of voluntary
effort in its work, which cannot
be equalled by samples of Uni-

versity academic  instruction
dolled out to a few trade union-
ists.

The Easter conference decision
deprives USDAW members of
their NCLC rights. That is why
they must work for a return to
company of those in the British
TU’s who work for Independent
Working-class Education.

- SR Industrial report



Page Four

LP COMMENTARY

RON LEWIS
e Labour and the Bomb

AT LAST the movement against the Bomb
and for socialism is really under way. The
success of the movement may be best as-
sessed in terms of the Party-leadership’s re-
actions. Their coming into Trafalgar Square
and resorting to traditional socialist agita-
tional activity is a real measure of the suc-
cess that we on the left have achieved.

Of course, the stand taking by the Lead-
ership in the Square cannot be regarded as
satisfactory. Clearly a deal of opportunism
motivated them and their anxiety to con-
trol the ‘unofficial * movement in the streets
was reflected in the speech of Nye Bevan
who suggested that now that the Movement
was returning to traditional methods that the
ranks should be closed, meaning that we
should now cease our agitation to ban the
bomb.

But let us for goodness sake express our
pleasure in the fact that the leaders have
at least shown themselves aware of the grow-
ing strength of the Ban the Bomb campaign.
Let us encourage the Party to sponsor more
of these activities. Let us not be so super-
critical of everything that they do that we
end up not by leading the workers towards
socialism and peace but on the fringe of
working class life hurling sectarian sounds
upon deaf ears.

We have come a long way since 1954 when
the Party leaders foisted the obscenity of
German re-armament upon us. We shall go
a lot further if we are sensible in our criti-
cisms and if we establish an intelligent list of
priorities in the matter of demands. We
are no longer confronted by a well organized
monolith in the shape of the Right-wing lea-
dership. Divisions and cracks are appear-
ing all over the place and providing that we
are not too ultra in our demands and de-
monstrations we should be able to deal a
death blow to reaction within the Labour
Movement.

e Strachey’s ‘scrap’

JUST HOW FAR REMOVED the inner
caucus of the leadership is not merely from
our point of view, but from the impressions
they tried to give in Trafalgar Square may
be seen by that artfully titled pamphlet,
Scrap All the H-bombs, which is written by
our bete noire—John Strachey.

The most significant thing about this pam-
phlet is that it ever came to be published at
all in the present situation when the leader-
ship is quite obviously reeling from the im-
plied blows of the succcess of the campaign
against the Bomb. That it should have a
forward by Gaitskell is almost unbelievable.

Waiting for fall-out

Mr Strachey has always been too clever by
far. In his latest sortie this cleverness reaches
the point of insanity and even suggests that
because Gallup Polls have shown the British
people to be in favour of the retention of the
Bomb and for the usual tired deterrent argu-
ments, the Labour Movement must stand
for its retention. If what the people ‘think’
at any one time is to be taken as what a
Socialist party should advocate, we might as
well all spend our evenings worshipping at
the shrine of the idiot’s eye and wait for the
fall-out. |
. But in addition to this, Strachey attempts

to convince his readers that there is a differ--

ence between the Labour and Conservative
Parties on nuclear arms policy. This he
does by selective and tendentious quotations
from Bevan’s apostasy at Brighton.

The significance of this work however, is
the fact that it has not received official bless-
ing from the NEC, a striking illustration of
the change which has taken place in the
movement since Lord Luv-a-duck was King.

e County elections

AS I PROPHESIED in the Review a month
ago, the Party made important gains in the
County Council Elections. In many counties
the number of Labour members is at an all
time high level, and several important coun-
ties have been captured by Labour.

Without in any way trying to minimize
the significance of this achievement (I have
a strong personal reason for not wishing
to do that, for I won a seat not previously
held by us!) it would be a mistake to assume
that these results necessarily have any per-
manent significance. For in 1952, a similar
but not as extensive a victory was achieved
sbut we still lost the General in 1955.

This victory has been achieved for a num-
ber of reasons. First, because the Tory-
party machine is demoralized. The crusa-
ding fervour generated after 1945 seems at
long last to have spent itself. In these con-
ditions, it wasn’t too difficult for the Labour
Party generally to put up a better show
with knocking up and the like than the
Tories. Secondly, the Tory voter himself
was very apathetic. A more lively Tory-
party organization would have got more of
the Tories to the poll.

It should be faced however, that there was
a large degree of general apathy, and in the
seat which I won large numbers of Labour
folk did not vote, in spite of the fact that

by Stan Newens

IN THE TRIENNIAL County Council
Elections which took place last month, Lab-
our gained control in four counties previ-
ously controlled by the Tories—Carmarthen-
shire, Essex, Lancashire and Middlesex.

This brings the total number of County
Councils controlled by Labour to ten and
represents an important victory. In Mid-
dlesex in particular, where the Tories have
been supreme since 1949, Labour has done
well.

None the less in many areas Party mem-
bers are disappointed with the results. In
Staffordshire and the West Riding of York-
shire Labour hopes have not been realized
to the full and in many individual seats re-
sults have been disappointing.

The factors which determine Labour’s suc-
cess in elections are of course manifold, but
the three most important are Labour’s re-
putation nationally, locally, and the state of
the electoral organization.

The latter is of course, tremendously mm-
portant in elections to County Councils
which seem too remote to have a local in-

- terest to the average member of the public

and little national significance. Conse-
quently in the face of general apathy only a
very enthusiastic band of Labour workers
can get voters out.

It is noteworthy that only in areas where a
genuine left wing socialist Party exists nor-
mally is it possible to call upon a really
keen band of workers. Where the ideas of
¢compromise and capitalist reformism hold
sway there are few who are prepared to
put themselves out to vollect votes. .

The weakness and compromise of the

- national leadership of the Labour Party on
the Hydrogem Bomb and  nationalization .

- have helped to destroy the enthusiasm;. of ..
.-many Party workérs since the Brighton Con-

ference last October.

Further than this it is, of course, reflec-
ted in the lack of interest shown by the
working class at large. All too often can-
vassers are told that both sides are as bad.

- Nationally Labour has failed to win any sig-

nificant number of the floating voters or to
make inrpads on the all too. large section

. within our own ranks. . .

Socialist Review

every non-voting Labour voter was called
on eight times during the day. Because
we had, I think, a very much better than
average Party-organization, we got a 41%
poll; almost a record in these parts (Surrey)
for a County election, where the average this
time was 33 percent.

The seat which I fought in 1952 and won,
was not won this time, although there has
been no substantial change in the character
of the area. Indeed, the Labour vote was
down 1,300 (17,000 constituency) on 1952,
because the Labour organization was below
par. Yet the organization was not much
worse than in 1952.

This proves to me that this election was
an organizer’s election. Im 1952, the people
voted whether the organization was good or
not. Clearly, the people are not yet in the
definite mood of enthusiastic support for
the Party which ought to be the case if we
are to have a big victory in 1958.

A councillor’s job

But we managed to win power, in some
places, and a substantial minority elsewhere
and we must make the best use of it. Where
we have power we should demonstrate to
the workers that they have a strong personal
stake in the control of the County, and we
must take measures that have a real bearing
on their lives. Where we are a minority,
we must use the council chamber as a forum
(none of this sanctimonious rubbish about
doing good work in committee!) A minority
Councillor must not merely do good, he
must be seen to be -doing good. And he
must always bear in mind that his duty is to
win power for the Party. He should make
everything secondary to that aim.

ELECTION NOTEBOOK

of the working class which still votes Tory.
Tory abstentions are today more significant
than new Labour votes. Where there 1s a
Liberal choice, these absentionists often pre-
fer to oppose both Parties.

Locally, of course, it is difficult for Labour
to give a real lead, although some Councils
have made an attempt. Then, however, one
swallow does not make a summer and often
the barrage of Tory press criticism, aided
by official Labour Party silence or condem-
nation seeks to isolate and ridicule a social-
ist lead as in the case of the St Pancras
Borough Council.

‘What is necessary is for more left wingers
to realize that they can do a good job on
councils and to refrain from scoffing at the
idea of administering drains and public lava-
tories. If there were more genuine left-wing
socialists on public bodies, this isolation
could be prevented.

When Coventry or St. Pancras alone dis-
bands Civil Defence, the enemies of Social-
ism and peace can besiege and crush the
outbreak of disloyalty to capitalism. If,
however, 40 Councils were to do it, simul-

" taneously, the effect would be electrifying.

County Councils, - Federations, Regional
Councils and other bodies could assist the
concerting of attacks on capitalism through
many local authorities. But left-wing social-
ists must participate in all these parts of the
movement if the attempt is to be made.

‘At the present moment everyone is pre-
paring for the next round in the electoral
battle: the borough, urban and rural dis-
trict elections. These may seem to be tri-
vial to the full-blown self-styled left-wingers,
but through them it is possible to strike a-

heavy. blow at the Tories and if real .social--

ists are-.returned to . office to-capturé-posi-

-tions in which it is possible to harrass the

enemies of a socialist order unmercifully.
The conclusion is obvious: although we
are not satisfied with the existing state of
affairs, we must fight with might and main
to make the May Elections a real Labour
victory which will be a defeat not only to
the Tories, but also to the faint hearted






